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Twisted Conjugacy in Direct Products of Groups

Pieter Senden1

ABSTRACT

Given a group G and an endomorphism ϕ of G, two elements x, y ∈ G are said to be
ϕ-conjugate if x = gyϕ(g)−1 for some g ∈ G. The number of equivalence classes for this
relation is the Reidemeister number R(ϕ) of ϕ. The set {R(ψ) | ψ ∈ Aut(G)} is called
the Reidemeister spectrum of G. We investigate Reidemeister numbers and spectra on
direct products of finitely many groups and determine what information can be derived
from the individual factors.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a group and ϕ : G→ G be an endomorphism. For x, y ∈ G, we say that x
and y are ϕ-conjugate if there exists a g ∈ G such that x = gyϕ(g)−1. In that case,
we write x ∼ϕ y and we denote the ϕ-equivalence class (or Reidemeister class of ϕ)
of x by [x]ϕ. We also speak of twisted conjugacy.

We define R[ϕ] to be the set of all ϕ-equivalence classes and the Reidemeister
number R(ϕ) of ϕ as the cardinality of R[ϕ]. Note that R(ϕ) ∈ N0 ∪ {∞}. Finally,
we define the Reidemeister spectrum to be SpecR(G) := {R(ϕ) | ϕ ∈ Aut(G)}. We
say that G has the R∞-property if SpecR(G) = {∞}. In that case, we also write
G ∈ R∞.

The concept of Reidemeister numbers arises from Nielsen fixed-point theory,
where the topological analog is used to count and bound the number of fixed-point
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classes of a continuous self-map, and it is strongly related to the algebraic one in-
troduced above, see [25]. Besides fixed-point theory, twisted conjugacy also has its
applications in representation theory (see e.g. [12, 40]), Galois cohomology (see e.g.
[39]) and isogredience classes (see e.g. [14]).

For many (families of) groups, it has been determined what their Reidemeis-
ter spectrum is and/or whether or not they possess the R∞-property, e.g. certain
subgroups of infinite symmetric groups [3], extensions of SL(n,Z) and GL(n,Z) by
countable abelian groups [31] and Houghton groups [26]. We refer the reader to [13]
for a more exhaustive list of examples.

The behavior of the Reidemeister spectrum and the R∞-property under group
constructions has been studied as well. One of the major results is due to D.
Gonçalves, P. Sankaran and P. Wong, who proved in [19, Theorem 1] that under
some mild conditions any free product of finitely many (non-trivial) groups has the
R∞-property. There are also several results concerning the relation among Reide-
meister classes and numbers on group extensions in general, see e.g. [18, 23, 42], and
wreath products of abelian groups, see [22].

In this article, we investigate the following question.

Question. Let G and H be (non-isomorphic) groups and let n ≥ 2 be an integer.
What can we say about SpecR(G

n) and SpecR(G × H) in terms of SpecR(G) and
SpecR(H)?

There has already been done some research into Reidemeister spectra of direct
products: S. Tertooy determined the Reidemeister spectrum of direct products of
free nilpotent groups in his PhD thesis [41, §6.5] (see also Remark following Corol-
lary 4.5); K. Dekimpe and D. Gonçalves investigated in [4] the Reidemeister spectrum
of infinite abelian groups, some of which are given by an infinite direct product of
finite abelian groups. However, these results concern more concrete (families of)
groups, whereas we aim to find more general results.

We start by providing a matrix description of the endomorphism monoid of a
direct product of groups, which we then use to determine the Reidemeister number
of endomorphisms of specific forms. We also derive sufficient conditions to obtain
complete information on SpecR(G × H) if we know SpecR(G) and SpecR(H). We
illustrate our results by means of examples.
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2 Matrix Description of Endomorphism Monoid of Direct

Product

Given a group G, the set End(G) of all endomorphisms on G forms a monoid under
composition, with the identity map as neutral element. For endomorphisms of direct
products of groups, there exists an alternative way to represent this monoid by means
of matrices of group homomorphisms, as described by e.g. F. Johnson in [27, §1], J.
Bidwell, M. Curran and D. McCaughan in [2, Theorem 1.1] and by J. Bidwell in [1,
Lemma 2.1].

If ϕ, ψ : G → H are two homomorphisms with commuting images, then it is
easily seen that ϕ + ψ : G → H : g 7→ (ϕ + ψ)(g) := ϕ(g)ψ(g) is a homomorphism
as well.

Now, let G1, . . . , Gn be groups. Define

M =

















ϕ11 . . . ϕ1n
...

. . .
...

ϕn1 . . . ϕnn







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∀1 ≤ i, j ≤ n : ϕij ∈ Hom(Gj , Gi)
∀1 ≤ i, k, l ≤ n : k 6= l =⇒ [Imϕik, Imϕil] = 1











and equip it with matrix multiplication, where the addition of two homomorphisms
ϕ, ψ ∈ Hom(Gj , Gi) with commuting images is defined as above and the multipli-
cation of ϕ ∈ Hom(Gj , Gi) and ψ ∈ Hom(Gi, Gk) is defined as ϕ ◦ ψ. It is readily
verified that this puts a monoid structure on M, where the diagonal matrix with the
respective identity maps on the diagonal is the neutral element.

Lemma 2.1. For G =
n

×
i=1

Gi, we have that End(G) ∼= M as monoids.

F. Johnson proved this result for G1 = . . . = Gn and although J. Bidwell, M.
Curran and D. McCaughan state in both aforementioned papers that they only
consider finite groups, their proof holds up for infinite groups as well. For the sake
of completeness, we give a proof here as well.

Proof. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, denote by πi : G → Gi the canonical projection and by
ei : Gi → G the canonical inclusion. Given ϕ ∈ End(G), put ϕij := πi ◦ ϕ ◦ ej ∈
Hom(Gj , Gi).

Fix i, k, l ∈ {1, . . . , n} with k 6= l. If gk ∈ Gk and gl ∈ Gl, then ek(gk) and
el(gl) commute in G. Hence, ϕ(ek(gk)) and ϕ(el(gl)) commute as well implying that
ϕik(gk) and ϕil(gl) commute too. Therefore, [Imϕik, Imϕil] = 1.
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Since the commuting condition is satisfied, we can define F : End(G) → M by
putting F (ϕ) := (ϕij)ij . If ϕ, ψ ∈ End(G), then we need to prove for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n
that

πi ◦ ϕ ◦ ψ ◦ ej = (ϕ ◦ ψ)ij =

n
∑

k=1

ϕikψkj.

For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and g ∈ Gj, we see that

(πi ◦ ϕ ◦ ψ ◦ ej)(g) = (πi ◦ ϕ ◦ ψ)(1, . . . , 1, g, 1, . . . , 1)

= (πi ◦ ϕ)(ψ1j(g), . . . , ψnj(g))

= (πi ◦ ϕ)(e1(ψ1j(g)) . . . en(ψnj(g)))

=

n
∏

k=1

(πi ◦ ϕ ◦ ek)(ψkj(g))

=

n
∏

k=1

(ϕik ◦ ψkj)(g)

=

(

n
∑

k=1

ϕikψkj

)

(g),

hence the equality holds. Therefore, F is a monoid homomorphism. It is also clear
that F is injective.

To prove that F is surjective, let (ϕij)ij ∈ M and define

ϕ : G→ G : (g1, . . . , gn) 7→

(

n
∏

k=1

ϕ1k(gk), . . . ,
n
∏

k=1

ϕnk(gk)

)

.

Due to the commuting conditions and the fact that all ϕij’s are group homomor-
phisms, the map ϕ is a well-defined endomorphism of G and it is clear that F (ϕ) =
(ϕij)ij .

We will often identify an endomorphism of G with its image under F and write
ϕ = (ϕij)ij. In a matrix, we denote the identity map with 1 and the trivial homo-
morphism with 0.

