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Abstract

An element ¢ of the outer automorphism group Out(F,) of the rank n free
group F, is polynomially growing if the word lengths of conjugacy classes in F,
grow at most polynomially under iteration by ¢. It is unipotent if additionally
its action on the first homology of F), with integer coefficients is unipotent. In
particular, if ¢ is polynomially growing and acts trivially on first homology with
coeflicients the integers mod 3 then ¢ is unipotent and also every polynomially
growing element has a positive power that is unipotent. We solve the conjugacy
problem in Out(F},) for the subset of unipotent elements. Specifically, there is
an algorithm that decides if two such are conjugate in Out(F},).

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the conjugacy problem for Out(F},), the group of outer
automorphisms of the free group of rank n. Namely, given ¢,1 € Out(F,), find an
algorithm that decides if ¢ and ¢ are conjugate in Out(F,,).

The case in which ¢ is fully irreducible, also known as iwip, was first solved by Sela
[Sel95] using his solution to the isomorphism problem for torsion-free word hyperbolic
groups. This was recently generalized, using a similar approach, by Dahmani [Dah16]
to the case that ¢ is hyperbolic, or equivalently, that every non-trivial element of
F,, has exponential growth under iteration by ¢. See also [Dahl7]. An alternate
approach to the fully irreducible case takes advantage of the fact that the finite
set of (unmarked) train track maps that represent a fully irreducible ¢ is a complete
invariant for the conjugacy class of ¢. Los [Los96] and Lustig [Lus07] (see also [HM11])
solved the conjugacy problem for fully irreducible ¢ by algorithmically constructing
the set of (unmarked) train track maps for ¢.

On the other end of the growth spectrum, the conjugacy problem for Dehn twists
(equivalently rotationless, linearly growing ¢) was solved by Cohen and Lustig [CL.99]
using, among other things, Whitehead’s algorithm (see below). Krsti¢, Lustig and
Vogtmann [KLVO1] proved an equivariant Whitehead algorithm and used that to
solve the conjugacy problem for all elements with linear growth.

Building on the approach of Sela mentioned above, Dahmani and Touikan [DTa]
reduce the conjugacy problem for Out(F},) to a list of problems about mapping tori
of polynomial growing elements. This is applied in their solution to the conjugacy
problem for outer automorphisms of free groups whose polynomially growing part is
unipotent linear [DTb].



Dahmani, Francaviglia, Martino, and Touikan [DFMT] solve the conjugacy prob-
lem for Out(F3).

Lustig [Lus00, Lus01] posted papers in 2000 and 2001 addressing the general case
of the conjugacy problem but these have never been published.

Our main theorem addresses the case that ¢ is polynomially growing and rota-
tionless, equivalently ¢ is polynomially growing and induces a unipotent action on
on Hy(F,,Z); we write ¢ € UPG(F},). Being an element of UPG(F},) is a conjugacy
invariant and can be checked algorithmically.

It is often the case, when studying Out(F},), that the techniques required to treat
the UPG(F},) case are very different from those needed for the cases in which there is
exponential growth. For example, the polynomially growing and exponentially grow-
ing cases of the Tits alternative for Out(F,) are proved in separate papers [BFH05]
[BEHOO0].

Theorem 1.1. There is an algorithm that takes as input ¢, € UPG(F,) and outputs
YES or NO depending on whether or not there exists 0 € Out(F,) such that ¢ = 1% :=
00~t. Further, if YES then the algorithm also outputs such a 6.

Remark 1.2. If one knows that ¢ and v are conjugate, then a conjugator ¢ can be
produced by searching a list of the elements of Out(F,). This is not what we do.
Rather, the construction of a conjugator, when one exists, is an integral part of the
proof of the main statement of Theorem 1.1.

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.1 is not an abstract existence theorem. It is proved by
constructing an explicit algorithm satisfying the conclusions of the theorem. The
same is true for other results in this paper that begin with ‘There is an algorithm’.

A detailed description of the algorithm is given in Section 2 so we restrict ourselves
here to four results/observations that underly our proof.

e Each ¢ € UPG is rotationless (Lemma 3.18) and so can be represented by a
particularly nice relative train track map f : G — G call a CT ; see See Section 3.6.
There is an algorithm (Theorem 3.20) to construct one such f : G — G and from
this we can compute all of the invariants used in this paper.

e A set equipped with an action by a group G is a G-set. A G-set X satisfies
property W (for Whitehead) if it comes equipped with an algorithm that takes as
input z,y € X and outputs YES or NO depending on whether or not there exists
0 € G such that 0(x) = y together with such a € if YES. We call such an algorithm an
W-algorithm. The Whitehead/Gersten algorithm is a W-algorithm for the Out(F,)-
set of finite lists of conjugacy classes of finitely generated subgroups of F, [Ger84,
Theorems W&M], see also [Kal92] and [BFH23].

This can be applied directly to our problem by finding subgroups associated to
elements of UPG. For example, there is a free factor system Fy(¢) characterized
by the fact that a conjugacy class in F), is carried by Fo(¢) if and only if it grows
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linearly under iteration by ¢. Since a free factor system is an unordered list of
conjugacy classes of free factors, we can check if there exists § € Out(F,) such that
Fo(¥) = 0(Fo(¢)). If no such 6 exists then ¢ and 1 are not conjugate. If there is
a such a 0 then after replacing ¢ by ¥? ', we may assume, as far as the conjugacy
problem is concerned, that Fo(¢) = Fo(v0). Moreover, any conjugator will preserve
Fo(@) = Fo(v).

In sections 10-15 we show that the Whitehead/Gersten algorithm can be used as
the platform on which to build other useful Out(F,,)-sets that satisfy property W. The
Out(F;,)-set of finite lists of finitely generated subgroups of F,, also satisfies property
M (for McCool). Namely, it is equipped with an algorithm that takes as input x € X
and outputs a finite presentation for G, := {6 € G | 6(z) = x}. Although it is not
strictly necessary for solving the conjugacy problem, property M is important in its
own right and we show that all of the Out(F,)-sets constructed in sections 10-15
satisfy property M.

e Lemma 4.21, which is an adaptation of the Recognition Theorem [FH11, The-
orem 5.3], gives necessary and sufficient conditions for § € Out(F),) to conjugate
¢ € UPG to ¢ € UPG. The non-numerical condition is that 0(L(¢)) = L(¢)) where
L(¢) is a certain set of lines associated to ¢ and similarly for L(¢). If f: G — G
is a CT representing ¢ then £(¢) is the set of lines carried by a finite type Stallings
graph I'(f) called the eigengraph for f. I'(f) depends on f but the set of lines carried
by I'(f) depends only on ¢. The numerical condition of Lemma 4.21 concerns the
‘twist coordinates’ associated to the linear parts of ¢ and ¢ and is relatively easy to
handle; see Lemma 17.1 and Lemma 17.8. Almost all of the paper is concerned with
the existence or not of 0 satisfying 6(L(¢)) = L(¥).

e ACT f: G — G comes equipped with a filtration G;, C G;; C --- C G,
where each G, is an f-invariant core subgraph and where obtained from G;,_, by
adding a single topological arc, possibly divided into two edges, for 7 > 0. Edges of
Gy, \ Gy,_, are said to have height j. I'(f) has a compact core to which finitely many
rays {Rg} are added, one for each non-fixed non-linear edge E of G. Understanding
the structure of rays is an important step in understanding £(¢). Each Rg has initial
edge E and Rg \ E is a ray that crosses only edges with height strictly less than that
of E. (This is most definitely a UPG phenomenon. If £ belongs to an exponentially
growing stratum then FE occurs infinitely often in Rg.) Thus Rp can be studied
inductively, working up through the filtration. This is carried out in Section 5 and
Sections 15-17.

Example 3.1 gives an illustrative element of UPG(F},) and is further developed as
we progress through the text.
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2 The algorithm

The logical structure of our proof of Theorem 1.1 is a series of reductions
Theorem 1.1 <= Proposition 14.7 <= Proposition 16.4 <= Proposition 17.2

and a proof of Proposition 17.2. The above theorem and propositions produce al-
gorithms that we denote by ALGi i, ALGis7, ALGigs and ALGq75 respectively.
The proof of the implication Theorem 1.1 <= Proposition 14.7 shows how to use
ALG147 to construct ALG;; and similarly for the other implications. Thus ALGq
calls ALGq47 which calls ALG¢.4 which calls ALG;75.

2.1 Theorem 1.1 <= Proposition 14.7

One way to make progress on the conjugacy problem for UPG is to find W-invariants
for UPG; i.e. Out(F),)-equivariant maps J : UPG — X where X is an Out(F),)-set
with a W-algorithm Wi (-, -). If Wx(J(¢), J(¢)) = NO then ¢ is not conjugate to ¢ in
Out(F,). If Wx(J(¢), J(1)) = (YES, &) then J(¢¢ ') = J(¢). Replacing ¢ by ¢¢ ',
we may assume that J(¢) = J(¢). In this case, any 6§ conjugating ¢ to 1 is contained
in the subgroup of Out(F},) that fixes J(¢).

In Sections 5 through 14 we construct seven such W-invariants and bundle them
into a single invariant I.(¢). Once this is done, it is easy to use an algorithm satisfying
the conclusions of Proposition 14.7 to produce an algorithm satisfying the conclusions
of Theorem 1.1. The details are given in the proof of Lemma 14.8.

Items (1) - (4) below outline how our ultimate W-invariant I : UPG — IS(A,) is
chosen. Item (5) refers to shrinking the set of potential conjugators from the stabilizer
of I.(¢) to one of its finite index subgroups X;(¢).

(1) ( Dynamical invariants of ¢ € UPG)

e the finite multi-set Fix(¢) of conjugacy classes of fized subgroups of ¢.
(Definition 3.14)



e the linear free factor system Fo(¢). (Definition 6.5)

o the finite set {c} of special ¢-chains. (Section 6.1 and in particular Nota-
tion 6.8)

e the finite set A,.(¢) of azes for ¢. (Section 4.2)
e the finite set SA(¢) of strong azes for ¢. (Section 4.2)

e the finite set Qnp(¢) of all non-periodic limit lines for all eigenrays of ¢.
(Section 5)

e for each one-edge extension e of each ¢, the set L.(¢) of added lines with
respect to e. (Definition 6.14)

The invariants in the first four items are algebraic in that they take values in Out(F,,)-
sets that can be expressed in terms of conjugacy classes of finitely generated subgroups
of F,, or more generally are iterated sets (Section 10.1). In particular, they take values
in Out(F},)-sets with W-algorithms and so can be used as they are. The others must
be modified.

(2) (Algebraic versions of dynamical invariants) For the last three dynamical
invariants, define corresponding (but weaker) algebraic invariants. The last two
depend on a choice of special chain ¢. (Section 13.1)

e the finite set of algebraic strong azes. (Section 13.6)
e the finite set {H.(L) : L € Qnp(¢)} of algebraic limit lines. (Section 13.8)

e for each one-edge extension ¢ in ¢, the finite set H.e (¢) of algebraic added
lines with respect to e. (Section 13.7)

Remark 2.1. If the seven dynamical invariants in (1) take the same values on ¢ and
1 then, using Lemma 4.21, it is easy to check if ¢ and v are conjugate. The same is
not true for the seven algebraic invariants in (1) and (2). Too much information was
lost in translation.

(3) (W-invariants) Iterated sets, and in particular IS(A,), are defined in Sec-
tions 10 and 11. By construction, all of our algebraic invariants take values
in the iterated set IS(A,). We construct a W-algorithm for IS(A,) (and all other
iterated sets).

(4) (The total invariant I.(¢)) is defined by combining the algebraic invariants
in (1) and (2) into a single algebraic invariant that takes values in IS(A,).
(Definition 13.13).

(5) (Reduce potential conjugators) Elements of X;(¢) < Out(F,) not only
stabilize the algebraic invariants in (1) and (2) making up I.(¢), they also induce
trivial permutations on those invariants that are finite sets. (Definition 14.1).
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As mentioned above Lemma 14.8 is proved by constructing ALG;; using ALGq47
and properties of |.(¢). Hence to prove Theorem 1.1, we are reduced to proving:

Proposition 14.7 There is an algorithm that takes as input ¢, € UPG(F,) and a
chain ¢ such that

e ¢ is special for both ¢ and v and

o I(¢) = I(¥)

and that outputs YES or NO depending whether or not there is 0 € X.(¢) conjugating
¢ to 1. Further, if YES then such a 0 is produced.

2.2 Proposition 14.7 <= Proposition 16.4

ALGq47 and ALGqg44 differ only in the subgroup of potential conjugators that must
be considered. In Proposition 14.7 it is X.(¢) and in Proposition 16.4 it is an infi-
nite index subgroup Ker(Q?) < X.(¢) defined in Definition 16.3. See statement of
Proposition 14.7 below.

The set of (eigen)rays R(¢) (Definition 3.14) is a fundamental dynamical invariant
of ¢. Each r € R(¢) is the conjugacy class [F] of a point 7 € JF,,. There is no W-
algorithm for JF;, so we work with a weaker algebraic invariant, the conjugacy class
F.(r) of a free factor determined by r and a special chain c; see Section 13.4. We
do not list this in (2) because it is built into the set of algebraic lines and the set of
algebraic added lines. The great advantage of Ker(Q?) over X,(¢) is that in the proof
of Proposition 17.2 we need only consider conjugating elements that preserve r. (See
Lemma 15.45 and Lemma 17.9.) Instead of having to check if two rays are conjugate,
we need only check if they are equal.

The definition of Q¢(¢) for £ € X, is given in Definition 16.3. The key result, from
the algorithmic point of view, is

Proposition 16.6  There is an algorithm that produces a finite set {n;} C X so
that the union of the cosets of Ker(Q?) determined by the 7;’s contains each § € X
that conjugates ¢ to 1.

The proof of Proposition 16.6 requires a detailed understanding of the structure of
eigenrays and is the most technical part of the paper. The proof of Lemma 16.5 shows
how to quickly construct ALGq47 using ALGy64 and the coset representatives pro-
duced by the algorithm of Proposition 16.6. In other words, to prove Proposition 14.7,
we are reduced to proving:

Proposition 16.4 There is an algorithm that takes as input ¢, € UPG(F,) and a
chain ¢ such that



e ¢ is a special chain for ¢ and Y and

o I(¢) =1(¢)

and that outputs YES or NO depending on whether or not there is 6 € Ker(Q?) conju-
gating ¢ to 1. Further, if YES then such a 0 is produced.

2.3 Proposition 16.4 <= Proposition 17.2

This is an easy step. The details are given in ‘Proof of Proposition 16.4 (assuming
Lemma 17.1 and Proposition 17.2)" following the statement of Proposition 17.2. After
this step, we may assume that the restrictions of ¢ and v to the linear free factor
system Fo(¢) = Fo(¢) are equal. This provides the basis for an inductive argument
completed in the next step.

2.4 Proof of Proposition 17.2

Proposition 17.2 is the inductive step of an argument up the filtration induced by
¢. There are six items labeled (1)—(5), (7) that are sequentially checked. If any of
these is false then return NO. Otherwise, construct the desired conjugator following
pages 126-127.

3 Background

3.1 Standard Notation

The free group on n generators is denoted F},. For a € F,,, conjugation by a is denoted
ia, 1.€. iq(x) = aza™! for x € F,. The group of automorphisms of F,,, the group of
inner automorphisms of F,, and the group of outer automorphisms of F}, are denoted
by Aut(F,), Inn(F},) :={i, | a € F,,} and Out(F,) = Aut(F},)/Inn(F,,) respectively.

For subgroups H < F,,, [H] denotes the conjugacy class of H and, for elements
a € F,, [a] denotes the conjugacy class of a.

An outer automorphism ¢ € Out(F},) has polynomial growth, written ¢ € PG, if
for each a € F, there is a polynomial P such that reduced word length of ¢*([a]) with
respect to a fixed set of generators of F,, is bounded above by P(k). Equivalently,
the set of attracting laminations for ¢ [BFHO0O0, Section 3] is empty. The set UPG(F},)
of unipotent outer automorphisms is the subset of Out(F,,) consisting of polynomially
growing ¢ whose induced action on H;(F,,Z) is unipotent. We sometimes write
¢ € UPG instead of ¢ € UPG(F},). In Section 3.5 we show that ¢ € UPG if and only
¢ € PG and ¢ is rotationless in the sense of [FH11, Definition 3.13] (where it is called
forward rotationless). There is K, > 0 such that if ¢ € PG then ¢%» € UPG [FH18,
Corollary 3.14].



The graph with one vertex % and with n edges is the rose R,,. Making use of the
standard identification of (R, *) with F},, there are bijections between Aut(F,,) and
the group of pointed homotopy classes of homotopy equivalences f : (R, *) = (R, *)
and between Out(F;,) and the group of free homotopy classes of homotopy equivalences
f:R,— R,.

If G is a graph without valence one vertices then a homotopy equivalence pu :
R, — G is called a marking and G, equipped with a marking, is called a marked
graph. A marking u induces an identification, well-defined up to inner automorphism,
of the fundamental group of G with the fundamental group of R,, and hence with F},.
This in turn induces an identification of the group of homotopy classes of homotopy
equivalences f : G — G with Out(F,,). If ¢ € Out(F;,) corresponds to the homotopy
class of f : G — G then we say that f : G — G represents ¢. In Section 3.6 we recall
the existence of very well behaved homotopy equivalences f : G — G representing an
element of UPG(F,,).

Example 3.1. Here is an example of a homotopy equivalence f : G — G of a
marked graph that represents an element ¢ of UPG(F5). Let F5 be represented as the
fundamental group of the rose Ry, let G be the subdivision of Rj5 pictured in Figure 1
and let f : G — G be given by a + a, b — ba, c — cb, d — db?, e — eb?, p — pa?,

Figure 1: G

q — qc. To see that ¢ has polynomial growth, note that the edge ¢ has cubic growth

in that
15 (@) = g f(©)-f2(c)-FP (). . - f*1(e)| = |g-c-cb-cbba-. . .-cbba .. . ba*| = W

and that no edge grows at a higher rate. In particular conjugacy classes of F), have
at most cubic growth. As we progress through this paper, we will expand upon this
example.

3.2 Paths, circuits and lines

A path in a marked graph G is a proper immersion of a closed interval into G. In
this paper, we will assume that the endpoints of a path, if any, are at vertices. If the
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interval is degenerate then the path is trivial; if the interval is infinite or bi-infinite
then the path is a ray or a line respectively. We do not distinguish between paths that
differ only by a reparameterization of the domain interval. Thus, every non-trivial
path has a description as a concatenation of oriented edges and we will use this edge
path formulation without further mention. Reversing the orientation on a path o
produces a path denoted either & or o='. A circuit is an immersion of S' into G.
Unless otherwise stated, a circuit is assumed to have an orientation. Circuits have
cylic edge decompositions. Each conjugacy class in F}, is represented by a unique
circuit in G. The conjugacy class in F;, represented by the circuit o is denoted [o].

Notation 3.2. Each ® € Aut(F,) induces an equivariant homeomorphism of 9F,,.
To simplify notation somewhat, we refer to this extension as ® rather than, say,
0®. In situations where this might cause confusion, we write ®|0F,, for the induced
homeomorphism of JF,. For example, Fix(®) is the subgroup of F, fixed by ® and
Fix(®|0F,) is the set of points in OF, fixed by the induced homeomorphism.

The action of F,, on JF,, is by conjugation, i.e. by a- P = i,(P) for P € JF,,. For
each non-trivial a € F},, 1, fixes two points in OF,,: a repeller a~ and an attractor a*.

A marking p induces an identification, well-defined up to inner automorphism, of
the set of ends of G with dF,, and likewise the group of covering translations of G with
Inn(F},). We choose such an identification once and for all. The covering translation
corresponding to 7, is denoted T, as is the extension of T}, to a homeomorphism of 0F,.
We have T,|0F,, = i,|F,. If f : G — G represents ¢ then each lift f: G — G induces
an equivariant homeomorphism, still called f , of OF,; see, for example, Section 2.3
of [FH11]. There is a bijection between the set of lifts f of f : G — G and the set of
automorphisms ® representing ¢ defined by f > @ if f |OF, = ®|0F,.

A line L in the universal cover G of a marked graph G is a bi-infinite edge path.
The ends of L determine ends of G and hence points in dF,. In this way, the space
of oriented lines in the tree G can be identified with the space B of ordered pairs of
distinct elements of OF,. The space of oriented lines in G is then identified with the
space B of Fj,-orbits of elements of 5. The topology on dF, induces a topology on B
and hence a topology on B called the weak topology.

3.3 Free factor systems

The subgroup system F = {[A1],...,[An]} is a free factor system if Ay,..., A, are
non-trivial free factors of I, and either F,, = Ay *...xA,, or F,, = Ay *...x A,,* B for
some non-trivial free factor B. The [A;]’s are the components of F. If G is a marked
graph and K is a subgraph whose non-contractible components are K1, ..., K,, then
F(K,G) = {[m(K1)],...,[m(Kn)]} is a free factor system that is realized by K C G.
Every free factor system A can be realized by K C G for some marked graph G and
some core subgraph K C (. Recall that a graph is core if through every edge there
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is an immersed circuit and that the core of a graph is the union of the images of its
immersed circuits.

We write F; C F» and say that F; is contained in J; if for each component [A;]
of F; there is a component [B;]| of F, so that A; is conjugate to a subgroup of B;.
Equivalently, there is a marked graph G with core subgraphs K; C Ky so that F; =
F(Ki,G) and Fy = F(K3, G). If one can choose K7 and K5 so that K5\ K7 is a single
edge then we say that F; C F; is a one-edge extension. For example, {[A]} C {[B]}
is a one-edge extension if and only if rank(B) = rank(A) + 1 and {[A4], [42]} T {[B]}
is a one-edge extension if and only if rank(B) = rank(A;) + rank(As).

Example 3.3. Suppose that H; is a subgraph of a marked graph G, that Hy =
H,UFE5 C G where F, is an edge that forms a loop that is disjoint from H; and that
H; = H, U E5 where F3 C G is an edge with one endpoint in H; and the other at
the unique endpoint of Fy. Then F(H,,G) C F(H2,G) and F(Hy,G) C F(H;,G)
are proper inclusions and F(H,,G) C F(Hj,G) is a one-edge extension. This is
essentially the only way in which a one-edge extension can be ‘reducible’. We record
a specific consequence of this in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that F(H,,G) C F(Hy, G) and F(Hs,G) T F(Hs, G) are
proper inclusions and that F(Hy,G) and F(Hs,G) have the same number of compo-
nents. Then F(Hy,G) C F(Hs,G) is a not one-edge extension.

Proof. This follows from [HM20, Part 2, Definition 2.4 and Lemma 2.5]. ]

If F={[A],...,[An]} and a € F, is conjugate into some A; then [a] is carried
by F. A line L € B is carried by F if it is a limit of periodic lines corresponding to
conjugacy classes that are carried by F. Equivalently, [a] or L is carried by F if for
some, and hence every, K C G realizing F, the realization of [a] or L in G is contained
in K. For every collection of conjugacy classes and lines there is a unique minimal

(with respect to ) free factor system that carries each element of the collection
[BFHOO, Corollary 2.6.5].

Notation 3.5. Out(F,) acts on the set of conjugacy classes [F] of free factors F.
If ¢ € Out(F,) fixes [F| then we say that [F] is ¢-invariant and write ¢|[F] for the
restriction of ¢ to [F] (which is well defined because F' is its own normalizer in F,).
We often say that F is ¢-invariant and write ¢|F just to simplify notation. [BFH05,
Proposition 4.44] implies that if ¢ is UPG then ¢|F is UPG. If F = {[A4],...,[An]}
is a free factor system and each [4;] is ¢-invariant then we say that F is ¢-invariant
and denote {¢|A1,...,¢|An} by ¢|F.

3.4 Fixn(¢), principal lifts and R(¢)

We continue with Notation 3.2. If P € Fix(®|0F,,) and if there is a neighborhood U
of P in F,, such that ®(U) C U and such that N2, ®*(U) = P then P is attracting.
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If P is an attracting fixed point for ®~!0F, then it is a repelling fixed point for
®|0F,. By Fix; (®), Fix_(®) and Fixy(P) we denote the set of attracting fized points
for ®|OF,, the set of repelling fized points for ®|OF,, and the set of non-repelling fized
points for ®|0F,, respectively; thus Fixy(P) = Fix(®|0F,) \ Fix_(®). Note that all of
these sets are contained in 0F,,.

If A < F, is a finitely generated subgroup then the inclusion of A into F), is
a quasi-isometric embedding and so extends to an inclusion of 0A into OF, with
the property that {a® : non-trivial @ € A} is dense in JA. In particular, since the
subgroup Fix(®) consisting of elements in F}, that are fixed by ® is finitely generated
[Ger87] (see also [BH92| and the references therein), we have 0 Fix(®) C JF,. The
following lemma implies that 0 Fix(®) C Fix(®|0F,,) and that Fix;(®), Fix_(®) and
Fixy(®) are Fix(®)-invariant.

Lemma 3.6. Let ® € Aut(F,,) and 0 # a € F,,. The following are equivalent:
e a € Fix(®);
e cither a= or at is contained in O Fix(®);
e both a= and a*t are contained in O Fix(®);
e 1, commutes with ®; and
e i,|0F, commutes with ®|OF,.

Proof. This is well known; see, for example, Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 of [BFHO04] and
Proposition 1.1 of [GJLLIS]. O

Lemma 3.7. If P € OF, is fixed by automorphisms ® # ® representing ¢ € Out(F},)
then P = a* for some non-trivial a € F,,.

Proof. There exists non-trivial @ € F,, such that i, = ®~1®’ fixes P. O

Definition 3.8. An automorphism ® representing ¢ € UPG(F},) is principal if Fixy(P)
contains at least two points and if Fixy(®) # {a~,a™} for any non-trivial a € F,.
The set of principal automorphisms representing ¢ is denoted P(¢). See Section 3.2
of [FH11] for complete details.

Lemma 3.9. If ® is principal then Fixn(®) is the disjoint union of OFix(®) and
Fix (). Moreover, Fix, (®) is a union of finitely many Fix(®) orbits.

Proof. The first assertion follows from Proposition 1.1 of [GJLL98]. The second is
obvious if Fix,(®) is finite and follows from Lemma 2.5 of [BFHO04] if Fix,(®) is
infinite. O
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Remark 3.10. We sometimes say that P € 0F), is periodic if it is fixed by i, for some
non-trivial @ € F,,.  Non-periodic points are dense in Fixy(®) for each & € P(o).
Lemmas 3.6 and 3.9 imply that no element of Fix,(®) is periodic. If Fix, (®) # ()
then Fix, (¢) is dense in Fixy(¢) and we are done. Otherwise, Fix(®) has rank at least
two and Fixy(®) = 9 Fix(®).

Definition 3.11. Two automorphisms ®; and ®, are in the same isogredience class
if there exists a € F,, such that ®, = i,®1i; ", in which case Fixy(®2) = i, Fixn(P1)
and similarly for Fix_(®s), Fix, (®2) and Fix(®s). It follows that if ®; and P, are
isogredient then [Fix(®;)] = [Fix(®2)] and [Fixy(®P1)] = [Fixn(P2)] where [ | denotes
the orbit under the action of F, on sets of points in JF,. It is easy to see that
isogredience defines an equivalence relation on P(¢). The set of isogredience classes

of P(¢) is denoted [P(¢)].

We recall the following result from Remark 3.9 of [FH11]; see also Lemma 3.25 of
this paper.

Lemma 3.12. P(¢) is a finite union of isogredience classes.

Our next lemma states that [Fixy(®)] determines the isogredience class of ® €
P(o).
Lemma 3.13. Suppose that 1, Py € P(p). Then 1 and Oy are isogredient if and
only if [Fixn(®1)] = [Fixn(P2)]. More precisely, @y = i,®1i; " if and only if Fixy(P2) =
’ia FiXN<cI)1) .
Proof. Tt is obvious that if ® = i,®1i, ! then Fixy(®y) = i, Fixy(®;). For the converse
note that if Fixy(®s) = i, Fixn(®1) = Fixn(ia®1i;t) then &', ®1i;! is an inner
automorphism whose induced action on OF, fixes Fixy(®2) and so is not equal to
{a=,a*} for any non-trivial a. This proves that ®,'i,®i " is trivial and so ®; =
Z.acbll.gl. O

Definition 3.14. Define sets

Fixn (@) := {[Fixn(®1)], ..., [Fixn(®,,)]}

and
R(¢) :=={[P]: P € UL, Fix.(®;)} C OF,/F,

and a multi-set (repeated elements allowed)
Fix(¢) := {[Fix(®1)], ..., [Fix(®m)]}

where the ®;’s are representatives of the isogredience classes in P(¢). Thus Fixy(¢)
is a finite set of Fj,-orbits of subsets of JF),, and R(¢) is a finite set of F),-orbits of
points in OF,.
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Definition 3.15. For us a natural invariant of a group G is a map I : G — X where
X is a G-set and, for all ¢,0 € G, we have I1(¢”) = 0(I(¢)).

The following lemma says that [P(¢)], Fix(¢), Fixn(¢), and R(¢) are natural

invariants of Out(F,).

Lemma 3.16. Suppose that © € Aut(F,) represents § € Out(F,) and that ) = 0¢0~".
Then

(1) ® — U := ODPO~! defines a bijection between P(¢) and P(v) and induces a
bijection [P(¢)] <> [P(v)].

(2) Fix(¥) = O(Fix(®)), Fixn(V) = O(Fixn(P)) and Fix, (¥) = O(Fix,(P)).

(3) Fix(y) = 0(Fix(¢)), Fixn(¢)) = 0(Fixn(¢)) and R(v) = 0(R(¢))-

Proof. The automorphism ¥ represents 0¢p0~ = ¢ € Out(F,). If ® = i, ®i ! then
U= 0! = i@(c)(@cb@_l)iééc) = ie(c)\I’ié%C) so conjugation by © maps isogre-
dience classes of ¢ to isogredience classes of 1. The items in (2) are easy standard
facts about conjugation. Since ©(a*) = (0O(a))¥, it follows that W is principal if ®
is principal. The induced map P(¢) — P(¢) is obviously invertible and is hence a
bijection. This completes the proof of (1). If O is replaced by 7,0 then ¥ is replaced
by i,Vi ! and Fix(¥), Fixy(¥) and Fix, (V) are replaced by i,(Fix(¥)),iq(Fixn(¥))
and i, (Fix, (V)) respectively. Thus O([Fix(®)]) = [Fix(¥)], O([Fixn(P)]) = [Fixn(¥)]
and 0([Fix.(®)]) = [Fix,(¥)]. This verifies (3). O

The following lemma is used implicitly throughout the paper.

Lemma 3.17. If A is a ¢-invariant free factor then the inclusion of A into OF,
induces an inclusion of R(p|A) into R(¢).

Proof. An automorphism &' : A — A representing ¢|A extends to an automorphism
® : F,, — F), representing ¢. We claim that if P € 0A then P € Fix, (®’) if and only
if P € Fix.(®). Symmetrically, P € Fix_(®’) if and only if P € Fix_(®). It follows
that Fixy(®') C Fixn(P) and hence that & is principal if ®’ is principal. This will
complete the proof of the lemma.

To prove the claim, extend a basis A for A to a basis B for F,,. Following [GJLL9S],
we view P € 0F,, as an infinite word P = zy2923 ... with each x; € B. For each
i € N, let x1,..., 24 be the common initial segment of ®(z;...z;) and P. Then
P € Fix, (@) if and only if k(i) — i — oo [GJLL9S8, Proposition I.1]. If P € 0A then
each z; € A and each ®(zy...2;) = ¢ (zy...2;) € A so k(i) is the same whether we
compute using ¢ or ¢’. O
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3.5 UPG is rotationless

Relative train track theory is most effective when applied to elements of Out(F,)
that are rotationless as defined in [FH11, Definition 3.13 and Remark 3.14]. In this
section, we show that for PG elements, ¢ is rotationless if and only if ¢ is UPG. The
exact definition of rotationless plays no role in this paper so is not repeated here.

Lemma 3.18. Fach ¢ € UPG is rotationless.

Proof. By [BFH00, Proposition 5.7.5], there is a sequence Foy C F; C ... C Fg of
¢-invariant one-edge extensions where Fy is trivial and Fx = {[F}]}. We may assume
without loss that Fo T F; T ... C Fx is a maximal such chain.

[FH11, Theorem 2.19], which makes no assumptions on ¢, proves the existence of
a relative train track map f : G — G and filtration ) = Go C G; C ... C Gy = G
representing ¢ and satisfying a certain list of five properties, two of which are denoted
by (P) and (NEG). Additionally, the filtration realizes 71y C F» C ... C Fk in the
sense that each Fj, is represented by a core filtration element G, . Since Fy C F; C
. C Fk is maximal, G;, is obtained from G;, , by adding either a topological circle
that is disjoint from G;,_, or a topological arc with both endpoints in G;,_, [HM20,
Part IT Lemma 2.5]. We denote the closure of G;, \ G;, _,, equipped with the simplicial
structure inherited from G, , by H,,. Since ¢ is PG, there are no EG strata.

We use the following consequences of properties (P) and (NEG).

(1) The terminal endpoint of a non-periodic edge in H, is contained in Gi,_,-

(2) If H, contains a periodic edge then it is a single periodic stratum [FH11,
Lemma 2.20(1)].

If H, is a circle that is disjoint from Gj, ,, then its conjugacy class is fixed by
some iterate of ¢ and so is fixed by ¢ [BFHO5 Proposition 3.16]. There are two
possibilities; Hj, is a single fixed edge; or H, has more than one edge and f]Hk is a
non-trivial rotation with one orbit of edges. In the latter case, we say that H, is a
rotating circle.

If Hy intersects Gi,_, then it is a topological arc £ whose ends may or may not
be identified. Either f(Ey) = vpEpuy or f(Ey) = vpEpuy for some paths uy, vy C
Gi,_, [BFHO00, Corollary 3.2.2]. Since ¢ is UPG, the latter is ruled out by [BFHO05,
Proposition 5.7.5(2) - see the second paragraph on page 595 |. If both u; and vy are
trivial then Fj is a single fixed edge. If exactly one of u; and vy is trivial then Ej is
a single non-periodic NEG edge. If neither u; and vy are trivial then Fj consists of
two non-periodic NEG edges with a common fixed initial endpoint. In all three cases,
the directions determined by Ej and Ej, are either non-periodic or fixed.

An easy induction argument on k shows that

(a) If a vertex v is not contained in a rotating circle then v is fixed by f and each
periodic direction based at v is fixed by f.
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(b) Each rotating circle is a component of Per(f), the set of periodic points for f,
and each point in a rotating circle has exactly two periodic directions.

These are exactly the conditions needed to verify that f : G — G is rotationless in the
sense of [FH11, Definition 3.18]. [FH11, Proposition 3.19] states that the existence
of a rotationless f : G — G satisfying the conclusions of [FH11, Theorem 2.19] is
equivalent to ¢ being rotationless. O

Remark 3.19. The converse of Lemma 3.18, that every rotationless PG ¢ is UPG,
is also true. We make no use of this fact but include a proof for completeness. See
Section 3.6 for a review of CTs. Since ¢ is rotationess and PG, it is represented by
a CT f: G — G without EG or zero strata. For any such f : G — G, there is a
filtration ) = Gy C G; C ... C Gy = G by f-invariant core subraphs such that G; is
obtained from G,;_; by adding a single topological edge E; whose image f(F;) C G;
crosses E; exactly once and crosses E; not at all. [BFHO00, Proposition 5.7.5] therefore
implies that ¢ is UPG.

3.6 CTs

A CT is a particularly nice kind of homotopy equivalence f : G — G of a marked
directed graph. Every rotationless ¢, and in particular every ¢ € UPG(F,), is rep-
resented by a CT; see [FH11, Theorem 4.28] or [BFH00, Theorem 5.1.8]. Moreover,
CTs are considerably simpler in the UPG(F},)-case than in the general case.

For the remainder of the section we assume that f: G — G is a CT representing
an element of UPG(F,,) and review its properties. Complete details can be found
in [FH11] (see in particular Section 4.1) and in [FH18|. The latter introduces the
(Inheritance) property for a CT f : G — G, which states that the restriction of
f to each component of each core filtration element is also a CT, and contains an
algorithm to produce CTs satisfying (Inheritance). We say that f : G — G realizes a
chain Fy C F; C ... C Fg of ¢-invariant free factor systems if each F} is realized by
an f-invariant core subgraph of G; see Section 3.3.

Theorem 3.20 ([FH18, Theorem 1.1]). There is an algorithm whose input is a ro-
tationless ¢ € Out(F},) and whose output is a CT f: G — G that represents ¢ and
satisfies (Inheritance). Moreover, for any chain C of ¢-invariant free factor systems,
one can choose f: G — G to realize C.

We assume throughout this paper that our chosen CTs satisfy (Inheritance).

The marked graph G comes equipped with an f-invariant filtration ) = Gy C
G, C ... C Gy = G by subgraphs G; in which each G; is obtained from G;_; by
adding a single oriented edge E;. For each E; there is a (possibly trivial) closed path
u; C G;_1 such that f(E;) = Eju;; if w; is non-trivial then it forms a circuit. A path
or circuit has height i if it crosses Fj;, meaning that either E; or E; occurs in its edge
decomposition, but does not cross £ for any j > i.
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Example 3.1 (continued). f: G — G is a CT with f-invariant filtration ) = G C
G, C --- C G7 = G given by adding one edge at a time in alphabetical order.

Every map « into G with domain a closed interval or S! and with endpoints, if
any, at vertices is properly homotopic rel endpoints to a path or circuit [«]; we say
that [o] is obtained from « by tightening. If o is a path or circuit then we usually
denote [f(o)] by fu(o). A decomposition into subpaths o = oy - 09 - ... is a splitting
if fi(0) = fi(o1)- fi(oa)- ... for all k > 1. In other words, f*(o) can be tightened
by tightening each f*(o;).

A finite path o is a Nielsen path if f4(c) = o3 it is an indivisible Nielsen path if it
is not a fixed edge and does not split into a non-trivial concatenation of Nielsen paths.
Every Nielsen path has a splitting into fixed edges and indivisible Nielsen paths. If
fi(a) = o for some k > 1 then o is a periodic Nielsen path. In a CT, every periodic
Nielsen path is a Nielsen path.

An edge E; is linear if u; is a non-trivial Nielsen path. The set of oriented linear
edges is denoted Lin(f) and the set obtained from Lin(f) by reversing orientation is
denoted Lin™*(f). In our example, Lin(f) = {b, p}.

Associated to a CT f : G — G is a finite set of non-trivial closed Nielsen paths
called twist paths. This set is well-defined up to a change of orientation on each path.
In the remainder of this paragraph we recall some useful properties of twist paths.
Each twist path w determines a circuit [w] in G representing a root-free! conjugacy
class in F}, and distinct twist paths determine distinct unoriented circuits; i.e. circuits
whose cyclic edge decompositions differ by more than a change of orientation. For each
twist path w, the set Lin, (f) of (necessarily linear) edges E; such that f(E;) = Euw?
for some d; # 0 is non-empty and is called the linear family associated to w; note
that f4(E;) = Eyw*® grows linearly in k. Every linear edge belongs to one of these
linear families. If E; € Lin,(f) and p # 0 then EwPE; is an indivisible Nielsen
path. All indivisible Nielsen paths have this form. If F; and E; are distinct edges in
Lin, (f) then d; # d;; if d; and d; have the same sign, then paths of the form Eiwaj
are exceptional paths associated to w. Note that f;(Eiwaj) = Eiwp+k(di_d1)E’j SO
these paths also grow linearly under iteration. Exceptional paths have no non-trivial
splittings (which would not be true if we allowed d; and d; to have the opposite sign).

Example 3.1 (continued). In our example, we choose our set of twist paths to be
{a}, as opposed to {a~'}.

A splitting 0 = o1 - 09 - ... is a complete splitting if each o; is either a single edge
or an indivisible Nielsen path or an exceptional path. If o; is not a Nielsen path
then it is a growing term; if at least one o; is growing then o is growing. We say
that o; is a linear term if it is exceptional or equal to £ or E for some E € Lin(f).
Complete splittings are unique when they exist (Lemma 4.11 of [FH11]). A path
with a complete splitting is said to be completely split. For each edge F; there is a

Non-trivial a € F}, is root-free if x € F,, and z* = a implies k = +1.
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complete splitting of f(E;) whose first term is E; and whose remaining terms define
a complete splitting of w;. The image under fx of a completely split path or circuit
is completely split. For each path or circuit o, the image f;;(cr) is completely split
for all sufficiently large & [FH11, Lemma 4.25].

The set of oriented non-fized non-linear edges is denoted £y and the set obtained
from & by reversing orientation is denoted &, . We say that an edge in & or € i ! has
higher order. An easy induction argument shows that, for each E; € £ and k > 1,
fi(E;) is completely split and

f;;(Ez) = Ei-u; - fu(u) ... fi_l(ui)
Thus f;;_l(EZ) is an initial segment of f%(£;) and the union

of this nested sequence is an fy-invariant ray called the eigenray associated to E;.
The complete splittings of the individual f Q(ui)’s define a complete splitting of Rp,.

Example 3.1 (continued). In our example, the edge a is fixed, the edges b and p
are linear, and the other edges have higher order, i.e. & = {c,d, e, ¢}. As an example

of an eigenray,
Rq:q-c-cb-cbba-...-cbba...bak_l-...

Lemma 3.21. IfF € €fU5f_1 then E is not crossed by any Nielsen path or exceptional
path. In particular, each crossing of E by a completely split path is a term in the
complete splitting of that path.

Proof. Suppose that some Nielsen path o crosses E. Since o is a concatenation of
fixed edges and indivisible Nielsen paths and since every indivisible Nielsen path has
the form E;wPE; for some linear edge and twist path w, F must be crossed by some
Nielsen path w with height lower than o. The obvious induction argument completes
the proof. O

Remark 3.22. One can define Rg for a linear edge E in the same way that one does
for a higher order edge. If f(F) = Ew? for some twist path w then Rp = Ew™ if
d>0and Rg = Fw™> if d < 0. These rays play a different role in the theory than
eigenrays.

3.7 Principal lifts from the CT point of view

Suppose that f : G — G is a CT representing ¢. If ® is a principal lift for ¢ then we
say that the corresponding f is a principal lift of f : G — G.

Lemma 3.23. A lift f : G — G is principal if and only if Fix(f) # 0 in which case

Fix(f) contains a verter.
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Proof. This follows from Corollary 3.17, Corollary 3.27 and Remark 4.9 of [FH11]
and the fact that Fix(f) is a union of vertices and fixed edges. O

Lemma 3.24. Suppose that f : G — G is the lift of f : G — G corresponding to
® € P(¢) and that a € F,. The following are equivalent:

o a € Fix(®);

o i,|0F, = T,|0F, commutes with ®|0F, = f|OF,;
o T,|G commutes with f|G;

o T.(Fix(fIG)) = Fix(f|G).