Lemma 2.2. With the notations as above, let ϕ ∈ Aut(G). Then

(i) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, Gi is generated by {Imϕij | 1 ≤ j ≤ n};

(ii) Imϕij is normal in Gi for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.
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Proof. Suppose ϕ is an automorphism. Then ϕ is surjective. Let 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then
Gi = πi(ϕ(G)). Since G is generated by {ej(Gj) | 1 ≤ j ≤ n}, we see that Gi is
generated by {(πi ◦ ϕ ◦ ej)(Gj) | 1 ≤ j ≤ n} = {Imϕij | 1 ≤ j ≤ n}. This proves the
first item.

For the second, fix 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. If we pick g ∈ Imϕij and h ∈ Gi arbitrary, we
can write h = xy for some x ∈ Imϕij and y ∈ 〈{Imϕik | k 6= j}〉, as Gi is generated
by Imϕi1, . . . , Imϕin and the images of ϕij and ϕik commute if j 6= k. Then

[g, h] = g−1(xy)−1gxy = g−1y−1x−1gxy = g−1x−1gx = [g, x] ∈ Imϕij.

Consequently, [Imϕij, Gi] ≤ Imϕij implying that Imϕij is normal in Gi.

Lemma 2.3. With the notations as above, suppose that all automorphisms of G
have a matrix representation that is upper triangular, or all of them are lower
triangular. Let ϕ ∈ Aut(G). Then ϕii ∈ Aut(Gi) for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and
ϕij ∈ Hom(Gj , Z(Gi)) for all 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n.

Proof. We prove the result for upper triangular matrices, the proof for lower trian-
gular is similar.

Let ϕ ∈ Aut(G). Let ϕ−1 = (ψij)ij. Fix i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Since both ϕ and ϕ−1

are upper triangular, we find that

IdGi
= (ϕ ◦ ϕ−1)ii = ϕii ◦ ψii

and
IdGi

= (ϕ−1 ◦ ϕ)ii = ψii ◦ ϕii,

showing that ϕii must be an automorphism of Gi.
Now, let 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n be indices with i 6= j. Since Imϕij and Imϕii = Gi

commute, we conclude that Imϕij ∈ Z(Gi).

Using this alternative description of the endomorphism monoid, we can deduce
some general results regarding Reidemeister numbers of specific endomorphisms on
direct products.

We define the diagonal endomorphisms to be all endomorphisms of End(G) of
the form

Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) : G→ G : (g1, . . . , gn) 7→ (ϕ1(g1), . . . , ϕn(gn)),

where each ϕi ∈ End(Gi). We denote the submonoid of all diagonal endomorphism
with Diag(G). Note that it is isomorphic with End(G1)× . . .× End(Gn).

The following is then quite straightforward.
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Proposition 2.4. Let G1, . . . , Gn be groups and put G =
n

×
i=1

Gi. Let ϕ be an element

of Diag(G) and write ϕ = Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn). Then R(ϕ) =
∏n

i=1R(ϕi).

Proof. It is clear that, for (g1, . . . , gn), (h1, . . . , hn) ∈ G1 × . . .×Gn, we have

(g1, . . . , gn) ∼ϕ (h1, . . . , hn) ⇐⇒ ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , n} : gi ∼ϕi
hi.

Thus, the map

R[ϕ] → R[ϕ1]× . . .×R[ϕn] : [(g1, . . . , gn)]ϕ 7→ ([g1]ϕ1 , . . . , [gn]ϕn
)

is a well-defined bijection, implying that

R(ϕ) =

n
∏

i=1

R(ϕi).

Definition 2.5. For a ∈ N0 ∪ {∞}, we define the product a · ∞ to be equal to ∞.
Let A1, . . . , An be subsets of N0 ∪ {∞}. We then define

A1 · . . . · An :=

n
∏

i=1

Ai := {a1 . . . an | ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , n} : ai ∈ Ai}.

If A1 = . . . = An =: A, we also write A(n) for the n-fold product of A with itself.

Corollary 2.6. Let G1, . . . , Gn be groups and put G =
n

×
i=1

Gi. Then

n
∏

i=1

SpecR(Gi) ⊆ SpecR(G).

Equality holds if Aut(G) =
n

×
i=1

Aut(Gi).

We now specify to the case of an n-fold direct product of a group with itself, i.e.
Gn for some group G and integer n ≥ 1. First of all, the symmetric group Sn embeds
in End(Gn) in the following way:

Sn → EndGn : σ 7→ (Pσ−1 : G→ G : (g1, . . . , gn) 7→ (gσ−1(1), . . . , gσ−1(n))),
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where the matrix representation of Pσ−1 is given by

Pσ−1 =







eσ−1(1)
...

eσ−1(n)






.

Here, ei is a row with a 1 on the i-th spot and zeroes elsewhere.
To prove that is indeed a monoid morphism, let σ, τ ∈ Sn and (g1, . . . , gn) ∈ Gn

be arbitrary. Put hi := gσ−1(i), then

Pτ−1(h1, . . . , hn) = (hτ−1(1), . . . , hτ−1(n)) = (gσ−1(τ−1(1)), . . . , gσ−1(τ−1(n)))

and
P(τσ)−1(g1, . . . , gn) = (gσ−1(τ−1(1)), . . . , gσ−1(τ−1(n))),

therefore P(τσ)−1 = Pτ−1Pσ−1 .
Now, we define Endw(G

n) to be the submonoid of End(Gn) generated by Sn and
Diag(Gn).

Lemma 2.7. Let G be a group and n ≥ 1 an integer. Then each endomorphism ϕ
in Endw(G

n) can be written as

ϕ = Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn)Pσ−1

for some ϕi ∈ End(G) and σ ∈ Sn. Moreover, ϕ ∈ Aut(Gn) if and only if each
ϕi ∈ Aut(G).

Proof. The existence of such a decomposition relies on the following equality, which
we claim holds for all σ ∈ Sn and ϕi ∈ End(G):

Pσ−1 Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) = Diag(ϕσ−1(1), . . . , ϕσ−1(n))Pσ−1 . (2.1)

Indeed, evaluating the left-hand side in (g1, . . . , gn) yields

Pσ−1(ϕ1(g1), . . . , ϕn(gn)) = (ϕσ−1(1)(gσ−1(1)), . . . , ϕσ−1(n)(gσ−1(n)))

whereas the right-hand side yields

Diag(ϕσ−1(1), . . . , ϕσ−1(n))(gσ−1(1), . . . , gσ−1(n)),

hence we see they are equal.
Thus, given an element in Endw(G

n), we can apply the equality above several
times in order to gather all diagonal endomorphisms and all elements of the form
Pσ−1 together, yielding the desired representation.

The claim regarding the automorphism is immediate, as each Pσ−1 is an auto-
morphism.
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The representation is not necessarily unique, as the trivial endomorphism equals
Diag(0, . . . , 0)Pσ−1 for all σ ∈ Sn. If we restrict ourselves to automorphisms, however,
this yields the injective group homomorphism

Ψ : Aut(G) ≀ Sn → Aut(Gn) : (ϕ, σ) = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn, σ) 7→ Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn)Pσ−1 .

Here, Aut(G) ≀ Sn is the wreath product, i.e. the semidirect product Aut(G)n ⋊ Sn,
where the action is given by

σ · (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) = (ϕσ−1(1), . . . , ϕσ−1(n)).

To see that is indeed homomorphism, note that, for (ϕ, σ), (ψ, τ) ∈ Aut(G) ≀ Sn,

Ψ((ϕ, σ)(ψ, τ)) = Ψ(ϕ ◦ (σ · ψ), στ) = Diag(ϕ1ψσ−1(1), . . . , ϕnψσ−1(n))P(στ)−1

and

Ψ(ϕ, σ)Ψ(ψ, τ) = Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn)Pσ−1 Diag(ψ1, . . . , ψn)Pτ−1

= Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) Diag(ψσ−1(1), . . . , ψσ−1(n))Pσ−1Pτ−1

= Diag(ϕ1ψσ−1(1), . . . , ϕnψσ−1(n))P(στ)−1

where we used (2.1). We will identify Aut(G) ≀ Sn with its image under Ψ and thus
regard it as a subgroup of Aut(Gn).

We now determine the Reidemeister number of an arbitrary element of Endw(G
n),

which also generalizes [7, Proposition 5.1.2].