Proof. This is well known. All but the equivalence of the third and fourth bullets
can be found in Lemma 2.4 of [BFHO04]. If T,|G commutes with f|G then it preserves
the fixed point set of f|G. Conversely, if &, T,(#) € Fix(f|G) then f|G and T,fT; |G
both fix T,(Z) and so must be equal. This proves the equivalence of the third and
fourth bullets. O

We say that lifts fl and fg are isogredient if they correspond to isogredient auto-
morphisms ®; and ®,. Equivalently, fz =T, flTa_ ! for some covering translation T},.
Recall that x,y € Fix(f) are Nielsen equivalent if they are the endpoints of a Nielsen
path or equivalently, if for each lift Z, the unique lift f that fixes T also fixes some
lift 3 of y.

Lemma 3.25. The map which assigns to each principal lift f: G — G the projection
into G of Fix(f) induces a bijection between the set of isogredience classes of principal
lifts and the set of Nielsen classes for f. In particular, there are only finitely many

1sogredience classes of principal lifts.
Proof. This follows from [FH11, Lemma 3.8] and Lemma 3.23. O

Recall from Section 3.6 that for each F € &f there is a closed completely split
path u such that f(E) = FE -u is a splitting and such that the eigenray Rp =
E-u- fu(u)- fz(u)- ... is fu-invariant.

The following lemma is similar to [FH18, Lemma 3.10], which applies more gen-
erally but has a weaker conclusion.

Lemma 3.26. Suppose that f corresponds to ® € P(¢). If E is a lift of E € Er and
if the initial endpoint of E is contained in Fix(f) then the lift RE of Rg that begins
with E converges to a point in Fix, (®). This defines a bijection between Fix, (®) and
the set of all such E and also a bijection between R(¢) and &;.
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Proof. Rz converges to some P € Fixy(®) by Lemma 4.36-(1) in [FH11]. Since F is
not linear, v is not a Nielsen path and hence not a periodic Nielsen path. The length
of f;i(u) therefore goes to infinity with k. Proposition 1.1 of [GJLL9IS8| implies that
P € Fixy ().

Suppose that E, and F, are distinct edges that project into &, that the initial
endpoint #; of E; is fixed by f and that, for i = 1,2, R; is the lift of Rp, with initial
edge Ei. The path that connects T; to Z5 projects to a Nielsen path o C G. If ]:21 and
R converge to the same point in Fix,(®) then o crosses E; or E, in contradiction
to Lemma 3.21. This proves that the map {E} — Fix, (®) is injective; surjectivity
follows from Lemma 4.36-(2) in [FH11]. The second bijection is obtained from the
first by projecting to the sets of F),-orbits. n

Example 3.1 (continued). Since & = {¢,d, e, ¢}, R(¢) has four elements, denoted
{Tc,T’d,Te,rq}; cf. Figure 2.

4 Recognizing a Conjugator

Associated to each CT f : G — G representing a rotationless element ¢ € Out(F),)
is a finite type labeled graph I'(f) that realizes Fixn(¢). We refer to I'(f) as the
eigengraph for f : G — G. In Section 4.1 we recall the construction and relevant
properties of I'(f) in the case that ¢ € UPG(F},). Every ¢-invariant conjugacy class
[a] is represented by an oriented circuit in I'(f). There is a finite set A,,.(¢) of such
[a] that are root-free and that are represented by more than one oriented circuit in
['(f). The ‘extra’ circuits correspond to the linear edges in f : G — G. In Section 4.2,
we describe how the extra circuits can be incorporated into an invariant SA(¢) of ¢
that is independent of the choice of f : G — G. Moreover, certain pairs of elements
of SA(¢) have twist coordinates that can be read off from the twist coordinates on
linear edges in f : G — (. Section 4.3 is an application of the Recognition Theorem
of [FH11]. Assuming that ¢,¢ € UPG(F),), we use eigengraphs, SA(¢) and twist
coordinates to give necessary and sufficient conditions for a given 6 € Out(F;,) to
conjugate ¢ to .

4.1 The Eigengraph T'(f)

In this section, we recall a finite type labeled graph that captures many of the invari-
ants of ¢ that are essential to our algorithm. For further details and more examples,
see [FH18, Sections 9, 10 and 12].

A graph I' without valence one vertices and equipped with a simplicial immersion
p: I' - G to a marked graph G will be called a Stallings graph. We label the
vertices and edges of I' by their p-images in G. Two Stallings graphs p; : I'y — G and
po = 'y — G are equivalent if there is a label preserving simplicial homeomorphism
h: Ty — TI's. We will not distinguish between equivalent Stallings graphs. Since all
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vertices have valence at least two, every edge in I' is crossed by a line. We say that I
has finite type if its core is finite and if the complement of the core is a finite union
of rays.

Given a CT f : G — G representing ¢, we construct a finite type Stallings graph
['(f), called the eigengraph for f : G — G, as follows. Let T'(f) be G with the
interiors of all non-fixed edges removed. In particular, T°(f) may contain isolated
vertices. The labeling on T'Y(f) is the obvious one. For each E € Lin(f), first attach
an edge, say E’, to I'°(f) by identifying the initial endpoint of E’ with the initial
endpoint of F, thought of as a vertex in T'°(f). The label on E’ is E. Then add a
path w by attaching both of its endpoints to the terminal endpoint of E’, which now
has valence three. If w denotes the twist path associated to E then we label w by
w, thought of as an edge path, and subdivide w so that each edge in w is labeled
by a single edge in G. The net effect is to add a lollipop to T°(f) for each edge in
Lin(f). This labeling defines an immersion because w determines a circuit that does
not cross the edge E. Finally, for each £ € &, attach a ray labeled R (as defined in
Section 3.6) by identifying the initial endpoint of this ray with the initial endpoint of
E, thought of as a vertex in I'(f). We will also use the term eigenray for this added
ray. The resulting graph is denoted I'(f). This labeling maintains the immersion
property because Rp is an immersed ray in G and because no other edge labeled E
has initial vertex in T(f).

Example 3.1 (continued). The eigengraph for our running example is pictured in
Figure 2.

r‘e all
a
e p
[ ]
d q
d q

Figure 2: The eigengraph I'(f) of our example. Only the first edge of the eigenrays is
labeled here. For example, the eigenray R, = cbbaba®ba®. .. starts at the red vertex
and only its first edge is labeled (by ¢). Other aspects of this figure are explained
later.
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The vertices of T'(f) that are not in T'Y(f) have valence either two or three by
construction. The valence of v € T%(f) in I'(f) is equal to the number of fixed
directions based at v in G. If v, thought of as a vertex in G, is not the terminal
endpoint of an edge in £ U Lin(f), then v has the same valence in I'(f) that it does
in G. If v is the terminal endpoint of an edge in £y ULin(f), let E; be the lowest such
edge. Then f(FE;) = E;-u; where u; is a closed path based at v whose ends determine
distinct fixed directions at v by [FH11, Lemma 4.21]. This proves that v has valence
at least two in I'(f) and hence that I'(f) is a Stallings graph. It has finite type by
construction.

As noted in Section 3.6, each Nielsen path in G decomposes as a concatenation of
fixed edges and indivisible Nielsen paths and each indivisible Nielsen path is a closed
path. It follows that two vertices in Fix(f) are in the same Nielsen class if and only
if they are connected by a sequence of fixed edges. In particular, the vertices in each
component of T'°(f) form exactly one Nielsen class in Fix(f). Since the inclusion of
I'%(f) into T'(f) induces a bijection of components, there is a bijection between the set
of components of I'( f) and the set of Nielsen classes in Fix(f) and hence (Lemma 3.25)
a bijection between the set of components of I'(f) and the set of isogredience classes
in P(¢). We denote the component of I'(f) corresponding to the isogredience class
(@] by T'je)(f) or by I'(f) where f is the lift of f that corresponds to ®.

We say that a line is carried by I'ig)(f) if its realization L C G lifts into 'ig)(f)
and is carried by I'(f) if it is carried by some component I'ig)(f). The following lemma
shows that the set of lines carried by I'(f) is independent of the choice of f : G — G.
We will sometimes refer to these as principal lines.

Lemma 4.1. The following are equivalent for any CT f : G — G representing ¢,
any ® € P(¢p) and any line L C G.

(1) L is carried by U'ig)(f) [resp. the core of T'ia)(f)].
(2) There is a lift L C G such that {0+L} C Fixy(®) [resp. {0+L} C OFix(®)].

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the unbracketed statement. Let ¢ : G — G and qr :
f@](f) — I'ig)(f) be the universal covering maps. The labeling map p : I'ig)(f) = G
is an immersion and so lifts to an embedding p : f[q)]( f) = G. Ifaline L C G lifts
to a line Ly C Tg(f) and if Lr C T (f) is a lift of Ly then L := p(Lr) C G is
a lift of L. Conversely, if L C G lifts to L C G and there exists Ly C ﬁq( f) with

p(Lr) = L, then Ly := qr(Ly) is a lift of L. The Lemma therefore follows from [FH18,
Lemma 12.4] which states that L C G lifts to p(Lr) if and only if (2) is satisfied. [

An end of an immersed line in I'(f) can either be an end of I'(f) or can wrap
infinitely around one of the lollipop circuits or can cross a vertex in I'(f) infinitely
often. This gives the following description of lines that lift into I'( f).

Lemma 4.2. A line o C G lifts into I'(f) if and only if it contains a (possibly trivial)
subpath B that is a concatenation of fixed edges and indivisible Nielsen paths and such
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that the complement of B is 0,1 or 2 rays, each of which is either R. for some higher
order edge e or Ewr> for some twist path w and some linear edge E € Lin,(f). [

The following lemma, in conjunction with Lemma 4.1, implies that the set of
conjugacy classes determined by twist paths and their inverses is an invariant of ¢.
This set is explored further in Section 4.2.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that f : G — G is a CT representing ¢ and that |a] is a
root-free conjugacy class that is fived by ¢ and that o, is the circuit in G representing

a].

(1) If [a] = [w] (resp. [a] = [w]) for some twist path w, then for each edge E €
Lin,(f) there is a lift of o, to the loop w (resp. @) in the lollipop associated
to E. Additionally there is a unique lift of o, to a circuit in T'(f) that is not
contained in any lollipop.

(2) Otherwise, there is a unique lift of o, to a circuit in I'(f).

Proof. We claim that if 7/ is a path in the core of I'(f) that projects to a Nielsen
path 7 in G and if the initial vertex v” of 7/ is not in T'Y(f) then 7’ is contained in
the loop w of some lollipop. We may assume without loss that the claim holds for
paths with height less than that of 7 and that 7 is either a single fixed edge or an
indivisible Nielsen path. Since the core of T'(f) is contained in the union of T'°(f)
with the lollipops associated to the linear edges of GG, there is a lollipop composed
of an edge FE| projecting to a linear edge Fy C G and a loop w projecting to its
twist path w; such that v € w. If 7 is a fixed edge then 7’ is disjoint from the
interior of F{ and so is contained in w. If 7 is an indivisible Nielsen path then it
has the form E,w.”E, for some linear edge E, with twist path w,. There is an
induced decomposition 7 = X'w,Y’ where X', w) and Y’ project to Ey, wh and E,
respectively. Since Fy # Ej, we have X’ C w and the initial vertex of w}? is contained
in w. Since wy has height less than Es and so height less than 7, w)” C w. Finally,
since X' is contained in w, FEs, has height less than E; and in particular, £y # F.
Thus Y’ C w. This completes the proof of the claim.

Each o = 0, as in the statement of the lemma has a cyclic splitting c = o1-...- 0,
into fixed edges and indivisible Nielsen paths ;. The above claim shows that if
o' =o)-...-0/ isalift to ['(f) in which an endpoint of some o/ is not contained in

['(f)° then ¢’ is entirely contained in the loop w associated to one of the lollipops.
To complete the proof we need only show each ¢ has a unique lift in which the
endpoints of each o; lift into I'%(f). Since the vertices of G' have unique lifts into
I'%(f), it suffices to show that each o; has a unique lift with endpoints in T'°(f) and
this is immediate from the construction of T(f). O
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4.2 Strong axes and twist coordinates

The following lemma describes the extent to which fixed subgroups fail to be malnor-
mal.

Lemma 4.4. For distinct automorphisms ®, and ® representing the same outer
automorphism and for any ¢ € F,:

(1) Fix(®1) NFix(Py) is either trivial or a mazimal cyclic subgroup.
(2) If c € Fix(®;) then Fix(®1) N (Fix(®;))¢ = Fix(®y) NFix(i.P1i ') is either trivial

or a maximal cyclic subgroup.
(3) Fix(®y) is its own normalizer.

Proof. If &1 and ®, are distinct automorphisms representing the same outer auto-
morphism then ®;'®, is a non-trivial inner automorphism and Fix(®;) N Fix(®s) is
a subgroup of the cyclic group Fix(®;'®,). Maximality of Fix(®;) N Fix(®;) follows
from Lemma 3.6 and the fact that (a*)* = a* for all non-trivial a € F, and all k > 1.
This proves (1).

For (2) note that if ¢ ¢ Fix(®y) then i.®i;' = i, -1yP1 # P1. Note also
that Fix(i.®1i;') = (Fix(®;))¢. TItem (2) therefore follows from (1) applied with
Py = i.Pyi;!. In proving (3) we may assume by (2) that Fix(®;) = (a) for some
root-free a € F,, and in this case (3) is obvious. O

The conjugacy class of a cyclic subgroup is determined by the conjugacy class of

either of its generators. As we have no way to canonically choose a generator, we
work, for now, with unoriented conjugacy classes. The following definition appeared
as Definition 4.6 of [BFHO04] under slightly different hypotheses and in the paragraph
before Remark 4.39 of [FH11] in the CT context.
Definition 4.5. Elements a,b € F,, are in the same unoriented conjugacy class if
a = i.(b) or a = i, (b7') for some ¢ € F,. An unoriented conjugacy class [a], of a
non-trivial root-free a € F, is an axis for ¢ if (a) = Fix(®;) N Fix(®y) for distinct
Oy, Dy € P(¢). The multiplicity of an axis [a], is the number of distinct ®; € P(¢)
that fix a. The set of azes for ¢ is denoted A(¢). The set {[a] : [a]. € A(¢)} is
denoted A, (¢).

There is a very useful description of A(¢) in terms of a CT f: G — G.

Lemma 4.6. If f : G — G is a CT representing ¢ and {w;} is the set of twist paths
for f then A(¢) = {{wilu}. In particular, A(¢) is finite.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.40 of [FH11]. O
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Notation 4.7. If [a], = [w], for some twist path w then, up to a reversal of orien-
tation, the axis of the covering translation 7, : G — G can be viewed as an infinite
concatenation ...w_jwow; ... of paths that project to w. There is a principal lift
fa,O : G — G, called the base principal lift for a, that fixes the endpoints of each .
The principal automorphism ®,, corresponding to f,o is called the base principal
automorphism for a. If a is an element of some basis for F;, then the base principal
lift for a depends on the choice of f : G — G, and not just on ¢.

For each edge E’ € Lin,(f), there is a principal lift fa’j : G — G that fixes the
initial endpoint of each lift E7 with terminal endpoint equal to the initial endpoint
of some w;. (We write E’ rather than E; to emphasize that j is not an indicator of
height in G.) The principal automorphism corresponding to fa,j is denoted @, ;. Note
that ®,9 = ®,-1 and ®,; = ®,-1 ;. Further details can be found in Lemma 4.40 of
[FH11] and the paragraph that precedes it.

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that f : G — G is a CT representing ¢, that w is a twist path
for f and that a € F, satisfies [a, = [w],. Suppose also that E*,... E™ ' are the
edges in Lin,(f).

(1) {Puo, Pans. ., Pam—1} is the set of principal automorphisms that fix a. In
particular, the multiplicity of each element of A(@) is finite.

(2) If f(E7) = Biw® then ®,; = iv ®ay if [a] = [w] and g = iz Py if [a] = [w].
Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.40 of [FH11]. O

Definition 4.9. Suppose that the group G acts on the sets X;, i = 1,...,k, and that
x; € X;. The orbit of (z1, ..., x;) under the diagonal action of G on Hle X;, denoted
(1, ..., 2k|q, is a conjugacy k-tuple. If k = 2 then we say [z1, z2]¢ is a conjugacy pair.
We sometimes suppress the subscript, in which case G = F,,.

Examples 4.10. Here are some examples of conjugacy pairs where G = F,.

e We will often take X; to be the set of finitely generated subgroups of F,, or F,
itself with the action of F), given by conjugation. If H < F,, (resp. x € F},) then
[H]F, (resp. [x]g,) is the conjugacy class of H in F), (resp. « in F},). Conjugacy
pairs formed with these X;’s will play an important role in this paper, especially
in Section 10.3.

o If X =0F, and if x # y € X then (z,y) € X x X is an oriented line. The
conjugacy pair [z, y]r, is represents an oriented line in any marked graph.

e If X is the power set of 0F, and A and B are disjoint subsets of JF;,, then
(A,B) € X x X denotes the set of lines L with 0_L € A and 0, L € B. The
conjugacy pair [A, B]g, represents a set of oriented lines in any marked graph.

We now define strong axes, the first of our invariants that is expressed as a con-
jugacy pair.
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Definition 4.11. Let A,.(¢) be the set of conjugacy classes representing elements of
A(9), i.e. [a] € Ay (9) if {[a],[a™']} € A(}). F, acts on pairs (®,a) where ® € P(¢),
a € Fix(®), and [a] € A,.(¢) via (®,a)? = (D'9,a9). The F,-orbit, equivalently
conjugacy pair, [®,a| is a strong azis for ¢. If as = [®, a] then we let a; ! := [®,a7!].
The set of all strong axes for ¢ is denoted SA(¢). Aut(F},) acts on pairs (®,a) by
O (®,a) = (0PO~!,0(a)). This descends to an action of Out(F,) on SA(¢).

We can partition SA(¢) according to the second coordinate: for each p € A,.(9)
let SA(¢, 1) be the subset of SA(¢) consisting of elements in which some, and hence
every, representative (®, a) satisfies [a] = p.

Lemma 4.12. Suppose that a € F,, that [a] € A, (¢) and that Pug, ..., Pom—1
are as in Notation 4.7. For each a5 € SA(¢,[a]), there is a unique D, ; such that
Qg = [q)a,ju a]. Thus SA(¢, [CL]) = {[(I)mo, (1,], [q)&l, CL], ceey [(I)a,mfly CL]}

Proof. Each a, € SA(¢, [a]) is represented by (®,a) and hence by (i.®i ', a), for
some ¢ € F, and some ® € P(¢4). Since a € Fix(i.Pi '), there exists j such that

For uniqueness, note that if (®;,a) = ¢ (®;,a) for some ¢ € F,, then ¢ = a? for
some p so i, commutes with ®; and ¢ (®;,a) = (P;,a). O

Remark 4.13. There is another useful description of [®,;,a] € SA(¢,[a]) in terms
of a CT f:G — G. Let w be the twist path satisfying [a], = [w], and let v be the
initial vertex of w. There is an automorphism f,x : (G, v) — 7 (G, v) that sends
the homotopy class of the closed path o with basepoint v to the homotopy class of
the closed path f(o) with basepoint v. Let 7 be the element of (G, v) determined
by w if [a] = [w] and by w if [a] = [w]. In both cases, T is fixed by f,». There is
an isomorphism from 71 (G,v) to F,, that is well defined up to post-composition with
an inner automorphism of F,. The pair (f,4,7) determines a well defined element
(namely [®,0, a]) of SA(¢, [a]). Similarly if v; is the initial endpoint of E7 € Lin,(f),
let 7; be the element of m (G, v;) determined by E/wE’ if [a] = [w] and by E/wE if
[a] = [w]. Then (f,,4,7;) determines [®, ;, al.

Continuing with this notation, we can relate SA(¢, [a]) to circuits in the eigengraph
I'(f) that are lifts of [w],. For j # 0, [®,;,a] corresponds to the loop at the end of
the lollipop in T'(f) determined by E7. By Lemma 4.3 there is one more lift of [w],
into I'(f) and this corresponds to [®, 0, al.

Definition 4.14. Suppose that p € A, (¢) and that as, ol € SA(p, ). Choose
a € F, such that [a] = p and let &, € P(¢) be the unique elements such that
as = [®,a] and o, = [®’,a]. Since ® and P’ both fix a there exists 7 € Z such that
@’ = i7®; equivalently, ®'®~! =47. We say that 7 = 7(a, a) is the twist coordinate
associated to o, and «.

Example 3.1 (continued). In our example, SA(¢, [a]) is represented in Figure 2
by the three circles a, o/, and o labeled a and drawn with thicker lines. SA(¢) =
SA(¢, [a]) U SA(¢, [a™]). We have for example 7(o/, o) = 1.
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Lemma 4.15. Twist coordinates are well-defined.

Proof. We have to show that 7(c,, a) is independent of the choice of a representing
w. If a is replaced by a then ® and @' are replaced by i.®i ' and i.®"i_ ! respectively
and so i7 = ®'®~1 is replaced by 1. D' Pt =i iTi =i, O

The following lemma allows us to compute twist coordinates for strong axes from
aCT f:G — G. It is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.8 and the definitions.

Lemma 4.16. (1) If [a] = [w] and E7 € Lin,(f) satisfies f(E7) = E‘w% then
T([(I)aJ, a}, [q)mo, CL]) = dj.

(2) Suppose that i € Ay, (¢) and that o, Bs, s € SA(¢, ). Then

(a) 7o, Bs) = =7 (B, as)
(b) 7(as,vs) = 7(as, Bs) + 7(Bs,7s)
(c) T(as, Bs) = —7(a;t, B
The next lemma shows that A(¢), SA(¢, [a]), and SA(¢) are natural invariants.
Lemma 4.17. Assume that v = 060~ and that © represents 6.

(1) [a]u <> (0]a])y defines a bijection A(p) <> A().
(2) (®,a) < (OPO! O(a)) induces a bijection SA(e,[a]) > SA(v,0([a])) that

preserves twist coordinates.

Proof. If &1, P, € P(¢) fix a € F, then ¥; := 09,071, ¥, := 09,07 € P(¢) fix
©(a). This proves (1).

For (2), let ¥ = ©®O~! and note that if ® € P(¢) and a € Fix(®) then ¥ € P(z))
and O(a) € Fix(¥). Moreover

¢ (®,a) = (i:Di; ", a%) = (iog Vig(,, O(a)®?)) = 6(c) - (¥,6(a))

This proves that (®,a) — (@PO~! O(a)) induces a well defined map SA(¢, [a]) —
SA(%),0([a])) that is obviously invertible and is hence a bijection. If ®; and ¥; are
as in the proof of (1) and if &y = 7Py then ¥y = iT@(a)\Ifl. This proves that twist
coordinates are preserved. O

We conclude this section with a conjugacy class of pairs construction that is better
suited to the techniques in Section 10 than the one in Definition 4.11 but is only
applicable when the fixed subgroups in question have rank at least two.

Definition 4.18. Given ¢ € Out(F,,), consider pairs (Fix(®),a) where ® € P(¢),
a € Fix(®) and [a] € A,.(¢). Using Fix(i,®i ') = i.(Fix(®)), the action of F}, on such
pairs is given by c- (Fix(®), a) = (i.(Fix(®)), i.(a)), giving a conjugacy pair [Fix(®), al.
Similarly, Aut(F,,) acts on pairs (Fix(®), a) by ©-(Fix(®), a) = (O(Fix(®)), O(a)). This
descends to an action of Out(F,,) on the set of such conjugacy pairs.
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Remark 4.19. Since Fix(®) is its own normalizer (Lemma 4.4(3)), [Fix(®),a] =
[Fix(®), a'] if and only if o' = i.(a) for some ¢ € Fix(®); equivalently a and a' are
conjugate as elements of Fix(®).

Lemma 4.20. Suppose that Fix(®) and Fix(®') have rank at least two. Then
[@,a] = [¥,d] <= [Fix(®),a] = [Fix(®'),d]

Proof. By definition, [®,a] = [®’, d'] if and only if there exists ¢ € F}, such that ¢ =
i.®i ! and @' = i.(a). Similarly, [Fix(®),a] = [Fix(®’),d’] if and only if there exists
¢ € F, such that Fix(®') = i. Fix(®) and o' = i.(a). As we are assuming that Fix(®)
and Fix(®) have rank at least two, ® = 4.®i_ ' if and only if Fix(®') = i, Fix(®). O

4.3 Applying the Recognition Theorem

The Recognition Theorem [FH11, Theorem 5.1] gives invariants that completely de-
termine rotationless elements of Out(F,,). In this paper, via the following lemma, we
use it to give a sufficient condition for two elements of UPG(F,,) to be conjugate in

Out(F),).

Lemma 4.21. Suppose that f : G — G and g : G — G are CTs representing ¢ and
W respectively, that 0 € Out(F,) and that a line L lifts into T'(f) (meaning that the
realization of L in G is the image of a line in I'(f)) if and only if (L) lifts into I'(g).
Then for each © € Aut(F,,) representing 0:

(1) there is a bijection Bp : P(¢) — P(¢) such that Fixn(Bp(P)) = O(Fixn(P)) =
Fixn(®€). In particular, Fix(Bp(®)) = O Fix(®) = Fix(®®).

(2) [®,a] — [Bp(P),O(a)] defines a bijection Bsa : SA(¢) — SA(v)), independent of
the choice of ©, such that ¢° = 1) if and only if Bsa preserves twist coordinates.

Proof. Given ® € P(¢), choose a line L; C G with both ends non-periodic and both
ends in Fixy(®). (This is possible by Remark 3.10). By Lemma 4.1, the projection
L C G lifts to the component I'ig)(f) of I'( f) that corresponds to [®]. By hypothesis,
the line L} C G’ corresponding to 6(L) lifts to a component of I'(¢) and so by a
second application of Lemma 4.1 there is a unique ¥ € P(¢) such that Fixy(¥)
contains the endpoints {©(9+L1)} of ©(Ly); moreover, L} lifts into Lwi(g). To see
that W is independent of the choice of Ly, suppose that we are given some other L,
with both ends non-periodic and both ends in Fixy(®). Let L3 be the line connecting
the terminal endpoint of I~/1 to the initial endpoint of fzg. Since [~/1 and ig have a
common endpoint, replacing L; with Ly does not change ¥. For the same reason,
replacing Ls with Ly does not change U. We conclude that Bp(®) = ¥ is well-defined.
This argument also shows that © maps each non-periodic element of Fixy(®) to a
non-periodic element of Fixy(W). Since non-periodic points in Fixy(®) are dense in
Fixn(®), ©(Fixn(P)) C Fixn(¥). Reversing the roles of ¢ and ¢ and replacing 6 with
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6~', we see that ©~1(Fixy(¥)) C Fixn(®), which completes the proof of (1). Note
that if ¥ = Bp(®) then for all ¢ € F),,

Bp(i.®i ') = z‘@(c)\ng)}c)

because O (Fixn (i.®i; ")) = O(ic Fixn(P)) = i O(Fixn(P)) = o Fixn(¥) = Fixn(iew) Pig()-

For (2), suppose that [a] € A,.(¢), that & € P(¢) fixes a and that ¥ = Bp(®P).
Define
Bsa([®,d]) = [Bp(®),0(a)] = [V, 0(a)]

Then for all ¢ € F,,
Bsa([®, a]) = Bsal[ic®i. ", ic(a)]) = lio( Vig(,: iew (O(a))] = [¥,a] "

s0 Bsa is well defined. By symmetry, Bsa is a bijection. If © is replaced by ¢,0 for
some b € F), then (¥, ©(a)) is replaced by (i, Wi, *,3,0(a)) = b- (¥, O(a)). This shows
that Bsa is independent of the choice of ©. It remains to show that ¢ = ¢ if and
only if Bsa preserves twist coordinates.

Let v = ¢?. By Lemma 3.16 and Lemma 4.17, conjugation by © induces:

e abijection B) : P(¢) — P(v) defined by & — OPO~! and satisfying Fixn(Bp(P)) =
© FiXN (@)

e a bijection Bf, : SA(¢) — SA(v) defined by [®,a] — [©PO' O(a)| that

preserves twist coordinates.

The bijections By = BpB's' : P(v) — P(¥) and By = BsaB'sa : SA(v) —
SA(v) satisty:

(a) Fixn(BA(Y)) = Fixn(Y) for all T € P(v).
b) BZ, preserves twist coordinates if and only if Bga does.
(b) Bsa p y

Applying (b), it suffices to show that ¢ = ¢ if and only if B, preserves twist
coordinates.

Suppose that [b] € A,.(v), that b € Fix(Y) and that T,i,«Y € P(v). Let a =
©~1(b) and ® = ©71TO. Then

B/S,A[Tv b] = BSA[(I)7CL} = [BP((I))vb]

and likewise
BEplig X, b] = Bsalig®, a] = [Bp(if®), b]

By definition, the twist coordinate for [i;«Y,b] and [Y,b] is d. It follows that B,
preserves twist coordinates if and only if

Bp(ig®) = ipa Bp(®)
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Since

Bp(it®) = BA(HT)  and  Bp(®) = Bp(T)
we conclude that B, preserves twist coordinates if and only if
(c) BAGIT) = it By(T)

By the Recognition Theorem [FH11, Theorem 5.3], (a) and (c) are equivalent to
v = 1. O]

5 Limit lines Q(r) C B

Each point P € 0F,, determines a closed set of lines; see for example [FH11, Section
2.4], where the closed set of lines is called the accumulation set of P. In this section
we focus on the case that P € R(¢) and analyze these lines using CTs.

Definition 5.1. For each r € 0F,,/F,,, we define the set Q(r) C B of limit lines of r
as follows. Choose a lift 7 € OF,, a marked graph K and a ray R C K with terminal
end 7. Let R C K be the projected image of R. Then L € Q(r) (thought of as a line
in K) if and only if the following equivalent conditions are satisfied.

(1) Each finite subpath of L occurs as a subpath of R.

(2) For each lift I:/ C K of L C K there are translates ﬁj of R such that the initial
endpoints of R; converge to the initial endpoint of L and the terminal endpoints
of R; converge to the terminal endpoint of L.

Let Qnp(r) be the set of non-periodic elements of Q(r).

Lemma 5.2. Q(r) and Qnp(r) are well-defined. Moreover, for each 6 € Out(F,),
6(2r)) = Q0(r)) and 0(QAnp(r)) = Qnp(O(1)).

Proof. If R’ is another ray with terminal end r then R and R’ have a common terminal
subray R”. Let R = aR” and R’ = ¢’ R”. Given a finite subpath 7, C K of a line ¢,
extend it to a finite subpath 775 C K of ¢ where 7 is longer than both « and /. If
T1T9 occurs in R then 75 occurs in R”. Since 75 was arbitrary, every finite subpath of
¢ occur in R if and only if every finite subpath of £ occurs in R”. The same holds for
R’ and R”. This proves that Q(r) is independent of the choice of R. Independence of
the choice of R is obvious as is the equivalence of (1) and (2).

Suppose that K’ is another marked graph and that ¢ : K — K’ is a homotopy
equivalence that preserves markings and so represents the identity outer automor-
phism. Let § : K — K’ be alift of g. If L C K is a lift of L and R C K is a sequence
of translates of ray R such that the initial and terminal endpomts of R converge to
those of L, then the same is true of I/ = §4(L) ¢ K’ and R’ = gu(R; ) C K'. This
proves that Q(r) is independent of the choice of K.
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For the moreover statement, choose a homotopy equivalence h : K — K that
represents ¢ and lifts LcKandh: K — K. If R; C K is a sequence of translates
of R whose initial and terminal endpoints converge to those of L, then the initial
and terminal endpoints of h4(R;) converge to those of hy(L) C K. This proves that
O(Q2np(r)) C Qnp(A(1)). The reverse inclusion follows by symmetry. O

We now specialize to r € R(¢).
Notation 5.3. For ¢ € UPG(F},), let

Qo) = Urer(e)Q2(r) and Qe (@) = Urerg)Snp(r)

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.16 and the moreover statement of
Lemma 5.2 we have

Corollary 5.4. Suppose that 6 € Out(F,) and that ¢ = 00~ € UPG(F},). Then
0(Q2(¢)) = Q(¢) and 0(Qne () = Anp (). u

For the remainder of the section we assume that f : ¢ — G is a CT
representing ¢ € UPG(F),). Our goal is to describe Q(¢) and Qnp(¢) in terms of
f : G — G. See in particular Corollary 5.17.

One advantage of working in a CT is that we can work with finite paths and not
just with lines and rays.

Definition 5.5. Given a path 0 C G, we say that a line L. C (G is contained in the
accumulation set Acc(o) of o with respect to f if every finite subpath of L occurs as
a subpath of ff (o) for arbitrarily large k.

Notation 5.6. For each twist path w, we write w™ for both the ray that is an infinite
concatenation of copies of w and the line that is a bi-infinite concatenation of copies
of w, using context to distinguish between the two. We use either w™ or w=>° for the
ray or line obtained from w* by reversing orientation on w.

Examples 5.7. (1) If o is a Nielsen path then Acc(o) = 0.
(2) Suppose that E € Lin(f) and f(E) = Fw.

(a) If d > 0 then Acc(E) = {w™} and Acc(E) = {w>}.

(b) If d < 0 then Acc(E) = {w*>®} and Acc(E) = {w™}.
(3) If E;, E; € Lin(f) satisfy f(E;) = Ezw® and f(E;) = E;w% for d; # d; then for
all p E 7, ACC(EZ‘waj) = {woo} if d; > dj and ACC(EZ‘U)pEj> = {U_)OO} if d; < dj.
Recall from Lemma 3.26 that there is a bijection between R(¢) and the set &
of non-fixed non-linear edges of G and that if r € R(¢) corresponds to £ € & then
the eigentay Rp = E - ug - [f(ug)] - [f*(ug)] - ... C G has terminal end r. Thus, a

line L C G is an element of Q(r) if and only if each finite subpath of L occurs as a
subpath of Rg.
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Limit lines of eigenrays are connected to accumulation sets as follows.

Lemma 5.8. If r € R(¢) corresponds to E € & and f(E) = E - ug then Q(r) =
Acc(E) = Acc(ug - f4(ug)) = Acc(up - fu(up) - ... fi(ug)) for any k> 1.

Proof. The first equality is an immediate consequence of the definitions and the fact
that £ C f(F) C f2(E) C ... is an increasing sequence whose union is Rp. Likewise,

Acc(ug - fu(up)) C Acc(ug - fy(ug) - ...« fi(ug)) C Acc(fi“(E)) = Acc(F)

is immediate. It therefore suffices to show that Q(r) C Acc(ug - fu(ug)).

If L € Q(r) then every finite subpath o of L occurs as a subpath of every subray
of Rg. Since the length of fi(uE) tends to infinity with £, each occurence of o
that is sufficiently far away from the initial endpoint of Rg is contained in some
fi(ug) - ;frl(uE) = fi(up - f#(ug)). As the occurence of o moves farther down the
ray, k — oo. O
Notation 5.9. Define a partial order on the set £; U Ef_l by Ey > FE, if Fy # Es
and if, for some k > 0, Es is crossed by fi(Eﬁ and so by Lemma 3.21 is a term in
the complete splitting of f£(E1). (In Notation 6.1 we define a partial order > on &
that does not distinguish between E and F.)

As an immediate consequence of the definition, we have

Lemma 5.10. If E,E' € & Uc‘,’f_l and E > E' then the height of E' is less than the
height of E and Acc(E') C Acc(FE). O

The terms y; in the complete splitting of ug- f4(ug) are Nielsen paths, exceptional
paths and single edges with height strictly less than that of . Each Acc(y;) is a subset
of Acc(E) = Q(r). If p € E,U 5;1 then Acc(u;) can be understood inductively. The
remaining Acc(y;)’s are given in Examples 5.7. The work in identifying Q(r) =
Acc(ug - f4(ug)) is to determine what additional lines must be added to |JAcc(g;).

Notation 5.11. For a path o C G, we say that fi(a) converges to a ray R C G
if for all m there exists K such that the initial m-length segments of f;fé(oz) and of
R are equal for all £ > K. Note that R is necessarily unique and fy-invariant. We
sometimes write R = f3°(a).

Examples 5.12. (1) Suppose that E € Lin(f) and that f(E) = Bw®

(a) If d > 0 then f£(E) converges to Ew™ and f4(E) converges to w™.
(b) If d < 0 then f4(E) converges to Ew™ and fi(E) converges to w™.

(2) If E € & then fL(E) converges to Rg.

(3) If Ej, E; € Lin(f) satisfy f(E;) = Esw® and f(E;) = E;w% for d; # d; then for
all p € Z, fﬁ(Eiwaj) converges to Fw™ if d; > d; and to F,w™ if d; < d;.
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Notation 5.13. If E € &;, then the first growing term of f(F) has height less than
that of E. It follows that there exists M > 1 so that if o; is a growing term in
the complete splitting of a path ¢ and if m > M, then the first growing term in
the complete splitting of f}'(o;) is not an element of Sf_l and the last growing term
in the complete splitting of f7'(;) is not an element of £. We refer to M as the
stabilization constant for f.

Lemma 5.14. Let M be the stabilization constant for f. If o is a completely split
growing path then f;fé (o) converges to a ray f3°(0) = pR where

(1) p is a (possibly trivial) Nielsen path and one of the following holds:

(a) R= Rpg for some E € &;.
(b) R = Ew*™® for some E € Lin,(f).

(¢) R=w*> for some twist path w.

(2) If 0 = p1 - vy - g - ... is the coarsening of the complete splitting of o into
maximal (possibly trivial) Nielsen paths p; and single growing terms v;, then
fE(o) = mfgin).

(3) In case 1(c) there exists E € Lin,(f) and a smallest k, < M such that the first
growing term in the coarsened complete splitting of f#’;(a) is B for all k > k,.
Moreover, if the first growing term in the coarsened complete splitting of o is
not an edge in 8]?1 then k, = 1.

Proof. There is no loss in replacing o with its first growing term. The only case that
does not follow from Example 5.12 is that 0 = E € Sf_l. This case follows from the
definition of M and the obvious induction argument. m

Remark 5.15. The rays in 5.14 are finitely determined: in case (1a) R is determined
by the edge F, in case (1b) R is determined by E,w and a choice of £+ and in case
(1c) R is determined by w and a choice of £. From this data one can write down any
finite initial subpath of R.

Lemma 5.16. Suppose that o C G is a completely split path and that o = o - is
a coarsening of the complete splitting in which both o and 8 are growing. Let R~ =

[ (@), let RY = f2(B) and let £ = (R™)"'R*. Then Acc(o) = Acc(a) UAcc(B)U{(}.

Proof. The inclusion Acc(a) U Acc(f) C Acc(o) follows from the fact that o and S
occur as concatenation of terms in a splitting of o. It is an immediate consequence
of the definitions that ¢ € Acc(7y). It therefore suffices to assume that L € Acc(o) is
not contained in Acc(a) U Acc(f) and prove that L = /.

Choose a finite subpath L; of L and K > 0 so that L; does not occur as a subpath
of f%(a) or of fi(B) for k > K. Extend Ly to an increasing sequence Ly C Ly C ... of
finite subpaths of L whose union is L. For each j > 1, let C; be the length of L;. There
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exist arbitrarily large k so that L; includes as a subpath of f4(o) = fi(a) - f£(5).
The induced inclusion of Ly in f§ (o) must intersect both f%(a) and f£(5) and so
L; is included as a subpath of the concatenation of the terminal segment of f;;(oz)
of length C; with the initial segment of fi(ﬁ) of length C;. If k is sufficiently large
then the length C} initial segments of R~ and of f fﬁ(o?) agree and the length C} initial
segments of R* and of f#’; (B) agree. Thus each L; can be included as a subpath of .
Since the induced inclusion of L; contains the juncture point between R~ and R™, we
may pass to a subsequence of L;’s and choose inclusions of L; into £ so that induced
inclusion of L; in ¢ is indpendent of j. It follows that if ¢ < j then the inclusion
of L; into ¢ is the restriction of the inclusion of L; into ¢ and hence that there is a
well-defined inclusion of L into ¢. This inclusion is necessarily onto and so L = ¢. [

Corollary 5.17. For each r € R(¢),

(1) Each L € Q(r) decomposes as L = (R™)"'pR™ where p is a (possibly triv-
ial) Nielsen path and R™ and R~ satisfy 1(a), 1(b) or 1(c) of Lemma 5.14.
In particular, each L is ¢p-invariant and is finitely determined in the sense of
Remark 5.15 and each periodic L equals wr> for some twist path w.

(2) Q(r) is a finite set and the finite data that determines each of its elements can
be read off from f: G — G.

(3) Qup(r) # 0.

(4) For each L € Q(r) and each lift L there exists ® € P(¢) such that O_L,0,L €
Fixn(®). Equivalently L lifts into T'(f).

Proof. By Lemma 5.8 we can replace Q(r) with Acc(E) where E € & corresponds to
r. Lemma 5.8 also implies that Acc(E) = Acc(u - fg(u)) where f(E) = E - u. Let

w- fu(u) =po-o1-p1-09...04-py

be a coarsening of the complete splitting of u- fx(u) so that each o; is a single growing
term and so that the p;’s are (possibly trivial) Nielsen paths. For 1 <i < g —1, let
Ry = fg(o;) and for 2 < i < ¢, let Rf = f(0;). For 1 < i < g — 1, define
l; = (R;) 'p;R{,,. Lemma 5.16 and the obvious induction argument imply that

7

Q(r) = Acc(u - fu(u)) = Acc(oy) U Ly UAcc(oz) U ... ULl UAcc(oy)

Lemma 5.14(1) implies that each ¢; satisfies (1). If o; is linear then Acc(o;) = w**

for some twist path w by Examples 5.7. The remaining ¢; have the form E’ or £’ for
some E’ € £ with height less than that of £. Downward induction on the height of
E completes the proof of (1) and (2).

We now turn to (3), assuming at first that ¢ > 2. If o9 is exceptional or an
element of & U Lin(f) then ¢; is non-periodic. Otherwise, g, € £ U Lin(f) and ¢,
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is non-periodic. Both of these statements follow from Lemma 5.14. If ¢ = 2 then
o1 is linear. One easily checks that ¢; is non-periodic in the various cases that can
occur. For example if oy = E; € Lin(f) then oy = E; and ¢, = 0w p; Eyw*®°. The
remaining cases are left to the reader.