Proposition 2.8 (see e.g. [7, Proposition 1.1.3]). Let G be a group, ϕ ∈ End(G)
and ψ ∈ Aut(G). Then R(ϕ) = R(ϕψ).

Proposition 2.9. Let G be a group and let ϕ := Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn)Pσ ∈ Endw(G
n).

Let
σ = (c1 . . . cn1)(cn1+1 . . . cn2) . . . (cnk−1+1 . . . cnk

)

be the disjoint cycle decomposition of σ, where n0 := 0 < n1 < n2 < . . . < nk = n.
Put ϕ̃j := ϕcnj−1+1 ◦ . . . ◦ ϕcnj

. Then

R(ϕ) =
k
∏

j=1

R(ϕ̃j).
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Proof. Let τ ∈ Sn be the permutation given by τ(i) = ci for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then

στ = τ−1στ = (1 . . . n1)(n1 + 1 . . . n2) . . . (nk−1 + 1 . . . nk).

By Proposition 2.8, conjugate endomorphisms have the same Reidemeister number.
Since, by (2.1),

Pτ Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn)PσPτ−1 = Diag(ϕτ(1), . . . , ϕτ(n))Pστ ,

it is sufficient to determine the Reidemeister number of the latter endomorphism.
Note that Pστ is a block matrix consisting of k square blocks of the form























0 1 0 0 . . . 0 0
0 0 1 0 . . . 0 0
0 0 0 1 . . . 0 0
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 0 0 . . . 1 0
0 0 0 0 . . . 0 1
1 0 0 0 . . . 0 0























on the diagonal and zero matrices elsewhere. This implies that

Diag(ϕτ(1), . . . , ϕτ(n))Pστ ∈
k

×
i=1

End(Gni−ni−1).

Therefore, it is sufficient to determine Reidemeister numbers of endomorphisms of
the form ψ := Diag(ψ1, . . . , ψn)Pα, where α = (1 2 . . . n). Indeed, if we know that
R(ψ) = R(ψ1 ◦ . . . ◦ ψn), then

R(ϕ) =

k
∏

i=1

R(ϕτ(ni−1+1) ◦ . . . ◦ ϕτ(ni)) =

k
∏

i=1

R(ϕcni−1+1 ◦ . . . ◦ ϕcni
) =

k
∏

j=1

R(ϕ̃j),

by construction of τ .
So, let (g1, . . . , gn) ∈ Gn. We claim there exists a g ∈ G such that

(g1, . . . , gn) ∼ψ (g, 1, . . . , 1).

Note that, for (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Gn,

(x1, . . . , xn)(g1, . . . , gn)ψ(x1, . . . , xn)
−1 = (x1g1ψ1(x2)

−1, . . . , xngnψn(x1)
−1).
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Put x1 = 1, xn = g−1
n and xi = ψi(xi+1)g

−1
i for i ∈ {2, . . . , n − 1}, starting with

i = n− 1. Finally, put g = x1g1ψ1(x2)
−1. Then

{

g = x1g1ψ1(x2)
−1

1 = xigiψi(xi+1)
−1 for i ≥ 2,

where xn+1 = x1. This implies that (g1, . . . , gn) ∼ψ (g, 1, . . . , 1).
Next, put ψ̃ = ψ1 ◦ . . . ◦ ψn and suppose (g, 1, . . . , 1) ∼ψ (h, 1, . . . , 1) for some

g, h ∈ G. Then there exist x1, . . . , xn ∈ G such that
{

g = x1hψ1(x2)
−1

1 = xiψi(xi+1)
−1 for i ≥ 2,

where again xn+1 = x1. Consequently, xi = ψi(xi+1) for i ≥ 2. This implies that

g = x1hψ1(x2)
−1 = x1hψ1(ψ2(x3))

−1 = . . . = x1hψ̃(x1)
−1
,

i.e. g ∼ψ̃ h. Conversely, if g ∼ψ̃ h, then there exists an x ∈ G such that g = xhψ̃(x)
−1
.

Put x1 = x and xi = ψi(xi+1) for i ≥ 2, starting with i = n and where, again,
xn+1 = x1. Then

{

g = x1hψ1(x2)
−1

1 = xiψi(xi+1)
−1 for i ≥ 2,

hence (g, 1, . . . , 1) ∼ψ (h, 1, . . . , 1).
Combining all results, we find that there is a bijection between the Reidemeister

classes of ψ and those of ψ̃. Consequently, R(ψ) = R(ψ̃).

Corollary 2.10. Let G be a group and n ≥ 1 a natural number. Then
n
⋃

i=1

SpecR(G)
(i) ⊆ SpecR(G

n).

Equality holds if Aut(Gn) = Aut(G) ≀ Sn.

Proof. Let 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Let ϕ1, . . . , ϕk be automorphisms of G. We prove that
R(ϕ1) . . . R(ϕk) ∈ SpecR(G

n). Consider the automorphism

ϕ := Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕk, IdG, . . . , IdG)Pσ

where σ = (1)(2)(3) . . . (k − 1)(k k + 1 . . . n − 1 n). By the previous proposition
R(ϕ) = R(ϕ1) . . . R(ϕk).

Note that this combined with the previous proposition also proves that the left-
hand side equals {R(ϕ) | ϕ ∈ Aut(G) ≀ Sn}, from which the additional claim follows
immediately.
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Corollary 2.11. Let G be a group and n ≥ 1 an integer. Suppose that G ∈ R∞ and
that Aut(Gn) = Aut(G) ≀ Sn. Then G

n ∈ R∞.

Proof. Since Aut(G) ≀ Sn = Aut(Gn), the previous corollary shows that

SpecR(G
n) =

n
⋃

i=1

SpecR(G)
(i) =

n
⋃

i=1

{∞}(i) = {∞}.

Example 2.12. Although Corollary 2.10 yields some information regarding SpecR(G
n),

this information can be limited. Consider the case G = Z. It is well-known (see e.g.
[37]) that, for r ≥ 1,

SpecR(Z
r) =

{

{2,∞} if r = 1

N0 ∪ {∞} otherwise.

However, using only the result for r = 1, Corollary 2.10 merely yields {2i | 1 ≤ i ≤
n} ∪ {∞} ⊆ SpecR(Z

n). Nonetheless, we will later provide conditions under which
Corollaries 2.10 and 2.11 yield full information on SpecR(G

n).

We can also generalize Proposition 2.8.

Corollary 2.13. Let G be a group, n ≥ 1 an integer and ϕ1, . . . , ϕn ∈ End(G).
Then

R(ϕ1 ◦ ϕ2 ◦ . . . ◦ ϕn) = R(ϕ2 ◦ ϕ3 . . . ◦ ϕn ◦ ϕ1)

Proof. Consider the endomorphism ϕ := Diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn)P(1 2 ... n) of Gn. Since
(1 2 . . . n) and (2 . . . n 1) are both cycle representations of the same permutation,
Proposition 2.9 yields that

R(ϕ1 ◦ ϕ2 ◦ . . . ◦ ϕn) = R(ϕ) = R(ϕ2 ◦ ϕ3 ◦ . . . ◦ ϕn ◦ ϕ1).

3 Direct Products of Two Groups

We now restrict to the case of direct products of two groups. Let H and K be two
groups and put G := H ×K. Instead of using indices to represent endomorphisms
of G as matrices, we use the notation

M =

{(

α β
γ δ

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

α ∈ End(H), β ∈ Hom(K,H), [Imα, Im β] = 1
γ ∈ Hom(H,K), δ ∈ End(K), [Im γ, Im δ] = 1

}

.

Let ϕ ∈ End(G) be an endomorphism leaving H invariant. Then, in the notation
above, γ is the trivial homomorphism, sending everything to 1. Fix representatives
{hi}i∈I of R[α] and {kj}j∈J of R[δ].
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Lemma 3.1. If ϕ is an endomorphism of G = H×K leaving H invariant, then with
the notation as above, we have R[ϕ] = {[(hi, kj)]ϕ | i ∈ I, j ∈ J }. In particular,
R(ϕ) ≤ R(α)R(δ).