The equivalence of the two conditions in (4) follows from Lemma 4.1. To prove
that L lifts into I'(f), we make use of the fact that each vertex in G lifts uniquely to
['%(f) and the fact that each Nielsen path in G lifts uniquely into I'(f) with one, and
hence both, endpoints in T'Y( f). These facts follow immediately from the construction
of I'(f) and the fact that every Nielsen path is a concatenation of fixed edges and
(necessarily closed) indivisible Nielsen paths. Given these facts, we may assume that
L = (R™)"'pR" is not a concatenation of Nielsen paths and hence that the initial
edge E; of either R~ or R* is an element of Lin(f)U&;. The two cases are symmetric
so we may assume that Ej is the initial edge of R™. Let E} C I'(f) be the unique lift
of E; with initial vertex v' € I'°(f) and then extend this to a lift of R~ into I'(f). The
Nielsen path p lifts to a path p’ C T'°(f) with initial vertex v" and terminal vertex,
say w’. If R" is a concatenation of Nielsen paths then it lifts into T'°(f) with initial
vertex w’. Otherwise we lift R* in the same way that we lifted R™. m

Example 3.1 (continued). Recall R, =q-c-cb-cbba-...-cbba...ba* ' - ... and
50 Q(ry) = {a* R, a®ba, a*} and Qup(r,) = {0 Re, a*ba*}.

6 Special free factor systems

6.1 A canonical collection of free factor systems

In this section, we define a canonical partial order < on R(¢) and then associate a
nested sequence F (¢, <7) = Fo C F C ... C F; of ¢-invariant free factor systems to
each total order <7 on R(¢) that extends <. The bottom free factor system Fj is the
smallest free factor system that carries all conjugacy classes that grow at most linearly
and is independent of <. The inclusions F;_; C F; are all one-edge extensions. The
CTs that represent ¢ with filtrations that realize F (¢, <r) are easier to work with
than generic CTs - see Lemma 6.9.

Notation 6.1. Suppose that f : G — G is a CT representing ¢ and that E; and
Es are distinct elements of &. If Ey or E; is a term of the complete splitting of
fi(Eg) for some k > 1 then we write E; < E,. Lemma 3.21 implies that < is a
partial order on &. If Ey < E, are consecutive elements in the partial order then
we write F; <. F5. Note that if we define E; <’ Ey to mean E; or E is a term of
the complete splitting of f(Fs) then < is the partial order determined from <’ by
extending transitively. Thus < can be computed.

If ri, 70 € R(¢) and r; is an end of some element of Qnp(rs) then we write r; < rs.
Lemma 6.2 below implies that < defines a partial order on R(¢). If r; < ry are
consecutive elements in the partial order then we write r; <. ro.
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Example 3.1 (continued). In our example, the only relation is r. < r,.

Recall from Lemma 3.26 that the map that sends E to the end of Rg defines a
bijection between £ and R(¢).

Lemma 6.2. For any CT f : G — G, the bijection between & and R(¢) preserves
<.

Proof. Suppose that Ey, Ey € & correspond to 1,72 € R(¢) respectively.

If By < By and f(FEy) = E - ug then Ej or F is a term in the complete splitting
of f#’;(UQ) for some, and hence all sufficiently large, k. By Lemma 5.8, there exists a
completely split path v such that Q(ry) = Acc(y) and such that the complete splitting
of v has a coarsening v = 7, - 72 - 73 into three growing terms with ~, equal to either
E, or E;. Lemma 5.16 therefore implies that Rp, is a terminal ray of L or L™ for
some L € Q(ry). Thus r; < ro.

If r, < ry then Rp, is a terminal ray of L or L™! for some L € Q(r3) by Corol-
lary 5.17(1). It follows that f(E,) crosses Ey or E; for all sufficiently large k.
Lemma 3.21 implies that E; < FEs. O

Lemma 6.3. If ¢p = 0¢0~" then the bijection R(¢) — R(¥) induced by 0 (see
Lemma 3.16) preserves partial orders.

Proof. By Lemmas 3.16 and 5.4, we have (R (¢)) = R(v) and 0(Qnp(r)) = Qe (6(r))
for each 7 € R(¢). The fact that @ preserves the partial order now follows from the
definition of the partial order. O

Notation 6.4. Extend the partial order < on R(¢) to a total order <r and write
R(p) = {r1,...,rs} where the elements are listed in increasing order. Given a CT
f : G — G representing ¢, transfer the total order <r on R(¢) to a total order (also
called) <r on & = {E,..., Es} using the bijection between £ and R(¢) given in
Lemma 3.26.

Recall from Section 4.1 that each component C' of the eigengraph I'(f) is con-
structed from a component Cy of Fix(f) by first adding ‘lollipops’, one for each
E € Lin(f) with initial vertex in Cjy, to form C}, and then adding rays labeled Rg,
one for each F € &; with initial vertex in Cy. Each E € & contributes exactly one
ray to ['(f) and we identify that ray with the eigenray Rpg; it is the unique lift of Rg
to I'(f). Each E € Lin(f) contributes exactly one lollipop to I'(f). Note that C' is
contractible if and only if C} is contractible if and only if Cj is contractible and there
are no £ € Lin(f) with initial vertex in Cy. In this contractible case, C' is obtained
from a (possibly trivial) tree in Fix(f) by adding eigenrays and we single out the ray
Rr C C whose associated edge FE is lowest with respect to <p. These edges define
subsets R*(¢) C R(¢) and & C & that correspond under the bijection between
R(¢) and &;.
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Definition 6.5. A conjugacy class [a] grows at most linearly under iteration by ¢ if
for some, and hence every, set of generators there is a linear function P such that word
length of ¢*([a]) with respect to those generators is bounded by P(k). If f: G — G
represents ¢, then word length of ¢*([a]) can be replaced by edge length of fi(a) in
G where 0 C G is the circuit representing [a]. The linear growth free factor system
Fo(¢) is the minimal free factor system that carries all conjugacy classes that grow
at most linearly under iteration by ¢.

Lemma 6.6. Suppose that f : G — G is a CT representing ¢ and that <p and
Er ={E1,...,Es} are as in Notation 6.4. Let Ky C G be the subgraph consisting
of all fixed and linear edges for f : G — G. For 1 < j < s, inductively define
K; = K;_1UL;. Then:

(1) Fo(¢) = F(Ko,G) (as defined at the beginning of Section 3.3).
(2) Each K; is f-invariant.
(3) If Ej € & then F(K;,G) = F(K;1,G); otherwise F(K; 1,G) C F(Kj,G) is

a proper one-edge extension.

Proof. In proving (1), we work with circuits ¢ C GG and edge length in G rather than
conjugacy classes [a] and word length with respect to a set of generators of F,,. If E
is an edge of Ky, then f(E) = E - u for some (possibly trivial) closed Nielsen path w.
Lemma 3.21 implies that © C Ky and hence that Kj is f-invariant. Each circuit in
K, grows at most linearly under iteration by f4 since every edge in Ky does. Thus
F (Ko, G) C Fo(o).

After replacing o with f'(o) for some m > 0, we may assume by [FH11, Lemma
4.25] that o is completely split. Lemma 3.21 implies that if ¢ is not contained in K
then, up to reversal of orientation, some term in the complete splitting of o is an edge
E € &;. In this case, o grows at least as fast as £ does. If f(E) = E - u then the
length of f£(u) goes to infinity with & and so the length of fi(E) grows faster than
any linear function. This proves that K, contains every circuit that grows at most
linearly so Fo(¢) C F(Ky, G). This completes the proof of (1).

For the remainder of the proof we may assume that j > 1. For F; € &, the terms
in the complete splitting of f(£}), other than E; itself, are exceptional paths, Nielsen
paths and single edges E; or E; that are either linear or satisfy E; < E;. Lemma 3.21
implies that the exceptional paths and Nielsen paths are contained in K. The single
edge terms other than E; are contained in K;_; by construction. Thus f(E;) C K;
and K is f-invariant. This proves (2).

The terminal endpoint of each E; € & is contained in a non-contractible com-
ponent of K;_; because f(E;) = E;u; for a non-trivial closed path uw; C K;_;. If
E; € & with initial vertex v; then the component of K;_; that contains v; is a con-
tractible component of Fix(f). In this case every line in K is contained in K;_; so
F(K;,G) = F(K;_1,G). Otherwise, v; is contained in a non-contractible component
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of Kj_1 so F(K;_1,G) C F(K;,G) is a proper inclusion. Obviously K is obtained
from K;_; by adding a single edge. m

Recall from Lemma 4.1 that the set of lines that lift to I'(f) is independent of
the choice of CT f : G — G representing ¢. The next lemma shows that the
F(K;,G)’s defined in Lemma 6.6 depend only on ¢ and <r and not on the choice of
CTf:G—G.

Lemma 6.7. Continue with the notation of Lemma 6.6. For each r; ¢ R*(¢), there
exists at least one line L(r;) that lifts to I'(f), whose terminal end is r; and whose
initial end is not r; for any l > j. Moreover, for any such choice of lines, F(K;, G) is
the smallest free factor system that contains Fo(¢) and carries {L(r;) : 1 < j and 1, ¢

R ()}

Proof. Let C'= C(j) be the component of I'(f) that contains Ry, let Cy C C; C C
be as in Notation 6.4 and, for each 1 < ¢ < s, let A, C C be the union of C; with the
rays R, in C with E; < F,. By construction, and by Lemma 6.6, Rp, is included in
A, if and only if Rg, C K,. Since r; ¢ R*(¢), either C} is non-contractible or A;_;
contains at least one ray Rg,. In both cases, the ray Rp, C C extends by a ray in
A;_; to aline in A;. The projection L(r;) of this line into K satisfies the conclusions
of the main statement of the lemma.

The moreover part of the lemma is proved by induction on j with the base case
j = 0 following from Lemma 6.6(1). For the inductive case, let F} be the smallest
free factor system that carries K; ; and L(r;). Then F(K; 1,G) C F; C F(Kj;,G)
with the first inclusion being proper and F;} does not have more components than
F(Kj_1,G). Lemma 3.4 implies that F; = F(Kj, G). O

Notation 6.8. Let Ko C K; C ... C K, = G be as in Lemma 6.6 and let
F (¢, <r) = Fo C F1 C ... C F; be the increasing sequence of distinct free factor
systems determined by the K;’s. (Equivalently, F(¢, <7) is the sequence determined
by those K;’s with r; € R*(¢).) We say that f((b, <r) is the sequence of free factor
systems determined by ¢ and <p. Lemma 6.7 justifies this description by showing
that F (¢, <r) depends only on ¢ and <r. To simplify notation a bit, we write Lj, for
L(r(j)) where 7(j) is the k' lowest element of R(¢) \ R*(¢). Thus F is filled by Fy
and Ll, ,Lk.

We sometimes refer to a nested sequence of free factor systems as a chain. A chain
¢ = (FyC -+~ C F) is special for ¢ if ¢ = F(¢, <7) for some extension <7 of < to a
total order on R(¢). A free factor system F is special for ¢ if F is an element of some
special chain for ¢. The set of special free factor systems for ¢ is denoted £(¢). A
free factor F' or its conjugacy class is special for ¢ if [F] is an element of some special
free factor system for ¢. A pair ¢ = (F~ C F) of free factor systems is a special
one-edge extension for ¢ if its appears as consecutive elements of some special chain

for ¢.
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By applying the existence theorem for CTs given in [FH18, Theorem 1.1], we
can choose a CT whose filtration realizes F(¢, <r) for any given <7. The following
lemma shows that the case analysis for a CT with this property is simpler than that
of a random CT.

Lemma 6.9. Suppose that f(gzﬁ, <r)=FoCF LC...CFandthat f: G — G and
=Gy G C...C Gy =G are a OT and filtration representing ¢ and realizing
f(gb, <r); i.e. for all0 <k <t there is an f-invariant core subgraph G;, such that
Fi = F(Gi,,G). Then G;, \ G,,_, is a single topological arc Ay with both endpoints
in Gi,_,. Moreover, letting Dy, be the element of £ corresponding to 04 Ly € R(¢)
(as in Lemma 6.7), Ay can be oriented so that one of the following is satisfied.

HH] : Aj = Cw Dy, where C), € Er.
[LH] : Ay, = Cy Dy where Cj, € Lin(f).
[Fﬂ . f4k = l)k.

Proof. By Lemma 6.6, each F;_y C F; is a one-edge extension. [HM20, Part II,
Lemma 2.5] therefore implies that G;, is constructed from G, | in one of three ways:
add a single topological edge with both endpoints in G;,_,; add a single topological
edge that forms a circuit that is disjoint from G;, ,; add an edge forming a disjoint
circuit and then add an edge connecting that circuit to G;,_,. In the second and
third cases the circuit is f-invariant in contradiction to the fact that K, contains all
¢-invariant conjugacy classes. Thus G, is obtained from G by adding a single
topological arc Aj with both endpoints in G;, .

The arc Ay consists of either one or two edges of G. Indeed, a ‘middle’ edge can
not be fixed by the (Periodic Edge) property ([FH11, Definition 4.7(5)]) of a CT and
cannot be non-fixed because in that case its terminal end would be contained in a
core subgraph of G;,_, by [FH11, Lemma 4.21]. The (Periodic Edge) property also
implies that if A; consists of two edges, then neither is fixed. To complete the proof,
it suffices to show that Aj crosses Dy. We will do so by showing that D, is not
contained in G, _, and is contained in G, .

A line L C G that lifts to I'(f) but is not contained in K either decomposes as the
concatenation of a ray in Ky and an eigenray Rg or decomposes as the concatenation
of a finite path in K and a pair of eigenrays Rg and Rg+. In the former case, each
E € & crossed by L satisfies £ < E’ and in the latter case each E € &y satisfies
E < FE or E < E". It follows that every edge E € & crossed by Us;i L, satisfies
E <7 Dy. Since Kg and Ly, ..., L,_4 fill F,_1, we conclude that D, is not contained
in Gy,_,. Since Ly lifts to I'(f) and 04 Ly = ORp,, it follows that Rp, is a terminal
ray of L. In particular, Ly crosses Dj. Lemma 6.7 implies that L, C G, and we are
done. O

Tk—1

Lemma 6.10. Let e = (F~ C F1) be special for ¢.
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(1) The types HH, LH, or H of ¢ as in Lemma 6.9 are mutually exclusive and
independent of the special chain F(¢p, <r) containing ¢ and the choice of CT
f: G — G realizing F (¢, <r).

(2) Suppose that ¢ appears as consecutive elements Fr_1 C Fi in f(gb, <r), which
1s realized by the CT f : G — G. Using terminology as in Lemma 6.9, say that e
1s respectively contractible, infinite cyclic, or large depending on whether the com-
ponent of the eigengraph Iy, containing the eigenray Rp, is contractible, has
infinite cyclic fundamental group, or has fundamental group with rank at least
two. The types contractible, infinite cyclic, or large of ¢ are mutually exclusive
and independent of the choices of F (¢, <r) and f.

Proof. (1): Suppose ¢ = (Fp_1 C Fi) in ﬁ(¢, <r). The difference between the
cardinality of R(¢|Fx) and the cardinality of R(¢|Fx_1) is 2 in the [HH] case and 1
in the [LH] and [H] cases. In case [LH], either the number of axes for ¢|F} is strictly
larger than the number of axes for ¢|F;_; or there is a common axis of ¢|F;, and
¢|Fk—1 whose multiplicity in the former is strictly larger than in the latter. Neither
of these happens in case [H].

(2): Here is an invariant description. Let r € A := R(¢|Fk) \ R(¢|Fr-1), for
example we could take r to be determined by Rp,. Either A = {r} or A = {r,s}
and there is a ¢|Fi-fixed line L whose ends represent r and s. Let 7 be a lift of r
to OF, and let L = [, 3] be a lift of L if A = {r, s}. By definition, ¢ is contractible,
infinite cyclic, or large iff Fix(®;) is trivial, infinite cyclic, or of rank at least two where
®; is the unique representative of ¢ fixing 7. We are done by noting that ®; = ®; if
A = {r,s}. O

Example 3.1 (continued). If we extend the partial order . < r, on R(¢) to the
total order r. <p rq <p r. <p 14 we get the special chain ¢ represented by the
sequence of graphs in Figure 3. See the notation in the examples on pages 10 and 18.

AT

Figure 3: ¢ = {[G.]} T {[G3]} T {[G5]} T {[G7]}

Example 6.11. Consider the CT f : G — G given as follows: start with a rose with
edges a and b. Define f(a) = a and f(b) = ba. Add a new vertex v with adjacent
edges ¢,d and define f(c) = c¢b and f(d) = db*. Add another new vertex v’ with
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adjacent edges ¢ and d' with f(¢/) = db® and f(d') = d'b* finally add an f-fixed
edge e with endpoints v and v'. The ¢-fixed free factor system F represented by the
complement of e in G is not in £(¢). Indeed, F C {F,} is 1-edge, but not of type H,
HH, or LH, contradicting Lemma 6.9.

Example 6.12. Suppose f : G — G is a CT containing a circle C' with only one
vertex x and such that z is the initial endpoint of an H-edge, the terminal endpoint
of a linear edge in an LH extension (so that C' is an axis), and there are no other
edges containing z. Then I'(f) has no components of rank at least two containing an
axis corresponding to C.

Lemma 6.13. Referring to Notation 6.8, suppose F,[F|, ¢, and ¢ are special for ¢.
If 0 € Out(F},) then:

e O(F),0([F)),0(c), and O(e) are special for ¢°; and

e the types H, HH, or LH and the types contractible, infinite cyclic, or large of ¢
and 0(e) are the same.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the fact (Lemma 6.3) that conjugation
preserves partial orders and the invariant description of types given in the proof of
Lemma 6.10. [l

Definition 6.14 (added lines). Suppose that ¢ is a special chain for ¢ that is realized
by f: G — G and that e = (F~ C F") € ¢. Then R(¢|F")\ R(¢|F~) contains two
elements if ¢ has type HH and one element otherwise. These elements are said to be
new with respect to e. Similarly I'(f|F ") carries more lines than I'(f|F~). The set
of added lines with respect to e, denoted L,(¢), is a ¢-invariant subset of these lines.
In case e is contractible, L,.(¢) consists of all lines L in I'(f|FT) with 0, L new. If ¢ is
not contractible then we also require that 0_L is not in R(¢). L.(¢) has an equivalent
invariant description as follows. Set ® := &z |F* where r* is new, 7+ € 0FT C 0F,,
and [FT] is the component of F* carrying r*. L.(¢): = [0Fix(®), 7] if Fix(®) is
non-trivial; else = [Fixn(®) \ {7*}), 7] if there is only one new eigenray; else = the
set consisting of the two lines with lifts with endpoints in Fixy(®). This invariant
description shows that L.(¢) is independent of the special chain ¢ € ¢, which is why
¢ does not appear in the notation.

Example 3.1 (continued). Referring to Figures 1, 2 and 3, if ¢; := ({[G2]} C
{[G3]}) then L., (¢) consists of the infinitely many lines L in the third listed component
of T'(f) in Figure 2 that cross the oriented edge ¢ exactly one and ¢! not at all. If
e := ({[G5]} T {[G5]}) then L., (¢) consists of two lines; they are represented by
(Ra) 'R, and its inverse. If e3 := ({[G5]} © {[G7]}) then L., (¢) consists of two lines;
they are represented by a®p~' R, and a~*p~'R,.

Lemma 6.15. For § € Out(F},), 0(L.(¢)) = Lo (¢?).
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Proof. By Lemma 6.13, §(¢) € 0(c) are special for ¢?. The set of new elements of R(¢)
with respect to e = (F C F ) has the invariant description R(¢|F1)\ R(¢|F 7). In
particular, @ takes the new elements with respect to ¢ to those with respect to ¢?; see
Lemma 3.16. The equation in the lemma then follows from the invariant definition
of added lines in Definition 6.14 and the naturality results of Lemma 3.16. n

In the next lemma, we record some consequences of Lemmas 6.3, 6.6, and 6.7.

Lemma 6.16. (1) A conjugacy class grows at most linearly under iteration by ¢ if
and only if it is carried by Fo(o).

(2) Fo(p) = F(Fix(p)), i.e. Fo(¢) is the smallest free factor system carrying Fix(¢).

Proof. (1): By definition Fy(¢) carries all conjugacy classes that grow at most linearly.
Conversely, by Lemma 6.6, Fo(¢) is represented a graph K, consisting of linear and
fixed edges. Hence every conjugacy class carried by Fy(¢) grows at most linearly.

(2): By (1), F(Fix(¢)) C Fo(¢). Suppose C is proper. By [FH18, Theorem 1.1],
there is a CT f : G — G realizing ¢ with f-invariant core subgraphs G, C G
representing these two free factor systems and such that f|G; is a CT. By Lemma 6.6,
every edge of G, is fixed or linear. Let E be an edge of G;\Gy. There is a Nielsen circuit
p in G, containing E. (Indeed, by the construction of eigengraphs in Section 4.1:

e every edge of a CT is the label of some edge in its eigengraph;
e the eigengraph of a linear growth CT is a compact core graph; and

e cvery circuit in an eigengraph is Nielsen.

The existence of p now follows from the defining property of a core graph that there
is a circuit through every edge.) The fixed conjugacy class represented by p is not in
F(Fix(¢)), contradiction. O

6.2 The lattice of special free factor systems

This section is not needed for the rest of the paper and so could be skipped by the
reader. Recall (second paragraph of Notation 6.8) that £(¢) denotes the set of special
free factor systems for ¢. The main results, Lemmas 6.18 and 6.20, are that (£(¢),C)
is a lattice that is natural with respect to Out(F},) in the sense that, for § € Out(F},),

0(L(¢),C) = (£(¢"),C)

In this section, f : G — G will always denote a CT for ¢. We will conflate an element
of R(¢) and its image in & under the bijection R(¢) <> &£f; see Lemma 3.26. A
subset S of R(¢) is admissible if it satisfies

(geS)N(r<q) = res
If S C R(¢) then mimicking Notation 6.6 we let K (S) denote the union of Ky and
the edges in S. Recall K| is the union of the fixed and linear edges of G.
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Lemma 6.17. The following are equivalent.
(1) F is special for ¢.
(2) F = F(K(S),G) for some admissible S C R(¢).
(3) F = F(H,G) for some f-invariant H C G containing Kj.

Proof. (1) = (2): By definition, a free factor system F is special iff there is a
total order <7 extending < and an initial interval [ry,..., 7] of (R, <r) such that
F = F(K({r,...,rc}),G). Since an initial interval is admissible, we may take
S ={ry,...,r}.

(2) = (3): We may take H = K(95).

(3) = (2): Let S be the set of edges in H that are not in K,. It is enough to
show that S is admissible. Let ¢ € S and let r € R(¢) satisfy r < ¢. By definition of
<, there is k > 1 so that the edge r or its inverse is a term in the complete splitting
of f;;(q). Since the edge ¢ is in H and H is f-invariant, the edge r is also in H.

(2) = (1): We claim that if S is admissible then there is an extension < of <
so that S is an initial segment of (R(¢), <r). Indeed, start with any total order <r
extending < and iteratively interchange r and s if r < s are consecutive, s € S, and
r ¢ S. For such a <7, S represents an element of F (¢, <7).

[

Lemma 6.18. Let F be a special free factor system for ¢.
(1) The set of admissible subsets of R(¢) is a sublattice of 27(®).

(2) There is a minimal admissible S C R(¢) such that F = F(K(S),G). We say
that such an admissible S is efficient for F. In fact, if S is admissible then the
set of edges of core(K(S’)) not in Ky is efficient for }"(K(S’), G).

(3) S={S"|F=F(K(S),G)} is efficient for F.
(4) S is efficient for F iff F = F(K(S),G) and through every edge representing

an element of S there is a circuit in K(S5).

(5) If Sy and Sy are efficient admissible and F(K(S1),G) C F(K(Ss2),G) then
Sp C S,

(6) (£(¢),C) is a lattice.
(7) Every mazimal chain in £(¢) is special.

(8) Every minimal paire = (F~ T F71) in £(¢) (i.e. if F special and F~ C F C F+
then F~ = F or F = F") is special.

44



Proof. (1) follows directly from the definition of admissible.

(2): Suppose Sy, S are admissible and K (S;) and K (S3) each represent F. Hence
C := core(K(S;)) = core(K(S,)) and, since G is a CT, C is f-invariant. (Indeed,
by [FH11, Lemma 4.21], the removal of an edge with a valence one vertex from an
f-invariant subgraph results in an f-invariant subgraph.) It follows that Ky U C
is the minimal f-invariant subgraph of G representing F and containing Kj; see
Lemma 6.17. Hence S is the set of edges of KyU C not in K.

(3), (4), and (5) follow easily from (2).

(6): Suppose S and Sy are efficient. Then using (4), 51U Ss is efficient. It follows
that F (K (S1US,), G) is the smallest (with respect to ) special free factor system for
¢ containing Fi := F(K(Sl), G) and Fyp := F(K(Sg), G). Suppose S is efficient and
./_"(K(S), G) C E, 1= 1, 2. By (5), S C Sl N Sg. Since K(Sl N SQ) = K(Sl) ﬂK(SQ),
the largest special free factor system F for ¢ in each of F; and F; is represented by
K(S1NSy), i.e. by K(S) where S is efficient for F (K (S1 N S,),G).

(7): Let ¢ be represented by K(S;) C --- C K(Sy) with each S; efficient. By (5),
S; C Sit1. An argument similar to that in the proof of Lemma 6.17((2)=>(1)) shows
that there is <r extending < so that each S; is an initial interval in (R((b), < )
Hence ¢ is special.

(8) follows from (7) by enlarging ¢ to a maximal chain. O

Remark 6.19. £(F},) is not a sublattice of the lattice of all ¢-invariant free factor
systems. For example, reconsider Example 6.11. S = {¢,d} and S' = {¢,d'} are
efficient. If F = F(K(S),G) and F' = F(K(S'),G) then the smallest ¢-invariant
free factor system containing F and F' is represented by the complement of the fixed
edge e whereas the smallest element of £(¢) containing F and F' is F,.

In the proof of Lemma 6.18 we noted that the union of efficient sets is efficient.
The intersection need not be efficient. For example, suppose highest order edges a,
b, and c share an initial vertex of valence three. Consider the complement S of a and
the complement S” of b. The edge ¢ is in S N S" and has initial vertex of valence one

in K(SNJS').

Lemma 6.20. o I[fe=(F C F") is minimal in £(¢p) then ¢ has a well-defined
type H, HH, or LH and a well-defined type contractible, infinite cyclic, or large.

e For 6 € Out(F,), the map F — 6(F) induces a lattice isomorphism

(L(¢),C) = (£(¢"),C)
that preserves the above types.

Proof. This follows Lemmas 6.18 and 6.13. [
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7 More on conjugacy pairs

Recall that conjugacy pairs were introduced in Definition 4.9. In this section we define
some conjugacy pairs that will be used to define invariants of elements of UPG(F},)
and describe their properties.

7.1 [0H,0K]

We will want to compare conjugacy pairs of subgroups [H, K] with the set of lines
[0H, 0K]; see Example 4.10. For this we will use the next lemma which is a corollary
of [KS96, Lemma 3.9].

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that H < F,, is finitely generated. Then the stabilizer G in F,
of OH C OF,, is the mazimal K < F,, in which H has finite index.

Corollary 7.2. Suppose that finitely generated H < F, is root-closed, i.e. a* € H,
k # 0 implies a € H. Then H is the stabilizer in F,, of OH.

Proof. If H < G has finite index and H # G, then H is not root-closed. m
Corollary 7.3. (1) If H < F,, is a free factor, then H is the stabilizer of OH.

(2) If H = Fix(®) for ® € Aut(F,) then H s the stabilizer of OH .

(3) If a € F,, is root-free then A = (a) is the stabilizer of the two-point set OA.

Proof. Free factors and the group generated by a root-free element are clearly root-
closed. For (2), ®(a*) = a* for k # 0 implies that ®(a) is a kth root of a* and so
equals a. O

Remark 7.4. Corollary 7.3, which contains the only cases that we need in this paper,
does not require the generality of Lemma 7.1. Item (3) is elementary. Items (1) and
(2) follow from (3) and

e For H, K < F, finitely generated, 0H N 0K = 0(H N K) (See [KB02, Theo-
rem 12.2(9)] in the setting of hyperbolic groups or, for the case at hand, [HM20,
Fact 1.2]).

e If H is a non-trivial free factor then H N HY = {1} unless g € H.
e Fix(®) N Fix(P)? is cyclic unless g € Fix(P) (Lemma 4.4(1)).

Corollary 7.5. Suppose that H, K < F,, are finitely generated and root-closed. Then
[H, K] determines [0H,0K| and vice versa.
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Proof. Suppose that H', K’ < F,, are finitely generated and root-closed.
If [0H,0K] = [0H', 0K'] then there is x € F,, such that (x0H, 20K) = (0H",0K")
(OH',0K'). Hence

(H®, K®) = (Stab(9H?), Stab(9K™)) = (Stab(9H"), Stab(0K")) = (H', K')

So, [H,K] = [H', K].

Conversely, if [H, K] = [H', K'] then there is x € F, such that (H*, K*) =
(H',K’"). Hence (0H",0K*) = (z0H,20K) = (0H',0K’), and so [0H,0K] =
[OH', K. O

Remark 7.6. If we are in the setting of Corollary 7.5 and 0H N 0K = () we will
sometimes abuse notation and think of [H, K] as the set of lines [0H,0K]| and vice
versa.

7.2 Some Stallings graph algorithms

In this section we assume that G is a marked graph with marking m : (R, *) — (G, b)
where * is the unique vertex of the rose R,, and b = m(x) is the basepoint for G. There
is an induced identification of F,, with m (G, b).

For each finitely generated subgroup H < F;,, Stallings [Sta83, 5.4] constructs a
finite graph ¥,(H) with basepoint by and an immersion py : (3,(H),by) — (G, b)
such that the image of the injection 7 (Xy(H), by) — 71 (G, b) induced by py equals
H. The base point by may have valence one but all other vertices of 3,(H) have
valence at least two. We equip ¥,(H) with the CW-structure whose vertex set is
the preimage of the vertex set of G. The resulting edges of 3,(H), sometimes called
edgelets, are labeled by their image edges in G. The core of ¥,(H) is denoted X(H).
The minimal edgelet-path from by to X(H) is denoted Sy. The terminal endpoint of
By is denoted cy € X(H).

For finitely generated subgroups K, H < F,, we let Imm(K, H) be the set of
immersions J : X(K) — X(H) that maps edgelets to edgelets and preserves labels;
we say that J preserves labels. We do not distinguish between elements of Imm (K, H)
that induce the same map on the set of edgelets. Thus Imm(K, H) is finite and can
be computed by inspection. An equivalence is an element of Imm(K, H) that is a
homeomorphism. Note that elements of Imm(K, H) that agree on a vertex of K are
equal.

Lemma 7.7. If K < H are finitely generated subgroups of F,, then there is a (neces-
sarily unique) label-preserving immersion Ji = (2p(K), bx) — (Ep(H), byr).

Proof. We recall Stallings’ construction of ¥,(K) from [Sta83, 5.4]. Choose closed
paths p1,...,pm C G based at b that represent generators of K < m1(G,b). Define
I'; to be a rose of rank m with unique vertex o' and define p; : (I'1,b}) — (G,b) to
be an immersion on edges, mapping the i edge to p;. Subdivide I'; into edgelets
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labeled by edges of G to obtain py : (I'y,b5) — (G,b). The map po factors into a
sequence of edgelet folds (I'g, 0) — (I's, b5) — ... — (I, b},) followed by an immersion
i (Dg, b)) — (G,b). Define (X4(K),bx) = (I'x, b)) and py = pg.

Since K < H, each p; lifts to a closed edgelet-path p in X,(H) based at by.
Since the i’ edge of I'y and p] agree as labeled edgelet-paths, there is an induced
label-preserving map ¢ : (I'2,0') — (3,(H), by) satisfying ps = ppge. Since py is an
immersion, the edgelets that are identified by the folding maps I'y — '3 — ... — I’y
are also identified by go. Thus, there exists a map Jx g : (I'g, b)) = (Xp(H), by) such
that px = prqr. Since py and px are immersions, the same is true for Jg . O

Note that if a € F,, and K* < H then K" < H for all h € H. Let RC(K, H) be
the set of right cosets of H in F), such that K* < H for some (each) a representing
that coset.

Lemma 7.8. There is an algorithm with output a bijection Imm(K, H) <— RC(K, H).

In particular, there is an algorithm that produces coset representatives for the elements
of RC(K, H).

Proof. (—) We associate a coset Ha € RC(K, H) to J € Imm(K, H) as follows.
Choose a path & C X(H) from cy to J(ck) and note that px(ck) = pr(J(ck)).
Let a € 71 (G,b) be represented by the closed path [py(8y€)pk(Bk)] C G where [-]
indicates tightening. Each x € K is represented in (G, b) by pr(BxyBx) for some
closed path v C 3(K) based at ck. It follows that z® is represented in m;(G,b) by
[ (Bu&)px(Npu(EBu)) = [pu(Bu&)run(J()pr(EBr)] = pu(Bul€J(v)E]BH) which
represents an element in H. This proves that K* < H. If £ is replaced by another
path £ connecting ¢y to J(ck) then a is replaced by ha where h € H is represented
by [pu(Bué'€Py)]. Thus, Ha is independent of the choice of &. If J is replaced with
J' # Jand if n C X(H) is a path connecting J(ck) to J'(ck), then £ is replaced with
¢n and a is replaced with @’ = da where d is represented in 71 (G, b) by [pu (Bu&néB))].
Since 7 is not a closed path, d does not lift into ¥(H) and a’ does not belong to the
same right coset of H as a. This shows that J +— Ha defines an injection from
Imm(K, H) to RC(K, H).

(«—) We begin the proof of surjectivity by constructing >,(K®) from ¥,(K). Rep-
resent a in m (G, b) by a closed edge-path o C G based at b and let 5’ be the edgelet
path labeled by the path in G obtained by tightening apg (Sx). Define ¥’ from the
disjoint union of " and a copy (X'(K), ) of (3(K),ck) by identifying the terminal
endpoint of § with ¢/. The labeling on edgelets induces p' : (¥',0') — (G,b) where ¥’
is the initial vertex of 5. The image of the injection 7 (X', ") — m (G, b) induced by
p’ equals K®. If p’ is an immersion then (X(K®), fxa,cxa) = (X', 5, ¢'). Otherwise,
Y(K*?) is obtained from ¥’ by folding a maximal initial edgelet-subpath of 5’ with an
edgelet-subpath p C ¥/(K) that begins at ¢’. In this case, bg. is the folded image of
b and cka is the terminal endpoint of u.
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Continuing with the above notation, define the equivalence Jg, € Imm(K, K%)
to be the identifying homeomorphism from (X(K), cx) to (X/(K), ). Assuming that
K* < H, apply Lemma 7.7 and define J, kg = Jro g|E(K?) 0 Jg, € Imm(K, H).
By construction, [apk(B8k)] C G lifts to a the path in ¥,(H) from by to J, k m(ck).
Writing this path as Bz¢, we have that [py(8u€)px (Bk)] = a and hence that (in the
notation of the first paragraph of this proof) J, xu — Ha. n

We will need the following well-known result.

Corollary 7.9. If H < F,, is a finitely generated and H* < H for a € F,, then
H*=H.

Proof. The obvious induction argument shows that H* < H* ' < ... < H* < H
for all p > 1. Each Ha®, s > 1, is therefore an element RC(H, H), which is finite
by Lemma 7.8. It follows that Ha® = Ha' for some s # t and hence that a? € H
for some p > 1. Thus H* = H which implies that H < H® < H and hence that
H = H" O

The following three algorithms are easy consequences of Lemma 7.8.

Lemma 7.10. There is an algorithm that decides if a given pair H and K of finitely
generated subgroups of F,, are conjugate and if so produces an element a € F,, satis-
fying K* = H.

Proof. We continue with notation from the proof of Lemma 7.8. If K¢ = H then
Jra g is the identity and hence J, xp € Imm(K, H) is an equivalence. This shows
that if Imm (K, H) does not contain an equivalence then K and H are not conjugate.
If Imm(K, H) does contain an equivalence J, apply Lemma 7.8 to J and J~! €
Imm(H, K) to produce a,b € F, such that K¢ < H and H* < K. From H*® < H
and Corollary 7.9 it follows that that H* = H and hence that H = (H*)* < K* < H

which implies that K* = H. O
Lemma 7.11. The normalizer N(H) of a finitely generated subgroup H < F, is
finitely generated. We have an algorithm that produces coset representatives {ai, . .., a,}
of H in N(H).

Proof. Corollary 7.9 implies that N(H)/H = RC(H, H). Lemma 7.8 therefore com-
pletes the proof. n

Lemma 7.12. If K < H < F, are finitely generated subgroups then the set of
subgroups of H that are F,-conjugate to K determine finitely many H -conjugacy
classes. There is an algorithm that produces representatives K, ..., K, of these H-
conjugacy classes.

Proof. 1If K, K% < H then K™ and K% determine the same H-conjugacy class if
and only if ha; = as for some h € H. Lemma 7.8, which produces representatives of
the elements of RC(K, H), therefore completes the proof. ]
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7.3 Good conjugacy pairs

In addition to conjugacy classes of finitely generated subgroups of F},, our adaptation
of Gersten’s algorithm will also take conjugacy pairs as input; see Notation 11.1. If
H, and H, are subgroups of H and the natural map H; x Hy — H is an isomorphism
then we say that H is the internal free product of H; and Hy. If A < B < F,, then
[A]p denotes the conjugacy class of A in B. If B = F,, then we sometimes suppress
the subscript.

Definition 7.13 (good conjugacy pairs). For Hy, Hy < F,, the conjugacy pair
[Hy, Ho|p, is good if (Hy, Ho) is the internal free product of H; and Hs.

The next lemma collects some facts about good pairs.

Lemma 7.14. Let Hy, Hy < F,, be finitely generated.
(1) [Hy, Hy] is good iff rank({H,, Hy)) = rank(H;) + rank(Hs).
(2) If [Hy, Hs)] is good then OH, and OHs are disjoint.

Proof. The natural map H; x Hy — (H;, Hy) is surjective. Since finitely generated
free groups are Hopfian (surjective endomorphisms are isomorphisms) [MKS76, The-
orem 2.13], the only if direction of (1) follows. The if direction of (1) is obvious.

(2) follows from 0H, N 0Hy = O(Hy N Hy); cf. the first item in Remark 7.4. [

Our next goal is necessary and sufficient conditions for two good conjugacy pairs
to be equal. We begin with an important special case.

Lemma 7.15. Suppose that K1, Ko, L1, Ly < F,, are finitely generated, that [K1, Ks]F,
and [Ly, Ls]r, are good conjugacy pairs and that (Ky, Ko) = (L1, Lo) = F,,. Then the
following are equivalent.

(1) [Ky1, Kslp, = [L1, Lor,
(2) [Kilp, = [L1]Fp, and [Ka]k, = [Lo]F, -

Proof. (1) = (2): If [K1, Ks]r, = [L1, Lo|F, then by definition there is g € F,, such
that (KY, K) = (L1, Ls).

(2) = (1): By hypothesis there are g; € F,, such that KJ* = L;. In particular,
A = (ig|Ky) * (ig,|K2) € Aut(F),) represents an element 6 € Out(F),). Let r; be
the rank of K, let A; be a rose with rank r; whose petals are labeled by a basis for
K; and let A be the rose of rank n obtained from A; and A, by identifying their
unique vertices v; and vy to a single vertex v. Blow up v to an arc. More precisely,
let X be the graph obtained from the disjoint union of A;, A, and a vertex w by
adding oriented edges F, and E5 connecting w to v; and v respectively. Denote the
arc E1E, C X by E and the subgraph A; U E; C X by X;. Identify 7 (X;, w) with
m1(A;,v;) = K; via the map ¢; : X; — A; that collapses E; to v. Let ¢ : X — A be
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the map that collapses F to v. If a; C A is the closed path based at v that represents
g; then there is a unique closed path §; C X based at w that satisfies qx(5;) = .
The map f : X — X defined by f|A; = identity and f(E;) = [8;F;] induces the
automorphism A and so is a homotopy equivalence. Homotop f rel A; U Ay to a
map f': X — X whose restriction to E is an immersion. Then f’ is a topological
representative of ¢ and [BFHO00, Corollary 3.2.2] implies that f'(E) = 74, Ey, for some
(necessarily closed) paths 7; C A;. If k; € K is represented by the homotopy class of
vi, then f’ induces the automorphism A’ := (ix, | K1) * (ig,|K2). There exists h € F),
such that A =i, A’. We have i,4, = ip;, and hence iglk;1 = ngk;L Thus

(L1, Lolp, = [K?, K p, = [KT, (K5 )95,

—1 —1
= (K1, K§* g, = [Ky, K* ™5, = [KP K8,
- [Kla KQ]Fn

O

For each finitely generated L < F,,, we define a function f; as follows. The domain
of fr is the set of good conjugacy pairs [K7, Ks] with K := (K, Ks) conjugate to
L. Any g € F, such that K9 = L is well-defined up to the normalizer N(L) of L
in F,. That is, if L = K9 = K9 then ¢'g-' € N(L). Hence ([KY{]z,[KJ]1) is well-
defined up to the diagonal action of N(L) (equivalently N(L)/L) on the set of pairs
of conjugacy classes of subgroups of L. We define f([K7, K3]) to be the N(L)/L
orbit of ([KY{]r, [K3]L). Note that if K = L and &, ...,&, are coset representatives of
L in N(L) then fr([K1, Ko]) = {([K{']5, [K5'0), - - ([KT )L, [K57]0)}-

Remark 7.16. Suppose = € F,, and L* = L'. Then Domain(f;) = Domain(fr/)
and conjugation i, by x induces a bijection (which we give the same name) i, :
Codomain(f,) — Codomain(f7/) given by the N(L)-orbit of ([L1]z, [L2];) maps to the
N(L")-orbit of ([L{]r/,[L3]r/). Tt is an easy check that fr, =i, o fr.

Lemma 7.17. Suppose that Ky, Ky, L, Ly < F, are finitely generated and that
K1, Ks|p, and [Ly, Lo)g, are good conjugacy pairs. Set K := (Ky,K3) and L :=
(L1, Lo). Then the following are equivalent:

(1) [Ky, Ko]r, = [Ly1, Lo]r,
(2) There is g € F,, such that K9 = L, [K{]; = [L1]1, and [K3], = [Ls]1.
(3) [K] = [L] and fL([Ky, Ks]) = fr([Ly, Lo])

(4) [K| = [L] and, for some (any) H < F,, with [H] = [L] = [K], fu([K1, K3]) =
fu([L1, La])
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Proof. (1) = (2): If [K1, Ks]r, = [L1, Lo]F, then by definition there is g € F,, such
that (Kf,Kg) = (Ll, Lg)

(2) = (1): By Lemma 7.15 applied to K and L; with L playing the role of F},
we have [KY{, K|, = [L1, Lo|p. In particular, [Ky, Ks|g, = [L1, Lo, -

(2) = (3) is clear from the definition of fy.