Proof. Let (h, k) ∈ G. We have to prove that there are indices i and j such that
(h, k) ∼ϕ (hi, kj). First, let j ∈ J be such that k ∼δ kj. Write kj = ykδ(y)−1 for
some y ∈ K, then

(1, y)(h, k)ϕ(1, y)−1 = (hβ(y)−1, kj).

Put h′ = hβ(y)−1, then (h, k) ∼ϕ (h′, kj). Next, let i ∈ I be such that h′ ∼α hi and
write hi = xh′α(x)−1 for some x ∈ H . Then

(x, 1)(h′, kj)ϕ(x, 1)
−1 = (hi, kj),

finishing the proof.
The inequality R(ϕ) ≤ R(α)R(δ) then follows immediately.

The ϕ-conjugacy relation can also be seen as a group action of G on itself, namely
g · h := ghϕ(g)−1. This allows us to speak of orbits and stabilizers.

Definition 3.2. Let A be a group, ϕ ∈ End(A) and a ∈ A. The ϕ-stabilizer of a is
the subgroup

Stabϕ(a) = {b ∈ A | a = baϕ(b)−1}

of A. We also call subgroups of this form twisted stabilizers.

We continue with the same notation as before. Fix j ∈ J . The subgroup
Stabδ(kj) acts on the right on R[α] in the following way:

ρj : R[α]× Stabδ(kj) → R[α] : ([h]α, y) 7→ [hβ(y)]α.

Indeed, if h′ = xhα(x)−1, then

h′β(y) = xhα(x)−1β(y) = xhβ(y)α(x)−1,

since [Imα, Imβ] = 1. Therefore, the action is independent of the representative.
Moreover, if y, y′ ∈ Stabδ(kj), then

ρi([hβ(y
′)]α, y) = [hβ(y′)β(y)]α = [hβ(y′y)]α = ρi([h]α, y

′y).

Theorem 3.3. With the notations as above, denote by rj the number of orbits of ρj.
Then

R(ϕ) =
∑

j∈J
rj .

Here, an infinite sum or a sum with one of its terms equal to ∞ is to be interpreted
as ∞.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.1, we have to decide when (hi1 , kj1) and (hi2 , kj2) are ϕ-conjugate.
If so, then, since H is ϕ-invariant, projecting onto K yields kj1 ∼δ kj2, hence kj1 =
kj2 =: k. We claim that

(hi1 , k) ∼ϕ (hi2 , k) ⇐⇒ ∃(x, y) ∈ H × Stabδ(k) : hi1 = xhi2α(x)
−1β(y)−1.

Indeed, if (hi1, k) = (x, y)(hi2, k)ϕ(x, y)
−1 for some (x, y) ∈ G, then

hi1 = xhi2α(x)
−1β(y)−1

k = ykδ(y)−1,

showing that y ∈ Stabδ(k). The converse implication is clear. As [Imα, Imβ] = 1,
we can rewrite this as

(hi1 , k) ∼ϕ (hi2 , k) ⇐⇒ ∃y ∈ Stabδ(k) : [hi1 ]α = [hi2β(y)
−1]α

i.e. if and only if hi1 and hi2 lie in the same orbit under the action of Stabδ(k).
Therefore, the theorem is proven.

Of course, the analogous result for ϕ leaving K invariant holds as well.
We will now use this theorem to determine the Reidemeister spectrum of direct

products of the form G× F , where F is a finite group and G is a finitely generated
torsion-free residually finite group, generalising a result due to A. Fel’shtyn (see [9,
Proposition 3]). The key ingredient will be proving that automorphisms of G with
finite Reidemeister number have trivial twisted stabilizers.

The following two results are well-known, see e.g. [15, Corollary 2.5] and [21,
Lemma 1.1], respectively.

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a group, ϕ ∈ End(G) and g ∈ G. Denote by τg the inner
automorphism corresponding to g, i.e. τg(x) = gxg−1 for all x ∈ G. Then R(τg◦ϕ) =
R(ϕ).

Lemma 3.5. Let G be a group, ϕ ∈ End(G) and N a ϕ-invariant normal subgroup
of G, i.e. ϕ(N) ≤ N . Denote by ϕ̄ the induced endomorphism on G/N and by ϕ′

the induced endomorphism on N . Then the following hold:

(i) R(ϕ) ≥ R(ϕ̄). In particular, if R(ϕ̄) = ∞, then also R(ϕ) = ∞.

(ii) If R(ϕ′) = ∞ and |Fix(ϕ̄)| <∞, then R(ϕ) = ∞.

In particular, if N is characteristic and G/N has the R∞-property, then so does G.
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We also need the following bound.

Lemma 3.6 ([24, Lemma 3]). Let G be a finite group and ϕ ∈ Aut(G). Put R(ϕ) =
r. Then |Fix(ϕ)| ≤ 22

r

.

The following result can be found implicitly in [24]. For the reader’s convenience,
we present it here with a complete proof.

Proposition 3.7. Let G be a finitely generated residually finite group. Let ϕ ∈
Aut(G). If Stabϕ(g) is infinite for some g ∈ G, then R(ϕ) = ∞.

Proof. Suppose that Stabϕ(g) is infinite. Note that

Stabϕ(g) = {x ∈ G | xgϕ(x)−1 = g}

= {x ∈ G | ϕ(x) = xg}

= Fix(τg ◦ ϕ).

As ϕ and τg ◦ ϕ have the same Reidemeister number by Lemma 3.4, it is sufficient
to prove the result for g = 1.

So, suppose ϕ has infinitely many fixed points. Fix n ≥ 1 and let x1, . . . , xn be n
of these fixed points. Since G is finitely generated and residually finite, we can find a
characteristic subgroup K of G with finite index such that π : G→ G/K is injective
on {x1, . . . , xn}. Let ϕ̄ be the induced automorphism on G/K. Then R(ϕ) ≥ R(ϕ̄).
Moreover, by Lemma 3.6, we know that

n = |{x̄1, . . . , x̄n}| ≤ |Fix(ϕ̄)| ≤ 22
R(ϕ̄)

,

therefore,
R(ϕ) ≥ R(ϕ̄) ≥ log2(log2(n)).

As this holds for all n ≥ 1 and log2(log2(n)) tends to infinity as n increases, we must
have that R(ϕ) = ∞.

Corollary 3.8. Let G be a torsion-free finitely generated residually finite group. Let
ϕ ∈ Aut(G). If R(ϕ) <∞, then all ϕ-stabilizers are trivial.

Proof. As ϕ-stabilizers are subgroups, a non-trivial one is necessarily infinite.

The condition that G is finitely generated cannot be dropped. In fact, there
already exists a non-finitely generated torsion-free residually finite abelian group
admitting an automorphism with finite Reidemeister number and non-trivial twisted
stabilizers.
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Example 3.9 (Based on [4, Proposition 3.6]). Consider the direct sum A of count-
ably many copies of Z, indexed by the positive integers, i.e.

A =

∞
⊕

n=1

Z,

and define ϕ : A→ A as

(a1, a2, a3, a4, . . .) 7→ (a1 + a2 + a3, a2 + a3, a3 + a4 + a5, a4 + a5, . . .).

In other words, the (2k − 1)-th component is given by a2k−1 + a2k + a2k+1 and the
2k-th by a2k+a2k+1. This map is an endomorphism of A, and even an automorphism
since the map ψ : A→ A defined as

(a1, a2, a3, a4, . . .) 7→ (a1 − a2, a2 − a3 + a4, a3 − a4, a4 − a5 + a6, . . .)

is the inverse of ϕ. The map ϕ has non-trivial fixed points, for instance (1, 0, 0, . . .),
but R(ϕ) = 1, since

[(0, 0, . . .)]ϕ = {a− ϕ(a) | a ∈ A} = Im(ϕ− Id)

and ϕ− Id : A→ A is given by

(a1, a2, a3, a4, . . .) 7→ (a2 + a3, a3, a4 + a5, a5, . . .),

which is clearly surjective

Theorem 3.10. Let G and H be groups with G finitely generated, torsion-free resid-
ually finite. Suppose that H is characteristic in G×H. Then

SpecR(G×H) = SpecR(G) · SpecR(H).