(3) = (2): Suppose [K] = [L] and fr([K1, Ks]) = fr([L1, Lo]). By the former
there is ¢’ € F,, such that K9 = L and by the latter there is n € N(L) such that
(K7 )0, (K9 ]1) = ([L3]2. [L5)2)- Take g = n”'g.

(3) < (4) follows directly from Remark 7.16. O

Corollary 7.18. There is an algorithm with input two good conjugacy pairs [Ki, K|
and [Ly, Ls] of finitely generated subgroups of F,, and output YES or NO depending on
whether or not [Ky, Ks] = [L1, Lo].

Proof. Apply Lemma 7.10 to decide if K and L are F},-conjugate. If not, then output
NO. Otherwise, Lemma 7.10 gives x € F,, such that K* = L and we replace K;
and Ky by K{ and Kj so that now K = L. Apply Lemma 7.11 to produce coset
representatives &1, ..., & of Lin N(L). According to Lemma 7.17, [Ky, Ks] = [L1, Lo]
iff [K%], = [L1]; and [K§], = [Ls], for some 1 < i < r. This can be checked by
applying Lemma 7.10 with F}, replaced by L. O

The following lemma is used in Lemma 7.21 to determine which pairs of conjugacy
classes correspond to good conjugacy pairs.

Lemma 7.19. There is algorithm with input two finitely generated subgroups Ky, Ko <
F,, and output YES or NO depending on whether or not there exist K! < F,, such that
K] = [K;] and such that F,, is the internal free product of K| and K. If YES then
one such K| and K} are produced.

Proof. Choose any finitely generated subgroups A; such rank(A4;) = rank(K;) and
such that F,, is the internal free product of A; and A,. K| and K exist if and only
if there is a # € Out(F},) such that 6([K;]) = [A;]. The existence of such a 6 can
be checked using Gersten’s generalization of Whitehead’s theorem [Ger84],[BFH23],
which appears as Theorem 10.2 in this paper. Additionally, the algorithm produces
such a 6 if one exists; we take K! = ©!(A;) where © € 6. O

Notation 7.20. C(F},) denotes the set of conjugacy classes of finitely generated sub-
groups of F},.

To aid in working with good conjugacy pairs, we relate them to ordered triples in
C(F,). Consider the following map from good conjugacy pairs to ordered triples in
C(Fn)

[Hy, Ha] = ([H:], [Ha], [H]) (1)

where H := (Hy, Hy).
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Lemma 7.21. We have an algorithm with input a good conjugacy pair [Hy, Hs] and
output a finite enumeration of the fiber F' of the above map (1) containing [Hy, Hs].

Proof. Consider the map induced by fg from F to {([Ki]|n, [K2)x)}/N(H) where K;
ranges over finitely generated subgroups of H such that H; and K; are conjugate in
F,,. By Lemma 7.17, this map is injective. So, it remains to produce an element of F'
for each element of the image. The [K;]y’s can be finitely enumerated by Lemma 7.12.
By Lemma 7.19 we can decide if ([K1]g, [K2|m) represents an element of the image.
Applying Lemma 7.11 and then Lemma 7.10 (with F), replaced by H) we can decide
if two pairs ([Ki|w, [K2|p) and ([K{]g, [K)]g) are in the same N(H )-orbit and so
remove redundancy from our list. O]

Lemma 7.22. We have an algorithm with input an ordered triple ([H1], [Ha),[H]) of
elements of C(F,)) and output YES or NO depending on whether or not the fiber F' of

the above map (1) is empty. Further, if NO the algorithm also outputs an element of
F.

Proof. Our goal is to either find subgroups K; in the same F}, conjugacy class as H;
such that K; < H and such that H is the internal free product of K; and K5 or to
conclude that no such K; exist.

By Lemma 7.8, we can compute coset representatives for the elements of RC(H;, H).
If RC(Hy, H) = 0 then no element of the F,,-conjugacy of H; is a subgroup of H and
we return YES. Similarly, return YES if RC(Hjy, H) = (). Otherwise, choose b; repre-
senting a coset in RC(H;, H). Replacing H; by H” we may assume that H; < H.

Lemma 7.11 produces coset representatives {ay,...,a,} of H in N(H). Thus a
subgroup K; < H is in the same F,, conjugacy class as H; if and only if it is in
the same H-conjugacy class as H;” for some 1 < j < p. Order the pairs (H{’, Hy")
lexicographically on 1 < j,k < p. Apply Lemma 7.19 with F), replaced by H and with
(K1, K3) replaced by the first pair on the list (H{*, H3') to either produce Ky, Ky < H
such that:

e K is in the same H conjugacy class as H{*
e K, is in the same H conjugacy class as Hy'
e [ is the internal free product of K; and Ky

or to conclude that no such K; and K, exist. In the former case return NO and
(K4, K5]. In the latter case proceed on to the next pair on the list. Continue until
you either return NO and the desired [K7, K5] or reach the end of the list, in which
case return YES. ]

Corollary 7.23. We have an algorithm with input an ordered triple ([H,|, [Hs], [H])
of elements of C(F,) and oulput a finite enumeration of the fiber F' of the above map
(1) over ([Hi], [Ha], [H]).
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Proof. Use Lemma 7.22 to determine if F' is empty or not and obtain an element
[H, H)] € F if not. Input [H], H}] into the algorithm of Lemma 7.21 to enumerate
F. O

We will also use conjugacy pairs that aren’t necessarily good.

Lemma 7.24. Consider the set of conjugacy pairs of the form [H, A] with A < H <
F,, all finitely generated and non-trivial. (In particular this pair is not good.)

(1) Two such [H, A] and [H', A’] are equal iff there is g € F), such that H9 = H’
and [A9 g = [Algr. In particular, [H, Al = [H, A'] iff A and A’ are in the same
orbit of the action of N(H) on H.

(2) The map from the set of such pairs to ordered sequences in C(F,) given by
[H, A] — ([H],[A]) has fibers that can be finitely enumerated.

Proof. (1) The only if direction is obvious. The if direction follows from the fact
that if [A9] g = [A’] g then there exists b’ € H' such that A9 = A’ for some b’ € H'.

(2) Given finitely generated non-trivial subgroups K, L < F,,, compute RC(L, K)
by applying Lemma 7.8. If RC(L, K) = (), then L is not conjugate into K so the
fiber over ([K],[L]) is empty. Otherwise, choose b representing a coset in RC(L, K).
Replacing L by L’ we may assume that L < K. Apply Lemma 7.11 to produce
coset representatives i,...,&, of K in N(K). The fiber containing [K, L] equals
{[K,L%],...,[K,L%]} by (1). O

8 Computable G-sets

The ultimate goal of this paper is to provide an algorithm solving the conjugacy
problem for UPG(F,), i.e. Theorem 1.1. We will need other algorithms as part of our
solution. In this section and the following two (Sections 8, 9, and 10), we formalize
some of the algorithmic aspects present in the Out(F),)-setting. In particular, we
provide what could be viewed as a “data structure” for the input and output of our
algorithms. These sections require no knowledge of F), and are independent of the
rest of the paper.

Definition 8.1 (Computable). e A function [ : X — Y is computable if it comes
equipped with an algorithm with input x € X and output f(z) € Y.

e An enumeration of a set X is a surjection N — X. A finite enumeration of X
is a surjection {1,2,..., N} — X. The index of x € X is the minimal n such
that n — z.

o A set X is computable if it comes equipped with a computable enumerataion
N — X and an algorithm with input x, 2’ € X and output YES or NO depending
on whether or not x = /. By default, the empty set is computable. We

sometimes write X = (21,2, ...) to indicate the enumeration. See Lemma 8.2.
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e A group G is computable if the underlying set is computable and it comes
equipped with a third algorithm with input 6,6’,6” € G and output YES or NO
depending on whether or not 06’ = 6”.

o A G-set X is computable if G and X are computable and it comes equipped
with yet another algorithm with input 6 € G, z, 2’ € X and output YES or NO
depending on whether or not 6(z) = z’.

Lemma 8.2. If X = (x1,x9,...) is a computable set then we have an algorithm with
mput x € X and output the index of x.

Proof. Starting with ¢ = 1, iteratively check if x = x;. O]

To see how Out(F;,) and our Out(F},)-sets are enumerated and that they are com-
putable, see Section 11.

A set Y of interest is often the quotient of a computable set X, ie. Y = X/ ~
for some equivalence relation ~. We want to use X to give Y the structure of a
computable set. We view elements of X as representatives of elements of Y and
always give elements y € Y as y = [z] where x € X and [z] is the equivalence class
of z.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose X is a computable set andY = X/ ~ is a quotient of X. If we
have an algorithm with input x,x’ € X and output YES or NO depending on whether
or not [x] = [2'], then Y is computable.

There are the obvious generalizations for groups, etc.

Proof. The computable enumeration of Y maps ¢ € N to [x;] € Y. Given input
/

y = [z], ¥ = [2], we can use the algorithm in the hypothesis to output YES or NO
depending on whether or not [z] = [2/], i.e. whether of not y = ¢/. O

Example 8.4. Suppose we are given a finite generating set for a group G. Elements
of GG are represented as finite words in the generators and their inverses. This set X of
finite words can be computably enumerated, say using length, and X is computable.
The composition of the enumeration for X and the evaluation map e : X — G
computably enumerates G. If we have an algorithm with input x, 2" € X and output
YES or NO depending on whether or not e(x) = e(2') then G is computable. This is
the case, for example, if we are given a finite presentation for G and an algorithm
solving the word problem for this presentation.

Lemma 8.5. (1) Suppose Z is a subset of the computable set X. If we have an
algorithm with input x € X and output YES or NO depending on whether or not
x € Z, then Z 1is computable.

(2) If X and Y are computable sets then X XY is a computable set.
There are the obvious generalizations for groups, etc.
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Proof. (1): If Z is empty then it is computable by definition. Suppose Z # ). The
computable enumeration f : N — Z is given as follows. Applying the algorithm in
the hypothesis a finite number of times, we can find the minimal : € N such that
x; € Z. Define f(j) =z, for 1 < j <. If n > i, then f(n) = x, if x, € Z and
f(n) = f(n — 1) otherwise.

The proof of (2) is left to the reader. O

In the setting of Lemma 8.5(1), we view elements of Z as given to us as elements
of X that are in Z. One reason for the rather odd looking enumeration f in the proof
is that we have to make sure that f is defined on all of N. (Consider the case where
Z is finite.)

We now collect some basic properties of computable groups.

Lemma 8.6. Let G = (g1, 92,...) and G' = (g}, g5, ...) be computable groups.
(1) We have algorithms:

(a) with input g € G and output the index of G;
(b) with input g,h € G and output the index of gh;
(¢) with output the index of 1; and

(d) with input g and output the index of g~*.

(2) We have an algorithm with input a finite word w in {gi, ga, ... }=' and output
the indexr of w in G. In particular, we have an algorithm to solve the word
problem in G.

(3) Suppose we are given a finite generating set G = {hy,...,hn} C {g1,92,...}
for G. Then we have an algorithm with input g € G and output a word w with
letters in G such that g = w in G.

(4) Suppose f: G — G’ is a homomorphism. If we are given a finite generating set
G CA{q1,99,...} for G and f(G) then f is computable (with algorithm given in
the proof).

(5) If f : G — G' is a computable homomorphism, then Ker(f) is computable.

Proof. (1): For (a), see Lemma 8.2. For (b), (c), and (d): starting with i = 1,
iteratively use the algorithm that comes with a computable group to respectively
check: (b) if gh = g;; (¢) if g;9; = g;; and (d): if gg; = 1.

(2): Use (1d) to remove all negative exponents in w. Then, use (1b) to iteratively
reduce the length of w by replacing consecutive letters g;g; with a single letter gj.

(3): Enumerate the words in G (say using length). Iteratively check if g is the
Nth word.

(4): To compute f(g;), use (3) to write g; as a word w in G. Then f(w) is a word
in f(G). Finally, use (2) to find the index of f(w).
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(5) follows from Lemma 8.5 since we can algorithmically check if f(g;) = 1 in

G O

Remark 8.7. Using Lemma 8.6(1), we may rewrite a given finite subset of {g;, g, . . . }**
as a finite subset of {gi, g2, ... }. In particular, if G generates G then we may algo-
rithmically compute a finite subset of {g;,¢s,...} that is a symmetric generating
set.

Example 8.8. A computable group need not be finitely generated; a finitely gen-
erated computable group need not be finitely presented; etc. Indeed, the kernel of
f : (F3)" — Z which sends each basis element to 1 € Z has varying finiteness prop-
erties depending on n; see [BB97]. By Lemma 8.6(5), Ker(f) is computable.

Lemma 8.9. If the G-set X is computable and x € X, then the stabilizer G, in
G = (g1,99,...) of x is computable.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 8.5 applied to GG, < G since we can algorithmically
check if g;(x) = x. O

9 Finite presentations and finite index subgroups

The following lemma is useful for finding presentations of finite index subgroups of
a finitely presented group. It is well-known (see, for example [LS01, Chapter 2,
Section 4. The Reidemeister-Schreier Method]) but for completeness we provide a
proof.

Lemma 9.1. There is an algorithm that takes as input:

a finite presentation for a computable group G = (¢1, go, - .. );

the multiplication table for a finite group Q;

a computable surjection P : G — @Q; and

a subgroup Q" of Q given as a finite list of elements of Q.

and outputs:
(1) a finite presentation for the subgroup G' := P~Y(Q’) of G; and
(2) finite sets of left and right coset representatives for G' < G.

Remark 9.2. In some applications, G will act on a finite set S and so we have a
homomorphism G — Perm(S) to the permutation group of S. @ will be the image
of this map and P : G — @ the induced map. This will allow us to compute the
multiplication table for Q).
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Proof of Lemma 9.1. (1): Let G = (hy,...,h; | r1,...,7;) be the given finite presen-
tation for G where the generators are in {gi, ...} and the relations are words in the
generators; see Lemma 8.6(2). Let X denote its presentation 2-complex. We assume
the reader is familiar with obtaining a finite presentation for a group H from a finite
based 2-complex with fundamental group H. Hence (1) is reduced to constructing the
finite based cover X of X whose fundamental group has image in the fundamental
group of X equal to G'.

Set k:=[G : G'] = [@ : Q'] and note k < |Q]. Then every index k based cover
of X¢ has k- i 1-cells and k - j 2-cells. Further, if |r,| denotes the length of r, as
a word in {hq,..., h;}, then each 2-cell in the cover has boundary of length at most
k- max{|r,| | 1 < ¢ < j}. Hence we can construct all based covers of X of index
k. Examine each in turn to check whether the image K of its fundamental group in
X¢ is G'. This can be done by checking whether the image in X of a generating set
for the fundamental group of the cover has P-image contained in ). (Indeed, if so
then K < G’ but both K and G’ have the same index in G.) Since G’ has index k in
G, we are guaranteed that one of these covers satisfies K = G’. This completes the
proof of (1).

(2): We find left coset representatives, the other case being symmetric. Using the
hypotheses on @), choose a set Sg of left cosets representatives for ' < (). Then
Se C G is a set of left coset representatives for G' < G if the restriction P|Sg is
injective with image Sg. To find g € G’ with P-image ¢ € (), the P-image of a set of
generators for G generates () and in () we may write ¢ in terms of these generators
for Q). n

Given a short exact sequence 1 - N — G EN () — 1, we are interested in finding
a finite presentation for G from finite presentations for N and Q.

Lemma 9.3. Suppose f : G — @ is a computable surjection between computable
groups G and Q).
Suppose we are given:

e « finite presentation for N := Ker(f) and

e « finite presentation for Q (for example if Q) is finite and we are given the
multiplication table for Q then this item is satisfied).

Then we may find a finite presentation for G. (In fact, one is constructed in the
proof.)

Proof. Suppose that the finite presentation for N has generating set {gn; | i € [} C G
and set of relators {ry; | j € J} and suppose that the finite presentation for @) has
generating set {gox | kK € K} and set of relators {rg, |l € L}.

For each ggx, find an element gg € G with image g in ). This can be done
algorithmically by iteratively searching for g; such that f(g;) = gox-
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Set 72@71 = TQ,l(gQ,k ’ k € K), i.e. o, is a word in {QQ,k | k € K} and fQ’l
denotes the same word in {gox | ¥ € K}. The image of 7o, in () represents 1
and so there is a word ng, in {gn; | ¢ € I} such that 7o; = ng,; in G. Since N is
normal, gQ,k(gN,i)gg)}k = ny. gk for some word ny,; g in {gn; | ¢ € I}. Since G is
computable, ng; and ny; o can be found algorithmically; see Lemma 8.6(3). By
[BW11, Lemma 2.1], there is a finite presentation for G with:

e generating set {gn;,Jor |7 € I,k € K} and
e set of relators that is the union of:

—{rng i€ )
— {fQJ =nQg, ’ [l € L}; and
- {gQ,k(gN,i)gé}k =nniok |1 €1 ke K}

10 MW-algorithms

Our solution of the conjugacy problem for UPG(F,,) in Out(F},) will use a generaliza-
tion of an algorithm of Gersten that in turn generalizes algorithms of Whitehead and
McCool. This section is devoted to describing these generalizations.

A set equipped with an action by a group G is a G-set. We will only consider
computable G-sets; see Definition 8.1.

Definition 10.1 (Property MW). A computable G-set X satisfies property MW (for
McCool and Whitehead) if it comes equipped with an algorithm that takes as input
r,y € X and outputs:

M: Finite presentations for G, := {0 € G | 6(x) = =} and for G, :=={0 € G | §(y) =
y}; and

W: YES or NO depending on whether or not there exists 6 € G such that 6(z) = y
together with such a 6 if YES.

We call such an algorithm an MW-algorithm. Sometimes we refer to an algorithm
that satisfies item M [resp. item W] as an M-algorithm [resp. W-algorithm]. Recall
that G, and G, are computable by Lemma 8.9 .

Of course our interest here is in the case G = Out(F,,) where the second bullet is
associated with J.H.C. Whitehead [Whi36a, Whi36b] whose algorithm decides if there
is 0 taking one finite ordered set of conjugacy classes in F;, to another and produces
such a @ if one exists. The first bullet is associated with McCool [McC75] whose
algorithm produces a finite presentation for the stabilizer of a finite ordered set of
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conjugacy classes of elements of F},. S. Gersten generalized the algorithms of White-
head and McCool to finite sequences in the Out(F,)-set C(F},); see Notation 7.20.
(C(F,) is shown to be a computable Out(F},)-set at the beginning of Section 11.) We
state Gersten’s result in a slightly weakened form.

Theorem 10.2 ([Ger84, Theorems W&M], see also [Kal92] and [BFH23]). The action
of Out(F,) on the set of finite ordered sets in C(F,,) satisfies property MW.

We will define algebraic invariants for elements of UPG(F},); see Section 13. An
obstruction to ¢,v € UPG(F),) being conjugate in Out(F),,) is the existence of a
0 € Out(F),,) taking the algebraic invariants of ¢ to those of ). More specifically, if
such a 6 does not exist then ¢ and v are not conjugate. If such a 6 does exist, then we
replace ¢ by ¢ (or ¢ by ¥ ) and reduce to the case where the algebraic invariants
of ¢ and 1 agree. One step in our algorithm for the conjugacy problem for UPG(F},)
in Out(F},) will be to check whether such a 6 exists and to produce one if so.

Some of our invariants are elements of C(F},) and so fit nicely into the setting of
Gersten’s theorem. We will extend Gersten’s theorem so that it applies to all our
invariants. These invariants are best described in terms of iterated sets of elements
of C(F,), or more generally in terms of sets with finite-to-one maps to iterated sets.
Roughly, an iterated set in a G-set A is a finite set consisting of elements of A and
previously produced iterated sets. The set may be ordered or not. We commonly
take A to be C(F,).

There are two main results. The first, Proposition 10.14, promotes MW-algorithms
for finite ordered sets in A to MW-algorithms for the set IS(A) (of equivalence classes)
of iterated sets in A. More specifically, it states that if the G-action on finite ordered
subsets of A satisfies property MW then so does the G-action on IS(A). The second,
Corollary 10.22, is a method for enlarging A.

After reviewing our invariants in Section 12 and defining the algebraic invariants
in Section 13, we apply our generalized Gersten’s algorithm to obtain a reduction of
the conjugacy problem for UPG(F},) in Out(F,,) to Proposition 14.7 in Lemma 14.8.

10.1 TIterated sets and their equivalence classes

Definition 10.3. A rooted tree (T,x*) is a finite, simplicial, directed tree T" with a
base point * called the root. A valence 0 vertex (i.e. T'= {x}) or a valence one vertex
that is not the root is a leaf. The set of leaves in T" is denoted £(T"). All edges are
oriented away from the root. The set of edges exiting a vertex = € T is denoted Er(x).
Paths are directed. We also may give some vertices an extra structure: a vertex x
that is not a leaf is ordered if an order has been imposed on Er(z). A vertex that is
not a leaf and that is not ordered is unordered.

We view rooted trees (T, %) as combinatorial objects. In particular, edges are
specified by ordered pairs of vertices. For technical reasons having to do with com-
putability, we require that all vertices of the trees we consider lie in a set V' that we
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fix once and for all. (For our purposes, one can take V' to be N.)

Example 10.4. We will draw rooted trees with the root at the top. Ordered vertices
are indicated by using dashed lines for its exiting edges. The imposed ordering is
displayed from left to right. In the rooted tree below only the root is ordered. There

are 4 leaves.

Definition 10.5 (Iterated set). An iterated set in a set A is a rooted tree such that
each leaf is labeled by an element of A. Specifically, an iterated set in A is a pair
((T,*), x) where (T, %) is a rooted tree and x : £L(T) — A is a function. We do not
assume that y is one-to-one. We will often use sans serif capital letters for iterated
sets and write, for example, X = ((T),*), x). The set of atoms of X is x(L(T)). We
sometimes refer to A as the set of atoms. For | € L(T), we sometimes refer to x(()
as the label or atom of [. The set of iterated sets in A is denoted IS(A).

.\\
-9

Example 10.6. If we take A = C(F},), then a nested sequence F=FC--CFy
of free factor systems determines an iterated set in A as follows. First we identify
each free factor system F; = {[F; 1], ..., [Fim;]} with an iterated set:

[Fial[Fi2]  [Fim,]

Then F determines the ordered set {7, ..., Fy}:

[Fial [Frol [Frim] [FnvallFre] [Fmy]
Definition 10.7. Let X = ((T,*),x) and X' = ((T",*"), X') be iterated sets in A.

e An order-preserving simplicial isomorphism f : (T,*) — (1", %) is a simplicial
isomorphism that satisfies:
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(1) avertex x of T is ordered iff f(z) is ordered and the induced map Ep(z) —
Er(f(z)) is order-preserving.

e An equivalence f : X — X' is an order-preserving simplicial isomorphism f :
(T,*) — (T",*") that additionally satisfies:

(2) for I € L(T), x(1) = x'(f(1))-
Clearly equivalence induces an equivalence relation on IS(A).

e IS(A) denotes the set of equivalence classes of iterated sets.

Remark 10.8. We will not need this, but if A is the set of objects of a category
A, then naturally so are IS(A) and IS(A). A morphism ((T,%),x)) — (T",%),x)
is an order-preserving simplicial isomorphism f : (T,%) — (7”,%’) together with a
function m : x(£(T)) into the morphisms of A such that, for I € £(T), m(x(l)) €
Hom(x(1),x'(f(1))). An earlier version of this paper used a simplified, but more
restrictive variant of this category, which was ultimately not needed.

10.2 Promoting property MW

Definition 10.9. Suppose G is a group and A is a G-set. Then IS(A) and IS(A)
are G-sets with actions given as follows. If § € G and X = ((T,*), x) then §(X) :=
((T,%),6 0 x), i.e. §(X) is obtained by relabeling £(T') according to §. The G-action
descends to IS(A).

We want IS(A) and IS(A) to be computable. This is the case if our set V' of vertices
and A are computable.

Lemma 10.10. (1) IfV is a computable set then the set of rooted trees with vertices
m V' 1s computable.

(2) If additionally A is a computable set then the sets IS(A) and 1S(A) are com-
putable.

(3) If additionally A is a computable G-set then the G-sets IS(A) and IS(A) are

computable.

Proof. (1): We view rooted trees (T, *) as combinatorial objects. In particular, edges
are specified by ordered pairs of vertices. To completely specify (7, x) we also choose
a root vertex, designate some vertices as ordered and choose an order on exiting edges
of those vertices. Rooted trees T with vertices in V' can be computably enumerated
using, say, the sum |T'| of the number of vertices and largest index among the vertices
of T. That is, to enumerate the set of rooted trees, first list all those with || = 1,
then 2, etc. Two rooted trees are equal iff the they have the same vertices, edges,
root, ordered vertices and same order on outgoing edges of ordered vertices.
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(2): For an iterated set X = ((T, %), x), let | X| denote the sum of the number of
vertices of |T'| and the largest index of a label (an element of x(£(T))). IS(A) may
be countably enumerated using | X|. To enumerate IS(A), for example, list all X with
| X| =1, then 2, etc. Two iterated sets are equal iff the underlying rooted trees are
equal and the functions on the leaves are equal. The first condition can be checked
by (1) and the second can be checked since A is computable. We can use the same
enumeration for IS(A). Here if X; := ((T1,*1), x1) and Xy := ((T%, *2), X2) represent
respectively Q; and Qs in E(A) then Q; = Q, iff X; and X, are equivalent and this
is a finite check. Indeed, finitely enumerate the set S of order-preserving simplicial
isomorphisms f : (17, ;) — (Ty, *2). If S is empty then Q; # Qo. Otherwise, if some
f € S is an equivalence then Q; = Q, and if not then Q; # Q.

(3): Since A is a computable G-set, it is a finite check whether 6(X;) = X and
also whether 6(X;) and X, are equivalent. O

Assumption 10.11. Going forward, we assume that our fixed set V of vertices is
computable; see Definition 10.3. In all applications, A will be computable.

Notation 10.12. Unless otherwise specified:
e A denotes a computable G-set;
e X, X', ... denote elements ((T,*),x), (T",*"),x), ... of IS(A);
e Q, Q, ... denote elements of IS(A) and are represented by X, X', ... ; and
e an equivalence f : X — X' is given by f: (T, %) — (T",*).

Notation 10.13. e The map A — IS(A) determined by a + ((x, %), * > a) is a
G-equivariant inclusion. In other words, map a to the trivial tree with vertex
labeled a. Thus we may think of A as a subset of IS(A).

e S..(A) denotes the subset of IS(A) represented by iterated sets in which * is
ordered and = is the initial endpoint of every edge of T'. Sy (A) is G-invariant.
There is an obvious G-invariant bijection between the set of non-empty, finite,
ordered sequences in A and S, (A). We pass back and forth between these two
points of view whenever convenient.

e The G-set Syu(A) is defined analogously where * is unordered. There is an
obvious G-invariant bijection between the set of non-empty, finite, multi-sets in

A and S, (A).

Proposition 10.14 (Promoting MW). Let A be a computable G-set. If Sor(A) sat-
isfies property MW then so does IS(A).

Proof. We follow the conventions in Notation 10.12. First we provide a W-algorithm
for IS(A); i.e. an algorithm that either finds § € G satisfying #(Q) = Q' or concludes
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that there is no such #. Finitely enumerate the set S of order-preserving simplicial
isomorphisms f : (T,x%) — (17",%). If S is empty then return NO. Otherwise, start
with the first element f of S. By hypothesis there is a W-algorithm that either finds
0 € G such that 6(x(1)) = xX'(f(l)) for each | € L(T) or concludes that no such 6
exists. If € is found then f gives an equivalence §(X) — X' and our W-algorithm
returns YES and 6. If no such 6 exists, move on to the next element of S and try
again. If after considering each element of the finite set S we have not returned YES
then return NO. (Equivalently we could make the queries indexed by S in parallel.
Note that a different choice of representatives X, X' for Q, Q’, would give the same
queries.)

The stabilizer Gq in G of Q is computable by Lemma 8.9. For the M-algorithm,
we will produce a finite presentation for Gq by applying Lemma 9.3 to the short exact
sequence induced by 7 : Gq — Perm(A) where A denotes the set y(L(X)) of atoms
of X. Since the kernel of 7 is the subgroup of G fixing each element of A, we can use
the M-algorithm for S,.(A) to produce a finite presentation for this kernel.

To apply Lemma 9.3, it remains to produce an element of Gq realizing each
element of the image of w. This is done as follows. Given o € Perm(A), use the
W-algorithm for S,.(A) to produce 6 € G realizing o if such exists. If there is no
such § then o is not in the image of 7. Finally, use the computability of IS(A)
(Lemma 10.10(3)) to check if #(X) is equivalent to X. If it is then ¢ is in the image of
7 (and is realized by ) and otherwise it is not. (As above with the W-algorithm, it
is easy to see that the choice of representative X for Q is immaterial. Also, the choice
of 6 does not matter.) O

For reference we record the following consequence of the previous proof (really
just definitions).

Corollary 10.15. If X = ((T, %), x) represents Q € IS(A) then the subgroup of G
fizing each x(1), L € L(T), has finite index in the stabilizer Gq of Q. O

10.3 More atoms

Proposition 10.14 concludes, under conditions on A, that IS(A) has property MW.
In this section, conclusions have the form 1S(A’) satisfies property MW where A’ is a
G-set constructed from A in various ways. Intuitively, we are enlarging our collection
of useful sets of atoms.

Notation 10.16. Suppose p : Y — Y is an equivariant map of G-sets. For y € Y
[resp. g € }A/], let G, [resp. Gj] denote the stabilizer of y [resp. ¢| with respect to
the action of G on Y [resp. Y]. Let F, denote the fiber p~'(y). If p(§) = y then
by p-equivariance G; < G, and G, acts on Fj inducing a homomorphism p, : G, —
Perm(F,). (We declare the permutation group of the empty set to be trivial.)
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In this setting, we say that p has ezplicit finite fibers if the G-sets Y and Y are
computable and p comes equipped with an algorithm with input y € Y and output a
finite enumeration of F,.

Lemma 10.17. Suppose the G-map p : Y =Y has explicit finite fibers and that' Y
satisfies property M. Then

(1) there is an algorithm with input y € Y, 8 € G, and output p,(0);

(2) there is an algorithm with input y € Y and output the multiplication table for
py(Gy); and

(3) Y satisfies property M.

Proof. Let y € Y. By Lemma 8.9, G, is computable. Since p has explicit finite fibers,
we can compute the finite list of elements of F,. Since Y satisfies property M we can
produce a finite presentation for G|.

(1): Since Y is computable, we can compute the action of § on F, C Y.

(2) follows by applying (1) to our generators of G,,.

(3): Since Gy is the p,-preimage of the stabilizer S of § in Perm(F},), we can find
a finite presentation for G by applying Lemma 9.1, taking P to be the surjective
homomorphism G, — p,(G,) and Q" := p,(G,) N S. O

Lemma 10.18. Suppose f : Z — Y and g : Y — X each has explicit finite fibers.
Then the composition h = go f : Z — X has explicit finite fibers.

Proof. Since f and g each has explicit finite fibers, the G-sets X, Y, and Z are each
computable. Given z € X, since g has explicit finite fibers, we can list the elements

of g~!(z). Since f has explicit finite fibers, we can list the elements of f~!(y) for each
y € g~ (x). We are done by noting h™'(x) = U{f ' (y) | y € g1 (x)}. O

Lemma 10.19. Suppose that p : Y >Yisa G-equivariant map of G-sets such that:
e p has explicit finite fibers and
o Y satisfies property MW.

Then' Y satisfies property MW,

Proof. Y satisfies property M by Lemma 10.17(3).

For the W-algorithm, we use Notation 10.16. Suppose that Z € Y and that
z = p(2). Since Y satisfies property W we can check whether or not there is 6, such
that thetag(y) = z and we can compute such a 6 if it exists. If not, then return NO. If
yes, then ¢ and ;' (%) are in F, and there is an element of G taking g to 2 iff there is
an element € G (necessarily in G,)) taking § to 6, (2). Our goal becomes to check
whether there is § € G, such that p,(0) € Perm(F,) takes ¢ to 6, "'(2) and to produce
such a 6 if so. This can be done using our finite generating set for GG, and its action
on F),. If there is no such 6 then return NO. Otherwise return YES and 6 - 0. O
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Construction 10.20 (Canonical extension). Suppose that A and A’ are G-sets and
that I : A" — IS(A) is G-equivariant. We now define a G-equivariant map I5 :
IS(A’) — IS(A) that restricts to I on A’ (see Notation 10.13). We call Ijs the canonical

extension of I.
]

|
/7(
P
// .
o IS

IS(A)

From Q" € IS(A’), we construct Q := I(Q’) € IS(A). We do this by constructing a
representative X = ((T, %), x) for Q from a representative X' = ((7”, %), x’) for Q" and,
for each I’ € L(T"), a representative Xy = ((Tys, #), xu) for Qu := I(x'(I')) € 1S(A).
Let T be the tree obtained from 7" L (W{T} | I" € L(T")}) by identifying I" € T" and
xy € Ty. We declare the image of #” in T to be the root % of T'. The leaves of T" biject
naturally with U{L(Ty) | I' € L(T")} and we define x : L(T) — A by x|L(T}y) == xv.
We next show that Q is independent of our choices of representatives, i.e. that
Q — Q is well-defined. Let Y = ((S',%'),n) also represent Q" and so we have a
simplicial isomorphism f’ : T" — S’ inducing an equivalence X' — Y’. In particular,
I (1)) = I(7'(f(1")) in IS(A). Thus if Y ) is a representative of I(n/(f(I'))), then
we have equivalences X — Yy induced by simplicial isomorphisms f : (Ty, %) —
(Stay, *fwy) between the underlying trees. The map f’ and the fi’s induce a map

A/

(A)

T U (U{Ty |1 € L(T)}) = S'U(W{Sy,a | I € L(T)})

which descends to a simplicial isomorphism 7' — S that induces an equivalence
X — Y. Hence the map I : IS(A’) — IS(A) given by Q' + Q is well-defined.

If we start the above construction with #(X') instead of X', the only difference is
that x is replaced by 6 o x, i.e. [js is G-equivariant. Recall (Notation 10.13) that we
identify A’ with the subset of elements of IS(A’) with underlying tree consisting of
only the root. Thus I and ;g agree on A'.

Lemma 10.21. Let A and A’ be G-sets and suppose the G-map I : A" — IS(A) has
explicit finite fibers. Then Iis : IS(A’) — IS(A) has explicit finite fibers. If additionally
Sor(A) satisfies property MW then IS(A") satisfies property MW.

Proof. Since I has explicit finite fibers, the G-set A’ is computable. The G-set IS(A’)
is therefore computable by Lemma 10.10(3). Let Q € IS(A) be given and let X =
((T, %), x) € IS(A) represent Q. Using notation as in Construction 10.20, each Q" in
the fiber F' of Ijg over Q has a representative of the form ((77,x),x’) where (1", %)
is a rooted subtree of (T, %). Further, each leaf I’ of 7" then determines a rooted
tree (Ty,1l') where Ty is the subtree of T" spanned by [ and all leaves [ of T with a
directed path from I’ to I. We then get a representative ((Ty,l'), x») for an element
Qu of IS(A) where yy is the restriction of y to the leaves of Tj.. If there are elements
aj, € A’ such that I(a},) = Qp and if we define x/'(I') := aj, then ((1”, %), x") represents
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an element of F' and all elements of F" have this form (for some choice of 7”). Since I
has explicit finite fibers, we can finitely enumerate the fiber of I over Q; and so also
find a finite list in IS(A’) of representatives for the elements of F. (It is easy to see
that a different choice of representative X for Q produces F' with a perhaps different

enumeration. )
If additionally S,.(A) satisfies property MW, then by Proposition 10.14 so does
IS(A). That IS(A’) satisfies property MW is now a direct consequence of Lemma 10.19.
O

Corollary 10.22. Let A and A;, i = 1,...,k, be G-sets with A computable. Suppose
that So:(A) satisfies property MW and that I; : A; — 1S(A) is G-equivariant and has
explicit finite fibers. Then the induced map U;A; — 1S(A) has explicit finite fibers, as
does 1S(1L;A;) — 1S(A), and 1S(LL;A;) satisfies property MW,

Proof. It is apparent that, since I; has explicit finite fibers, so does L; A} — IS(A).
The rest of the corollary then follows directly from Lemma 10.21. O

Corollary 10.23. Suppose A’ is a computable G-set and S, (A’) satisfies property
MW. Then:

(1) For k = 2,3,..., inductively define IS, (A') := IS(IS,_1(A")) where 1S;(A") :=
IS(A’). The G-set IS,(A") satisfies property MW.

(2) Here we use Notation 10.13. Fori=1,2,..., let s; € {Sor,Sun}. Set S1(A) :=
s1(A")) C 1S(A) and inductively define Sy(A') = s,(Sk_1(A")) C ISk(A'). The
G-set Sp(A) satisfies property MW. The natural map Si(A') C ISp(A) —
1S, _1(A") — --- — IS(A) is injective where 1S;(A’) — 1S;_1(A') is the canonical
extension (Construction 10.20) of the identity map of 1S;_1(A").

Proof. (1): An application of Proposition 10.14 gives that IS(A’) satisfies property
MW. Suppose that, for k& > 2, we have that IS,_;(A’) satisfies property MW. Since
the identity map of I1S,_;(A’) has explicit finite fibers, so does 1S, (A’) — 1Sx_1(A') by
Lemma 10.21. By Lemma 10.19, IS, (A’) also satisfies property MW.

The first conclusion in (2) follows from (1) since Si(A’) C IS,(A’), and an MW-
algorithm for ISi(A’) provides an MW-algorithm for Si(A’). To prove the injectivity
statement by induction, we show that if A” is a G-set and f : A” — IS(A’) is injective,
then the restriction of the canonical extension s;(A”) — IS(A’) is also injective for
S; € {SoraSun}-

Suppose that s; = S, and that (ai,...,a,), (b1,...,bs) € s;(A”). If the im-
ages (f(a1),..., f(a,)) and (f(b1),... f(bs)) under the canonical map are equal, then
flar) = f(bx), k = 1,...,m = n. Since f is injective, a = bx. The case where
S; = Sun is similar. The inductive proof is left to the reader. O

Remark 10.24. Via the natural map in Corollary 10.23(2), we sometimes view Sy (A)
as a subset of IS(A").
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Example 10.25. Let A = C(F},). A free factor system is a finite unordered set of free
factors and so may be interpreted as an element of Sy, (A); cf. Example 10.6. A special
chain is an ordered set of free factor systems and so gives an element of Sp;Sun(A).
The set of special chains associated to ¢ gives an element of Sy, SorSun(A). We may
view Sun(A), SorSun(A), and SunSorSun(A) all as subsets of IS(A) (Remark 10.24).

11 Owur atoms

In this section we apply Section 10.3 to enlarge the set C(F,,) (Notation 7.20) to the
sets of atoms that we will need for the remainder of the paper. See Lemma 11.2 and
also Section 14.

To start, we need to know that some familiar sets are computable. Some proofs
refer to the Stallings graph associated to a finitely generated subgroup of F),; see
Stallings [Sta83, 5.4] and Section 7.2 of this paper. The proofs also use Lemma 8.3
and Lemma 8.5, sometimes without explicit mention. Let B be a basis for F,,. The
following objects are computable.

e The group F,: Elements of F,, are represented by words in BLI B! and can be
enumerated using length. Multiplication is given by concatenation. An element
is represented uniquely by a reduced word, which can be found by iteratively
cancelling a letter and its inverse. See Example 8.4.

e The set of conjugacy classes of elements of F,: The enumeration of F,, serves
also as an enumeration of the set of conjugacy classes. An element is represented
uniquely by a cyclically reduced word.

e The set of finitely generated subgroups of F,,: An enumeration is given by an
enumeration of finite sets of representatives of elements of F,,. Two such sets
are equal iff they determine the same based Stallings graph with labels in B,
which can be found using the Stallings folding algorithm.

e C(F,): The enumeration of the set of finitely generated subgroups of F,, also
serves as an iteration for C(F},). Two representatives are equal in C(F,,) iff they
determine the same (unbased) Stallings graph with labels in B; see Lemma 7.10.

e The group Aut(F,): The set of endomorphisms of F, is bijective with (F},)"
under the map © — (b — ©(b)). Using the Hopf property of F,, [MKS76,
Theorem 2.13|, an endomorphism © is an isomorphism iff it is surjective iff the
based Stallings graph of (O(B)) is the rose with petals labeled by the elements
of B. Thus an enumeration of Aut(F,,) can be obtained using the enumeration
for endomorphisms.

e The group Out(F,): Our enumeration of automorphisms serves also as an enu-
meration of outer automorphisms. Two automorphisms represent the same
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outer automorphisms iff they have the same action on conjugacy classes of
words of length at most two in B U B™'; see [Ser80].

The Aut(F,)-set F,,: Representative endomorphisms act on representative words.

The Out(F},)-set of conjugacy classes of elements of F,: Representative endo-
morphisms act on representative words.

The Aut(F},)-set of finitely generated subgroups of F,: Representative endo-
morphisms act on representative finite subsets of F,.

The Out(F,)-set C(F,): Representative endomorphisms act on representative
finite subsets of F,,.

The Out(F,)-set IS(C(F,)): See Lemma 10.10(3).
The Out(F,)-sets So:(C(F},)) and Sun(C(F,)): See Corollary 10.23.

Notation 11.1. In the remainder of the paper G = Out(F,,). We now define Out(F,,)-
sets Ag, Ay, ..., Ag that will be used to express our algebraic invariants for elements
of UPG(F,). At the same time we show each A; is computable and admits a map
that has explicit finite fibers to a previously defined set.

Ao denotes C(F,), is computable (see the above itemized list), and has been
identified (Notation 10.13) as an Out(F},)-subset of IS(Ay).

A, denotes the set of good conjugacy pairs of non-trivial finitely generated
subgroups of F,,. We saw above that the set of finitely generated subgroups of F,
is computable, hence (Lemma 8.5(2)) so is its square. By Lemma 7.14(1), a pair
(K1, K3) represents a good [K7, Ky iff rank({K7, K3)) = rank(K7) + rank(Ks),
and this can be checked using the Stallings graphs of [K}], [K»], and[(K7, Ka)].
Hence (Lemma 8.5(1)) the subset of pairs representing good conjugacy pairs is
computable. By Corollary 7.18, there is an algorithm deciding whether good
conjugacy pairs are equal. Hence, by Lemma 8.3, A is computable.

By Corollary 7.23, the map A1 — Sor(Ag) < IS(Ap) has explicit finite fibers
where Al — Sor(AO) is given by [Hl, HQ] — ([Hl], [HQ], [(Hl, Hg)])

A, denotes the set of conjugacy pairs [H,a] where H is a non-trivial finitely
generated subgroup of F,,, a € F,, is non-trivial, and [H, (a)] is good. It is clear
that [H,a] = [H',d'] iff [H,(a)] = [H',(d')] and a and o’ are conjugate. In
particular, A, is computable and the map Ay — A; given by [H,a] — [H, (a)]
has explicit finite fibers with fibers of size zero or two.