Proof. Since H is characteristic in G × H , each automorphism of G × H is of the
form

(

α 0
γ δ

)

,

and α ∈ Aut(G), δ ∈ Aut(H) and γ ∈ Hom(G,Z(H)), by Lemma 2.3. Now, fix
ϕ ∈ Aut(G × H). We claim that R(ϕ) = R(α)R(δ). We know by Lemma 3.5(i)
that R(ϕ) ≥ R(α). Thus, R(ϕ) = ∞ if R(α) = ∞. In that case, R(ϕ) = R(α)R(δ).
So suppose that R(α) < ∞. Then, by Corollary 3.8, we know that Stabα(g) = 1
for all g ∈ G. This means that the action of Stabα(g) on R[δ] is trivial for all
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g ∈ G, implying that the number of orbits for each action is equal to R(δ). Applying
Theorem 3.3 then yields

R(ϕ) =
∑

[g]α∈R[α]

R(δ) = R(α)R(δ).

This proves that SpecR(G × H) ⊆ SpecR(G) · SpecR(H). The converse inclusion
follows directly from Proposition 2.4.

Corollary 3.11. Let G be a finitely generated, torsion-free residually finite group
and F a group which is generated by torsion elements. Then

SpecR(G× F ) = SpecR(G) · SpecR(F ).

Proof. Since G is torsion-free, F is characteristic in G × F as it is the subgroup
generated by the torsion elements. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 3.10.

Using the fact that finitely generated linear groups are residually finite (see e.g.
[30]) and virtually torsion-free if the underlying field has characteristic zero (see
e.g. [38]), one can easily generate examples of groups to which the theorem and its
corollary apply. In particular, they apply to finitely generated torsion-free nilpotent
groups and for several families of these groups their Reidemeister spectrum is known,
see e.g. [5, 8, 41].

4 Direct Products of Centerless Groups

In this section we use the matrix description of the endomorphism monoid to describe
the automorphism group under certain conditions. The first result is a generalization
of F. Johnson’s result [27, Corollary 2.2].

Definition 4.1. Let G be a group. We say that G is directly indecomposable if
G ∼= H ×K for some groups H,K implies that H = 1 or K = 1.

Theorem 4.2. Let G1, . . . , Gn be non-isomorphic non-trivial, centerless, directly

indecomposable groups. Let r1, . . . , rn be positive integers. Put G =
n

×
i=1

Gri
i . Then

Aut(G) =
n

×
i=1

(Aut(Gi) ≀ Sri)
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In [27], there is the extra condition that there do not exist non-trivial homomor-
phisms ϕ : Gi → Gj with normal image for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, but it is redundant. In
fact, the proof we will give is nearly identical to the one F. Johnson gave for the case
n = 1, see [27, Theorem 1.1].

The following is well-known, so we omit the proof.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be a group and let N1, . . . , Nn be commuting normal subgroups
such that N1 . . . Nn = G. If

(

∏

j 6=i
Nj

)

∩Ni = 1

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then G ∼= N1 × . . .×Nn.

To make the notation easier, we first prove the following (equivalent) result:

Theorem 4.4. Let G1, . . . , Gn be non-trivial, centerless, directly indecomposable

groups. Put G =
n

×
i=1

Gi. Under the monoid isomorphism End(G) ∼= M, Aut(G)

corresponds to those matrices (ϕij)ij satisfying the following conditions:

(i) Each row and column contains exactly one non-trivial homomorphism.

(ii) Each non-trivial homomorphism is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let ϕ = (ϕij)ij ∈ Aut(G) and fix i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. By Lemma 2.2, we know
that Gi is generated by Imϕi1 up to Imϕin and that each of these images is normal
in Gi. Let k ∈ {1, . . . , n} be arbitrary. Suppose that g is an element of

(

∏

j 6=k
Imϕij

)

∩ Imϕik ≤ Gi.

For l 6= k, we find that

[g, Imϕil] ⊆ [Imϕik, Imϕil] = 1,

and for l = k, we find that

[g, Imϕik] ⊆

[

∏

j 6=k
Imϕij , Imϕik

]

= 1.

Therefore, g ∈ Z(Gi) = 1. Thus, we conclude that Gi is isomorphic to the direct
product of Imϕi1 up to Imϕin by Lemma 4.3. As Gi is directly indecomposable,
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exactly one of these images is non-trivial. Since i was arbitrary, we thus find a map
σ : {1, . . . , n} → {1, . . . , n} such that Imϕij 6= 1 if and only if j = σ(i).

If σ were not surjective, say, m /∈ Im σ, we find that Imϕim = 1 for all i ∈
{1, . . . , n}. Recall that ei : Gi → G and πi : G → Gi were the canonical inclusion
and projection, respectively. Then em(Gm) ≤ ker(πi ◦ ϕ) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. We
thus find that

em(Gm) ≤
n
⋂

i=1

ker(πi ◦ ϕ) =
n
⋂

i=1

ϕ−1(ker(πi)) = ϕ−1

(

n
⋂

i=1

ker(πi)

)

= 1,

which contradicts the non-triviality of Gm. Thus, σ is surjective, and therefore
bijective. We thus find that the matrix representation of ϕ contains exactly one
non-trivial homomorphism on each row and column. As ϕ is an automorphism, each
of these non-trivial homomorphisms must be both injective and surjective, therefore,
they must all be isomorphisms.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let ϕ ∈ Aut(G). By Theorem 4.4, the matrix representation
(ϕij)ij contains exactly one non-trivial homomorphism per row and column, and each
of those homomorphisms is in fact an isomorphism. Due to the fact that Gi and Gj

are not isomorphic for i 6= j, (ϕij)ij is of the form














A1 0 0 . . . 0
0 A2 0 . . . 0
0 0 A3 . . . 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 . . . An,















where each Ai is an (ri×ri)-matrix containing exactly one non-trivial homomorphism
per row and column, and each of those homomorphisms is an automorphism of Gi.
These block matrices correspond to automorphisms lying in Aut(Gi) ≀Sri. Therefore,

ϕ lies in
n

×
i=1

(Aut(Gi) ≀ Sri).

Corollary 4.5. Let G1, . . . , Gn be non-trivial, non-isomorphic, centerless, directly

indecomposable groups. Let r1, . . . , rn be positive integers and put G =
n

×
i=1

Gri
i . Then

SpecR(G) =

n
∏

i=1

(

ri
⋃

j=1

SpecR(Gi)
(j)

)

.

In particular, G has the R∞-property if and only if Gi has the R∞-property for some
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
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Proof. This follows by combining Theorem 4.2 with Corollaries 2.6 and 2.10.

Remark. S. Tertooy proved the same equality for direct products of free nilpotent
groups of finite rank in [41, §6.5]. Note that free nilpotent groups have non-trivial
center, so they do not satisfy the conditions of Corollary 4.5, showing that those
conditions are sufficient but not necessary.

Example 4.6. Recall the result by D. Gonçalves, P. Sankaran and P. Wong [19,
Theorem 1] stating that, under some mild conditions on the Gi, the free product G1∗
. . . ∗Gn with n ≥ 2 has the R∞-property. Since free products are centerless (see e.g.
[28, Corollary 4.5]) and directly indecomposable (see e.g. [29, Observation p. 177]),
Corollary 4.5 then implies that any direct product of such free products has the R∞-
property. This includes, for instance, direct products of groups isomorphic to free
groups of finite rank, the modular group PSL(2,Z) ∼= Z/2Z ∗ Z/3Z or the infinite
dihedral group D∞ ∼= Z/2Z ∗ Z/2Z.

Example 4.7. Several known results regarding automorphism groups and the R∞-
property follow from Theorem 4.2 and Corollary 4.5. For instance, A. Fel’shtyn
and T. Nasybullov proved in [13, Theorem 3] that certain reductive linear algebraic
groups G have the R∞-property by proving it for the quotient group G/R(G), which
splits as a direct product of Chevalley groups. The latter can also be proved by
combining the results from [32, 33, 34, 35, 36] with Corollary 4.5.

Another example concerns right-angled Artin groups. Each RAAG admits a
unique maximal decomposition as a direct product of RAAGs (see e.g. [17, Propo-
sition 3.1]) and N. Fullarton [16] and G. Gandini and N. Wahl [17] described the
automorphism group of the RAAG in terms of the automorphism groups of the di-
rect factors. For centerless RAAGs, this description also follows from Theorem 4.2.

Example 4.8. For each n ≥ 2, let Hn := Z
n
⋊−I Z/2Z, where the action is given

by inversion. K. Dekimpe, T. Kaiser and S. Tertooy determined the Reidemeister
spectra of these groups [6, Proposition 5.7]:

SpecR(Hn) =

{

2N0 ∪ {3,∞} if n = 2

N0 \ {1} ∪ {∞} if n ≥ 3.

Moreover, we argue that each Hn is directly indecomposable and centerless as well.
We write the elements of Hn as (x, ti), where x ∈ Z

n and i ∈ {0, 1}. Consider an
element of the form (x, t). For y ∈ Z

n and i ∈ {0, 1}, note that

(y, ti)(x, t)(y, ti)
−1

= (y + (−1)ix, ti+1)((−1)i+1y, ti)

= (y + (−1)ix+ y, t) = ((−1)ix+ 2y, t).
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For this to be equal to (x, t), we must have y = 0 and i = 0, or y = x and i = 1.
Consequently, the centralizer CHn

(x, t) of (x, t) equals 〈(x, t)〉 ∼= Z/2Z. If we take
two distinct x, y ∈ Z

n, then CHn
(x, t) ∩ CHn

(y, t) = 1. Since the center of Hn is
contained in this intersection, the center is trivial.

Now, suppose that Hn
∼= A×B. Under the isomorphism, one of the factors, say

A, must contain the image g of some (x, t). The centralizer of g is then isomorphic to
Z/2Z, but it also equals CA(g)×B. Since CA(g) is non-trivial and Z/2Z is directly
indecomposable, it must hold that B = 1. Therefore, Hn is directly indecomposable.

Consequently, we can apply Corollary 4.5 to compute SpecR(H
r1
n1
× . . .×Hrk

nk
) for

all 2 ≤ n1 < . . . < nk and r1, . . . , rk ≥ 1. For instance,

SpecR(H2 ×H3) =
(

(2N0 ∪ 3N0) \ {2, 3}
)

∪ {∞}.

The next result provides us with sufficient conditions for a direct product to have
the R∞-property when one of the factors has it.

Theorem 4.9. Let G1, . . . , Gn, H be non-trivial groups such that each Gi is centerless
and directly indecomposable and such that, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, H has no direct

factor isomorphic with Gi. Let G =
n

×
i=1

Gi. Then, under the monoid isomorphism

End(G×H) ∼= M, Aut(G×H) corresponds to

{(

α 0
γ δ

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

α ∈ Aut(G), δ ∈ Aut(H),
γ ∈ Hom(G,Z(H))

}

.

In other words, H is characteristic in G×H.

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ Aut(G×H) and write

ϕ =











ϕ11 . . . ϕ1n β1
...

. . .
...

...
ϕn1 . . . ϕnn βn
γ1 . . . γn δ











with, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, ϕij ∈ Hom(Gj , Gi), βi ∈ Hom(H,Gi), γj ∈ Hom(Gj , H)
and δ ∈ End(H). By a similar argument as in the beginning of Theorem 4.4, we find
that each of the first n rows of ϕ contains precisely one non-trivial homomorphism.
The inverse automorphism ϕ−1 has a similar matrix form as ϕ, hence, also each of
the first n rows of ϕ−1 contains precisely one non-trivial homomorphism, and we
denote the corresponding homomorphisms of ϕ−1 by ψij , β

′
i, γ

′
j and δ

′.
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The goal is to prove that βi = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. First, we make some
observations.

Suppose that ϕij 6= 0 for some i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then βi = 0 and ϕik = 0 for
k ∈ {1, . . . , n} different from j. Hence IdGi

= (ϕ ◦ ϕ−1)ii = ϕijψji. This implies
that ψji 6= 0, hence by symmetry, IdGj

= (ϕ−1 ◦ ϕ)jj = ψjiϕij . Moreover, this also
shows that ϕkj = 0 for k 6= i. Indeed, if ϕkj 6= 0, the same arguments as before show
that ψjk 6= 0. This would imply that the j-th row of ϕ−1 contains two non-trivial
homomorphisms, which is a contradiction. Hence, the index i is unique, i.e. the j-th
column of ϕ contains only ϕij and γj as (potentially) non-trivial homomorphisms. By
symmetry, the i-th column of ϕ−1 contains only γ′i and ψji as (potentially) non-trivial
homomorphisms.

Next, suppose that βl is non-trivial for some l ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Since each of the
first n rows of ϕ contains at most one non-trivial homomorphism, there is a column
of ϕ, say the j-th one, containing only γj as (potentially) non-trivial homomorphism.
So, let J be the set of indices of the columns of ϕ of this form and I be the set of
indices i with βi 6= 0. Suppose that I, and thus also J , is non-empty.

Note that, for each j ∈ J , γj is injective, since

IdGj
= (ϕ−1 ◦ ϕ)jj = βjγj.

From this it follows that Im γj ∩〈Im γi | i ∈ J \ {j}〉 = 1 for j ∈ J . Indeed, suppose
that h lies in the intersection. Since the images of the γk’s commute pairwise, we
can write

h =
∏

i∈J\{j}
γi(gi) = γj(gj)

for some gj ∈ Gj and gi ∈ Gi. For g ∈ Gj , we then find that

γj(g)γj(gj) = γj(g)
∏

i∈J\{j}
γi(gi) =





∏

i∈J \{j}
γi(gi)



γj(g) = γj(gj)γj(g),

again by the commuting condition. Injectivity of γj implies that ggj = gjg, and as
this has to hold for all g ∈ Gj , we conclude that gj ∈ Z(Gj) = 1. Thus, h = 1, proving
the claim. This shows that 〈Im γj | j ∈ J 〉 is isomorphic to ×

j∈J
Gj, by Lemma 4.3.

We thus have a subgroup of H isomorphic to ×
j∈J

Gj. We now proceed to prove that

this subgroup is in fact a direct factor to obtain a contradiction.
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First, we claim that δγ′i = 0 for i ∈ I. In order to do so, we compute (ϕ ◦ ϕ−1)n+1,i

and obtain

0 = δγ′i +
n
∑

j=1

γjψji.

If ψji would be non-trivial, then also ϕij would be non-trivial, which would yield two
non-trivial homomorphisms on the i-th row of ϕ. Hence, 0 = δγ′i, proving the claim.

With this equality, we can prove that δδ′δ = δ, by noting that

IdH = (ϕ−1 ◦ ϕ)n+1,n+1 = δ′δ +
∑

i∈I
γ′iβi,

as I contains all indices i for which βi is non-trivial. Composing with δ and using
δγ′i = 0 yields δ = δδ′δ as desired.

Next, we prove the following equality for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}:

δδ′γj =

{

0 if j ∈ J

γj if j /∈ J
(4.1)

Fix j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Suppose that j ∈ J . Then ϕij = 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Consequently, 0 = (ϕ−1 ◦ ϕ)n+1,j = δ′γj , hence δδ

′γj = 0 as well.
If j /∈ J , then there is a unique i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that ϕij 6= 0. Then also

ψji 6= 0, and this will be the only non-trivial homomorphism in the first n rows of
the i-th column of ϕ−1. Using this, we find that

0 = (ϕ−1 ◦ ϕ)n+1,j = γ′iϕij + δ′γj

and
0 = (ϕ ◦ ϕ−1)n+1,i = γjψji + δγ′i.