Az denotes the set of conjugacy pairs [a, H] where H is a non-trivial finitely
generated subgroup of F,,, a € F,, is non-trivial, and [H, (a)] is good. That Aj
is computable and Az — A, given by [a, H] — [(a), H] has explicit finite fibers
with fibers of size zero or two follows exactly as with A,.
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e Ay is the set of conjugacy pairs [a, b] of elements of F,, where (a,b) has rank 2.
We have [a,b] = [d, V] iff [(a), (b)] = [(d), (V')], a and a’ are conjugate, and b
and b’ are conjugate. It follows that A, is computable and A, — A; given by
la, b] — [(a), (b)] has explicit finite fibers with fibers of size zero or four.

e Aj is the set of conjugacy classes [a] of non-trivial elements a € F,. We saw
earlier in this subsection that Ay is computable. The map A; — A, given by
la] — [(a)] has explicit finite fibers with fibers of size zero or two.

e Ay is the set of conjugacy pairs [H, A] with A < H < F,, all finitely generated
and non-trivial. (In particular, [H, A] is not good.) Using Lemma 7.24(1),
the proof that Ay is computable is similar to the proof that A; is computable.
By Lemma 7.24(2), Al — So:(Ag) = IS(A) given by [H, A] — ([H],[A]) has
explicit finite fibers. Af is only used to define Ag.

e Ag is the set of conjugacy pairs [H, a] where H is a non-trivial finitely generated
subgroup of F,, and a # 1isin H. (In particular, [H, (a)] is not good.) [H,a] =
[H',d'] iff [H,(a)] = [H',{d)] and a is conjugate to a’. Hence Ag — Ay has
explicit finite fibers with fibers of size zero or two.

® A. = A0|_|A1|_|A2|_|A3|_|A4|_|A5|_|A6
Lemma 11.2. Using Notation 11.1, the Out(F,)-set IS(A,) satisfies property MW.

Proof. Since S.,(A) satisfies property MW by Theorem 10.2, it follows from Corol-
lary 10.22 that it is enough to show that, for each i, we have that A; admits G-
equivariant map to IS(Aq) that has explicit finite fibers. Using Notation 11.1, we see
that each A; admits a map to IS(A) that is a composition of two maps, each of which
has explicit finite fibers. We are done by Lemma 10.18. O

12 List of dynamical invariants

In Section 13 we define algebraic invariants of ¢ € UPG(F,,) that are derived from
the dynamical invariants of ¢ established in the first five sections of this paper. For
the convenience of the reader, we list those dynamical invariants here and provide
pointers to the relevant sections of the paper. Here f : G — G always denotes a CT
for ¢ and I'(f) its eigengraph; see Section 4.1. We also use the notation of conjugacy
pairs; recall Definition 4.9, Examples 4.10 and Section 7.

e P(¢) denotes the set of principal automorphisms for ¢ (Definition 3.8) and
[P(¢)] denotes the set of isogredience classes in P(¢) (Definition 3.11). [P(¢)]
parametrizes the components of T'(f). Fix(¢) = {[Fix(®)] | [®] € [P(¢)]}. Since
[P(¢)] is finite, Fix(¢) is a finite multi-set of (possibly trivial) conjugacy classes
of finitely generated subgroups of F,,. Geometrically it is the core of I'(f).
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Fixdzg(gb) = {[Fix(®)] | [®] € [P(¢)], rank(Fix(®)) > 2}. See Sections 3.4, 3.7,
and 4.2.

We use ¢ = .7?(¢, <r) to denote a special chain for ¢ as in Notation 6.8. It is a
set of free factor systems naturally ordered by . We usually work with a pre-
chosen ¢. For example, the filtration of our CT f : G — G will usually realize
c. If F € ¢ (resp. [F] € F € ¢) and if the filtration of f : G — G realizes ¢
then f|F (resp. f|[F]) denotes the restriction of f to the core filtration element
representing F (resp. the component of the core filtration element representing
[F]). The corresponding eigengraph is denoted I'( f|F) (resp. I'(f|[F])).

A free factor system is special if it is in some special chain. £(¢) denotes the
set of special free factor systems of ¢; see Notation 6.8. Each element of £(¢) is
a free factor system and so is a set of conjugacy classes of free factors in F),. If
[F] € F € £(¢) then F and [F] are also said to be special. The unique minimal
(with respect to ) element of £(¢), denoted Fy(¢), is the linear free factor
system of ¢. It is represented by the core of the subgraph of GG that is the union
of fixed and linear edges. An invariant description of Fy(¢) is F(Fix(¢)), i.e.
the smallest free factor system carrying Fix(¢); see Lemma 6.16.

R(¢) :=A{[P]: P € UL, Fix;(®;)} C F,/F,

where the ®,’s are representatives of the isogredience classes in P(¢). In other
words, R(¢) is the set of conjugacy classes of points in dF,, that are isolated
fixed points for some principal lift of ¢. See Section 3.4. In any CT f: G — G
representing ¢ there is a bijection r +— E between R(¢) and the set &; of
higher order edges of G. The eigenray Rp has terminal end r.

¢ € ¢ denotes a special 1-edge extension in ¢, i.e. ¢ = (F~ C F7) is a pair of
consecutive elements of ¢. Suppose f : G — G realizes ¢. T'(f|FT)\I'(f|F~) has
one or two ends; these represent the new (with respect to ¢) elements of R(¢).
The 1-edge extension ¢ has type H, HH, or LH. There are two new elements iff ¢
has type HH. A new element is often denoted r*. Further, ¢ can be contractible,
infinite cyclic, or large. See Section 6.1.

Continuing the previous bullet, if the filtration of f : G — G realizes ¢ then
['(f|FT) carries more lines than I'(f|F ). The set of added lines with respect
to e, denoted L.(¢), is a ¢-invariant subset of these lines. See Definition 6.14.

Q(¢) = Urer(p)€2(r) denotes the finite set of limit lines for ¢. See Section 5.
Here Q(r) denotes the accumulation set of r or equivalently of the eigenray in
['(f) representing r. The elements of Q(¢) are all represented as lines in I'(f).
Qnp(¢) C Q(¢) is the subset of non-periodic lines.
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e A,.(¢) denotes the set of oriented axes of ¢ where a root-free conjugacy class
[a] of an element of F, is an axis if it has more than one representation in I'( f).
An axis has an invariant description: [a] is an axis if there are &1, &y € P(¢)
such that a € Fix(®1) NFix(P2) and @1 # ®,. In this case, we say the conjugacy
pair [P, a] is a strong axis; see Definition 4.11. It is represented geometrically
as a lift to T'(f) of [a]. The set of strong axes is denoted SA(¢). Associated to
each pair of strong axes a; = [®1, a], g = [Py, a] is a twist coordinate 7(aq, az)
in Z. See Definition 4.14.

13 Algebraic data associated to invariants

In this section we define algebraic versions of some of our dynamical invariants. We
also explain how the algebraic versions can be computed and viewed as an element
of IS(A,); see Notation 11.1. The algebraic invariants are typically weaker than their
dynamic versions. However they have the advantage that they are iterated sets and
so fit into the framework of Section 10. Some of our invariants, for example chains,
are already algebraic in nature and so need no modification.

All of our algebraic invariants for ¢ € UPG will be computed usinga CT f : G — G
for ¢ (see Section 3.6). Additionally, the core of the eigengraph I'(f) can be computed
from f : G — G; see Section 4.1. In fact, since I'(f) is obtained from its core by
adding the eigenrays of f and the eigenrays have a simple form (Section 3.6), we can
compute arbitrarily large neighborhoods of the core in I'(f).

13.1 Special chains

Recall from Notation 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 that there is a canonical partial order
(R(¢), <) that can be computed from any CT for ¢. Hence all extensions of < to
a total order <y can also be computed. The special chain F (¢, <r) for ¢ can also
be computed from any CT for ¢; see Notation 6.8. A special chain is an element of
SorSun(Ag) C IS(Ag) C IS(A,); see Example 10.25 and Corollary 10.23(2). Similarly,
the set of all special chains for ¢ and the set £(¢) of all special free factor systems for ¢
can be computed from any CT for ¢. Note that the former set is in SyuSerSun(Ag) C
IS(A,) and £(¢) € SuuSun(Ag) C IS(A,). We will tacitly use Corollary 10.23(2)
throughout the rest of Section 13.

e Throughout the rest of Section 13, ¢ € UPG, ¢ denotes a special chain for ¢,
and f : G — G denotes a CT that represents ¢, satisfies (Inheritance), and
realizes c.
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13.2  Fix(¢)

The multi-set Fix(¢) := {[Fix(®)] | [®] € [P(¢)]} is already algebraic and is an element
of Sun(Ag) C IS(A,). As reviewed in Section 12, Fix(¢) is represented by the core of
['(f) and so can be computed.

13.3 Axes

The set A, (¢) of oriented axes of ¢ (Definition 4.5) is already algebraic and is an
element of Sy, (As) C IS(A,). Interms of f : G — G, [a] € A, (¢) iff either [a] or [a™]
is represented by a twist path, which can be found by inspecting the linear edges of
G see Section 3.6. In terms of I'(f), [a] € A, (¢) iff a is root-free and represented by
more than one circuit in the core of T'(f) with at least one representative embedded.

13.4 Algebraic rays

Remark 13.1. If F' is a free factor and 7 € OF then we say that [F] carries r.
Equivalently, if G is a marked graph and H C G is a core subgraph representing [F],
then there is a ray in G that converges to 7 and projects into H. In the case that
concerns us, r € R(¢) corresponds to some E € £ (see Lemma 3.26) and [F] is a
component of a free factor system in ¢. If C' is the component of the core filtration
element of G corresponding to [F] then [F] carries r if and only if some subray of Rp
is contained in C. By construction, Rp = E - u - fg(u) - ... where the closed path u
satisfies f(E) = F - u. Since the height of fi (u) is independent of k, r is carried by
[F] if and only if u C C.

e (Algebraic rays): For r € R(¢), F.(r) denotes the minimal special free factor
[F] € F € ¢ carrying r. If 7 € OF, is a lift of  then we also write F.(7) := F
where F' is the unique representative of F(r) that contains 7. An algebraic ray
F.(r) is an element of Ay C IS(A,).

Remark 13.2. Continuing Remark 13.1, F,(r) is represented by the minimal com-
ponent C' of a core filtration element of G containing u. In particular, we can com-
pute Fi(r) from our CT f. In our running example (see pages 10, 18, 37, and 41),
R(p) = {re,ra,7e,7¢}, the only relation is r. < r,, and the choice of total order is
re <r Tq <r Te <r 74 We have [F.(r,)] = [(a,b,c)].

Remark 13.3. We could work with all chains and define F'(r) to be the minimal
special free factor [F] € F € £(¢) carrying r. This would cause some extra work
later in Lemma 17.19.
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13.5 Algebraic lines

Recall that [-,-] denotes a conjugacy pair (see Definition 4.9, Examples 4.10 and
Section 7) and, for non-trivial a € F,,, at € OF, (resp. a~) denotes the attractor
(resp. repeller) of i,|0F,; see the beginning of Section 3.4. Recall also that a line L is
principal with respect to ¢ if there is a lift L whose endpoints are contained in Fixy (D)
for some ® € P(¢). Equivalently, L lifts into the eigengraph I'(f); see Lemma 4.1.
In this section, we define an algebraic version Hy (L) for certain principal line L and
associate to Hy (L) a set of lines containing L that in turn determines Hy (L).

Definition 13.4 (Algebraic lines). Suppose that L is a non-periodic principal line
for ¢ and that the non-periodic ends of L are contained in R(¢). There are four
possibilities.

[P-P]: L has type P-P if some (hence every) lift L has the form (a~,b") for some
root-free a,b € F, with a # b*! in F,. In particular, a and b are non-trivial.
Hy(L) := [a,b]. To [a,b] we associate {L}. We also define Hy (L) := (a,b)
and associate to it {(a—,b%)}. In this case Hy (L) determines L.

[P-NP]: L has type P-NP if some (hence every) lift L has the form (a~,#) for some
root-free a € F, and a lift 7 of some r € R(¢). Hg (L) = [a, Fi(F)]. T
Hy. (L) we associate the set of lines [a™, 0F(F)]. Hg(L) := (a, Fi(F)) and has
the associated set of lines (a™, OF.(7)).

[NP-P]: L has type NP-P if some (hence every) lift L has the form (7,b) for some
root-free b € F,, and a lift 7 of some r € R(¢p). Hy (L) := [F.(7),b]. To Hy (L)
we associate the set of lines [DF,(7),b]. Hgc(L) := (F.(7),b) with associated
set of lines (OF,(7),b").

[NP-NP]: L has type NP-NP if some (hence every) lift L has the form (7, 5) for lifts 7
ofr € R(¢) and sof s € R(¢). Hy (L) := [F(7), Fi(5)]. To Hy (L) we associate

the set of lines [0F(T), OF(5)]. H¢ (L) := (F(7), F.(8)) with associated set of
lines (OF(F), OF(3)).

Lemma 13.5. Suppose that L lifts to I'(f) and has one of the types P-P, P-NP, NP-P,
or NP-NP. Then with notation as above:

[P-P]: [(a), (b)] is a good conjugacy pair.
[P-NP]: [{(a), F.(7)] is a good conjugacy pair.
[NP-P]: [F.(7), (b)] is a good conjugacy pair.

[NP-NP]: [F.(F), F(5)] is a good conjugacy pair.
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Proof. [P-P]: Since a # b*! and a and b are root-free, {a,b) is a free group of rank 2.
In particular, [(a), (b)] is good by Lemma 7.14(1).

[P-NP]: Suppose L has the lift L = (a=,7). Set A = (a). Since L lifts to T'(f),
L = a®0Rp for some E € £ where « is a circuit in the core of I'(f) representing [a]
(Lemma 4.2). We choose ¢ to have minimal length. Let x be the terminal vertex of
E and let % be the terminal vertex of the unique lift £ of E in L.

The based labeled graph (C, ) as in Remark 13.2 immerses to (G, *) and similarly
the based labeled graph (G4,) that is a lollipop formed by the union of a circle
labeled v and a segment labeled o F immerses to (G,x). If we define (H,*) to be
the one point union of (G4, ) and (C,*) then by construction, the immersions of
(Ga,*) and (C, %) to (Ga,*) induce a map of H — G that does not admit any
Stallings folds and so, by [Sta83, Proposition 5.3], induces an injection on the level
of fundamental groups. We now have an identification of (A, Fi(7), (A, F.(F))) and
(m1(Ga, %), m(C, %), m(H,*)). By VanKampen, we see that (A, Fi(7)) is the internal
free product of A and F,(7).

The cases [NP-P] and [NP-NP] are similar. O

Remark 13.6. H, (L) is an element of A; LIA, Az 1LIA, C IS(A,). Not all lines that
lift to I'(f) are assigned a type. For each L that has a type, Hy (L) can be recovered
from its associated set of lines. In the NP-NP case, this is a direct application of
Corollary 7.5, Remark 7.6 and Lemma 7.14(2). The obvious modification needed for
the other cases where (a) is replaced by a is left to the reader. We often conflate
Hy (L) with its associated set of lines.

Example 3.1 (continued). If L is the upward line represented by the contractible
component of I'(f) in Figure 2 then L has type NP-NP and Hy (L) = [(a, D), (a, b)* ]
consists of the set of lines in the graph in Figure 4 that cross d~'e once and e~ 'd not
at all.

Figure 4:

Lemma 13.7. Suppose that that ¢ is a special chain for ¢, that L is a non-periodic
principal line for ¢ whose non-periodic ends are contained in R(¢p) and that 6 €
Out(F},). Then 0(c) is a special chain for ¢°, O(L) is a non-periodic principal line for
¢ whose non-periodic ends are contained in R(¢") and 0(Hy (L)) = Hyo g (O(L)).

Proof. We will do the case P-NP; the others are similar. Lemma 6.13 and Lemma 3.16
imply that 6(c) is a special chain for ¢? and that §(L) is a principal line for ¢?. If
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© € and L = (a~,7) then O(L) = (6(a),O(7)) and

O(Hy.e(L)) = [0(a), O(F(7))] = [6(a), Fo(O(7))] = Hyo g (O(L))
O

Remark 13.8. For applications, we note that from definitions it follows that if 6(c) =
¢ and ¢ € ¢ then 0(e) = e.

In the next lemma we abuse notation and identify H, (L) with its associated set
of lines; see Remark 13.6.

Lemma 13.9. Suppose f : G — G is a CT for ¢ that realizes ¢. If L is either an
element of Qup(¢) or an element of L.(¢) such that ¢ is not large, then L is the only
line in Hy (L) that lifts to T'(f).

Proof. We assume at first that L € Qnp(¢). By Corollary 5.17(4), all elements of
Qnp (o) lift to T'(f) and further, by Corollary 5.17(1), have one of the types P-P,
P-NP, NP-P, or NP-NP. In particular, Hs (L) is defined. We will do the case that
L = [a,7] is P-NP, the others being similar. By Corollary 5.17(1), L has the form
(R1)"'Rg where R; consists of only linear and fixed edges and where E € Er. In
particular, F is the highest edge of L.

Every line I € Hy (L) has a lift of the form I/ = (a~, §) where § € F,(7). Since
f: G — G realizes ¢, F,(r) is represented by a subgraph of G whose edges are all
lower than E. If 7 = § then L' = L and we are done. We may therefore assume
L" := (7,3) is a line with both endpoints in dF,(7). Thus L” only crosses lifts of
edges that are lower than E. It follows that L' = (R;) ' ER, where the ray Ry only
crosses edges that are lower than E. If L' lifts to I'(f) then E is the first higher
order edge it crosses and so ERy = Rp and L' = L. This completes the proof when
L e QNp(gb)

We now assume that L € L.(¢) and that e is not large. If ¢ is contractible then,
because L lifts to I'(f), L has the form [, 5] = Ry pRp, where p is a Nielsen path.
By definition I € Hy (L) has a representative L' = (71, 7) such that either 7, = 7
or (71,7) is a line with both endpoints in OF;(7) and such that either 7y = § or (8, 75)
is a line with both endpoints in JF(5). We argue as above to conclude that L' = L
if L' lifts to ['(f). The case where e is infinite cyclic is similar. O

Lemma 13.10. Suppose that L has one of the types P-P, P-NP, NP-P, or NP-NP
and that (Hy(L)) = He(L). If L is a lift of L then there is a unique © € 0 such
that © (Hg (L)) = Hy(L).

Proof. The existence of at least one such © follows from the definitions.
P-P: Suppose L = (a=,b"). If ©; # O, represent 6 and leave (a~,b") invariant
then the difference ©;0;' has the form i, for some x # 1 in F, and leaves (a~,b")

76



invariant. It follows that a, b, and x share a power. This is impossible since L is not
periodic.

NP-P: Suppose L = (7,b%). If ©; # O, in 6 leave (F.(7),b") invariant then
©:0;" = i, for some z # 1 in F,, i,(F.(7)) = F.(7), and i,(b) = b. Hence x €
F.(7) N (b) which is impossible since OF,(7) N d(b) = () by Lemma 13.5.

The cases P-NP and NP-NP are similar. O

13.6 Algebraic strong axes

e (Algebraic strong axes): If [®, a] is a strong axis and Fix(®) is not cyclic (equiv-
alently rank(Fix(®)) > 1), then [Fix(®),a] is the associated algebraic strong
axis.

Remark 13.11. In (Algebraic strong axes) above we are focusing only on strong
axes for the restriction of ¢ to its linear free factor system Fy(¢); see the proof of
Lemma 17.1. By definition of strong axes, a € Fix(®). In particular, [Fix(®), a] is an
element of Ag C IS(A,) and is not good. The set of algebraic strong axes of ¢ is an
element of Sy, (Ag) C IS(A,). By Lemma 4.20, [Fix(®),a] determines [®, a].

Remark 4.13 can be used to compute the algebraic strong axes from our CT
f : G — G. Using the notation there, the set SA(¢) of strong axes is in a 1-1
correspondence with the set of non-trivial circuits in the core of I'(f) representing
elements of A,.(¢). The strong axis [®,,, a] corresponding to (f,,,7) has algebraic
invariant represented by [Fix(fy4), a]. Fix(fy«) is the image in 71 (G, v) of m(I'(f),v)
where v € T°(f) is viewed as an element of G (see the construction of I'(f) in
Section 4.1). The case for (f,,4,v;) is similar.

In our running example (see page 27), the algebraic invariants of o and o' are
respectively represented by the pairs ({(a,a’),a) and ({(a,a’),a’). The strong axis o”
doesn’t have an algebraic invariant since the corresponding fix set is cyclic. This ends
Remark 13.11.

13.7 Algebraic added lines

e (Algebraic added lineswith respect to ¢): We use notation as in Definition 6.14.
Heec(¢) is defined to be {Hy (L) | L € L(¢)} if L.(¢) is finite and is defined to
be the singleton {[Fix(®), F.(71)]} otherwise. The proof that [Fix(®), F.(71)] is
good is similar to the proof of Lemma 13.5. H.c(¢) is an element of S,,(A; L
Ag LI A3) CIS(A).

In terms of our CT f : G — G, algebraic added lines can be computed as follows.
We use the notation of Definition 6.14. Since we already know how to compute
algebraic lines, in the cases where the number of added lines is finite, it is enough
to describe the added lines. This is done in Definition 6.14 using the eigengraph
[(f|F*). The case where there are infinitely many added lines is the intersection of
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[H] and large in Lemma 6.10. Let v be the initial vertex of the edge E € & in I'(f|F')
corresponding to r. Then [Fix(®), F,(7T)] is represented by (Fix(f,4|FT), 7 (C¥,v))
where C' is the connected, core subgraph of G representing F.(r*) and C¥ denotes
the one-point union at the terminal endpoint of £ of C' and an edge labeled E (so
that C¥ immerses to ). See our running example on page 42 where ¢, is contractible,
e3 is infinite cyclic, e is large and

Heeo(9) = {[(a, "), (a,b)°]}
Hesee(6) = {[(a, ), (a,b)" "], [{a,0), (@, )]}
HBgGC((b) {[a ) <a> bv C>p q]? [CL, <a’7 b7 C>p_1q]}

13.8 Algebraic limit lines
e {H.(L):L e Qup(¢)} is the set of algebraic limit lines.

The set of algebraic limit lines is an element of Sy, (A LI Ay LI Ag LI A,) C IS(A,). As
in the case of added lines, to compute algebraic limit lines, we only need to compute
Qnp(¢) from our CT f : G — G. This is done in Section 5; see Corollary 5.17.
Referring to our running example (see page 36), Qnp(¢) = Qnp(ry) = {a® R, a™ba™}
and so H.(¢) = {[a™!, (a, )], [a™1, a®]}.

13.9 Naturality

We will need the following naturality statements.

Lemma 13.12. Suppose ¢ € ¢ and © € § € Out(F,). Then:
(1) 0({Hge(L) : L € Qup(0)}) = {Hypo 0 (L)) : L € Qnp(0?)}
(2) 0(Hece(®)) = Ho(eeo()(¢)

(3) [Fix(®),a] + O([Fix(®),a]) = ([Fix(®®),0(a)] defines a bijection between the
algebraic strong axes for ¢ and the algebraic strong azes for ¢°.

Proof.

O({H(L) : L € Qup(¢)}) ={0(H (L)) : L € Qp(9)})
e BT (0(L))) : L € Qup(9)}
CL M g (L) 1 L' € Qup(¢?)}

(2) if L,(¢) is finite:
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He(
He(

{He c)<9<L))) Lel (¢)}
(

(2) if L.(¢) is infinite:
O(Heee(9)) ZO({[Fix(®), F.(FM)]})
—{[O(Fix(®)), O(F.(F"))]})
P [Fix( ), Fyo (OG))}

def
= Hooyco (¢")

(3): Lemmas 4.17(2) and 3.16(2) imply that (®,a) < (®°,0(a)) induces a
bijection SA(¢, [a]) <+ SA(1,6([a])) and that the ranks of Fix(®) and Fix(®®) are

equal. (3) therefore follows from
0([Fix(®), a]) “C[O(Fix(®)), ©(a)])
=[Fix(2°), ©(a)]

13.10 The algebraic invariant of ¢ rel ¢

In this subsection we collect our algebraic invariants into a single master algebraic
invariant.

Definition 13.13. Fix a special chain ¢ for ¢ € UPG.

(1) The algebraic invariant of ¢ rel ¢ is the element of IS(A,) that is the ordered
set I.(¢) consisting of:

e C

o Fix(¢);

o (Hee(®) : ¢ € ¢) where the special 1-edge extensions e are ordered using c;
o {Hyo(L): L€ Qnp(e)};
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o A,.(¢); and

e the set of algebraic strong axes for ¢.
The six elements in the ordered list I.(¢) are the components of I.(¢).

(2) Order (non-canonically) the elements of the union of the six sets defining I.(¢).
The resulting element of IS(A,) is denoted J.

Remark 13.14. In light of Theorem 3.20, we have seen in this section that the set
of special chains, l(¢), and J can be computed. We stress that they take values in
IS(A,), which satisfies property MW by Lemma 11.2.

14 Stabilizers of algebraic invariants

At this point, it is reasonably straightforward to reduce the conjugacy problem for
UPG(F},) in Out(F},) to the problem of deciding whether ¢, € UPG(F,,) with I.(¢) =
l.(¢) are conjugate by some 6 in the stabilizer of |.(¢). We want a little more. Namely,
we want to restrict the set of potential conjugators to those elements that stabilize
l(¢) and induce trivial permutations on the components of I.(¢). Continuing with
the notation of the previous section, we make this precise as follows.

Definition 14.1 (X.(¢)). Let ¢ € UPG(F,), ¢ be a special chain for ¢, and let J be
in Definition 13.13(2). Let X:(¢) denote the stabilizer Out;(F},) of J in Out(F},).

Unravelling definitions, X.(¢) also has a description as the subgroup of Out(F},)
fixing each element in the union of the following six sets.

Remark 14.2. As noted in Definition 13.13(2), the construction of J was non-
canonical. That is, there were choices in its construction. Every choice has the
same stabilizer and so X,(¢) is independent of choice.

In passing and for future use, we have the expected:

Lemma 14.3. ¢ € X,(¢)
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Proof. We have to check that ¢ fixes each of the sets (1-6) above elementwise. In
(1), (2), (5), and (6) this is immediate from definitions. For set (4), this is because
¢(L) = L for all L € Qup(¢) (Corollary 5.17(4)) and Lemma 13.7. That the elements
of set (3) are fixed follows from definitions, Lemma 6.15 and Lemma 13.12(2). O

Definition 14.4. A group G is of type F if it has a finite Eilenberg-MacLane space.
G is of type VF if it has a finite index subgroup of type F.

Proposition 14.5. The stabilizer Outy(F,) of an element Y € 1S(A,) is of type VF.

Proof. We saw in the proof of Lemma 11.2 that there is a map 1S(A,) — IS(A) that
has explicit finite fibers (Notation 10.16). If Y is the image of Y, then Outy(F,) has
finite index in Outy(F,,). By Corollary 10.15, the subgroup G of Out(F},) fixing each
label of Y has finite index in Outy(F},). Also, the subgroup G has type VF by [BFH23,
Theorem 1.1]. Outy(F,,), being commensurate with a group of type VF, also has type
VF. [

As usual naturality will be important.

Lemma 14.6. Suppose £ € Out(F},).
(1) (X(9))* = Xe(o(¢°).
(2) é(lc((ﬁ)) = If(c)(QbS)

Proof. (1): By Lemma 6.13, £(¢) is special for ¢¢ and so the statement makes sense.
The lemma follows easily from the naturality of the quantities appearing in Defini-
tion 14.1. For example, we verify that if § € X.(¢) then 65(Hye ¢ (L)) = Hye g0 (L)
for all L € Qnp(¢°). Indeed,

067" (Hye g0 (L)) = €0(Hyc(671(L)))
= &(Hyc(67(1)))
= Hye g0 (L)
where the first and third equalities use Lemma 13.7 and the second uses Corollary 5.4.

The remainder of the proof consists of similar checks and is left to the reader.
The proof of (2) is similar. O

We next reduce the proof of the main result (Theorem 1.1) of this paper, i.e. the
conjugacy problem for UPG(F,,) in Out(F},), to the proof of Proposition 14.7 stated
immediately below.

Proposition 14.7. There is an algorithm that takes as input ¢, € UPG(F,) and a
chain ¢ such that

e ¢ is special for both ¢ and 1 and

81



o I(¢) =1(¢)

and that outputs YES or NO depending whether or not there is 0 € X.(¢) conjugating
¢ to 1. Further, if YES then such a 0 is produced.

Proposition 14.7 is proved in Sections 16 and 17 below.

Lemma 14.8. Proposition 14.7 implies Theorem 1.1. That s, an algorithm that
satisfies the conclusions of Proposition 14.7 can be used to produce an algorithm that
satisfies the conclusions of Theorem 1.1.

Proof. Assume Proposition 14.7 holds and ¢, € UPG(F},).

View the multiset 1(¢) := {l.(¢) | ¢ is a special chain for ¢} as an element of
IS(A,) as described in Section 13.1. By Lemma 14.6(2), I(¢) is a conjugacy invariant
of ¢. That is, if ¢’ = ¢ then 8(1(¢)) = I(x)). We may compute I(¢) and 1(¢)); see
Remark 13.14.

Since IS(A,) satisfies property MW (Lemma 11.2), we can algorithmically check if
there is ¢ € Out(F},) such that 6'(1(¢)) = I(¢). If there is no such 6" then ¢ and v are
not conjugate; return NO. If there is such ¢, then one is produced by the M-algorithm
for IS(A,). Note that ¢ and 1 are conjugate in Out(F},) iff ¢ and ' := @'~'4)@’ are
conjugate in Out(F,) iff ¢ and 9" are conjugate in the stabilizer G := Outy)(F},) of
1(6),

G acts by permutation on the set of labels of I(¢). Let G’ < G denote the
subgroup fixing each label. By the M-algorithm for IS(A,), we may construct a finite
presentation for (G. Using our finite set of generators for G, we may construct the
image () of G in our permutation group. By Lemma 9.1, we can compute a finite
set 0; such that G = L;0;G’. Hence, ¢ and ¢’ are conjugate in Out(F},) iff ¢ and
some 0; '4'f; are conjugate in Out(F,) iff ¢ and some 6, '4'0; are conjugate in G’.
Since G' < X.(¢) < Out(F,) for all ¢, ¢ and ¢’ are conjugate in Out(F,) iff ¢
and some 6; '4'0; are conjugate in X,(¢). We may use the supposed algorithm of
Proposition 14.7 to decide whether or not this is the case and return a conjugator if
it is. The returned conjugator allows us to compute a conjugator for ¢ and . O

15 Staple Pairs

15.1 Limit lines Qup(¢,7) C B

In Section 5, we associated a finite set Qnp(r) C B of ¢-invariant non-periodic lines to
cach r € R(¢). In this section we associate, to each lift 7 of 7, a subset Qup(¢,7) C B
of the full pre-image of Qnp(r) and then establish properties of Qnp(¢, 7) that will be
needed later in the paper.

Definition 15.1. Choose a marked graph K. For each lift 7 € OF, of r € R(¢), let
®; be the unique lift of ¢ that fixes ¥ and let R C K be a ray with terminal end 7.

82



If L is a lift of L € Qup(r) then L is ¢- invariant by Corollary 5.17(1) and so each
®/(L) is a translate of L, say ®L(L) = Ty(L ) for some unique 7j. Define L to be
in Qnp (o, 7) if for every_ finite subpath 3 of L there exists J(3) such that T;(6) C R
(equivalently § C T Y(R)), for all j > J(J).

Remark 15.2. As defined, Qnp (¢, 7) depends on @ and hence on ¢, in contrast to
Qnp(r) which is independent of ¢.

Lemma 15.3. Qup(¢,7) is well defined and ®z-invariant. Moreover, if 1 = 0p0~*
for some 0 € Out(F),,) and if © is a lift of 0 then O(Qnp(o, 7)) = Qnp (W, 0O(F)).

Proof. Replacing R by a subray does not change Qnp (¢, 7). Since any two rays with
terminal end 7 share a common subray, Qnp(¢,7) is independent of the choice of R.

As defined above, Qyp(¢, 7) depends on the marked graph K so we write Qnp (¢, 7, K)
to make this explicit. We will prove

(x) O(Qnp(o, 7, K)) = Qup(0p0~1, O(7), K') for any marked graphs K and K’ and
any © € Aut(F,) representing any 0 € Out(F},).

Applied with © = identity, (%) proves that Qnp(¢,7, K) is independent of K and
hence that Qnp(¢, 7) is well defined. The moreover statement is equivalent to (x) and
dz-invariance of Qyp(¢,7) is an immediate consequence of the definitions. Thus the
proof of the lemma will be complete once we prove (x).

Assume the notation of Definition 15.1. Let 7 = ©O(7) and ¢» = 0¢f~'; note
that U = ©®;07!. Choose a homotopy equivalence g : K — K’ of marked graphs
that represents 6 when 7 (K) and 7, (K’) are identified with F}, via their markings.
Let g : K — K’ be the lift satisfying §|lOF,, = ©|0F,, let R = gu(R) C K, let
L' = 9(L) = g#(L) and let T7 : K' — K’ be the covering translation satlsfymg
T;|0F, = (©T;0")|0F,. Then

VL(L) MR = W(34(L) N gy (R) = g4(LL)) N g4 (R)
By [Coo87] (see also [BFHI7, Lemma 3.1]), there is a constant C', depending only on
g, such that g (®L(L)) N gx(R) contains the subpath of g (®L(L) N R) obtained by
C-trimming (i.e. removing the first and last C' edges) and so contains the subpath
of §4(T;(3)) = T’g#(ﬁ) obtained by C-trimming for any chosen £ and all j > J(3).

Given a finite subpath B of L' choose a finite subpath 3 of L such that the C-trimmed
subpath of g4 (5) contains 4. Then W (L')N R’ D T’(ﬂ’) for all j > J(f). Letting

J(B') = J(B), we conclude that L' € Qup(¢, 7). By symmetry, we have proved (). [

Our goal in the remainder of this subsection is to understand Qyp(¢,7) from the
CT point of view.

Notation 15.4. Choose r € R(¢) and a CT f : G — G representing ¢; let £ € &
correspond to r as in Lemma 3.26. Following the proof of Corollary 5.17, let

Rg=FE-py-01-p1-02-

83



be the coarsened complete splitting of Rp where each o; is a single growing term in
the complete splitting of Rg and each p; is a (possibly trivial) Nielsen path. For
future reference, note that if f(£) = E - u then Eu is an initial subpath of Rp whose
terminal endpoint is a splitting vertex in the complete splitting of Rg and hence is
contained in some p,,.

Following Notation 5.11 and Lemma 5.14, define, for all ¢ > 1,

R = [ (o) RS = f5 (o) b= (R) " pi(RE)
Choose a lift 7 of 7, let @7 be the automorphism representing ¢ that fixes 7 and let
f: G — G be the lift corresponding to ®;. Let R be the lift of Rg whose terminal
end converges to 7 and whose initial edge is denoted E, let
RE:Eﬁoa'lﬁl&Q
be the induced decomposition and let lz be the lift of ¢; in which p; lifts to p;. Thus
G = (R; ) 'R,

where ;41 and R}, i1 have the same initial endpoint and likewise for ¢;” Land R;. We
say that lines 01,0y, ... are visible in R

Lemma 15.5. Assume Notation 15.4.
(1) Each {; € Q(r) (Definition 5.1).
(2) [fﬁz € QNP(T) then gz € QNP((ﬁ,f).

Proof. Ttem (1) follows from Lemmas 5.8 and 5.16 applied with & = ¢; and § = p;0;41.

When Ver1fy1ng that (; satisfies Definition 15 1, it suffices to consider finite sub-
paths 3 = i15;0 of ¢; with projections 8 = p~p;v where u is an initial segment of
R = [y (7;) that is a concatenation of terms in the coarsened complete splitting of
R; and v is an initial segment of R, = f2°(0i41) that is a concatenation of terms
in the coarsened complete splitting of R;,,. It follows from the definition of [z (No-
tation 5.11) that for all sufficiently large j, the lift of p; to j:]#(ﬁz) extends to a lift of
S to a path

Bi C f4(61) - FL(pi) - [4(Gipa) = Fl(Gi - i - Gisa) C Ry
Since fi preserves p;, R; and R there is a covering translation Tj such that
Ty(ps) = [ () Ty(R;) = [(R;) Ty(Ri) = fu(RE)
and so 3 o
T;(l;) = fo(t)

From T;(p;) = ff#(pz) we conclude that T;(5) = f; and so T;(3) C Rj;. This completes
the proof of (2). O
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Our next result is a weak converse of Lemma 15.5(2), namely that if L € Qup(o,7)
then L is in the ®;-orbit of some ¢;.

Proposition 15.6. Assume Notation 15.4.

(1) For each L € Qup(p,7) there exists K such that f;(i) e {6;} forallk > K.

Moreover, Qup(¢,7) = | ®7(f;) where the union varies over all ; € Qp(¢, 7)
and all m € Z.

(2) For each L € Qup(r) there is a lift L € Qup(o, 7).

We delay the proof of Proposition 15.6 for two needed lemmas.

Lemma 15.7. Given a CT f : G — G, there exists M > 1 so that the following
holds for each twist path w, each non-fized edge E and each k >0 : If |[m| > M and
ag = w™ is a subpath of f;(E) then g extends to a subpath o of fi(E) satisfying
the following two properties.

(1) ay = E'w? or oy = wiE' for some E' € Lin,(f).
(2) ay is not contained in any Nielsen subpath of f#’;(E)

Proof. Let us first note that if the conclusions of the lemma hold for a subpath of
ap = w™ of the form w' then they also hold for cy. We may therefore shorten oy
whenever it is convenient. After replacing E by E if necessary, we may assume that
E e gf U Lln(f)

Choose M" > 0 so that if w; # w, are twist paths then w” is not a subpath of
wy for any m € Z. Items (1) and (2) hold for M = M” and E € Lin(f). We may
therefore assume that £ € £ and that there exists M’ > M" so that (1) and (2) hold
for M = M’ and for all edges E' € £ with height less than that of E.

There is a path u with height less than that of £/ and a complete splitting

U=T1"..."Tg

such that

fRE)=E-u- fg(u)-... fi " (u)
for all k£ > 1. Assuming without loss that A’ is greater than the length of any 7;,
choose M; > sM’.

As a special case, we prove the lemma when |m| > M; and when oy = w™ is
contained in some f?l#(u) In this case there exists 1 < j < s and |m/| > M’ and a
subpath af, = w™ of aq such that o)) C fiu(7;) for some 1 <1 <k —1. As observed
above, we can replace o with of. Since the length of 7; is less than M’ and the length
of fj#(Tj) is at least M’, 7; is not a Nielsen path and so is either exceptional or an edge
E’ with height less than that of E. If 7; is exceptional then its linear edges must be
in the family determined by w and we take o; to be all of 7; except for the terminal
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edge. If 7; = E’, then the inductive hypothesis implies that oy extends to a subpath
ay of fL(E’) that is not contained in a Nielsen subpath of f}(E’) and that satisfies
(1). The hard splitting property of a complete splitting (Lemma 4.11(2) of [FH11])
implies that an indivisible Nielsen path in a completely split path is contained in a
single term of that splitting. Thus «; is not contained in a Nielsen subpath of f;;(E)
and so (2) is satisfied and we have completed the proof of the special case.

Now choose M so large that if [m| > M and ag = w™ is a subpath of f£(E) then
there is a subpath af = w™ of ag with m’ > My so that ofy C f}(u) for some I. The
existence of M follows from the fact that the length of fi#(u) goes to infinity with [.
Replacing «y with «f, we are reduced to the special case. O

We choose a ‘central’ subpath 7, of L € Qyp(r) as follows. By Corollary 5.17,
L= (R")™' p-R" where R* satisfy 1(a), 1(b) or 1(c) of Lemma 5.14. In all three
cases we will choose 7 = 77, = 7~ 'pr, where 74 is an initial segment of R*. Let M
be the constant from Lemma 15.7.

e In case 1(a), R" = Rp for some £’ € & and we take 7. = E'.

e In case 1(b), Rt = E'w*™ for some E’ € Lin,(f) and we take 7, = E'w*™.

e In case 1(c), RT = w** and we take 7, = w*™.

The subpath 7_ is defined symmetrically.

Lemma 15.8. Assume the notation of Notation 15.4 and of the previous paragraph.
Suppose that 7, C L is a lift of 7, € L and that 71, C R Then L = {; for some i.

Proof. As a first case, suppose that 7, = E' € £ and so R = Rps. Then 7, is a term
Gi41 in the coarsened complete splitting of Rz by Lemma 3.21 and Rt = [ (ois1) by
Example 5.12. There are three subcases to consider, the first being that 7 = E” € &;.
In this subcase, 7-' is also a term &; in coarsened complete splitting. Since 7_ is
separated from ;1 = 7'+ by the Nielsen subpath p, we have 7=' = &, and j = ;.
Thus f3°(o;) = R~ and L=1

The second subcase is that 7_ = E"w*™ where E” € Lin,(f) . By Lemma 15.7(2),

7-' is not contained in a Nielsen subpath of Rg. It follows that the terminal edge

Bt of 771 is contained in a o, that is either a single edge or an exceptional path. As
in the previous subcase, j = i. Also as in the previous subcase, p = p;, f;;o(@) = R~
and gz = fz

The third and final subcase is that 7 = w*™. Since 7-! is followed in R by pF',
it is not contained in a subpath of Ry of the form @™ E; " where E; € Lin,(f). Ttems
(1) and (2) of Lemma 15.7 imply that &; = F, where E1 € Lin,(f) and that p; = w'p
for some ¢. Example 5.12 implies that f3°(o;) = wE™® = R~ and so /; = L. We have
now completed the proof in the case that 7, = E' € £;. Symmetric arguments apply
in the case that 7 = E' € &;.
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Our next case is that 7, = E'w™ where E' € Lin,(f) and Rt = E'w*>.
Lemma 15.7(2) implies that the initial edge E' of 7, is not contained in a Nielsen
subpath of RE and so is either equal to some 7,1, or is the first edge in some ;41
that projects to an exceptional path. In either case f3°(0i11) = E'w*>® = R*. The
remainder of the proof in this second case is exactly the same as in the first case.
Symmetric arguments apply in the case that 7_ = E'w* with E’ € Lin,(f).