Composing the first equality on the left with δ yields

0 = δγ′iϕij + δδ′γj

= −γjψjiϕij + δδ′γj

= −γj + δδ′γj,

where we used that IdGj
= ψjiϕij. Rearranging terms proves that δδ′γj = γj, finish-

ing the proof of (4.1).
Finally, we prove that

〈{Im γj | j ∈ J }〉 ∩ 〈Im δ, {Im γj | j /∈ J }〉 = 1. (4.2)
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Let h be an element of the intersection. Since all the images of the γi’s and δ commute
pairwise, we can write

h =
∏

j∈J
γj(gj) = δ(h′)

∏

j /∈J
γj(gj)

where h′ ∈ H and gj ∈ Gj for all indices j. Applying δδ
′ on this equality and using

(4.1) yields on the one hand

δδ′(h) =
∏

j∈J
δδ′γj(gj) = 1,

and on the other hand, again by using (4.1) and δ = δδ′δ,

δδ′(h) = δδ′δ(h′)
∏

j /∈J
δδ′γj(gj) = δ(h′)

∏

j /∈J
γj(gj) = h.

Hence, h = 1.
Now, both subgroups in (4.2) are normal, being a product of normal subgroups

by Lemma 2.2, they generate H , also by Lemma 2.2 and they intersect trivially.
Therefore, we conclude that H equals the internal direct product of the groups Imϕj
with j ∈ J and the group 〈Im δ, {Im γj | j /∈ J }〉, i.e.

H ∼=

(

×
j∈J

Gj

)

×N

for some normal subgroup N of H . As |J | ≥ 1, we obtain a contradiction, since
we assume that H has no direct factors isomorphic with Gj for j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Therefore, J is empty, hence also I is empty, meaning that all βi’s are trivial. Thus,
the matrix form of ϕ is

ϕ =











ϕ11 . . . ϕ1n 0
...

. . .
...

...
ϕn1 . . . ϕnn 0
γ1 . . . γn δ











.

Rewrite this as

ϕ =

(

α 0
γ δ

)

with α ∈ End(G), γ ∈ Hom(G,H), δ ∈ End(H). As ϕ was arbitrary, each auto-
morphism of G × H is of this form. Lemma 2.3 then implies that α ∈ Aut(G),
δ ∈ Aut(H) and γ ∈ Hom(G,Z(H)).
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Remark. By Theorem 4.4, we also know what Aut(G) looks like. In fact, we could
have merged Theorems 4.4 and 4.9 into one theorem, since the start of the proof of
Theorem 4.9 is the same as that of Theorem 4.4. However, for the sake of clarity, we
have split the results: Theorem 4.4 deals with the internal structure of Aut(G) and
Theorem 4.9 determines the influence of G on an additional factor H on which we
impose less strict conditions.

Corollary 4.10. Let G1, . . . , Gn, H and G be as in the previous theorem.

(i) If Gi ∈ R∞ for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then G×H ∈ R∞ as well.

(ii) If Gi is finitely generated residually finite for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and H ∈ R∞,
then G×H ∈ R∞ as well.

(iii) If Gi is finitely generated torsion-free residually finite for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n},
then

SpecR(G×H) = SpecR(G) · SpecR(H).

Proof. By the previous theorem, H is characteristic in G × H . If Gi ∈ R∞ for
some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then so does G by Corollary 4.5 and therefore G × H has the
R∞-property as well by Lemma 3.5, since G ∼= G×H

H
.

Now, suppose thatH ∈ R∞ and that each Gi is finitely generated residually finite.
Then also G is finitely generated residually finite. For an automorphism ϕ of G×H ,
denote by ϕ′ the induced automorphism on H and by ϕ̄ the induced automorphism
on G. If R(ϕ̄) = ∞, then Lemma 3.5(i) yields R(ϕ) = ∞. If R(ϕ̄) < ∞, then
Proposition 3.7 implies that Fix(ϕ̄) is finite. SinceH ∈ R∞, we know that R(ϕ′) = ∞
and then Lemma 3.5(ii) yields that also R(ϕ) = ∞.

The last item follows from Theorem 3.10.

Example 4.11. We continue example Example 4.6. Let G1 up to Gn each be a
non-trivial free product of groups satisfying the same conditions as in Example 4.6
and let H be a finite group. Then each Gi has the R∞-property and since a (non-
trivial) free product is infinite, it cannot be a direct factor of a finite group. Thus,
the direct product G1 × . . .×Gn ×H has the R∞-property as well by the first item
of Corollary 4.10.

Example 4.12. We continue Example 4.8. For each k ≥ 2, the group Hk contains
torsion and since Hk fits in the exact sequence 1 → Z

k → Hk → Z/2Z → 1, it
is a finitely generated residually finite group. On the other hand, the non-abelian
Baumslag-Solitar groups BS(m,n) have the R∞-property [11, Theorem 4.4], and
are torsion-free, so they cannot contain Hk as a direct factor. Therefore, if we

24



consider direct products of the form

(

k

×
i=1

Hri
ni

)

× BS(m,n) for some 2 ≤ n1 <

. . . < nk, r1, . . . , rk ≥ 1 and BS(m,n) non-abelian, we can apply the second item of
Corollary 4.10 to prove that these groups have the R∞-property.

Example 4.13. This example is based on the results from [20]. Consider the semi-

direct product G = Z
2
⋊A Z, where A =

(

2 1
1 1

)

. As in Example 4.8, we write

the elements in the group as (x, ti), where x ∈ Z
2 and i ∈ Z. It is a polycyclic

group of Hirsch length 3, hence finitely generated and residually finite, and clearly
torsion-free. Also note that G is solvable.

To prove that its center is trivial, let (x, ti) be an element in the center. Con-
jugating with (0, t) yields the equality (x, ti) = (Ax, ti). Since the eigenvalues of

A are 3±
√
5

2
, A does not have any non-trivial fixed points, therefore, x = 0. If we

then conjugate (0, ti) with (y, 1), where y ∈ Z
2 is a non-trivial element, we find that

(0, ti) = (y −Aiy, ti). Since neither of the eigenvalues of A is a root of unity, Ai has
no eigenvalue 1 if i 6= 0. Therefore, i = 0 and we find that (x, ti) = (0, 1), proving
that the center of G is trivial.

To prove that G is directly indecomposable, note that, for x ∈ Z
2, we have

[(x, 1), (0, t−1)] = (Ax − x, 1). Since det(A − I) = −1, A − I defines a surjective
map on Z

2, thus [G,G] contains Z2. The inclusion [G,G] ⊆ Z
2 follows immediately

from the definition of G. So, [G,G] = Z
2 and G/[G,G] ∼= Z. Next, suppose that

G ∼= H × K. Factoring out the commutator subgroup, we get the isomorphism
Z ∼= H

[H,H]
× K

[K,K]
. As Z is directly indecomposable, one of the factors, say H/[H,H ],

is trivial. This implies [H,H ] = H . But H is isomorphic to a subgroup of G, which is
a solvable group, hence H is solvable itself. Combined with the equality H = [H,H ],
this yields H = 1, showing that G is directly indecomposable.

Finally, in [20, Theorem 4.1, Example 4.3], it is proven that G admits automor-
phisms with finite Reidemeister numbers. A concrete example of an automorphism
with finite Reidemeister number is

ϕ : G→ G : (x, ti) 7→ (Mx, t−i),

where M =

(

0 1
−1 0

)

. One can verify that R(ϕ) = 4. Thus, if we consider the

direct product G × P where P is any polycyclic group of Hirsch length at most 2,
we can apply the third item of Corollary 4.10 to conclude that SpecR(G × P ) =
SpecR(G) · SpecR(P ), since G cannot be a direct factor (not even a subgroup) of P .
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5 Direct Products of Virtually Free Groups

We now use the obtained results to investigate the R∞-property for direct products
of finitely generated virtually free groups.

Definition 5.1. Let G be a group. We say that G is non-elementary virtually free
if there is a non-abelian free subgroup F of finite index in G.

Proposition 5.2. Let G be a finitely generated non-elementary virtually free group.
Then G has the R∞-property.

Proof. Since G is finitely generated and contains a non-abelian free subgroup of finite
index, it is Gromov hyperbolic. The result then follows from [10, Theorem 3].