We are now reduced to the case that 7, = wi™, R, = wiy>,7. = wi™ and
R_ = wi™®. Thus 7 = @fMpwi™. If w, = w, then p is not an iterate of w; =
wy because L is not periodic. Lemma 15.7(1) implies that 7 extends to a subpath
ElwlprE where E; € Lin,,(f) and p,q € Z. It follows that By = &;, p; = @' pird
and E,' = &;,, for some choice of i. As in the previous cases, (; = L. n

Proof of Proposition 15.6: The first statement of (1) follows from Lemma 15.8
and the definition of Qnp(¢, 7). The moreover statement of (1) follows from the first
statement and ®zinvariance of Qnp(¢, 7).

For (2), let E € & correspond to r. Let 7, C L be as in Lemma 15.8. Since
L € Qnp(r), 71 lifts to a subpath 7, C RE Lemma 15.8 implies that the lift of 77 to
71, extends to a lift of L to an element of Qnp(o, 7). O

Lemma 15.9. Continue with Notation 15.4.

(1) For all i > 1, there exists j = j(i) > i such that f#(:) ;. More precisely,
there exists j > i such that fy(p;) C pj and fu({;) = {; and there is a covering
translation T' such that T(p;) = f4(pi) C p; and T'(4;) = ;.

(
(2) The assignment i — j(i) is order preserving and j(1) >

Proof. Tt suffices to prove (2) and the ‘more precisely’ statement of (1). We begin
with the latter. Since f# (pi) is a Nielsen path that is a concatenation of terms in the
complete splitting of R, there exists j such that fu(p;) C p;. Let T be the - unique
covering translation satisfying 7'(p;) = f#(pl) It suffices to prove that f#( ) = é
and T'(0;) = {;.

From fu(p;) C p; it follows that

pj=a- fulps) B

where @& and 3 are, possibly trivial, Nielsen paths. Since &; and 0i11 are growing,

0j P~ Oje1 =05 Q- fy(pi) - - 0541 C f(63) - f4(pi) - f(Tira)
By Lemma 5.14(2)
R;:—l = f;f(aiﬂ) = 5f;o(0j+1) p-R j+1
and

R = fF(e) =afF(e) =a R

J
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which implies that

Foll) = Fel(RO) ™ i Ry = (Ry) ™6 Fulpe) - B Rl = (B) ™y Ry = 4

This completes the proof that f#(~) €
The covering translatlon T that carries p; to f#(pl) C p; also carries RZ 1 to

5R+1andR to &~ R Thus T(4;) = ;.
Finally, note that j(i+ 1) j(i) is equal to the number of growing terms in fu(5,).

This implies (2) and hence also j(i) > j. Since E - fu(@)- fu(po)- fa(d1) - fu(pr) is
an initial segment of Ry and since f#(po) C pp, it follows that j(1) > p. O]

We conclude this subsection by defining a total order on Qup(¢, 7).
Definition 15.10. Continue with Notation 15.4. Given distinct Li, Ly € Qnp(o,7),
choose k > 0 so that fi(Ly) = £; and f (L) = {; for some i # j. (The existence of
k is guaranteed by Proposition 15.6.) Define Ly < L if i < j.
Lemma 15.11. < is a well defined, ®z-invariant total order on Qnp(o,T) that is
independent of the choice of f : G — G representing ¢. Moreover, if 1 = 00~ for

some 0 € Out(F,) and if © is a lift of 0 then © : Qnp(o,7) — Qnp (Y, O(F)) preserves
<.

We delay the proof of Lemma 15.11 to state and prove a technical lemma that
allows us to redefine < with less dependence on the location of p;, and p; in Rj.

Lemma 15.12. Continue with Notation 15.4. Suppose that l; and E are distinct
non-periodic visible lines. For all k >0, let {;, = f#( :) and 0;, = f#( ) and let y;

and Y, be the terminal endpoints off N R and @k N R respectively. Then i < j
if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied.

(1) b & Qnp(6,0,05).
(2) One of the following is satisfied.
(a) gj € QNP((banrgi)
(b) yjr — Yir — 00 where y; — Yir = £ the number of edges in the subpath

connecting Y to Yjr and the sign is + if and only iof Y > Yix in the
orientation on Rj.

Proof. For the only if direction, assume that ¢ < j. Lemma 15.9, and an obvious
induction argument imply that ¢, < jx and that there are unique covering translations
T}, satistying . o .

T(p) C oy, and  Ty(l) = fi(l) = 0,

and Sy satisfying

Sk(pj) C p; and  S(ly) = fE(L) =0,



Note that hy, := Sy ! f"C is the lift of f* that preserves € and so corresponds to the
automorphism <I> 5.0, Note also that S, 'Ty(¢;) = Sy f#( ;) = (hg)g(4;) and that

Ty(pi) C pi, is disjoint from pijij. The latter implies that S, 'T3.(ps) is disjoint
from p, R;l It now follows from the definition that ¢; & Qup(¢, ;0 ;). This completes
the proof of (1).

For (2), we assume that € Z Qnp (o, &J ) and prove that ¢, x — 9;x — 00. Contin-

uing with the above notation, g, := T, lf’C corresponds to (I)a i and T’lsk(@-) =

Gr(€;). We claim that there is a finite subpath B C ; so that for all k& > 0,
T,7'Se(B) ¢ R, and hence Si(3) ¢ Ti(R;,). If ¢ ¢ Qnp(044;) then this fol-
lows from Definition 5.1 and the fact that 7, 1Sk(€‘) is a lift of ¢;. If ¢; € Qnp(0+4;)
then this follows from Lemma 15.8 and Lemma 15.5.

On the other hand, Sy(3) C Ry for all sufficiently large k. It follows that
Ui precedes the terminal endpoint of Sk(ﬁ) in R Since the number of edges in
Sk(RJH) N RE goes to infinity with k, ¢, — 9, — oc.

For the if direction, we assume that j < ¢ and we prove that either (1) or (2) fails.
From the only if direction we know that (1) with ¢ and j reversed is satisfied. Thus
(2a) fails. Similarly, either (2a) or (2b), with the roles of ¢ and j reversed is satisfied.
If the former holds then (1) fails and we are done. Suppose then that (2b) with the
roles of ¢ and j reversed is satisfied. Then ¢; x — §;x — 00 so (2b) fails. O

Proof of Lemma 15.11: To make the dependence of < on f: G — G explicit we will
write <7. Lemma 15.9 implies that < is a well defined, ®#invariant total order on
Qnp(o, 7).

Suppose that 6,19 and © are as in the moreover statement, that ' : G' — G’
is a CT representing 1, that g : G — G’ is a homotopy equivalence representing 6
and that § : G — G’ is the lift corresponding to ©. Letting # = O(F), we have
O®; = U»O. By Lemma 15.3, O(Qup(0, 7)) = Qup(¥, 7). Let f' be the lift of f’
corresponding to Wy .

Given Ly, Ly € Qup (¢, 7) such that L =<y Lg, we must show that L <y L where
Ly = O(Ly) = g4(Ly) and L, = O(Ly) = §u(Ly). We may replace Ll and L2 with
Pk L, and ®F L2 for any £ > 1. This follows from the ®sinvariance of <y, the V-
invariance of <y and the fact that ©®z = V»©. In particular, we may assume that
there exists i < j and ¢ # j' such that Ly = {;, L, = 6 L = 6’ and L), = {7' where

the ¢ and f; are visible lines determined for Qup(1,7) defined with respect to f’.
To prove that i’ < j', and thereby complete the proof of the lemma, we will verify
items (1) and (2) of Lemma 15.12 in the prime system, which we will call (1) and
(2). Items (1) and (2a)" follow from (1), (2a) and Lemma 15.3. Item (2b)" follows
from (2b) and the bounded cancellation lemma applied to g. O

We conclude this section with a result that will be used in Lemma 15.45.
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Lemma 15.13. Suppose that I is a free factor, that 7 € OF is a lift of r € R($) and
that [F] is ¢-invariant. Then each endpoint of each ¢ € Qnp(p,T) is contained in OF .

Proof. Choose a CT f : G — G representing ¢ in which F' is realized by a component
C of a core filtration element H. By assumption, there is a ray R in C' with terminal
end r. For each ¢ € Qup(r), each finite subpath of ¢ is contained in C' and hence ¢ is
contained in C. Let C be the unique lift of C' whose boundary contains 7 and note
that 9C = F. Let R C C be the lift of R with terminal endpoint 7 and let ®; be the
automorphism representing ¢ that fixes 7. From uniqueness of é it follows that oC
is ®z-invariant. For all sufficiently large j, ®L(0)N R # . Since £ C C and distinct
lifts of C' are disjoint, ®L(0) c C. It follows that the endpoints of ®%(¢), and hence
the endpoints of ¢, are contained in OF. O]

15.2 Topmost lines, translation numbers and offset numbers

We continue with Notation 15.4 and with the partial orders < on R(¢) and & given
in Notation 6.1 and Lemma 6.2.

Definition 15.14. An element L € Qyp(r) is ¢-topmost if one of the following mu-
tually exclusive properties is satisfied for the partial order < on R(¢).

(1) r is minimal in the partial order <.

(2) L has an end r; € R(¢) such that r; <. r
If L € Qnp(o,7) projects to a ¢-topmost element of Qup(r) then L is a topmost
element of Qup(¢, 7). Let T, 7 be the set of topmost elements of Qnp (¢, 7).
Lemma 15.15. 7T, ; is non-empty and ®s-invariant.
Proof. Lemma 15.3 implies that Qnp (¢, 7) is ®-invariant. Since each element of R(¢)
is ¢-invariant, ®zinvariance of 7T ; follows from the definitions. If  is minimal with
respect to < then every element of Qnp(¢,7) is topmost and we are done. Otherwise,
apply Lemma 6.2 to choose E’ € &; such that E' <. E. Either E’ or E' occurs as a

term o; in the coarsened complete splitting of Rg. In the former case, EJ 1 1s topmost
in Qnp(,7); in the latter case ¢; is topmost in Qup (¢, 7). O

Lemma 15.16. There is an algorithm that lists the ¢-topmost elements of Qnp (7).

Proof. Recall that the elements of Qyp(r) can be enumerated by Lemma 5.17(2) and
that the partial order on Qup(7) can be computed by Notation 6.1. If r is minimal
then every element of Qup(r) is topmost. Otherwise inspect the elements of Qup(r)
to see which satisfy 15.14.(2). O

Recall from Notation 15.4 that p is chosen so that fu(po) C fp.
Lemma 15.17. Each L € T,z is in the ®z-orbit of {; for some 1 < j < p.
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Proof. By Proposition 15.6 and Lemma 15.15, we may assume that L = ¢; for some
1 > p. By Lemma 15.9, it suffices to show that there exist 1 < j < pand k > 1
such that ]‘:];(,5]) C p;. If this fails then there exists 1 < j° < p and k¥’ > 1 such
that p; separates f;’g(ﬁjz_l) from fi (pj7). Assuming this we argue to a contradiction
by showing that neither (1) nor (2) in Definition 15.14 is satisfied. First note that
GipiTir1 C f# (65). Tt follows that o is not a linear term and so o; = E' or E' for
some E' € &. Since E' < E, (1) is not satisfied. If an end 7 of £; corresponds to an
element E” € & then E” < E' < E and so (2) is not satisfied. O

Notation 15.18. The total order < on Qup(¢,7) given in Definition 15.10 induces
a total order (also called) < on Ty . Let Li,..., [:T(M) be, in order, the elements of
{gl, . ,gp} N Ty For k€ Z and 1 < j < 71(¢,7), define Ej+k7(¢’f) = @ﬁ(zj)

The following lemma allows us to change our notation from 7(¢,7) to 7(¢, ).

Lemma 15.19. 7(¢,7) depends only on ¢ and r and not on the choice of .

Proof. The definition of 7(¢,7) uses the lift f:G—=G corresponding to @7, the lift
R of Rr whose terminal endpoint is 7, the lines {E } determined by R as described
in Notatlon 15.4 and the integer p, which depends only on F and f. If a € F, and
T, : G — G is the correspondlng covering translation, then the data associated to
7 = ar is f = T,fT " RE, = T,Rj, {), = T,0; and p. Since {; and /} are lifts of the
same line, ¢; € Ty 7 <= {; € T, . This proves that 7(¢,7) = 7(¢,7) as desired. [

Lemma 15.20. With notation as above:

(1) s+ L, defines an order preserving bijection between Z and T ;.
(2) (DF([N/S) = zs-&-‘r(qﬁ,r) Jor all s
(3) Ly is visible if and only if s > 1.

Proof. The map s — L, is surjective by Lemma 15.17 and is order preserving (and
hence injective) because f# preserves < and because Li < Ly < ...=<1L ) =

fu(Ly) where the last inequality follows Lemma 15.9, which implies that fu(L;) =
(; for some j > p. Ttem (2) follows from the definitions. Item (3) follows from

Lemma 15.9. OJ

For the next lemma, we must choose a CT f’: G' — G’ representing ¢ and then
define Ty 7 and 7(¢, ") with respect to f': G' = G'.

Lemma 15.21. Suppose that 0 € Out(F,,) conjugates ¢ to ¢, that 6(r) = r" € R(v),
that 7,7 € OF, represent r and r’ respectively and that © is the lift of 0 such that
O(r) =7'. Then:

(1) T(¢,r) = 7(¥,r").

(2) There is an integer offset(0,r) such that ©(L,) = L;+offset 0r)

for all s.
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Proof. Lemmas 15.3 and 15.11 imply that © induces a <-preserving bijection between
Qnp (¢, 7) and Qnp (0, 7). Lemma 6.3 implies that this bijection restricts to a bijection
between 7y and Ty 7. Since the only order preserving bijections of Z are translations,
there is an integer offset(6, 7, 7) such that ©(L,) = L’ +ofrset(0 7 for all s. If we replace

7 by another lift 7* = ¢, then © is replaced by ©* = ©i;! and L; e Ty is replaced
by L* = i,L; € To.7+; see the proof of Lemma 15.19. It follows that ©*(L}) = @(Li)
and hence that offset(f, 7, 7’) is independent of the choice of lift 7. The symmetric
argument implies that offset(6,7,7') is also independent of the choice of 7. This
completes the proof of (2).

Item (1) therefore follows from

Lls—&—fr(qb r)+offset(0,r) — @CI)FLS = \IIF'@LS = Lls—&—offset(@,r)—i—r’(w,r’)
O

Remark 15.22. The bijection between Z and 7;; depends on the notion of visible
lines and so depends on the choice of CT. On the other hand, Lemma 15.20(2) implies
that 7(¢,r) depends only on ¢ and r and not the choice of a CT. As such it can be
computed from any CT for ¢. The integer offset(d,r) depends on the choices of CTs.

15.3 Staple pairs

We continue with Notation 15.4. We set further notation as follows.

Notation 15.23. If E; and E; are distinct elements of Lin,(f) then there exist non-
zero d; # d; so that f(FE;) = E;w% and f(FE;) = E;w%. Recall that a path of the
form Eiwaj is called exceptional if d; and d; have the same sign. If d; and d; have
different signs then we say Eiwaj is quasi-exceptional.

Notation 15.24. We write L € S(¢) and say that L is a staple if L € Qup(¢) has
at least one periodic end; if both ends of L are periodic then L is a linear staple. If
L € Qup(o,7) projects to an element of S(¢) for 7 € R(¢) and lift 7, then we write
Le S(¢,7) and L € §(¢,7) and we say that L and L occur in r and 7 respectively.

For each r € R(¢), an ordered pair b = (L;, La) of elements of S(¢,7) is a staple
pair if there are lifts Ly, L, € S(¢,7) and a periodic line A such that {0, Ly,0_L,} C
{0_A,0,A}. We write b € Sy(¢,7) and b = (L1, Ly) € Sy(¢,7) and say that b and b
occur in r and 7 respectively and that A is the common axis of b. By Corollary 5.17,
A corresponds to an element of A(¢). Define Sy(¢) = USy(¢, ) where the union is
taken over all r € R(¢).

Lemma 15.25. Fach b € Sy(¢p, 1) is ¢-invariant. The set Sy(¢,7) is Pr-invariant.

Proof. The first statement follows from the second and the fact (Lemma 5.17(1)) that
each element of Qnp(¢) is ¢-invariant. The second follows from the ®z-invariance of
Qnp(¢,7) (Lemma 15.3) and the definition of Sa(¢, 7). O
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Example 3.1 (continued). In our example, S(¢) = {a™R,,a>*ba>*} and Sy(¢) =
{(a®ba>, a>*ba*>), (a>®ba>,a®R.)}.

Throughout this section, M is the stabilization constant defined in Notation 5.13.
Our next lemma explains how staple pairs occur in an eigenray Rj.

Lemma 15.26. Assume Notation 15.4.
(1) If 0;p;0ip1 is quasi-exceptional then ((;_y,l;1) € Sy(¢, ) with common azis ;.
(2) If one of the following hold

(a) o; is exceptional;
(b) o; € Lin,(f) and ¢; is not periodic;
(c) a; € Lin,(f) and ¢;—1 is not periodic;

then (gz'—l, gl) S Sg(qb, f)

(3) [f€ 18 pemodzc and neither o; nor ;11 is in & then o;p;0,41 is quasi-exceptional
and so (& 1,€Z+1) € Sy(¢, ) with common axis (;. See also Remark 15.43.

(4) For each b € Sy(¢,7) there exists K = K(b) such that ®%(b) is as in (1) or
(2) for all k > K. Moreover, in case (2b), Ry = w*>® and in case (2c),
Ri | = w*™.

Proof. If o;p;0;11 is quasi-exceptional then there are a twist curve w and edges
E' E" € Lin,(f) such that o; = E’, p; = w? for some ¢ € Z and 0,41 = E".
Moreover, f(E') = E'w? and f(E") = E"w®" where d’ and d” have opposite signs.
If 5; = E', let @ be the lift of w that begins with the terminal endpoint # of E’.
Extend w to a periodic line A that projects bi-infinitely to the circuit determined by
w and is oriented consistently with @ . Let § € A be the terminal endpoint of the
lift of w? that begins at & and let E” be the lift of E” that ends at § . Then ]:Tr
is the concatenation of E’ and a ray in A beginning at & and terminating at O, A if
d' > 0and at 9_A if < 0. Similarly, R -1 is the concatenation of E” and aray in A
beginning at § and terminating at . Aif d" > 0and at §_A if &’ < 0. Neither £;_;
nor &H is periodic. Up to a change of orientation, {; = A. Thus (!72-_1, liyq) € S(o,7)
with common axis /; and (1) is proved.

If 0; is exceptional then o; = E'wiE" where E',w and E” are as above except
that d’ and d” have the same sign. Following the above notation, R+ begins with E
R begins with E” and both rays terminate at the same endpoint of A. Neither ¢;_;
nor /; is periodic. This completes the proof of (2a).

If o, = E' € Ling(f), then following the above notation, lz 1 is non-periodic
(because it crosses £’ ) with terminal endpoint in {0 A 0, A} and R; has terminal
endpoint in {0_ A 0L AY. If /; is non-periodic then (& 10 € Sy(o, 7). This completes
the proof of (2b). The proof of (2¢) is similar.
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Suppose that /; is as in (3). If &; € s then R; is not asymptotic to a periodic
line in contradiction to the assumption that ZZ is periodic. If 7; € Lin(f) or if oy
is exceptional then R, = Ew** where E; € Lin,(f), again in contradiction to the
assumption that ¢; is periodic. We conclude that o; = E’ € Lin(f). The symmet-
ric argument shows that o;.; = E” for some E” € Lin(f). Thus ¢; has the form
(w')*>p;(w" )= where w' is the twist path for E’ and w” is the twist path for E”.
Since ¢; is a periodic line, w’ = w” and p; = (w")? for some ¢ € Z. This proves that
oipi0ir1 is quasi-exceptional, which in conjunction with (1), completes the proof of
(3).

For (4), suppose that b € Sa(¢, 7). After replacing b with some (Pk(l;), we may
assume by Proposition 15.6 that b = (lz-,l,ﬁ ) for some i — 1 # j. After replacing b
with <I>M(l~)) we may assume that o; € €. (To see this note that if f# (Pi—1) C Ps—1

then f# ( 1) = (,_1 and &, is the first growing term of f# (6;).) By assumption,

8+R+ is an endpoint of the common axis A of b. Lemma 5.14 therefore implies that
o; & & and hence that o; is linear. In other words, o, = E; or 0, = E;or 0; = Baw! E)
for some twist path w; and for some E;, E; € Linwl( f). In all three cases, the terminal
endpoint of E; is contained in A. For the same reasons, we may assume that o; = L;
org; = Ej or 0 = mw*E for some twist path w; and for some Ej, £, € Lin,, (f);

moreover, the terminal endpoint of E is in A.

The proof now proceeds by a case analysis. If 0; = E; ;w? By then the midpoint of
E; [resp. E 1] separates A from g, for all ¢ < i [resp. ¢ > i] so j =i and we are in
case (2a). The same argument, with the same conclusion, applies if o; = mw*E
We may now assume that o; is either E; or E; and that o; is either E; or E;. By
considering the midpoints of o; and o; as in the previous case we see that.

If 0; = E; then 5 > 1.

If o, = E; then j < 3.

)
)
(c) If o; = E; then ¢ > j.
(d) If o; = Ej then i < j.
If (a

) and (c) are satisfied then j = i, we are in case (2b) and R; = w*>. Similarly,
if (b) and (d) are satisfied then j = i, we are in case (2c) and R;il = w*>. Suppose
next that (a) and (d) are satisfied. In this case, j > i, w; = w; and the interval 7
of A bounded by the terminal endpoints of E; and Ej equals w; for some ¢ € Z; in
particular, 7 is a Nielsen path. It must be that 7 = p; and j = i + 1, which is (1).
Finally, suppose that (b) and (c) are satisfied. Then j <4, w; = w; and the interval
7 of A bounded by the terminal endpoints of E and E; equals w; for some q € Z;
in particular, 7 is a Nielsen path. It must be that T = pi—1 and j = 7 — 1 which
contradicts the fact that ¢ — 1 # j. Thus this last case does not happen and we are
done. O
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Notation 15.27. We say that the staple pairs (¢;_1, ;1) and (¢;_1,¢;) that occur in
items (1) and (2) of Lemma 15.26 are wvisible with index i or just visible if the index
is not explicitly given. Note that if b is visible then ®%(b) is visible for all k > 0.

Corollary 15.28. The set of visible elements of Sa(p,T) is infinite.

Proof. From ®zinvariance of Sa(¢,7) (Lemma 15.25) and Lemma 15.9, we need only
show that Sy(¢, 7) contains a visible element. There are always linear edges crossed by
Rp. We are therefore reduced, by Lemma 15.26, to the case that some /; is periodic.
If ﬁf(ﬁl) C p; then &; is the last growing term in ﬁ\f(&,) and so o; ¢ £. Similarly,
Gj+1 is the first growing term in f%(&iﬂ) and so 711 ¢ . Lemma 15.26(3) implies
that (0;_1,0;41) € Sa(¢,7) and we are done. O

Recall from Notation 15.4 that the gl-’s are said to be wvisible.

Lemma 15.29. Suppose that b = (El,iQ) € Sa(p,7) with common axis A and that
one of the following two conditions are satisfied.

(a) Either Ly or Ly is visible and there exist k > 0 such that @?(Zl,ig) = (gi_l,lz)
for some 1.

(b) Either él, Ly or the common azis of A is visible and there exist k > 0 such that
OE(Ly, Ly) = (€;_1,li1) with common axis {; for some i.

Then ®2M (b) is visible.

Proof. We begin by establishing the following properties for each visible line Zj.

(1) Suppose that 9, /; is periodic and that £, = ®2(;). Then & (Z,) and &2 (L4, )
are consecutive (i.e. their indices differ by 1) for all m > 0.

(2) Suppose that d_/; is periodic and that £, = ®2(£;). Then & (,_,) and &2 (f,)
are consecutive for all m > 0.

For (1), Lemma 15.9 implies that ﬁ\f (p;) C ps and our choice of M implies that
Ost1 & 5]71. Since &jj is periodic, the same is true for .0, and so G,1 & Er.
We conclude that osq is linear. In particular, fgj(&sﬂ) has exactly one growing
term. If f;’f(ﬁs) C pq then fg(ﬁ5+l> C pas1- Lemma 15.9 implies that (I)?(gs) =/,
and ®7(ly41) = l,41. This completes the proof of (1). Item (2) is proved by the
symmetric argument.

We now apply (1) and (2) to prove the lemma, assuming without loss that & > M.
In case (a), we will show that ®2(b) is visible. If L, is visible let £,_, = ®M(L;).

Since ®FM(0,_1) = ®E(L,) = iy, (1), applied with m = k — M, implies that

<I>7]§_M£l73) = {;. Since ~(I>§_N~[(CI>§”(L2)) = (;, we have ®M(Ly) = /. Thus dM(b) =
(®M(Ly), ®M(Ly)) = (£5_1, L) is visible. This completes the proof when L; is visible.
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When Lj is visible, a symmetric argument, using (2) instead of (1) shows that ®(L,)
and hence ®M(b) is visible.

In case (b), note that 8+[~/1, d_ Ly and both ends of A are periodic. If L; is visible
then the above argument shows that the common axis of ® (b) is visible and a second
application shows that ®M (Zzg) is visible. The other cases are similar. ]

Notation 15.30. Suppose that b = (Ll,Lg) € Sa(¢,7) projects to b € Sy(¢, 7). If
f < Ly (see Definition 15.10) then we write ¢; < b. We say that b and b are topmost
elements of Sa(¢,r) and Sy(o,T) respectlvely if for all r; < r (see Definition 6.1)
neither b nor b=' := (L;*, L7') is an element of Sy(¢, 7). Since b and ®x(b) project
to the same element of Sy(¢,r) and since Sy(¢, r) is $-invariant, it follows that the
set of topmost element of Sy(¢, 7) is $z-invariant.

Lemma 15.31. The set of topmost elements of Sa(¢, 7) is the union of a finite number
of ®z-orbits. Moreover, there ezists a computable B(r) > 0 so that each of these orbits
has a visible representative with index at most B(r).

Proof. Define B(r) > 2M by M (7,) = lp (.

Suppose that b is a topmost element of Sa(p, 7). After replacing b with some
®¥(b), we may assume by Lemma 15.26(4) that b = ((;_1,¢;) or b = ({;_1,{;+1) with
common axis l~Z We consider the b = (lz-,l, Ei) case first, assuming without loss that
1 > 2M. The proof below is similar to that of Lemma 15.17.

Suppose that there exists 1 < j' < pand k' > 0so that 6;_1p;_16;0;0,+1 C f# (Gj).
Then o5 = E' or E’ for some E' € Er so either o,_1p;_10ipiTi41 OF Gip1Pi0iPi—10i_1
occurs as a concatenation of terms in the coarsening of the complete splitting of Rpg.
Letting 7" € R(¢) correspond to E’, Lemma 15.26 implies that either b or b~! is an
element of Sg(qﬁ ’) in contradiction to the assumption that b is topmost in Sy(¢,r).
Thus no such j’ and k' exist. It follows that there exists 1 < j < p and k& > 0 such
that f#(pj) is contained in either p;_; or ;. Equivalently, ®%(f;) is equal to either
0;_1 or {;. Since E is one of the lines comprising the pair (b) Lemma 15.29 implies
that &M —F(p) = <I>3M((I>~ Ii(l;)) is visible with index at most B(r).

-
In the remaining case, b = (¢;_1, ;+1) with common axis ¢;. Arguing as in the first

case, we conclude that there exists £ > 0 and 1 < j < p such that @k(f ) is equal to
either 61_1 or 6 or &H. The proof then concludes as in the first case. O

Remark 15.32. The ®z-image of a visible topmost staple pair is a visible topmost
staple pair. It follows that if a topmost staple pair b occurs in 7 and if ¢ B(r) < b then
b is visible.

Remark 15.33. The set of topmost elements of Sy(¢, ) could be empty.
Lemma 15.34. If 7 <1 and b € Sy(¢,7) then either b € Sy(¢,1) or b1 € S, 7).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 15.31. Let E be the higher order edge
corresponding to 7, let Rz = po-01-p1-. .. be the coarsening of the complete splitting
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into single growing terms and Nielsen paths and let él, 22, ... be the associated visible
lines. By Lemma 15.26(4) and L emma 15.25, there exists i > 1 so that b = ({,_ 1,@)
orb= (éi_l, £i+1). Since 7 < r, there exists j > 1 so that either o; = E or o; = E-1.

The cases are symmetric so we assume that o; = E~! and leave the 0j = E case
to the reader. Since ¢; € Qnp(r), the inverse of every finite subpath of Rz occurs
as subpath of Rg. In particular, the inverse of p;_o - ;1 ... G;10p;12 OCcurs as a
concatenation of terms in Rp. Lemma 15.26 therefore implies that b=! € Sy(¢, 7). O

Lemma 15.35. Suppose that 0 € Out(F,,) conjugates ¢ to ¥, that (r) =r" € R(y),
that 7,7 € OF, represent r and 1’ respectively and that © is the lift of 0 such that
O(r) = 7. Then © induces a bijection Sa(¢, 7) — Sa(¢, ') that restricts to a bijection
on topmost elements.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 15.3, which provides a bijection between Qup(¢,7)
and Qnp (1, 7), and the definitions. ]

Definition 15.36. Given b = (L, Ls) € Sg((b, r), choose lifts Li, Ly and a periodic
line A such that {0, L,,0_L,} C {0_A,d,A}. Orient A to be consistent with the
twist path w to which it projects and let a € F,, be the root-free element of F,
that stabilizes A and satisfies a* = 9, A. Each 6 € X.(¢) (Definition 14.1) satisfies
O(Hgo(Li)) = Hy(Li) for i = 1,2. Lemma 13.10 therefore implies that there are
unique ©; € 0 such that ©;(Hy(L;)) = Hy.(L;). Since both ©; and ©, represent 0

my ()

and fix a there exists my(0) € Z such that ©; =i, "’ Os.
Example 3.1 (continued). See Figure 5.
Lemma 15.37. For each b = (L1, Ly) € Sa(9), my @ Xe(¢p) = Z is a well defined

homomorphism.

Proof. We first check that m;(6) is independent of the choice of Ly and Ly and so is
well defined. Suppose that L} and L, are another choice with corresponding A’ a’
and ©/. Choose ¢ € F, so that i.(a) = a’. For i = 1,2, L and i.(L;) are lifts of L,
with an endpoint in {a’~,a’"} and so there exists n; such that

L) = i"io(L;) = ii™ (L)

7

By uniqueness,

O] = (i.i")O;(ii™) ! = 0" Oy, = 1.0,
SO
/ 1—1 . —-1--1 _ - mb(e) —1 mb(e)
010, =1.60,0,"1," =i, =1,
as desired.
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O.Ly 0.Ly
A

v v
0_L, 0_Ls

Figure 5: The graphs here are parts of G with each horizontal segment a lift of the
edge b and where vertical segments project into a®. Ly and L, are lifts of the staple
a*®ba> and (Ly, Ly) is a staple pair. ®; is the lift of ¢ that fixes L. Intuitively Ly
slides away from L; under the action of ®; by 1 period and so ML, L) (qb) =1

To prove that my(0) defines a homomorphism, suppose that 1 € Xi(¢) and U;
satisfies \IIZ(H(f),C(Ll)) = Hd),c(Lz) Then \Ijz@z<H¢’c<Lz)) = H¢,C(Lz) and

Z'Z”Lb(W) — @1@1@;1\111*1 — \Ijliglb(@)\p;l — \Pl\IjgliZlb(o) — i;nb(w)ign(e) — Z';nb(ilﬂ)erb(@)
so mp(8) = myp(Y) + myp(6). O

Remark 15.38. The same proof shows that m; defines a homomorphism on both
{0 € Out(F,) : 0(L;) = L; for i = 1,2} and {6 € Out(F,) : O(Hp(Li)) = Hp(L;) for i =
1,2}. The former is the stabilizer of b and the latter can be thought of as the ‘weak
stabilizer’ of b.

The next lemma relates my(¢) to the twist coefficients of ¢.

Lemma 15.39. Suppose that b = (L, Ly) € Sa(¢, 1) where Ly = (Ry) 'pR{ and
Ly = (Ry) 'poRy are the decompositions of Corollary 5.17(1). Suppose also that w
is a twist path and that E', E" € Lin,(f) satisfy f(E') = E'w? and f(E") = E"w®".

(1) If Rf = E'w*™>® and Ry = E"w*™ then my(¢) = d' — d".
(2) If Rf = E'w*>® and Ry = w*™ then my(¢) = d'.
(3) If Rf = w*>® and Ry = E"w*™ then my(¢) = —d".

In particular, my(¢) # 0 for all b € Sy(¢).

98



Proof. Choose lifts L1 = (Ry)"'5 R, Ly = (Ry) 'p2R and A = @™ so that
OR,0R; € {0_A,0,A}. Denote the initial endpoints of R and R; by & and y
respectively. There exist @1, Py € ¢ such that ®; fixes the endpoints of L; and ®,
fixes the endpoints of LQ The corresponding lifts f; and f, fix # and § respectively.
In particular, fi(§) = iy wj;(ﬂ) = zZ”’(qs)y In case (1), the path 7 connecting 7 to
§ equals E"iP(E")~! for some p € Z and (fy)4(E@0P(E")~) = Ewrtd =4 (B~ It
follows that fi(7) = i~ and hence that mb(qﬁ) =d —d". In case (2), 7 = E'0P
and (f1)u(E'0P) = E’wp+d Thus, f1(7) = i¢§ and my(¢) = d'. Case (3) is proved
similarly.

Lemma 15.26 implies that if b is as in case (1) then either b = (¢;_1,¢;11) where
oipiTiy1 is quasi-exceptional or b = (¢;_1, ¢;) where o; is exceptional. In either case,
E' # E" so d # d". This completes the proof that m;(¢) # 0 and hence the proof of
the lemma. O

15.4 Spanning Staple Pairs

We continue with the notation of the preceding subsections; in particular, see No-
tation 15.4. In addition, we let fig, i1 ... be the sequence of lines obtained from
o, le,. .. by removing all periodic lines. In other words, fig, ft1 ... is the set of visible
lines in Qnp (@, 7).

If E has quadratic growth (equivalently, each o; is linear) then every (fi, fiz+1) is
an element of Sy(¢,7) by Lemma 15.26; see Figure 6. This is not the case when E

Figure 6: An end of R, = cbbaba®ba® ... is in a union of staples pairs, cf. Figure 5.
The relation between staple pairs and Rg for E of higher than quadratic growth is
more complicated.

has higher order. We now define a related but weaker property that does hold for
every (fi, fiz+1)- Its utility is illustrated in the proof of Lemma 15.45 which is applied
in the proof of Lemma 17.9.

Definition 15.40. We say that an ordered pair (7j;,72) of elements of Qup(¢,7) is
spanned by a staple pair b = (L1, Ly) € Sy(¢,7) if the following two conditions are
satisfied.
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e cither El = 771 or I—Jl € QNP(¢, 8+771).
e cither Ly = 7}, or E;l € Qnp(p, 0-12).

Note that if (7;,7) is spanned by a staple pair then (®%7;, ®%7),) is spanned by a
staple pair for all k € Z.

Our next result uses techniques from the proofs of Lemma 15.12 and Lemma 15.31.

Lemma 15.41. (1) Suppose that o; € £; and that 7; = 8+€1 1= 8R If o a]plaﬁl
is a subpath of f# (&;) for m > 0 and if {; is non-periodic then ®;™({;) €

QNP(¢ Tz)

(2) Suppose that o; € 5’1 and that 7 = O_0; = OR:. If 6Jﬁj&]+1 is a subpath of
f# () form >0 and zfﬁ is non-periodic then @~ (f Y e Qup(o, 7).

Proof. The two cases are symmetric so we prove (1) and leave (2) to the reader.
Assuming that o; € &, let T : G — G be the covering translation that carries
&; to the initial edge of f# (5;) and hence satisfies T(R;) = f# (R) = ®(R)).
Then T-'f™ is the lift of f™ that preserves the terminal endpoint 7; of R and so
i lem = @7 where i, is the inner automorphism corresponding to 7. Note that
f;?(&i) is a concatenation of terms in the complete splitting of ]:ZE whose first edge
T(d;) projects into &r. Thus f;;‘(&l) =04 Pa---"Pp1-0p-T for some a < j<b
and some (possibly trivial) Nielsen path 7 that is an initial segment of p,. Note also
that 71 f;ﬁ(&z) is a concatenation of terms in the complete splitting of Rf . It follows
that 7716, - T 'p, ... - T 'py_1 - T~ 15} is a concatenation of terms in the coarsened
complete splitting of R+ In particular, T~ &] T-'p;-T'5;11 is a concatenation of
terms in the coarsened complete splitting of R+ Since Z is non-periodic, the same is
true for T7-'(¢;) and we conclude that 7~ (, ) € Qnp(¢p,7;). Proposition 15.6 implies
that ®;™({;) = ™71 (0;) = &.™(T~1(4;)) is an element of Qup(¢, 7). O

T, Ve T

Proposition 15.42. Each ordered pair (fit, fiz41) is spanned by an element (Ly, L) €
Sao(p, 7). If Oy fiy [resp. O_figs1] is periodic then Ly = fi; [resp. Lo = figy1].
Proof. Set ® = ®:. We first show that if [2- is periodic then [2-_1 and lZH are non-

periodic and (fig, fizs1) == (€i_1,l+1) satisfies the conclusions of the lemma. Let M
be the stabilization constant for f (Notation 5.13). If f)f(p;) C pj then &; is the last

growing term in f# (6;) and a]+1 is the first growing term in f# (6i41). Moreover,
Lemma 15.9 1mphes that £ = f# ( ;) and so E is periodic. By our choice of M, 7; &
Erand 0541 & 5 . Lemma 15.26(3) implies that ¢;p;6;11 is quasi-exceptional and

(bi_1,054) € Sg(qb, 7). Since o; € Lin(f), it follows that either o; € Lln(f) org; € &.
In the former case, f# (pi—1) C pj—1 and f# ( i—1) = lj_1 so &~ (Ej 1) = 4;—1; in

particular EZ 1 1S non- perlodlc and &Jl 1 is periodic. In the latter case, 5;_1p;— 10 is a
terminal subpath of f# (¢;) so Lemma 15.41 implies that &~ (ﬁj_l) € Qnp(d, 044;—1);
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note that in this latter case, &r[tt = &rlz 1 is not periodic. A~ symmetric argument
shows that either CI)_M<€j+1> = &'4_1 or &~ (gj-‘y:-l1> € QNP(¢, 3_&“) Thus (El 1762—&—1)
is spanned by &M ((7] 1, gjﬂ) and the if statement of the lemma is satisfied.

Remark 15.43. The above argument includes a proof that if l; is periodic and if € =
f# (£;) then &;(;6;41 is quasi-exceptional and /; is the common axis of (£;_, @H) €

Sa(, 7).

Continuing with the proof, we now know that for each (fi, fi;11) there exists i so
that (fie, fier1) is equal to either (f;_1, ;) or (f;_1,0;41). Moreover, the conclusions
of the lemma hold in the latter case so we may assume that (i, fig41) = (lz-_l,gi).
Lemma 15.26(1) implies that o;p;0;41 is not quasi-exceptional. If o; is linear (i.e. o;
is exceptional or ¢; € Lin(f) or 7; € Lin(f)) then (i, fier1) = (li_1,0;) € Sa(o,7) b
Lemma 15.26(2).

It remains to consider the o; € £y and 0; € € N ! cases. These are symmetric so we
assume that o; € & and leave the o; € 5]7 ! case to the reader. For the if statement,
note that &JZ 1 is non-periodic. As above, there exists j > ¢ such that f# (i) C pj
and E = f# ( ;); in particular, E is not periodic. Since 7, is the last growing term in
fu 4 (6:) and since fu 4 (G;) contains at least two growing terms, Lemma 15.41 implies
that if EJ 1 is non-periodic then ®~ (€j 1) € QNP(¢,8+£Z- 1). If 0; is exceptional
or o; € Lin(f) then another application of Lemma 15.26 (2) shows that (ﬁj L0 €
Sy(6, 7). In this case, (f;_1,4;) is spanned by &~ (f;_ 1,5 ) = (®M(4;_,),4;) and we
are done. The same argument works if 5; € Lin(f) and 63 1 18 not periodic. Suppose
then that &; € Lin(f) and éj 1 is periodic. There exists s > j such that f# (p;) C ps
and /, = f# (0;) = f M(7;). Since &; is linear, f# (0;) contains a single growing term
and so f# (pj—1) C ps—1. Thus ly_; = f# (¢;_1) is periodic. Remark 15.43 implies that
0s_1Ps_105 1S quasi-exceptional and {, , is the common axis of (Zs 2,€ ) € Sa(op, 7).
Moreover, 64_9ps_20s_1ps—10s C f# (6;). The proof now concludes as in the previous
case with (¢;_1,0;) spanned by ®2M (0, _, 0,) = (d2M(0,_,),1;).

We may now assume that o; has higher order and so o; € &; ! by our choice of
M. In particular, 0_ € . and hence d_¢;, is non-periodic.

Choose k£ > 0 so that the coarsened complete splitting of f #(aj) has at least one
linear term &, that is neither the first nor second term nor the last or next to last
growing term in that splitting. Thus 0, 9 - ps_2 - ... Psy1 - 52 is a subpath of
f#(a]) and hence also a subpath of fMJ“k(JZ) By Lemma 15.26, two of the three
lines £, 1,65,55“ form an element of Sy(¢,7) that we denote ([~/1, Eg) Lemma 15.41
implies that

O MK (L) € Qup(p, 040;_1) and dH(LyY) € Qup(o, 0_1;)

It follows that
O MK(Ly1) € Qup(¢,0-0;)
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and hence that ®M~%((Ly, L,)) spans ({;_y,{;). O

In Lemma 15.45 below we use Proposition 15.42 to give conditions on v € Out(F},)
which imply that v fixes . The proof of Lemma 15.45 is inductive and it is useful in
the induction step to know that v strongly fixes r in the following sense.

Definition 15.44. We say that v € Out(F,) strongly fizes r € R(¢) if for some (and
hence every) lift 7 there is a lift T € v that fixes each element of Qnp (¢, 7).

Lemma 15.45. Suppose that [F] is a ¢-invariant free factor conjugacy class, that
r € R(¢) is carried by [F| and that v € Out(F,) satisfies:

(1) [F] is v-invariant.

(2) v fizes each element of Qnp(r) and each r' < r (as defined in Notation 6.1).

(8) The restriction v|F commutes with ¢|F.

(4) mp(v) =0 for all b € Sa(¢,r). (See Definition 15.36 and Remark 15.58.)
Then v strongly fizes r.

Proof. Given a lift 7, we continue with the a;, ﬁi,lz, i and ®; notation. We may
assume without loss that 7 € OF. By uniqueness, F'is ®zinvariant. By Lemma 15.13
each fi; has endpoints in OF.

For each ¢ > 1, item (2) implies the existence of a (necessarily unique) lift T of
v that fixes 1. We show below that Y, is independent of ¢, say T, = T for all .
Assuming this for now, the proof concludes as follows. Since the endpoints of the fi;’s
limit on 7, we have T(7) = 7. From this and (1) it follows that Y(F) = F. Item (3)
implies that the commutator [®;|F, T|F] is inner. Since the commutator [®z|F, T|F]|
fixes 7, it must be trivial. Thus, ®z|F and T|F commute and the same is true for
®:|0F and T|0F. Given L e Qnp(¢,7), there exist m > 0 and ¢ > 1 such that
q)fm(ﬂ) = ji; by Proposition 15.6. Since ji; has endpoints in JF, the same is true for
L. Thus

T(L) = (2;"TF)(L) = ©;"Y(®F (L)) = ©; " Y (fu) = ;" (fu) = L

7

as desired.

It remains to prove that Ty = T, for all t > 1.

The proof is by induction on the height of r in the partial order < on R(¢). In
the base case, r is a minimal element of R(¢) so each o; is linear by Lemma 6.2
and Lemma 3.21. In this case, each fi; € S(¢,7) and each (fi, fizr1) € Sa2(¢,7) by
Lemma 15.26. Item (4) completes the proof.

For the inductive step, we use Proposition 15.42. Let p, = ¢; and py4q = ;. As
a first case, suppose that 9,0; = 7 for some ' € R(4). Let E' € & be the higher
order edge corresponding to »’. Then r > r’ and Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 3.21 imply
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that either E’ or E’ occurs as a term in the complete splitting of some f£(E). Thus
either Acc(E’) C Acc(E) or Acc(E') C Acc(E). Lemma 5.8 therefore implies that
if L' € Qup(r’') then either L' € Qup(r) or L'™" € Qup(r). From (2) we see that v
fixes each element of Qyp(r’). Lemma 15.34 and (4) imply that m,(v) = 0 for all
b € Sy(p,r") so ' and [F] satisfy the hypotheses of this lemma. By the inductive
hypothesis, there is a (necessarily unique) lift Y’ that fixes each element of Qnp(, 7).
As noted above, it follows that Y’ fixes 7 and so T/ = Y.

There are two subcases. The first is that 9_f; = 7 for some 7’ € &. Argu-
ing as in the previous paragraph we see that T,,; fixes each element of Qnp (¢, 7).

By Proposition 15.42, there exist L' € Qup(¢,7) and e Qnp(¢, ™) such that
(L', L") € Sy(,7). Ttem (4) implies that T, = Y41

The second subcase is that d_¢; is the end of a periodic line and hence £; € S(¢, 7).
By Proposition 15.42, there exists L' € Qup(¢, ) such that (L', ;) € Sy(¢, 7). Once
again, (4) implies that T; = Y;;;. This completes the proof when d.0; projects into
R(©). )

A symmetric argument handles the case that 0_¢; projects into R(¢). The remain-
ing case is that both &j,- and a_éj are endpoints of periodic lines. Proposition 15.42
implies that (¢;,0;) € Sy(,7) so (4) completes the proof as in previous cases. O

16 Q

Recall that our main theorem is reduced to Proposition 14.7 by Lemma 14.8.

For the rest of the paper, we assume the hypotheses of Proposition 14.7, i.e.
¢, € UPG(F,), ¢ is a special chain for ¢ and ¢, and I.(¢) = I.(¢)). Our goal is to
find a conjugator 6 € X.(¢) or prove that no such conjugator exists.

Because ¢ and ¢ are fixed for the rest of the paper, we will often write X for X;(¢).
In fact, we will often suppress ¢ when it appears as a decoration.

Lemma 16.1. For each F; € ¢ and each r € R(p|F;) there exists ' € R(Y|F;) such
that O(r) = r' for each 0 € X whose restriction 0|F; conjugates ¢|F; to |F;.

Proof. Let ¢ = F~ C F*' € ¢ be the one-edge extension with respect to which
r is new (Definition 6.14). In other words, r € RT(e,¢) := R(¢|FT) \ R(d|F ).
Since 6 fixes ¢, it follows that 0|F* conjugates ¢|F* to 1| F* and so 6 induces a
bijection between R* (e, ¢) and R*(e,1)). This completes the proof if r is the only
element of R*(e,¢). Otherwise RT(e,¢) = {r,s} and RT(e,y0) = {r',s'} and we
are in case HH. By definition, L.(¢) = {L, L'} where _L = r and ;L = s. By
Lemma 6.15, §(L) € L.(¢). Since § € X, 0(Hy (L)) = Hy (L) = Hy(0(L)). By
Lemma 13.9, there is a unique L' € L.(¢) that is in Hy,((L)). Hence §(L) = L and
O(r)=r":=0_L". O

We continue with the notation of Section 15 and also assume that a CT f’ :
G' — @' representing 1) has been chosen that realizes ¢. We use prime notation when
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working with ¢ and r’; for example, E' € & is the edge corresponding to r’ and
0,0, ... are the visible lines in R, and Wy is the lift W € 1) that fixes 7.

Definition 16.2. Recall from Corollary 5.17, Definition 15.36 and Lemma 15.39 that
Sa(¢) is finite, that for all b € Sy(¢) there is a homomorphism my, : X — Z and that
my(¢) # 0. Define a homomorphism Q¢ : X — Q%29 by letting the b-coordinate of

Q°(6) be Q7 (8) = my(6)/my(9).
Definition 16.3. Let ~ be the equivalence relation on Sy(¢) generated by b ~ b’ if
b and V' occur in the same r € R(¢) (as defined in Notation 15.24) and let

S2(9) = Sy (D) US(P) U

be the decomposition of S;(¢) into ~-equivalence classes. For each 4, consider the
diagonal action of Z on Q%) ie. k5 = 5+ k(1,1,...). Let Q? denote the homo-
morphism

X.(0) @’; Q59 Q5@ .— (QS%(‘”/Z) @ (QS§(¢)/Z) @ ...

For the rest of the paper, @ and @ will always denote Q¢ and Q.

We can now state the second reduction of the conjugacy problem for UPG(F},) in
Out(F,).

Proposition 16.4. There is an algorithm that takes as input ¢, € UPG(F,) and a
chain ¢ such that

e ¢ is a special chain for ¢ and Y and

o I(¢) =1.(¢)

and that outputs YES or NO depending on whether or not there is 6 € Ker(Q?) conju-
gating ¢ to 1. Further, if YES then such a 0 is produced.

Lemma 16.5. Proposition 16.4 implies Proposition 14.7 and hence Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 16.4 is proved in Section 17.
Lemma 16.5 is proved by applying the following technical proposition, whose proof
takes up the rest of this section.

Proposition 16.6. We have an algorithm that produces a finite set {n:} C X so that

the union of the cosets of Ker(Q) determined by the n;’s contains each 0 € X that
conjugates ¢ to .

Proof of Lemma 16.5 (assuming Proposition 16.6).  Let {n;} be the finite set pro-
duced by Proposition 16.6 and let 1; = 1@ ). Tt follows that ¢? = ¢ if and only if
¢% =y where 0; = n;” ' and that 6 is in the coset represented by n; if and only if

0 € Ker(Q). Thus, by applying Proposition 16.4 to ¢ and 1;, we can decide if there
exists 6 in the coset represented by 7; that conjugates ¢ to 1. If YES then return YES
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and one such #. Otherwise move on to 7y and repeat. If NO for each 7;, then return
NO. ]

The following two lemmas are proved in Section 16.1 and Section 16.3 respectively.
In the remainder of this section we use them to prove Proposition 16.6. The definition
of topmost staple pair appears in Notation 15.30. The definition of offset(d, r) is given
in Lemma 15.21(2). The partial order < on R(¢) is defined in Notation 6.1.

Lemma 16.7. Suppose that b € Sy(¢,r) is topmost and that 0 € X conjugates ¢ to
. Then given an upper bound for | offset(0,r)| one can compute an upper bound for

[me(D)].
Lemma 16.8. Suppose that 0 € X conjugates ¢ to ¢ and that r,r; € R(¢p) satisfy

r1 < r. Then given an upper bound for |offset(0,r)| one can compute an upper bound
for | offset (6, r1)].

Proof of Proposition 16.6 (assuming Lemma 16.7 and Lemma 16.8). We begin by
computing D = D(¢,1) so that |Qp, (0) — @, (0)| < D for all § € X that conjugate
¢ to 1 and all by, by € So(¢) satistying by ~ bs.

Given r € R(¢) we will find D, such that |Q, (6) —Qs,(0)] < D, for all € X that
conjugate ¢ to ¢ and all by, by € Sa(¢, 7). We then take D = |R(¢)| max{D,} (where
the |R(¢)| factor allows us to consider equivalent staple pairs that do not occur in
the same ray).

For all s € Z, 0¢° is an element of X and conjugates ¢ to 1; see Lemma 14.3.
The translation number 7(¢,r) is defined in Notation 15.18. By definition and by
Lemma 15.21 we have

offset(0¢°, r) = offset(6,r) + 7(¢°,r) = offset(6,r) + s7(, r)
Since
Q, (09°) — Qb, (00°) = (Qu, (0) + 5) — (Quo () + 5) = Q, () — Qo (0)
we may assume without loss that
0 < offset(6,7) < 7(¢,7)

Using only this inequality we will produce an upper bound Dy for |mg(b)| when
b € Sy(p,r). This determines an upper bound for |@Q,(#)| when b € Sy(¢, ), which
when doubled gives the desired upper bound D, for |Qp, (#) — Qu,(0)| when by, by €
Sa(p,r).

If b is topmost in r then Lemma 16.7 gives us Dy. Otherwise, choose r; < r so
that b is topmost in 1. Apply Lemma 16.8 to find an upper bound for |offset(6, ;)|
and then apply Lemma 16.7 to b and r; to produce Dy and hence D.

To complete the proof Proposition 16.6, define

X(D) = {6 e X | ]le(Q) — sz(e)’ < D for all by ~ by € 82(925)}
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Our choice of D guarantees that X' (D) contains all § € X that conjugate ¢ to ¢. For
each i, the image of X (D) by

Qi Sy 2) QS2(¢)_>QS§(¢)

is discrete, Z-invariant, and contained in a bounded neighborhood of the diagonal in
Q%2(%). Hence the image of X(D) by

Q' x % Qs 4 @S0z,

is finite and X' (D) is contained in finitely many cosets of Ker(Q?) and so also in finitely
many cosets of Ker(Q).

To get representatives of these cosets we must find, for each ¢ € Q(X(D)), an
element of X NQ~1(q). For this, it is enough to express ¢ as a word in the Q-image of
the finite generating set Gy for X = Out,(F},) supplied by Lemma 11.2. To accomplish
this, we find a finite subset S C Q%(®) whose image in Q%2(¥) covers Q(X (D)) and
then express the elements of S in terms of the @Q(Gx). To find S, we first find finite
St € Q%% whose image in Q%(?) /Z covers Q'(X (D)) and then take for S the direct

sum of the Ss, i.e.
S = {q € Q%@ | the projection of ¢ to Q%(® is in 5%}

We now find S?. By definition of @, the denominators of the coordinates of the
image of @) are bounded by max{my(¢) | b € Sa(¢)}. For convenience, we assume we
have cleared denominators and all coordinates in the image of () are integers. Each
g in the image of Q' is represented by ¢; € Q%(®) with first coordinate equal to 0.
Hence we may then take S to be the set of vectors in Q%:(®) with integer coordinates
of absolute value at most D and S to be the set of vectors in Q%2(?) with integer
coordinates of absolute value at most D.

The desired set of coset representatives can then be taken to be {f; | s € SN
Q(X(¢))} where by definition 6 is a choice of element of X'(¢) satisfying Q(0s) = s.
We compute S N Q(X(¢)) and 65 as follows. First compute Q(Gy). It remains to
check which elements of S can be expressed as Z-linear combinations of elements of
this @Q(Gx) and to produce such a Z-linear combination if it exists. For this, recall
that given a finite set of vectors in Z* it is standard (see for example [VF21]) to find
compatible bases By for the free Z-submodule they generate and B for Z". (By and B
are compatible if there is a subset {b,,} of B and integers n,, such that By = {n, by }.)
Without concern for efficiency, write each element of S in terms of B and check using
divisibility of coordinates if it can be written in terms of Bj. O]

16.1 Proof of Lemma 16.7

Lemma 16.9. Assume that:
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(1) 0 € X conjugates ¢ to 1.
(2) b e Sy(p,r) and bl = 0(b) € Sa(¢,r") where r' = 0(r).
(3) We are given

(a) a lift 7 of r and a lift b of b that is visible in 7 with index i
(b) a lift 7" of v’ and a lift V of V that is visible in 7 with index i’

such that ©(b) = U where © is the unique automorphism representing 6 and
satisfying O(T) =

Then one can compute my(0) up to an additive constant that is independent of 6.

Proof. We give a formula for m,,(#) up to an error of at most one in terms of quantities
s and ¢’ (defined below) and then show how to compute s and ¢, up to a uniform
additive constant, from 4 and 4’.

Let b = (Ll,L2> where L; = ¢,y and Ly = /; or £z+1 and let A be the common
axis for b. By Corollary 5.17, A projects to a twist path w and we assume that the
orientation on A agrees with that of w. Similarly, ¥ = (L', L}) where L} = f!,_,
and L’ = 5’ or €’ r4q and A’ is the common axis for &'. Let #; be the nearest point
on A to the initial end d_L;. (See Figure 7.) If L, is not a linear staple then
Hyo(L1) = [F(D_Ly),0, Ly]. In this case, the ray from #; to d_L; contains an edge
;1 of height greater than that of F(0_ L 1) and so Z; is the nearest point on A to
any point in F(0_L,).

0. A

70, Iy)

2

7 Gi1
o | |

e

0. L,

a_A 020y L)
Figure 7:

By hypothesis, §(L;) = Lj. Since § € X, it follows that L] € O(Hy(L1)) =
Hy.c(L1). Choose a homotopy equivalence h : G’ — G that preserves markings. If L,
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is linear then Hy(L1) = {L1} so L} = L;. In this case, we let A : G’ — G be the lift
of h satisfying h'(L}) = Ly. If Ly is not linear then Hy (L) = [F(0-Ly), 05 Ly). In
this case, we let ' : G’ — G be the lift of h satisfying hl (L’) (OF.(0_Ly), 0, Ly).

Let ©, be the unique lift of 6 satisfying ©1 (L) = hl (L’) € Hyo(L1).

Let & and §j, be the nearest points on A to the terminal ends 9, Ly and ﬁ%(&j}’z)
respectively. Arguing as above, there is a lift #* : G — G such that h(A") = A and
such that T, is the nearest point to h*(d; Lj). Moreover, there is a lift ©y of 6 such
that h2, (L)) = ©(Ly) € (- Ly, OF(04 Ls)). It follows from Definition 15.36 that the

oriented path & C A from #» to §» has the form @™ ©).

Let B and B’ be the paths in A connecting ¥, to ; and 2y to ys respectively. Let
s and s’ be the number of complete copies of w (counted with orientation) crossed by
the paths 5 and ' respectively. Then |m;(0) — (s’ + s)| < 1.

Determining s from the index i is straightforward. We consider the cases of
Lemma 15.26. In case (1), 0;p;0:11 is quasi-exceptional and p; = w® where w is the
twist path for o; and 7;,1. In case (2a), 0; = E'w*E" for some E', E” € Lin,(f).
In case (2b), o; = E’ is linear with twist path w and ¢; is not periodic. If p; has an
initial segment of the form w? for some j > 0 then s is the maximal such j; otherwise
—s is the maximal j > 0 such that p; has an initial segment of the form w™. In case
(2¢), 0,41 = E' is linear with twist path w and ¢;,_; is not periodic. In this case s is
determined by the maximal initial segment of p; of the form w™/ as in the case (2b).

Let & and Z, be the nearest points on A’ to d_L! and 9, L respectively. Let '
be a fundamental domain for the natural action of Z on A’. Arguing as above, using
G’ in place of G, we can compute the number ¢’ of complete copies of W' (counted
with orientation) crossed by the path connecting 7, to . We can also compute the
bounded cancellation constant C’ for h [Coo87] (see also [BFHI7, Lemma 3.1]). Since
|s" — | < 2C", my(0) =t' + s up to the additive constant C' =2C" + 1. O

Proof of Lemma 16.7: By Lemma 15.31 and Remark 15.32, applied to v, V' = 0(b)
and 1’ = 0(r) we can find B’ so that each lift ¥’ € Sy(¢,7) of ¥ that satisfies £y, < '
is visible in 7/. After increasing B’ if necessary, we may assume that 1 '3 1s topmost
in 7. Now apply Lemma 15.31 to find a lift b, € Sa(¢,7) of b. Using the given upper
bound C' on |offset(d, )|, choose ¢ > 0 so that £, < 6(P%y). Let b = ®9by. From
C and ¢ we can compute an upper bound I’ for the index of #(b). By Lemma 15.31,
we can list all visible ¥ with index at most I’ and so have finitely many candidates
for 9(5) Applying Lemma 16.9 to b and each of these candidates gives us the desired
upper bound for my(6). O

16.2 Stabilizing a ray

Suppose that E; is the unique edge of height ¢ > 0 and that ¢ C G is a path with
height 7 whose endpoints, if any, are not contained in the interior of E;. Recall from
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Definition 4.1.3 and Lemma 4.1.4 of [BFH00] that ¢ has a unique splitting, called
the highest edge splitting of o whose splitting vertices are the initial endpoints of
each occurence of E; in ¢ and the terminal vertices of each occurence of E; in o. In
particular, each term in the splitting has the form E;vE;, E;y, vE; or v for some
v C G-

The following lemma is used in the proof of Lemma 16.8. We make implicit use
of [FH11, Lemma 4.6] which states that if f : G — G is completely split and a path
o C G is completely split then f?’;(cr) is completely split for all k£ > 0.

Lemma 16.10. Suppose that f : G — G is a CT representing ¢, that the edge E
corresponds to some r € R(p), that & is a finite subpath with endpoints at vertices
and that R = [€Rg]. Equivalently, R = TRy for some finite path T with endpoints at
vertices and some subray Ry of Rg. Then there exists a computable k > 0 so that
J4(R) is completely split.

Proof. The proof is by induction on the height i of R with the base case being vacuous
because the lowest stratum in the filtration is a fixed loop.

We are free to replace R by an iterate ff#(R) whenever it is convenient. We also
have a less obvious replacement move.

(1) If there is a splitting R = v - R’ where v has endpoints at vertices then we may
replace R by R'.

This follows from :

e [FHI11, Lemma 4.25] For any finite path v with endpoints at vertices, f%(v) is
completely split for all sufficiently large k.

e [FH11, Lemma 4.11] If a path o has a decomposition ¢ = 0109 with oy and
oo completely split and the turn (7;,09) legal then ¢ = 0,05 is a complete
splitting.

e One can check if a given finite path with endpoints at vertices has a complete
splitting (because there are only finitely many candidate decompositions).

Let h; be the height of R;. Each splitting vertex v for the highest edge splitting
of R; is also a splitting vertex for the complete splitting of Rr and so determines a
splitting of R into a finite initial subpath followed by a completely split terminal ray
~v. If h = hy then v determines a splitting of R into a finite initial subpath followed
by 7. In this case, an application of (1) completes the proof.

We may therefore assume that h; < h and so the highest edge splitting of R is
finite. Applying (1), we may assume that the highest edge splitting of R has just one
term. Thus R = E,uR, where Ej, is the unique edge with height h and p has height
less than h. Let hy < h be the height of Ry = uR;. (At various stages of the proof,
we will let Ry be the ray obtained from R by removing its initial edge. The exact
edge description of Ry will vary with the context.)
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Let uy be the path satisfying f(E) = Ej - up. If the height of wy, is > hy then
f#(R) = Ej - [unfu(Rs)] is a splitting so we may replace R by [up, fx(R2)] which has
height less than A. In this case the induction hypothesis completes the proof. If the
height of uy, is < hy and Ry = 01 - 09 - ... is the highest edge splitting of Ry, then
R = [Epupoq] - oo - ... is a splitting and the same argument completes the proof. We
are now reduced to the case that the height of uy, is ho and we make this assumption
for the rest of the proof.

=

<2

Figure 8:

We claim that there exists & > 0 so that Epupfg(up) is an initial segment of
J4(R). (Note that for any given k, one can check if Epuy, f4(us) is an initial segment
of f #( ) and so k with this property can be computed once one knows that it exists.)
Choose a lift E), C G of Ey, let I be the component of the full pre-image of Gy, that
contains the terminal y endpoint of E), and let f G — G be the lift of f that fixes
the initial endpoint Z of Eh Then T is f invariant and the lift of R whose first edge
is Eh decomposes as R= EhR2 where RQ C I' is a lift of Ry. Let uy, be the lift of wuy,
with initial endpoint §. Then f(E},) = Ej -, and Ry o \Ej, = iy, - faulty)- faltn)-. ..
is a ray of height hy that converges to an attracting fixed point @ € OT" for the action
of f on OT. By Lemma 2.8(ii) of [BFH04] there is another fixed point P # @Q € oI
for the action of f. The line Fﬁ C I' from P to Q is f# -invariant and has height hs.
Let V be the set of highest edge splitting vertices of Pﬁ with the order induced by
the orientation on P(). Then f# preserves the highest edge splitting of ]@ and so f
induces an order preserving bijection of V. Our choice of ) guarantees that f moves
points in V away from P and towards (). Since f induces an order preserving injection
of the set V' of highest edge splitting vertices of REh \ E), into itself, it follows that
V' C V. To see this, note that for each o/ € V' and all sufficiently large m, f™ (') is
a highest edge splitting vertex for the common terminal ray of PQ and Ry, \Eh and

SO fm( /) € V. Since the restriction of f™ to the vertex set of I' and the restriction
of fm to V are bijections, v' € V.
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Since 7 is an attractor for ®;, 7 # P. If 7 = @ then the lemma is obvious so we
may assume that the nearest point projection p(7) of 7 to Fﬁ is well defined. The
line 7@ intersects P@ in the ray p(7)Q. The set of highest edge splitting vertices of
p(7)Q) equals the intersection of the set of highest edge splitting vertices of @ and
the set of highest edge splitting vertices of @ It follows that the set of highest edge
splitting vertices of p( f#(f))Q is the f#—image of the set of highest edge splitting
vertices of p(7)Q). Thus p(f4 (7)) — Q and, after replacing R by some fi(R), we may
assume that p(7) is contained in f3 (as) - f(@y) - . ... This completes the proof of the
claim.

We now fix k satisfying the conclusions of the above claim and replace R by f;i(R)
Thus R = Epupfe(uy)... and we let Ry = upfg(up)... be the terminal ray of R
obtained by removing its initial edge. We will prove that the decomposition of R
determined by the highest edge splitting vertices of Ry is a splitting of R. The proof
then concludes as in previous cases.

We continue with the notation established in the proof of the claim. Choose
N _ == = s . F
0 € VY N1y, and decompose R as R = a5 where @ = zv, f = 0f(0) and 7 = f(0)r.
Since &3 is a subpath of Eh-f/Jh-f#(ﬁdh)-f;ﬁ (Up)-. .., no edges of height hy are cancelled
when f(af) is tightened to f#(&ﬁ). Similarly, no edges of height hy are cancelled
when f (Bi) is tightened to f#(éi) because (7 is a concatenation of terms in the
highest edge splitting of Ry. Since 3 contains at least one edge of height ko, it follows
that no edges of height hy are cancelled when f(R) = f(a37) is tightened to fu(R).
This proves that the highest edge splitting of Ry is a splitting of R as desired. O

16.3 Proof of Lemma 16.8

Recall from Notation 15.18 and Lemma 16.1 that 7 7 is the set of topmost elements of
Qnp(¢,7) and that ' = 0(r) and r} = 0(r1) are independent of § € X that conjugates
¢ to .

Suppose that 7; and 7| are lifts of r; and r| respectively and that © is the lift of
0 satisfying ©(7,) = 7. If ©(L) = L' where L € Tj has index s and L' € Ty, has
index s’ then offset(d,r,) = ' — s. We will not be able to find L and L’ whose indices
we know exactly but we will be able to find L and L’ whose indices we know up to a
uniform bound and this is sufficient.

Before beginning the formal proof, we introduce a way to find distinguished ele-
ments of Ty 7.

Notation 16.11. Suppose that r; <. r (Notation 6.1) and that 7 and 7 are lifts such
that Ty N Qne(¢,7) # 0. The (7,7 )-extreme line is the element of Ty 7 N Qnp (o, 7)
that is maximal in the order on 77 .

The next lemma states that extreme lines behave well with respect to conjugation.
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Lemma 16.12. Suppose that 6 conjugates ¢ to 1, that © € 0, that 7 and 7y are lifts
of r > 1 and that Ly € Ty, is (7,71)-extreme. Then ©(Ly) is (O(F), O(F1))-extreme.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 15.21 and Lemma 15.3 which imply that © maps
To.7 to Ty @) preserving order and maps Qnp (¢, 7) to Qnp(y, O(T)). ]

Proof of Lemma 16.8. 1f C' is an upper bound for | offset(6,r)|, it suffices to find, for
each |¢| < C, an upper bound C . for |offset(#, )| assuming that offset(d,r) = c.
The desired upper bound C} for |offset(6,r1)| is then max{C} .}. Going forward we
may therefore assume that we know |offset(f, r)| exactly.

There is no loss in assuming 7 <. r. Let E and E; be the elements of &
corresponding to r and r; respectively. We will assume that F; occurs in Rg; the
remaining case, in which £ but not E; itself occurs in Ry, is similar and is left to the
reader. Recall from Notation 15.18 that the visible elements of 7, ; are enumerated
Ly, Ly,.... For j >0, define ¢; > 0 by L; = gqj and so L; = (R, )~ pq]R;Zrl

4;
The first step of the proof is to show that

(a) there is a computable J > 0 so that if j > J and if 71; := 9, L; is a lift of
1 (equivalently, 0,1 = E; and R;; .1 = Rpg,), then the line S; connecting

= 8+RE to 71 ; is completely split. See Figure 9.

Lemma 15.20 implies that f;;(f/]) = f/jJrkT((b,T) and hence fi(S]) = Sithr(gr)- It
therefore suffices to show that for each 0 < j < 7(¢, ), there is a computable K > 0
so that ﬁf (S;) (and hence f #( ;) for all k > K) is completely split.

The line S; decomposes as a concatenation of (the inverse of) a ray in f{E \ E
and a proper subray of a lift of Rp,. The height of the former is at least that of E}
and the height of the latter is at most that of E;. Moreover, R By \E1 has height less
than that of F. It follows that Rz \ E and S; have the same height and that each
splitting vertex v for the highest edge sphttlng of §; is contained in RE \ E and is
a splitting vertex for R Splitting S; at one such v we write S; = A B where
A; is a concatenation of terms in the complete splitting of Rp_ and B; has a Subray
in common with Rg,. For all £ > 0, Sjikr(¢r) = f#( ;) = f#( ) f#( ;). B
Lemma 16.10, we can find K so that fi (B;) is completely split. It follows (see the
second bullet in the proof of Lemma 16.10) that ﬁf (S;) is completely split. This
completes the first step.

Let Tym = {I~/ L}, ...} be the set of topmost elements of Qup (1), 7). By defi-
nition, ©(L;) = L; toffset(9,r)- L he following ¢ and 7 analog of (a) is verified by the

same arguments given for (a).

(b) there is a computable J' > 0 so that if j > J" and if 7 ; := 8+L’ projects to 7}
then the line S} connecting 7 to 7 ; is completely spht
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Figure 9:

Note also that

(c) For all j > 1, the line T connecting the initial vertex of }N%E to 71, is completely
split and similarly for the line 7} connecting the initial vertex of Rj@, to 0y L.

For j > 0, let V; be the set of highest edge splitting vertices of R(Z w1\ Og41
(which is a terminal ray of L;) and let V} be the set of highest edge splitting vertices
of R’;{H Er;;_+1. The second step of the proof is to choose an index j so that the
following four properties are satisfied.

(i) S; is completely split.
(ii) There exist @ € V; such that @, f(@), f2(@) € R ,, N Ry.
iii) Letting j' = j + offset(6, r), the line S, is completely split.
J
(iv) There exist @' € V!, such that @, §(@'), (@) € R',j;/ LNR

Items (i) and (iii) hold for all j > max{J, J' — offset(,r)}. For (ii), write j =
a; + ¢;7(¢, ) where 0 < a; < 7(¢,7). Then L; = f;g (f)aj) and L; N R contains an
initial segment of R;; +1 Whose length goes to infinity with j. If ¢; is sufficiently large
then (ii) is satisfied. Item (iv) is established in the same way, completing the second
step.

We have O(7) = # and O(L;) = IN/;, The latter implies that ©(7;) = 7 ;.
Lemma 16.12 implies that © maps the (7,7 ;)-extreme line to the (7,7} ; )-extreme

line. Let s; be the index of the (7,7} ;)-extreme line (as an element of 7 ;) and
let s}, be the index of the (#,7] ;)-extreme line (as an element of 7w ). Then
) 5]

offset(6,ry) = st — s;5. We will complete the proof by finding a; < s; < b; such that
bj—a; < 37(¢,71) and ), < 5%, < b, such that b, —aj, < 37(¥, 7)) = 37(4,71). These
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allow us to compute offset(6,r;) with an error at most 67(¢,r;) and hence compute
an upper bound for offset(6, ).

Let hg be the height of Rg, \ E) (which is the same as the height of R;;H \Gg+1)
and let F5 be the unique edge of height hy. We claim that

(d) eachw € V; N }N%E is a splitting vertex for the complete splittings of 7; and lfiE

It suffices to show that w is not contained in the interior of a term i in one of those
splittings. Such a ji would be an indivisible Nielsen path or exceptional path with
height > hy and whose first edge is contained in R;: 41\ g,+1 (because 54,41 is a term
in both splittings) and so has height at most hs. Thus F5 would be a linear edge
with twist path wy and p would have one of the following forms: EywhE,, EywhEs
or Eswh Ey where p # 0 and where F3 # F, is a linear edge of height < hy with twist
path ws. In none of these cases does the interior of u contain a vertex that is the
initial endpoint of E, or the terminal endpoint of E,. This completes the proof of

(d).

A similar analysis shows that

(e) each w € V; that is disjoint from RE is a splitting vertex for the complete
splittings of S; and Tj.

Let Wy be the last element of V; such that w; = f(io) and 1wy = f2(iy) are
contained in Rz (and hence contained in V; N Rj). Item (d) implies that the path
& connecting 1wy to wy inherits the same complete splitting from Rz and from R; 1

Thus the lift &, of Fy or E, with endpoint @; determines an element L' of 7;7;17]. N
Qnp(¢, 7). (If 74 is a lift of Ey then @ is the initial endpoint of &, and L' =10, 1;1f 5,

is a lift of F5 then w0 is the terminal endpoint of &, and then L' = 4, .) In particular,
the index s; of the (7, 7 ;)-extreme line (as an element of 7y 7  NQnp(¢, 7)) is at least
as big as that of L.

Let w3 = f3(iy) and 4 = f(ubp), neither of which is contained in Rjz. The lift
of B, or By with endpoint 1wy determines an element L* in 7,7 . Item (e) and the
hard splitting property of a complete splitting (Lemma 4.11 of [FH11]) implies that

no point in the terminal ray of R;; 41 that begins with 0, is ever identified, under

iteration by f, with a point in Rz. It follows that L* is not an element of Qup(,7)
and so s; is less than the index of LA,

Combining the inequalities established in the preceding two paragraphs we are
able to compute s; with an error of at most 37(¢,r;). The parallel argument allows
us to compute the index s of the (7,771 ;)-extreme line (as an element of 757, )
with an error of at most 37(¢, 1) = 37(¢4,71). As noted above, this completes the
proof. O]
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17 Proof of Proposition 16.4

Some of out arguments are by induction up through the elements F; of the chain
c. We write ¢|Fp = ¢|Fy if ¢|[F] = ¢|[F] for each component [F] of Fj. Similarly,
we say 0|F, conjugates ¢|Fy to | Fy if ¢°|F = | F. If G is the core filtration
element corresponding to Fy and if C' is a component of G with rank one then [C] is
a component of Fy and we define I'(f|C) = C. With this convention, I'(f|Gj) is the
disjoint union LI'(f|C;) as C; varies over the components of G5. (See Section 4.1.)

We show below that Proposition 16.4 is a consequence of the following lemma and
proposition. The former addresses the restrictions to Fy and the latter provides the
inductive step for the higher order one-edge extensions.

Lemma 17.1. Suppose that ¢, € UPG(F,) share the special chain ¢ and satisfy
|c<¢) == Ic(¢) Let ]:0 == f0(¢) == ,7'—0(77[)) Then
(1) O(L) = L for each 0 € X and each L € Q(¢) that is carried by Fy.

(2) If there exists 0y € X such that ¢%|Fy = | Fy then ¢|Fy = | Fo and ¢°|Fy =
| Fo for all 0 € X.

Proposition 17.2. Suppose that ¢, € UPG(F,) share the special chain ¢ and satisfy
l.(¢) = 1.(¢0) and that the special one-edge extension ¢ = (F~ C FT1) in ¢ satisfies

(1) o1F =l F-
(2) {LeQ(¢): LCc F }={L'eQ@): L' C F}

Then there is an algorithm to decide if there exists 0 € Ker(Q) < X such that the
following are satisfied.

(3) ¢°|FF = | F*
(4) 0{L € Q(p): LC Ft})={L e Q) : L' C F'}.
Moreover, if such an element 0 exists then one is produced.

Before proving Lemma 17.1 and Proposition 17.2, we use them to prove Proposi-
tion 16.4.

Proof of Proposition 16.4 (assuming Lemma 17.1 and Proposition 17.2): 1f ¢|Fo #
| Fo then no element of X' conjugates ¢ to 1) by Lemma 17.1(2) so we return NO
and STOP. Otherwise, ¢’|Fy = 1| F, for all § € X(¢) and we define §, =identity and
Yo = 7.

Suppose ¢ = (Fg C F; C ... C F;). Apply Proposition 17.2 with (¢, v, Fo, F1)
in place of (¢, ¢, F~, F*1). If the 17.2-algorithm returns NO then there is no 6 as in
the conclusion of Proposition 16.4 because any such 6 would satisfy items (3) and
(4) of Proposition 17.2; we return NO and STOP. Otherwise, Proposition 17.2 gives
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us an element 0; € Ker(Q). Letting ¢; = %911) we have that ¢|F; = 9;|F; and
{LeQ(p):LCFH}={L €Q):L C Fi}. From 6, € X and Lemma 14.6, it
follows that 1(¢) = 1(11).

Apply Proposition 17.2 with (¢, 1, F1, Fe) in place of (¢,1, F~, FT). Suppose
that the 17.2-algorithm returns NO. Then there are no elements of Ker(Q) that con-

jugate ¢|Fs to 11| F, and so also no elements of Ker(Q)) that conjugate ¢ to 1. It
follows also then that there are no elements 6 of Ker(Q) that conjugate ¢ to . In-
deed for such a 6, 6;'0 would conjugate ¢ to 1;. We therefore return NO and STOP.
Otherwise, Proposition 17.2 gives us an element 6, € Ker(Q). Letting ¢, = 592)_lwe
have that ¢|Fy = 1o Fe and {L € Q(¢) : L C Fo} = {L' € Q(¢») : L' C F2}. Asin
the previous case, I(¢) = 1(1)2). Repeat this until either some application of Proposi-
tion 17.2 returns NO or until we reach ¢, = @)~ satisfying ¢ = O\ Fy = y| Fy = 1y
In the former case there is no # as in the conclusion of Proposition 16.4 and we return
NO and STOP. In the latter case 6 = 6, ...60, conjugates ¢ to ¥ and is an element of

Ker(Q®); we return YES and # and then STOP. O

Proof of Lemma 17.1: 1f L € Q(¢) is carried by Fy then the ends of L are periodic.
If L is periodic then L = a* for some [a] € A(¢); see Corollary 5.17(1). By definition
of X, 0([a]) = [a] and so 6(L) = L. Otherwise, L € Qnp(¢) has type P-P, in which
case H(L) determines L; see Section 13. Again by definition of X, §(H(L)) = H(L)
and so 0(L) = L. This verifies (1).

It suffices to show that if a free factor F' represents a component of Fy then either
®°|F = y|F for all § € X(¢) (and in particular for § = identity) or ¢?|F = ¢|F is
satisfied by no element of X'(¢).

Let ¢pp = ¢|F and ¢p = ¢|F. If F has rank one then ¢ and ¢ are both the
identity because ¢ and v are rotationless. We may therefore assume that F' has rank
at least two. Since R(¢r) = 0, Lemma 3.9 implies that Fixy(®r) = OFix(®p) for
each @ € P(¢r). Also, Fixy(Pr) contains at least three points, so Fix(®r) has rank
at least two and Fix(®r) # Fix(®%) for &p # &) € P(pr) by Lemma 4.4.

There is a unique ® € P(¢) such that & = ®|F. From I(¢) = I(¢)), it follows
that there exists U € P(v) such that Fix(®) = Fix(¥). Since # € X, there exists ©
representing 6 such that Fix(®) is ©-invariant. It follows that ©(F) N F is non-trivial
and hence that O(F) = F (because F is a free factor and 6 preserves [F]). Letting
Up = VU|F and Op = O|F, we have that Fixy(®p) = OFix(Pp) = OFix(Vp) =
Fixy(V ) is O p-invariant.Lemma 4.1 implies that the eigengraphs for ¢ and for ¢ p
carry the same lines and that 6 preserves this set of lines. Thus ¢g, ¥ and 0y satisfy
the hypotheses of Lemma 4.21.

If a € F is fixed by distinct ®p, &% € P(¢r) then [Op,al is an element of SA(¢pp)
and [P, a] is an element of SA(¢). Lemma 4.21 implies that

[®F,a] = [Vr, Op(a)]
defines a bijection Bsa r : SA(¢r) — SA(¢r) that is independent of the choice of Op
representing 6 and preserving Fixy(®r). Since § € X', by Definition 14.1(6) we have
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[Fix(®), a] = §([Fix(®),a]) = [O(Fix(®)),O(a)] = [Fix(P),O(a)]. Equivalently, there
exists ¢ € F,, such that i.(Fix(®)) = Fix(®) and i.0(a) = a. Thus ¢ € Fix(®) and
after replacing © by i.© we may assume that ©(a) = a and hence that Op(a) = a.
We conclude that Bsa r is independent of 6.

Check by inspection if Bsa, r preserves twist coordinates. If it does then Lemma 4.21
implies that each 6 € X'(¢) conjugates ¢p to 1p; if not, then no element of X'(¢)
conjugates ¢p to Yp. O]

The rest of the paper is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 17.2.

Set ¢ = (Fo C Fiy C ... C F) and thus ¢ € ¢ has the form F~ = FT where
F~ = Fr1 and Ft = F, for some 1 < k < t. (We will use these notations
interchangeably depending on the context.)

Definition 17.3. For ¢ = £, X is the set of § € X such that:

(a) 0 € Ker(Q); and
(b) 0]|F¢ conjugates ¢|F€ to | F*.

By the next lemma, our goal is to produce an element of X" or deduce that X"
is empty.

Lemma 17.4. 0 € Ker(Q) satisfies items (3) and (4) of Proposition 17.2 if and only
if e XT.

Proof. Comparing the definitions, it suffices to show that each §# € X' satisfies Propo-
sition 17.2(4); namely, 0({L € Q(¢) : L C F}) = {L' € Q(v) : L' ¢ F*}. By
symmetry, it suffices to show that if L € Q(¢) is carried by F* then 6(L) € Q(¢)
is carried by F*. Since F' is f-invariant, it suffices to show that (L) € Q(¢). If
L is periodic then L = a* for some [a] € A(¢) by Corollary 5.17(1). Since 6 € X,
0([a]) = [a] and O(L) = L € Q(¢). Otherwise L € Qnp(¢) and, as I.(¢) = 1.(v),
there exists L' € Qnp(¢)) such that H(L) = H(L'). Since 0|F* conjugates ¢|F* to
| F*, Corollary 5.17(4) and Lemmas 4.1 and 3.16 imply that 6(L) lifts into I'(g.).
Also, §(L) € 0(H(L)) = H(L) = H(L') because § € X. Lemma 13.9 implies that
O(L) = L' € Qnp(¢) and we are done. O

By [FH18, Theorem 7.4] we can choose CTs f : G — G and g : G' — G’
representing ¢ and 1 respectively such that each F; is realized by a core filtration
element and such that the core filtration elements of G and G’ realizing F~ = Fj_1
are identical as marked graphs and that after identifying them to a common subgraph
Gy, the restrictions f; = f|Gs and g5 = g|G’, are equal. In particular

(1) T(fs) = T(gs)

Before describing f, and g5 in more detail, we record some useful properties of
X ™. We define R(¢|F-) = UR(¢|[F]) as [F] varies over the components of F_.
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Lemma 17.5. Fach 6 € X~ satisfies the following properties.
(1) O|F~ commutes with ¢|F~ = | F .
(2) 0 fizes each element of Q(¢) that is carried by F~.
(3) 0 fizes each element of R(¢|F ™).

Proof. (1) follows from Definition 17.3(b) and the hypothesis that ¢|F~ = ¢|F~. For
(2), note that if L € Q(¢) is carried by F~ then L lifts to I'(f;) by Corollary 5.17(4)
so (1) and Lemmas 4.1 and 3.16 imply that 0(L) € I'(gs). Since 0(L) = L if L is
periodic and otherwise (L) € §(H(L)) = H(L), (2) follows from (1) and Lemma 13.9.
By (1) and Lemma 16.1, 6(r) is independent of § € X'~. Item (3) therefore follows
from the fact that X~ contains the identity. n

Suppose that G, C G and G), C G’ are the core filtration elements realizing
Ft = Fy. Let f, = f|G, and g = g|G!,. Since F~ C FT is a special one-edge
extension, GG, is obtained from G by adding a single topological arc E which is either
a single edge D or is the union E = C'D of a pair of edges C, D with common initial
endpoint not in G5. (We have previously denoted edges in G by E and now we are
using C' and D instead and using E for a topological arc. This is more convenient
for the current argument and should not cause confusion.) By Lemma 6.9, there are
three possibilities. In each case, there is one component I',(f,) of I'(f,) that is not a
component of I'( f).

[HH]: (E = CD consists of two higher order edges) I'(f,) is obtained from I'(f,) by
adding a new component I',(f,) which is a line labeled R;' - Rp.

[LH]: (E = CD where C is linear and D is higher order) I'(f,) is obtained from
['(fs) by adding a new component I, (f,,) which is a one point union of a lollipop
corresponding to C' and a ray labeled Rp.