Lemma 5.3. Let G be a non-elementary virtually free group. Then Z(G) is finite.

Proof. Let F be a finite index non-abelian free subgroup of G. If Z(G) is infinite,
then F ∩ Z(G) is non-trivial. However, F ∩ Z(G) lies in the center of F , which is
trivial, since F is non-abelian free. Therefore, Z(G) is finite.

Lemma 5.4. Let G be a virtually free group. Then G has a unique maximal finite
normal subgroup N0, which is characteristic.

Moreover, G/N0 has no non-trivial finite normal subgroups. In particular, if G
is non-elementary virtually free, then G/N0 is centerless.

Proof. Let F be a finite index free subgroup of G. We may assume its normal, by
intersecting all conjugates of F . Denote by π : G → G/F the canonical projection.
Let E be a finite subgroup. Then E ∩ F is trivial, since E is torsion. Therefore,
|E| = |π(E)| ≤ [G : F ]. Thus, the size of finite subgroups of G is bounded by
[G : F ]. Let N0 be a finite normal subgroup of maximal size. Let N be a arbitrary
finite normal subgroup of G. Then NN0 is a normal finite subgroup of G. Therefore,
|NN0| ≤ |N0|. Also, N0 ≤ NN0, thus N0 = NN0, implying that N ≤ N0. Thus, N0

is the unique maximal finite normal subgroup.
Since automorphisms preserve order and normality, N0 is characteristic.
Now, if N/N0 is a finite normal subgroup of G/N0, then N is a finite normal

subgroup of G containing N0. Therefore, N = N0.
For the center of G/N0, note that the (non-abelian) free subgroup F of G projects

injectively down to G/N0. Therefore, G/N0 is non-elementary virtually free, hence
has finite center. Since the center is normal, we conclude that Z(G/N0) = 1.
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Lemma 5.5. Let G1, . . . , Gn be non-elementary virtually free groups. Let N1, . . . , Nn

be their respective maximal normal finite subgroups. Then N :=
n

×
i=1

Ni is character-

istic in G :=
n

×
i=1

Gi.

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ Aut(G) and g = (g1, . . . , gn) ∈ ϕ(N). Let πj : G→ Gj be the projec-
tion. Then πj(ϕ(N)) is a finite normal subgroup ofGj , therefore gj ∈ πj(ϕ(N)) ≤ Nj .
This holds for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, implying that g ∈ N .

Lemma 5.6. Let G be a virtually free group with no non-trivial finite normal sub-
groups. Then G is directly indecomposable.

Proof. Suppose that G ∼= H × K for some non-trivial subgroups of G. Since H
and K must be normal in G, both are infinite. Let F be a free subgroup of finite
index in G. Then H ∩ F and K ∩ F are finite index subgroups of H and K as well,
hence they are infinite. Therefore, F contains the subgroup (H ∩ F ) × (K ∩ F ).
This is a contradiction, however, since (H ∩ F ) × (K ∩ F ) must be a free group
(being a subgroup of F ), but free groups are directly indecomposable (see e.g. [29,
Observation p. 177])

Theorem 5.7. Let G1, . . . , Gn be finitely generated non-elementary virtually free

groups. Then G :=
n

×
i=1

Gi has the R∞-property.

Proof. Let N be the characteristic subgroup of G provided by Lemma 5.5. By
Lemma 3.5, it is sufficient to prove that G/N has the R∞-property. Therefore, by
Lemma 5.4, we may assume that each Gi is centerless and has no non-trivial finite
normal subgroups. Lemma 5.6 then implies that each Gi is directly indecomposable.
Since each Gi has the R∞-property by Proposition 5.2, Corollary 4.5 implies that G
has it as well.
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[22] D. L. Gonçalves and P. N. Wong. “Twisted conjugacy classes in wreath prod-
ucts”. In: International Journal of Algebra and Computation 16.5 (2006), pp. 875–
886. doi: 10.1142/S0218196706003219.

[23] P. R. Heath. “Product Formulae for Nielsen Numbers”. In: Pacific Journal of
Mathematics 117.2 (1985), pp. 267–289. doi: 10.2140/pjm.1985.117.267.

[24] E. Jabara. “Automorphisms with finite Reidemeister number in residually finite
groups”. In: Journal of Algebra 320 (2008), pp. 3671–3679.

[25] B. Jiang. Lectures on Nielsen Fixed Point Theory. Vol. 14. Contemporary
Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, 1983.

29

https://doi.org/10.1515/jgth-2015-0022
https://doi.org/10.1515/CRELLE.2007.097
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-8641(97)00106-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/00927872.2020.1751848
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0024609302001832
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218196706003219
https://doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1985.117.267


[26] J. H. Jo, J. B. Lee, and S. R. Lee. “The R∞-property for Houghton’s groups”.
In: Algebra and Discrete Mathematics 23.2 (2017), pp. 249–262.

[27] F. Johnson. “Automorphisms of direct products and their geometric realisa-
tions”. In: Mathematische Annalen 263.3 (1983), pp. 343–364.

[28] A. Karrass, W. Magnus, and D. Solitar. Combinatorial Group Theory. Dover
Publications, Inc., 1976.

[29] R. C. Lyndon and P. Schupp. Combinatorial Group Theory. Springer Verlag
Berlin Heidelberg, 1977.

[30] A. Mal’cev. “On the faithful representation of infinite groups by matrices”. In:
American Mathematical Society Translations: Series 2 45.1 (1965), pp. 1–18.
doi: 10.1090/trans2/045.

[31] T. Mubeena and P. Sankaran. “Twisted Conjugacy Classes in Abelian Ex-
tensions of Certain Linear Groups”. In: Canadian Mathematical Bulletin 57.1
(2014), pp. 132–140.

[32] T. Nasybullov. “Chevalley groups of types Bn, Cn, Dn over certain fields do not
possess the R∞-property”. In: Topological Methods in Nonlinear Analysis 56.2
(2020), pp. 401–417. doi: 10.12775/TMNA.2019.113.

[33] T. Nasybullov. “The R∞-property for Chevalley groups of types Bl, Cl, Dl

over integral domains”. In: Journal of Algebra 446 (2016), pp. 489–498. doi:
10.1016/j.jalgebra.2015.09.030.

[34] T. Nasybullov. “Twisted conjugacy classes in Chevalley groups”. In: Algebra
and Logic 53.6 (2015), pp. 481–501.

[35] T. Nasybullov. “Twisted conjugacy classes in general and special linear groups”.
In: Algebra and Logic 51.3 (2012), pp. 220–231. doi: 10.1007/s10469-012-9185-6.

[36] T. Nasybullov. “Twisted conjugacy classes in unitriangular groups”. In: Jour-
nal of Group Theory 22.2 (2019), pp. 253–266.

[37] V. Roman’kov. “Twisted conjugacy classes in nilpotent groups”. In: Journal of
Pure and Applied Algebra 215.4 (2011), pp. 664–671.

[38] A. Selberg. “On discontinuous groups in higher-dimensional symmetric spaces”.
In: Matematika 6.3 (1962), pp. 3–16.

[39] J.-P. Serre. Galois Cohomology. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1997.

[40] T. A. Springer. “Twisted conjugacy in simply connected groups”. In: Transfor-
mation Groups 11.3 (2006), pp. 539–545. doi: 10.1007/s00031-005-1113-6.

30

https://doi.org/10.1090/trans2/045
https://doi.org/10.12775/TMNA.2019.113
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2015.09.030
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10469-012-9185-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00031-005-1113-6


[41] S. Tertooy. “Reidemeister spectra for almost-crystallographic groups”. PhD
thesis. KU Leuven, Oct. 2019.

[42] P. N. Wong. “Reidemeister zeta function for group extensions”. In: Journal of
the Korean Mathematical Society 38.6 (2001), pp. 1107–1116.

31


	Introduction
	Matrix Description of Endomorphism Monoid of Direct Product
	Direct Products of Two Groups
	Direct Products of Centerless Groups
	Direct Products of Virtually Free Groups