[H: (E = D, a higher order edge) I'(f,) is a one-point union of I'(fs) and a ray
labeled Rp. I'.(f,) is the one-point union of a component I',(f5) of I'(fs) and
a ray labeled Rp.

Similarly, we can orient the topological arc E’ that is added to G5 = G to form
G, so that I'(g,) is obtained from I'(gs) in one of these three ways.
By Lemmas 6.10 and 6.13, we may assume

(2) The extensions I'(fs) C I'(f.) and I'(gs) C I'(g,) have the same type HH, LH
or H

for if not, then ¢|F* and ¥|FT are not conjugate by an element of X so we return
NO and STOP.
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Remark 17.6. A vertex v in G that is new in an HH extension, is not incident to
any fixed or linear edge. It therefore follows from the construction of T'(f) given at
the beginning of Section 4.1 that the component I'(f,v) of T'(f) corresponding to v is
obtained from the disjoint union of eigenrays Rg, one for each £ € £(f) with initial
vertex v, by identifying their initial vertices. Similarly, if v is new in an LH extension,
then I'(f,v) is the one-point union of the lollipop associated to the unique linear edge
with v as initial vertex and the eigenrays Rp associated to E € &£; with v as initial
vertex.

Lemma 17.7. Suppose that ¢ has type H and that X+ # 0. Then T.(fs) = Tu(gs).

Proof. Assume that 6 € X'*. Denote the set of lines that lift into a Stallings graph
I' by A(T'). Lemma 3.16 and Lemma 4.1 imply that 0(A(T'.(f.))) = AL(fw))-
By construction, A(T.(fs)) = {L € A(T«(fu)) : L C G} and A(T'\(gs)) = {L €
A(Ta(ga) : L © Go}. Thus 6(AT.(£.)) = AT (£,)).

The proof now divides into cases. If I',(fs)) contains a ray corresponding to some
r € R(¢) then A(I'.(fs)) contains a line that ends at . Lemma 17.5(3) then implies
that A(T'.(gs)) contains a line that ends at r and hence that I'.(fs)) contains a ray
corresponding to r € R(¢). This proves that I',(fs) = I'«(gs)-

We may now assume that I'.(fs) is compact. If T'.(fs) has rank at least two
then 71 ([.(fs)) is a component of Fix(¢) and is hence #-invariant. In this case,
T (Fi(fs)) = m1(Fi(gs)). Lemma 4.4(1) implies that I'.(fs) = I'«(gs). The final case
is that I',(fs)) has rank one and so is a topological circle labeled by a component Y
of Gy consisting of a single edge e. In this case, A(I'.(fs)) = {€>,e >}, which is 6-
invariant. It follows that A(T.(gs)) = {e*, e~} and hence that I',(f;) = Ti(gs). O

We may therefore assume that
(3) in case H, I'.(fs) = ['u(gs).

We next apply the Recognition Theorem to give criteria for an element in X'~ to
be in X'T.
Lemma 17.8. The following are equivalent for each 0 € X~ .
(1) 6 € X7; equivalently 0| Ft conjugates ¢p|FT to | FT.

(2) (a) aline L lifts into U'(f,) if and only if O(L) lifts into ['(gy).
(b) If F~ = F7 has type LH then the twist index for C with respect for f equals

the twist index for C" with respect to g. Equivalently, if f(C) = Cw® then
g(C") = C'wl.

Proof. (1) implies (2a) by Lemmas 4.1 and 3.16. We may therefore assume that (2a)
is satisfied and prove that (1) is equivalent to (2b).

If [F] is a component of FT that is also a component of F~ then 6|F conjugates
®|F to ¢|F because § € X~. We may therefore restrict our attention to the unique
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component of FT that is not also a component of 7. In other words, we may assume
that G, is connected and so may assume that G, = G and F+ = {[F,]}.

By Lemma 4.21, there is a bijection B : SA(¢) — SA(¢) that preserves twist
coordinates if and only if 6 conjugates ¢ to 1. By definition of X', 6 preserves each
element of A,,(¢). We are therefore reduced to showing that (2b) is satisfied if and
only if the following is satisfied for each [a] € A,-(¢):

(%) the restricted bijection B : SA(¢, [a]) — SA(1), [a]) preserves twist coordinates.

Since () is satisfied for [a] if and only if it is satisfied for [a|, we may assume that
the twist path w for [a], satisfies [a] = [w]. Extending Notation 4.7, we define

P((ba a) = {(I)a,Oa ey (I)a,mfl}

In particular, ®,( is the base principal lift for a (with respect to f) and there is an
order-preserving bijection between the set {E!, ..., E™™1} of linear edges with axis
la] and {@g1,..., Pgm_1}. For 1 <j < m—1, there exist distinct twist indices d; # 0
such that f(E’) = F/w®. Define dy = 0. Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.12 imply that

SA(¢, [a]) = {[Pao,al, .-, [Pam—1,a]}

and that the twist coefficient for the pair ([®,;, al, [P, ;,a]) is d; — d;.
We consider two cases. In the first, we assume that either:

e F~ C F' has type LHand C ¢ {E',...,E™ '} or
e F~ [ FT' does not have type LH

and we prove that (x) is satisfied.
In this case,

P(wa a’) = {‘Ila70a sy \Ija,m—l}

and

SA( [ D_{[ a0, ]7" 7[qla,m—17a]}
with the same sequence of linear edges {E', ..., E™ '} and the same sequence of twist
indices {do, .« ydp—1}. The bijection B : SA(¢) — SA(¢) induces a permutation 7 of
{0, .. -1} satlsfylng B([®4;,a]) = [War@),a]. We will show that 7 is the identity

and hence that B : SA(¢, [a]) — SA(%), [a]) preserves twist coordinates.
Choose an automorphism © representing ¢ and fixing a. By Lemma 4.21,

@(FiXN (q)a,i)) = I:iXN (‘;[la,rr(i)>

Let Oy be the component of G, that contains w, and hence contains each E?, and let
[F] be the corresponding component of F~; we may assume without loss that a € F.
Applying Notation 4.7 to ¢|F = 9| F represented by the CT f|Cs, we see that

P(|F,a) =P(d|F,a) = {PuolF, ..., Pam-1|F}
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and
SA(Y|F, [a]) = SA(¢|F, [a]) = {[PaolF\al, ..., [Pam—1|F,al}

with the same sequence of linear edges {E', ..., E™ 1} and the same sequence of twist
indices {dp,...,dpn-1}. Since Cs is f-invariant and [F] is f-invariant, (2a) implies
that the set of lines that lift to I'(f;) is f-invariant. Applying Lemma 4.21 produces
a permutation B of SA(¢|F, [a]) and an induced permutation wg of {0,...,m — 1}.
Since f|F commutes with ¢|F, Bp preserves twist-coordinates. Thus, d; — d; =
drp(i) — drp(y) for all 2 and j. The only possibility is that 7x is the identity and so

Fixn (Wa,r(i)) NOF = O(Fixn(Pq,;)) NOF
= (O|F)(Fixn(Pgs| F)) = Fixn (Vo | F) = Fixn(¥o,) NOF

It follows that Fixn (W ;) NFixn(W,;) contains Fixy(W,,;) NOF which has cardinality
at least three. Lemma 3.7 implies that (i) = i as desired. This completes the first
case.

For the second case, we assume that:

e F~ C F' has type LHand C € {F',... E™ '}

and prove that () is equivalent to (2b).

Assuming without loss that C' = E™ !, the sequence of linear edges for v is
{E',...,E™ 2 C'} with twist indices {dp,...,dpn_2,d,,_1}. Thus (2b) is the state-
ment that d,,,_1 = d,,_, and we are reduced to showing that 7 is the identity.

If m > 2 then P(¢|F,a) = P(¢|F,a) is indexed by {E',..., E™ 2} and the above
analysis applies to show that 7 restricts to the trivial permutation of {0, ..., m — 2}.
It then follows that 7 must fix the one remaining element m — 1 of {0,...,m — 1}.

We are now reduced to the case that m = 2. In particular, [a] € A(¢|F). By
construction, the base lift ®, o restricts to an element of P(¢|F, a). It follows that @, ;
does not restrict to an element of P(¢|F, a). The same holds for ¥, and ¥, ;. Since
conjugation by 0|F preserves P(¢|F,a), it must be that @20 =W, and @21 =W,
This completes the proof of the lemma. n

The next step in the algorithm is to check if the following condition is satisfied.

(4) If F~  F* has type LH then the twist index for C' with respect to f equals
the twist index for C” with respect to g.

If not, return NO and STOP. This is justified by Lemma 17.8.
Lemma 17.9. 0(r) =r for all € X~ and r € AR(¢) = R(¢|FT) \ R(¢|F ).

Proof. Since 0 € Ker(Q), there exists p € Z such that Q,(0) = p for all b € Sy(¢)
that occur in r. Letting v = 671¢?, it follows that Qu(v) = 0 for all b € Sy(9)
that occur in 7. Thus v satisfies Lemma 15.45(4). Lemma 15.45 (1) is obvious and
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the two remaining items in the hypotheses of that lemma follow from Lemma 17.5.
We may therefore apply Lemma 15.45 to conclude that v(r) = r and hence that

O(r) =6v(r) = ¢P(r) =r. O
Corollary 17.10. If X* # () then AR(¢) = AR().

Proof. 1f § € X then AR(¢) = §(AR($)) = AR(¢) where the first equality fol-
lows from Xt € X~ and Lemma 17.9 and the second equality follows from Defini-
tion 17.3(b) and Lemma 3.16(3). O

Notation 17.11. f(D) = D - o for some completely split path ¢ C G, and letting
Sp =0 fglo) ... fu(o) ..., the eigenray Rp determined by D decomposes as
Rp = DSp. In the HH case, S¢ is defined analogously and R = CS¢. The rays
R, ST, Rey and Sp, are defined similarly using g : G — G’ in place of f : G — G.

Each element of AR(¢) is represented by Rp = DSp or Re = C' R and similarly
for each element of AR(¢). [FH18, Lemma 6.3] therefore supplies an algorithm to
decide if a given r € AR(¢) and a given 7" € AR(v) are equal. Applying this up to
three times, we can decide if AR(¢) = AR(Y). If AR(¢p) # AR(¢)) then Xt = () by
Corollary 17.10; return NO and STOP. We may therefore assume that

(5) AR(¢) = AR(¢). Denote this common set by AR. In the H and LH cases, the
unique element of AR corresponds to D and D’ and is denoted rp. In the HH
case, AR = {r¢,rp} where r¢ corresponds to C' and C” and rp corresponds
to D and D’; this may require reversing the orientation on E’. Remark 13.1,
implies that Sp and S}, are contained in the core filtration element G, that
realizes F'(rp) and that, in the HH case, S and S, are contained in the core
filtration element G, realizing F'(r¢).

[FH18, Lemma 6.3] also gives us initial subpaths of Sp and S}, whose terminal
complements are equal. We may therefore assume

(6) There is a finite path kp C G, such that S}, is obtained from xkpSp by tight-
ening. Similarly, in case HH, there is a finite path k¢ C G, such that S, is
obtained from koS¢ by tightening.

We record the following for convenient referencing.

Lemma 17.12. Suppose that f : G — G is a CT representing ¢ and realizing ¢
and that either L is an element of Q(¢) or L is an element of L.(¢) where ¢ € ¢ is
not large. Let o be a line in H(L). Then one of the following (mutually exclusive)
properties is satisfied.

e [ does not cross any higher order edges; o = L.

122



o L =B R, [resp. R;'B] for some higher order edge e and ray [ that does not
cross any higher order edges; o = B ter [resp. T71€B] where T is a ray in the
core filtration element that realizes F(re).

o L= R;lpReQ where ey, es are higher order edges and p is a Nielsen path; o =
7 te; peaty where Ty is a ray in the core filtration element that realizes F(r.,)
and Ty is a Tay in the core filtration element that realizes F(re,).

Proof. The description of L comes from Lemma 4.2 and the fact (Lemma 13.9) that
each such L is carried by I'(f). The description of ¢ is immediate from the definitions

of H(L). O

Notation 17.13. Represent the trivial element of Out(F},) by a homotopy equivalence
h : G — G’ that restricts to the identity on G5. We may assume that h(G,) = G/,
because G, and G!, are core graphs that represent F. Recall from (5) that G, is
the core filtration element that realizes F'(rp) and that in the HH case, G, is the core
filtration element realizing F'(r¢).

Remark 17.14. If the endpoint set of F is equal to the endpoint set of E’ then
G and G’ differ only by a marking change so one can view h, combinatorially, as a
homotopy equivalence from G to G (that does not preserve markings). In this case,
[BFHO00, Corollary 3.2.2] implies that h(E) = uE'v or h(E) = iE'v for some paths
i, v C G4. The same conclusion holds if the endpoint sets of E and E’ are not equal
because one can fold initial and terminal segments of E’ into G to arrange that the
endpoint set of F is equal to the endpoint set of E.

The next step in the algorithm is to check if the following statement is satisfied.
(7) If e has type HH then h(E) = pE'v for some paths p C G, and v C G,

If (7) fails then we return NO and STOP. We justify this by the following lemma.

Lemma 17.15. If ¢ has type HH and X # () then h(E) = pEv for some paths
w, v C Gs. Moreover, up C Gy and v C G,,.

Proof. By Remark 17.14, h(E) = iE'v or h(E) = uE'v for some paths p,v C Gy
so for the main statement,we just want to rule out the latter possibility. Let L =
R;'Rp and I’ = Rg'Rp. Then L(¢) = {L, L'} and L(¢) = {L/,L/""'}. Since
XT £ (), there exists g € X~ such that 6y|F*t conjugates ¢|FT to ¥|F*t. Thus
0o(Le(¢)) = Le(¢)) and, by Lemma 17.9, L and 6y(L) have the same initial ends and
the same terminal ends. It follows that 6y(L) = L'. Since h represents an element of
X~ hy(L) € H(L'). In particular, hy(R;'Rp) does not cross £’ which implies that
h(E) does not cross E'. This completes the proof of the main statement.

From hy(L) = hy(S;'CDSp) = [Scii]C'D'[vSp)] it follows that [vSp] C G, and
(wSc] € G,. Thus v C G, and p C G|, O
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The remainder of the proof of Proposition 16.5 is the construction of an element
6t € X*. By Lemma 17.8 and (4), it suffices to find § € X~ that induces a bijection
between lines that lift to I'(f,,) and lines that lift to I'(g.).

The next lemma states that the conclusions of Lemma 17.15 are satisfied in the
H and LH cases without the assumption that X't # ().

Lemma 17.16. h(E) = pE'v for some pn C G and v C Gp. In case HH, u C G,,.

Proof. The HH case follows from (7) so we consider only the H and LH cases.

By Remark 17.14, h(E) = iE'v or h(E) = pE'v for some paths u, v C G,. Each
L € H,(¢) (realized in G) decomposes as L = aEJ for some rays a C G and § C G,,.
Likewise each L’ € H.(¢)) (realized in G') decomposes as L' = &'E’'f’ for some rays
o' C G and some 3’ C (. Since h represents an element of X', Lemma 13.12 implies
that hy(L) € H.(¢). Tt follows that hy(L) does not cross E’ and hence that h(E)
does not cross E'. This proves that h(E) # jiE'v and so h(E) = jiE'v. Note also
that hy(L) = [apn]E'[vf] which implies that [v8] C G, and hence that v C G,. [

Lemma 17.17. In case H, p is a Nielsen path for f|Gs = g|Gs.

Proof. There are three cases to consider, depending on the rank of I',(f,,), the compo-
nent of I'(f,) containing the ray labeled Rp. Let x be the initial vertex of D. Recall
that F~ = Fj,_; and F™ = Fj,.

In the first case, rank(I'.(f,)) = 0 and we will show that p is trivial. By Re-
mark 17.6, there exists edges Ey, ..., E,, € &, m > 2, such that I',(f,) is obtained
from RplU Rg, U...URp, by identifying the initial endpoints of all of these rays. By
construction, Li(¢) = {L1,..., Ly} where L; = Ry'Rp. The description of T',(gy)
and L.(¢) is similar with Rp replaced by R’,. There is a permutation 7 of {1,...,m}
such that H(L;) = H(L ;). Writing Rp, = E;S; for some ray .S; with height less than
that of E;, we have

hy(Li) = [S7 EinD'vSp| = [S7 Eia] D'[vSp/]
where [-] is the tightening operation. On the other hand, letting [ = 7(i), we have
hy(L;) = o 'E;D'B where « [resp. 3] has height less than that of E; [resp. D'] and
S0)
[,uElSl] = Ela

Note that S; has a subray that is disjoint from Ej. Since S; = u; - fa(u;) - fi(uz) o
is a coarsening of the complete splitting of .5;, it follows that .S; is disjoint form FEj;
see Remark 13.1. If i # [ then Fj is the first edge of . If ¢ = [ then p is either trivial
or has the form E;cF;. In either case, u is either trivial or begins with E;. As this is
true for all 1 <14 < m, we conclude that y is trivial.
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If rank(I',(f,)) = 1 then either z is contained in a circle component B of the core
filtration element realizing Fy or there exists j < k such that F;_; T F; is an LH
extension realized by adding a linear edge C; and a higher order edge D; with ‘new’
initial endpoint z; in the former case, we say that D is type (i) and in the latter
case we say that D is type (ii). If D is type (i) then B is a single edge e (by the
(Periodic Edges) property of a CT) and L.(¢) = {e*DSp,e >*DSp} and likewise
Le(v)) = {e>*D'Sp, e >®D'Sp/}. Lemma 17.12 implies that hy(e*DSp) = e*>°D'j’
for some ray 5’ C G(rp). We also have hy(e*DSp) = [e*u|D'[vSp]. We conclude
that © = €™ for some m and in particular p is a Nielsen path. If D is type (ii)
then L.(¢) = {w;*°C;DSp, wi*C;DSp} and similarly for L(¢). As in the previous
case, h#(w C; DSD) is equal to both w;*C; D' and [ws°C;a]D'[vSp]. It follows

]
that puCiwi® = Cj wioo which implies that p = Cjw} m(C;. This completes the proof if

rank(F*(fu)) =1.

For the final case, assume that rank(I'.(f,)) > 2 and hence that z € G,. Given
a lift # € G of the initial endpoint z of D, we set notation as follows: f: G — G
is the principal lift that fixes #; ® € P(¢) is the principal automorphism satisfying
®|OF, = f|dF,; D is the lift of D with initial endpoint ; Rj is the lift of Rp
whose first edge is D; 75 is the terminal endpoint of Rp; and N is the set of lines
(Fix(®), F'(7p)) and so is a lift of Hc(¢) = {[Fix(®), F(Fp)]}. Similarly, given a lift
j € G of the initial endpoint y of D', we have: §: G' — G, ¥, D', RD,, 7. and N'.
By Lemma 13.12; H.(¢) = H.(¢)) so we may choose § so that FiX(CID) = Fix(¥) and
F(Fp) = F(i,). In particular, N=N"

Let Cy be the component of G that contains both z and y (which is possible
because they are the endpoints of 4 C G) and let C, C G be the lift that contains Z.
Then C, is f-invariant and Fix(f) C Cy because G, contains all Nielsen paths in G
with an endpoint at . There is a free factor F' representing [C] such that dF = 9C,.
Since @ Fix(®) is contained in the closure of Fix(f), we have dFix(®) ¢ dC, = OF.
Letting €’ € G’ be the lift of C, that contains § and F' the free factor satisfying
OF' = 0C", the same argument shows that 0 Fix(¥) C OF'. Since Fix(®) = Fix()
is non-trivial, F' = F”. Since ¢|F = 9|F and Fix(®) = Fix(V) has rank at least two,
B|F = U|F.

Let b : G — G’ be the lift of h : G — G’ that acts as the identity on dF,, and
let p: G — G and p' : G — G’ be the covering projections. Then h|C’ C, — C”
is a homeomorphism satisfying p'h(2) = p(Z) for all Z € C, where, as usual, we are
viewing Gy as a subgraph of both G and G'. Moreover, hfh~ 1|C” = g|C” because
they both project to g|C] and induce W[F". In particular g fixes h(%). Choose L € N
that decomposes as L = @Rj. Then hy(L) = [h(a)u~']D'7" for some ray 7' with
height lower than that of D'. Slnce hu(L) € N’ we have hy(L) = [ﬁ(d) i1 D'7 for
some lift fi C € and some lift 7 with height lower than that of D’. In particular,
[t connects ¥ to iz(f) and so is a Nielsen path for g. Thus p is a Nielsen path for

We will complete the proof by constructing a homotopy equivalence d : G' — G’
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such that the outer automorphism 6" determined by dh : G — G’ is an element of
X*. By construction, d will be the identity on the complement of E’ and satisfy
d(E") = f'E'V where i/, C Gy are closed paths. In cases H and LH, p/ will be
trivial.

Definition 17.18. We define v/, which always corresponds to D', as follows. By (6),
there is a finite path kp C G, such that S}, is obtained from kpSp by tightening.
By construction, hy(ESp) is obtained from gE'vSp by tightening. Letting

V' = [kpV]

it follows that (dh)x(ESp) = [af/|E' [kpvvSp| = [pi'|E'Sp,. Thus, in cases HH and
LH we have

(dh)y(Rp) = Rp
and in case H we have

(dh)#(Rp) = [af | R = pRpy

where the second equality comes from the fact that u' is trivial (see below) in case H.
Since v, kp C G, we have

(Control of v'): v/ C G,,.

In cases LH and H, 4/ is defined to be trivial. In case HH we choose y/ as we did
V' replacing D with C. The result is that in case HH

(dh)y(Rc) = Re

and so

(dh)4(Rc' Rp) = R~ Ry
Also,
(Control of i/): In case HH, 1/ C G,,.

This completes the definition of d.

Lemma 17.19. The outer automorphism § represented by d : G' — G’ is an element
of Ker(Q) C X.

Proof. We use the following properties of d : G’ — G’ to prove that § € X.

(a) d preserves every component of every filtration element of G’. In particular, §
preserves ¢ and every [F] € F € c.

(b) If ¢ is not a higher order edge in E’ then d(e') = ¢'.

These are both obvious from the definition.
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(c) dy fixes each Nielsen path of g.
This follows from (b) and the fact that Nielsen paths do not cross higher order edges.

(d) If ¢’ is a higher order edge and G, is the filtration element that realizes F/(r,)
then the set of rays of the form '8’ with 8’ C G, is mapped into itself by dy.

If €’ is neither C nor D then this follows from (a) and (b). Otherwise it follows from
(a), (Control of ') and (Control of y).

Item (c) implies that § fixes each component of Fix(¢) and every element of A(¢) =
A(v). Item (b) implies that d|G’ =identity and hence that § fixes each element of
SA(¢|Fp) and so satisfies defining property (6) of X. Suppose that either L' is an
element of Q(¢)) or L' is an element of L. (1)) where ¢’ € ¢ is not large. Then (b), (d)
and Lemma 17.12 imply that H(L') is d-invariant. Similarly (c) and (d) imply that if
¢/ is large then H (¢) is d-invariant. We have now shown that 6 € X. In particular,
§ is in the domain of Q.

To prove that 6 € Ker(Q), suppose that V= (f/l, I~/) is a staple pair for i) with
common axis A’. By (b), there is a lift d : G’ — G’ of d that _pointwise fixes A’ We
claim that d preserves both H(L!) and H(L},). The L, and L} cases are symmetric
so we will consider L}. If both ends of L) are periodic then H(L,) = {L,} by
Lemma 17.12. Moreover, L’ does not cross any higher order edges and so is pointwise
fixed by d. We may therefore assume that there is a decomposition L = ozR~, where
¢, is a higher order edge and & does not cross any higher order edges. It follows
that d pointwise fixes @ and that & is the initial edge of d#(Rﬁ,). Item (d) now

implies that d preserves H(L}). This completes the proof of the claim. It now follows
from the definitions that my (d) = 0 and hence Qy(5) = 0. Since b is arbitrary,
J € Ker(Q). O

The final step in the algorithm that proves Proposition 16.4 is to return YES
and the outer automorphism 6% represented by dh : G — G’. In conjunction with
Lemma 17.4, the following lemma justifies this step.

Lemma 17.20. dh : G — G’ represents an element 67 € X'+,

Proof. Since h represents an element of Ker(Q), Lemma 17.19 implies that 0+ €
Ker(Q) C X. We are therefore reduced to showing that 61| F* conjugates ¢|F*' to
Y| F*. By Lemma 17.8 and (4), it suffices to prove that:

(bl) aline L C G lifts to I'(f,) if and only if 67 (L) C G’ lifts to T'(gy/).

Recall that I'(f,,) is obtained from I'(f;) by either adding a single new component
(the HH and LH cases) or by adding a ray to one of the components I',(fs) of I'(fs)
(the H case). The same is true for I'(g,/). The component of I'(f,) that is not a
component of I'( f,) is denoted I'x(f,,); it is the unique component that contains a ray
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labeled Rp. Likewise, the ‘new’ component I',(g,/) of I'(g,/) is the one that contains
a ray labeled R,. Recall also that fs = g5, that I'(fs) = ['(gs), that I'.(fs) = I'i(gs)-

Item (b1) is obvious if L lifts into a component of I'(f;) so we may assume, after
reversing orientation on L if necessary, that Rp is a terminal ray of L.

In case HH, L = RZ'Rp so (bl) follows from (dh)4(Rg'Rp) = Ry R); see
Definition 17.18.

In case H, (dh)«(Rp) = R}, by Definition 17.18. Let & be the initial endpoint of
the lift of Rp into I'(f,) and let = be its projection into Gs. Define y and y similarly
using R, in place of Rp. If Rp is also a terminal ray of L™, then L = R;'¢Rp
for some Nielsen path ¢ and (dh)4(L) = R [uéfi) Ry, which lifts into ['(g,s) because
(€] is a Nielsen path by Lemma 17.17. The remaining case is that L = 37'Rp for
some ray § C G that lifts to a ray in I'(fs) based at Z. In this case, (dh)x(L) =
B~ iR, which lifts into T9(g,) because p is a Nielsen path that lifts to a path in
['(gs) connecting g to .

In case LH, L(¢) = {Ls,L_} and L.(¢) = {L',,L"} where Ly = w**CRp and
Ly = w*>*C'R),,. Since I.(¢) = I.(v)) and 67 € X, we have that 0+ (L,) is contained
in either H(L'.) or H(L_). By construction, §7(L;) = (dh)x(Ls) = [w>u]C'RY,
Thus, 6" (L;) € H(L,) and [w>p] = w™. It follows that = w? for some p € Z and
hence that 7 (L.) = L', and 0P(R;'w*Rp) = R} w*R), for all k. This completes
the proof of (b1l) and hence the proof of the lemma. O

Appendix A More on Ker(Q)

The main results of this appendix are that my(6) can be computed for § € X, that
Ker Q is of type VF (Definition 14.4), and that a finite presentation for Ker Q can be
computed. This section is needed for future work and is not used in the proof of the
main theorem of this paper.

A.1 A Stallings graph for HW(E)

We will need the following remark.

Remark A.1. Suppose that G is a marked graph and that for i = 1,2, A, is the axis
of a covering translation 7; : G — G and that the number of edges in a fundamental
domain for A is s;. If A, N Ay contains at least s; + so + 1 edges then A, = Ay To
see this, decompose A; N Ay = eje, . .. into edges and note that TiTs(e1) = sy 45041 =
T5Ti(eq). Since 11T and 13Ty agree on an edge they are equal and so T} and T have
the same axes.

Notation A.2. Let f: G — G be a CT for ¢ with f : G — G a lift to the universal
cover. Assume notation as in the definition of m; (Definition 15.36). In particular,
b= (L1, Ly) € Sy(¢), b = (Ly, Ly) are lifts of (Ly, Ly) such that LT, L; € {A~, AT}
where A is the common axis of b and a € F,, is a root-free element with axis A and
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orientation chosen as in the definition. For 0 € X, ©; € 0 is defined uniquely by
O;(Hye(Li)) = Hgo(Li) and my(6) is defined so that ©; = ig*"©,. ]

If Ly = 7 for some ry € R(¢) then define H3 (b) = Fi(73). Otherwise, {/; €
{cy, ¢} for some root-free ¢, € F, representing an element of A(¢) and H3 () :=
(c2). Define Héc(i)) similarly using Ly in place of Lj. Finally, define Hy (b) =
(1 (B), H, (5). |

The covering transformation corresponding to a is denoted 7. Additionally, H* :=

HY, .(b), T* denotes the minimal subtree for H*, I'* denotes the Stallings graph for H’,
and L(k) denotes the line [L7,7%(L})].

Remark A.3. Comparing definitions of H¢’c(fzi) and H', ©; is the unique © € 0
fixing (a) and H'.

Lemma A.4. There is k > 0 such that:
o THN7E(T?) =0 and

e The arc i spanning between T and 7%(T?) contains more than two fundamental
domains of A with orientation agreeing with that of [i.

Proof. The ends A are not ends of T%. Indeed, if 7; is ray, then the associated higher
order edge separates 7% and the ends of A. If not, then 7% is the axis corresponding
to the end of L; that is not an end of A. Hence there is a neighborhood of At that
is disjoint from T;. Therefore, the conclusion holds for all large k. O

Corollary A.5. We may compute:
(1) for alll € Z, the Stallings graph for (H' i’ (H?));
(2) an integer k > 0 as in Lemma A.4; and
(3) for all @ € X, my(0).

Proof. (1): By Bass-Serre theory, for k£ as in Lemma A.4, the Stallings graph for
(H',i*(H?)) is obtained by attaching at its endpoints a copy of the arc spanning
between T' and 7%(7T?) to the Stallings graphs for [H'] and [i* H?] = [H?].

These latter graphs can be computed. Indeed, if I~/1_ is an eigenray, then, by
definition, [H'] has as its Stallings graph a component of a stratum of G, and otherwise
is a circle representing (c;). There is a symmetric argument for [H?]. L(k) spans
between T and 7%(T?). Hence the desired Stallings graph, for large k, is the result of
immersing the ends of L(k) into the Stallings graphs and then performing any folding.
By Lemma A.4, folding stops when the copy of [ is the spanning arc.

We see that, for large k, (H',i*( H?)) is an internal free product. By Remark A.3,
O3 ((H', ik (H?))) = (H', ™9 (H?2)) is also a free product and that its Stallings
graph can be computed as above (but perhaps the spanning arc is folded away).
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Recall (Lemma 15.39) that m;(¢) # 0. We note in passing that therefore [H!, i, (H?)]
is good (Definition 7.13).

(2): Forl =0,1,2,..., iteratively start computing Stallings graphs for (H*, ', (H?)).
When, after folding in L(l), more than two correctly oriented fundamental domains
of AN L(l) remain in the spanning arc, stop and set k = [.

(3): Let @ € X and m := my(#). If ©,(H') = H!, then by definition, ©,(H*,i*(H?)) =
(H',i**m(H?)). Hence, m can be read off by comparing the Stallings graphs for
[(H1 i*(H?))] and [(H',i¥™(H?))] for large enough k. The latter, being the Stallings
graph for [(H",i*(H?))], can be computed by representing 6 as a topological repre-
sentative g : G — G, applying g to the Stallings graph for [(H!,i*(H?))], tightening,
and taking the core. O

Corollary A.6. (1) [Hy,il Hs) is good for alll € Z.
(2) No non-trivial power of a is in (Hy, i\ Hy).

Proof. (1) was noted during the proof of Corollary A.5.
(2): Since ©1(a) = a, for the second item it is enough to show that
a ¢ O\ ((H',ig(H?)) = (H' i (H?))

for large I + m. So assume that k > 0 is as in Lemma A4. If a € (H',if(H?)),
then there is an immersion of A with image a closed loop into the Stallings graph
for (H', i*(H?)) and that overlaps the copy of fi in its intersection with A. The
immersion crosses this spanning arc at most once. Indeed, otherwise there would be
a covering translation of G taking A to itself reversing orientation, but a and a~! are
not conjugate; see Remark A.1. Hence the image of A is not a closed loop. m

Corollary A.7. For 6 € X, my(f) = 0 <= [Hy(b)] is O-invariant.

Proof. (= ): Suppose m := m;(#) = 0. Using Remark A.3 we have

1 (Ho.e())

O1((H", H))
(©1(H"), ©1(H?))
(H i (H?))
(H', H?)

(«<=): Suppose m > 0, the case for m < 0 being similar. Choose [ so that
k := ml is as in Lemma A.4. We saw in Corollary A.5 that the Stallings graph for
[(H',i™(H?))] has an arc spanning between Stallings graphs for [H'] and [H?] and
that the Stallings graph for [@4™((H', H?))] is obtained by inserting m copies of a
fundamental domain for A into this spanning arc. Since these Stallings graphs are
not equal, O([(H', H?)]) # [(H', H?)]. O
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A.2 Ker@

Recall (Definition 16.2) the homomorphism Q = Q¢ : X — Q%(?) given by setting
the bth coordinate of Q(0) equal to my(0)/my ().

Proposition A.8. A finite presentation for Ker Q can be computed. Ker Q) is of type
VF.

Proof. We use the notation as in Section A.1. For each b € S(¢), choose b and replace

it with ®¥(b) and compute [Hg(b)] where k is as in Lemma A.4. By Lemma A.7,
0 € KerQ iff & € X and O([Hsc(D)]) = [Hy(D)] for each b. Hence 6 € Ker@Q iff
0 fixes the concatenation of the sequences (J) and ([Hdm(Bl)]; ey [H¢,C<6N)]) where
(by,...by) is an ordering of Sa(¢) and J is as in Definition 14.1. This concatenation is
an element of 1S(A,) (see Notation 10.13). By Lemma 11.2, we can compute a finite

presentation for Ker ) and, by Proposition 14.5, Ker () is of type VF. O

A.3 KerQ

Q@ is defined in Definition 16.3.

Proposition A.9. A finite presentation for Ker Q can be computed. Ker Q is of type
VF.

Proof. Let m denote the quotient map Q(X) — Q(X). Since we have a finite gener-
ating set for X', we can compute a finite presentation for the free abelian group Ker 7.
Using Proposition A.8, Lemma 9.3, and

1 = KerQ — KerQ — Kerm — 1

we can compute a finite presentation for Ker Q.

The above short exact sequence shows that Ker @ is an extension of a group of
type VF (Proposition A.8) by a finitely generated abelian group. It follows from the
proposition below that Ker Q) is of type VF. n

The following proposition is from Moritz Rodenhausen’s thesis. As far as we know,
it is not published and so for the reader’s convenience we copy his proof here.

Proposition A.10 ([Rod, Proposition 13.18]). Suppose that in the short exact se-

quence 1 - G 5 G 5 G" — 1, the group G' is of type VF and G” is finitely
generated abelian. Then G is of type VF.

Proof. Suppose first that G” is infinite cyclic. Let H' be a subgroup of some finite
index d in G’ such that H’ is of type F . The the intersection K’ of all (finitely many)
index d subgroups of G’ also is of type F. Furthermore, the group K’ is a characteristic
subgroup of G'. Let now t € G be an element such that 7(t) generates G”. We denote
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by K the subgroup of G generated ¢ and i(K'). It has finite index in G and fits into
a short exact sequence
12K -K—->G"—1

We see that K is an extension of groups of type F and so has type F; see [Geo08,
Theorem 7.3.4]. Hence G is of type VF.

The case where G” is isomorphic to Z™ is proved by induction on m. Let A” be
an infinite cyclic summand of G”, so G” /A" = Z™~1. The short exact sequences

15 G —al(A) = A 1

1 =7 HA") - G- G"/A" = 1

and the induction hypothesis completes the proof in case G” = Z™.
For the general case, let H” be a free abelian subgroup of G” of finite index and
H =r"'(H") C G. We obtain a short exact sequence

1-G —-H—-H"—>1

Hence H, and so also G, is of type VF. O

References

[BB97]  Mladen Bestvina and Noel Brady, Morse theory and finiteness properties
of groups, Invent. Math. 129 (1997), no. 3, 445-470. MR 1465330

[BFH97] Mladen Bestvina, Mark Feighn, and Michael Handel, Laminations, trees,
and irreducible automorphisms of free groups, Geom. Funct. Anal. 7 (1997),
no. 2, 215-244. MR 98¢:20045

[BFHOO] , The Tits alternative for Out(F,). I. Dynamics of exponentially-
growing automorphisms, Ann. of Math. (2) 151 (2000), no. 2, 517-623. MR
1765 705

[BEHO4] , Solvable subgroups of Out(F,) are virtually Abelian, Geom. Dedi-
cata 104 (2004), 71-96. MR MR2043955

[BFHO5] , The Tits alternative for Out(F,). II. A Kolchin type theorem, Ann.

of Math. (2) 161 (2005), no. 1, 1-59. MR 2150382

[BFH23] Mladen Bestvina, Mark Feighn, and Michael Handel, A McCool Whitehead
type theorem for finitely generated subgroups of Out(F,), Ann. H. Lebesgue
6 (2023), 65-94.

[BH92]  Mladen Bestvina and Michael Handel, Train tracks and automorphisms of
free groups, Ann. of Math. (2) 135 (1992), no. 1, 1-51.

132



[BW11]

[CL99]

[Coo87]

[Dah16]

[Dah17]

[DTh)]
[FH11]

[FH18]

[Geo08]

[Ger84]

[Ger87]

[GJLLYS]

Martin R. Bridson and Henry Wilton, On the difficulty of presenting finitely
presentable groups, Groups Geom. Dyn. 5 (2011), no. 2, 301-325. MR
2782175

Marshall M. Cohen and Martin Lustig, The conjugacy problem for Dehn
twist automorphisms of free groups, Comment. Math. Helv. 74 (1999),
no. 2, 179-200. MR 1691946

Daryl Cooper, Automorphisms of free groups have finitely generated fixed
point sets, J. Algebra 111 (1987), no. 2, 453-456. MR 89a:20024

Frangois Dahmani, On suspensions and conjugacy of hyperbolic automor-
phisms, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 368 (2016), no. 8, 5565-5577. MR
3458391

, On suspensions, and conjugacy of a few more automorphisms of
free groups, Hyperbolic geometry and geometric group theory, Adv. Stud.
Pure Math., vol. 73, Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 2017, pp. 135-158. MR
3728496

Francois Dahmani, Stefano Francaviglia, Armando Martino, and Nicholas
Touikan, The conjugacy problem for Out(F3), arXiv:23110410.

Francois Dahmani and Nicholas Touikan, Reducing the conjugacy prob-

lem for relatively hyperbolic automorphisms to peripheral components,
arXiv:2103.16602.

_, Unmipotent linear suspensions of free groups, arXiv:2305.11274.

Mark Feighn and Michael Handel, The recognition theorem for Out(F,),
Groups Geom. Dyn. 5 (2011), no. 1, 39-106. MR 2763779 (2012b:20061)

, Algorithmic constructions of relative train track maps and CTs,
Groups Geom. Dyn. 12 (2018), no. 3, 1159-1238. MR, 3845002

Ross Geoghegan, Topological methods in group theory, Graduate Texts in
Mathematics, vol. 243, Springer, New York, 2008. MR 2365352

S. M. Gersten, On Whitehead’s algorithm, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.)
10 (1984), no. 2, 281-284. MR 85g:20051

, Fized points of automorphisms of free groups, Adv. in Math. 64
(1987), no. 1, 51-85. MR 879856

Damien Gaboriau, Andre Jaeger, Gilbert Levitt, and Martin Lustig, An
index for counting fixed points of automorphisms of free groups, Duke Math.
J. 93 (1998), no. 3, 425-452.

133



[IM11]

[HM20]

[Kal92]

[KB02]

[KLVO1]

[KS96]

[Los96]

[LS01]

[Lus00]

[Lus01]

[Lus07]

[McCT5]

IMKS76]

Michael Handel and Lee Mosher, Azxes in outer space, Mem. Amer. Math.
Soc. 213 (2011), no. 1004, vi+104. MR 2858636

, Subgroup decomposition in Out(F),), Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 264
(2020), no. 1280, vii+276.

Saso Kalajdzievski, Automorphism group of a free group: centralizers and
stabilizers, J. Algebra 150 (1992), no. 2, 435-502. MR 93h:20039

Ilya Kapovich and Nadia Benakli, Boundaries of hyperbolic groups, Com-
binatorial and geometric group theory (New York, 2000/Hoboken, NJ,
2001), Contemp. Math., vol. 296, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2002,
pp. 39-93. MR 1921706

Sava Krsti¢, Martin Lustig, and Karen Vogtmann, An equivariant White-
head algorithm and conjugacy for roots of Dehn twist automorphisms, Proc.
Edinb. Math. Soc. (2) 44 (2001), no. 1, 117-141. MR 1879214

[lya Kapovich and Hamish Short, Greenberg’s theorem for quasiconvex sub-
groups of word hyperbolic groups, Canad. J. Math. 48 (1996), no. 6, 1224—
1244. MR 1426902

Jérome E. Los, On the conjugacy problem for automorphisms of free groups,
Topology 35 (1996), no. 3, 779-808, With an addendum by the author. MR
1396778

Roger C. Lyndon and Paul E. Schupp, Combinatorial group theory, Classics
in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001, Reprint of the 1977 edition.
MR 2001i:20064

Martin Lustig, Structure and conjugacy for automorphisms of free groups
I, https://www.mpim-bonn.mpg.de/preprints, 2000.

, Structure and conjugacy for automorphisms of free groups II,
https://www.mpim-bonn.mpg.de/preprints, 2001.

, Congugacy and centralizers for iwip automorphisms of free groups,
Geometric group theory, Trends Math., Birkhauser, Basel, 2007, pp. 197—
224. MR 2395795

James McCool, Some finitely presented subgroups of the automorphism
group of a free group, J. Algebra 35 (1975), 205-213. MR 0396764

Wilhelm Magnus, Abraham Karrass, and Donald Solitar, Combinatorial
group theory, revised ed., Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1976, Pre-
sentations of groups in terms of generators and relations. MR 0422434

134



[Rod]

[Sel95]

[Ser80]

[Sta83]
[VF21]

[Whi36a]

[Whi36b]

Moritz Rodenhausen, Centralisers of polynomially growing sutomorphisms
of free groups, dissertation, Bonn 2013.

7. Sela, The isomorphism problem for hyperbolic groups. I, Ann. of Math.
(2) 141 (1995), no. 2, 217-283. MR 96b:20049

Jean-Pierre Serre, Trees, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1980, Translated from
the French by John Stillwell. MR 82¢:20083

J. Stallings, Topology of finite graphs, Inv. Math. 71 (1983), 551-565.

Oswald Veblen and Philip Franklin, On matrices whose elements are inte-
gers, Ann. of Math. (2) 23 (1921), no. 1, 1-15. MR 1502588

J. H. C. Whitehead, On certain sets of elements in a free group, Proc. Lon-
don Math. Soc. 41 (1936), 48-56.

, On equivalent sets of elements in a free group, Ann. of Math. (2)
37 (1936), no. 4, 782-800. MR 1 503 309

135



