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THE TITS ALTERNATIVE FOR TWO-DIMENSIONAL ARTIN
GROUPS AND WISE’S POWER ALTERNATIVE

ALEXANDRE MARTIN

ABsTrRACT. We show that two-dimensional Artin groups satisfy a strengthen-
ing of the Tits alternative: their subgroups either contain a non-abelian free
group or are virtually free abelian of rank at most 2.

When in addition the associated Coxeter group is hyperbolic, we answer in
the affirmative a question of Wise on the subgroups generated by large powers
of two elements: given any two elements a, b of a two-dimensional Artin group
of hyperbolic type, there exists an integer n > 1 such that a™ and b™ either
commute or generate a non-abelian free subgroup.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Motivation and statement of results. The Tits Alternative was first intro-
duced by Tits in [Tit72], where he proved that a finitely generated subgroup of
a linear group over a field either contains a free group or is virtually solvable.
This striking dichotomy has since been established for a large class of groups. A
meta-conjecture asserts that groups that are non-positively curved in a suitable
sense satisfy the Tits Alternative. While this has been proved for certain classes
of groups (CAT(0) cubical groups [SWO05, CS11], hierarchically hyperbolic groups
[DHS17, DHS20], etc.) it remains open in general, and even for CAT(0) groups
despite some recent progress [OP21].

In this article, we will focus on Artin (or Artin-Tits) groups, a large class of
groups introduced by Tits in [Tit66]. These groups generalise braid groups and
have strong connections with Coxeter groups. While the geometry and structure
of Coxeter groups are now well-understood, the geometry of Artin groups remains
elusive in general. It is conjectured that these groups are CAT(0), although this
is only known in very few cases (see for instance [Hae22, Conjecture A] and the
discussion thereafter for a list of partial results). Nonetheless, certain classes of
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Artin groups have been shown to be non-positively curved in a more general sense,
see for instance [HO20, HO21].

In light of the above, it is natural to ask whether all Artin groups satisfy the Tits
Alternative. This is known already for certain classes of Artin groups, including
Artin groups of spherical type [CW02, Dig03], Artin groups of FC type [MP20],
and two-dimensional Artin groups of hyperbolic type [MP22]. The first goal of this
paper is to generalise the latter result to all two-dimensional Artin groups:

Theorem A. Let Ar be a two-dimensional Artin group. Then every subgroup of
Ar either contains a non-abelian free group or is virtually free abelian of rank at
most 2.

When proving the Tits Alternative, one is led to construct free subgroups of
the group under study. This can be highly non-trivial as the finitely-generated sub-
groups of a non-positively curved group can show rather exotic properties. However,
the situation can sometimes become much more manageable when looking at the
subgroups generated by suitably large powers. In the case of a hyperbolic group
for instance, it is a standard result that given two infinite order elements a, b with
disjoint limit sets in the Gromov boundary of the group, there exists a positive
integer n such that a™ and 0™ generate a free group.

For groups that are non-positively curved in a more general sense (including
CAT(0) groups, biautomatic groups, etc.), Wise asked in [Bes04, Question 2.7]
whether a similar “taming” phenomenon occurs, namely: given any two elements
a,b, does there exists a positive integer n such that a” and b" either generate
a free group or a free abelian group? We will say that a group satisfy Wise’s
Power Alternative when such a result holds. Leary—Minasyan’s recent example
of a CAT(0) that is not biautomatic [LM21] also provides the first example of a
non-positively curved group that does not satisfy this alternative. It is thus natural
to ask the following:

Question 1.1. Which (non-positively curved) groups satisfy Wise’s Power Alter-
native?

There are already a few known groups that satisfy this alternative. For in-
stance, Baudisch showed [Bau81] that right-angled Artin groups satisfy an even
stronger statement: two elements in a right-angled Artin group either commute or
generate a free group. In particular, Wise’s Power Alternative is satisfied by all
groups that virtually embed in a right-angled Artin group, such as Coxeter groups
[HW10]. In another direction, Koberda proved that two arbitrary elements in a
non-exceptional mapping class group admit powers that are contained in a right-
angled Artin subgroup [Kob12]. In particular, Wise’s Power Alternative also holds
for non-exceptional mapping class groups.

Since we believe Artin groups to be non-positively curved in general, we ask the
following:

Question 1.2. Which Artin groups satisfy Wise’s Power Alternative?
The second main result of this article is the following:

Theorem B. Two-dimensional Artin groups of hyperbolic type satisfy Wise’s Power
Alternative.

Note that XXIL-type Artin groups are known to be CAT(0) [Hae22], and that
extra-large type Artin groups are known to be systolic [HO21], so the above result
provides a large new class of non-positively curved groups that satisfy Wise’s Power
Alternative. In a forthcoming article with Mark Hagen, we also prove Wise’s Power
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Alternative for other classes of Artin groups (alongside other groups) via their
actions on trees [HM22].

Strategy of the proofs. Our proof of the Tits Alternative is geometric and re-
lies on the action of a two-dimensional Artin group on its Deligne complex (see
Definition 2.4), a particularly well-behaved CAT(0) simplicial complex.

In [MP22], the authors could exploit the dynamics of the acylindrical action
of two-dimensional Artin groups of hyperbolic type on a variation of their Deligne
complex to construct many free subgroups. This approach is no longer possible for
general two-dimensional Artin groups, and the strategy of this paper is therefore
quite different. Instead, given a subgroup H of Ar, we will treat separate cases
depending on whether the non-trivial elements of H all act loxodromically on the
Deligne complex, all act elliptically, or whether H contains both loxodromic and
elliptic elements. In particular, we provide a classification result for subgroups of
Ar (Proposition 4.1). A key case to consider is the case where H contains two
elements that act as elliptic isometries of the Deligne complex with disjoint stable
fixed-point sets, where the stable fixed-point set of an isometry is defined as the
union of the fixed-point sets of all its non-trivial powers. We recall some general
questions here:

Question 1.3. Let a, b be two elliptic isometries of a CAT(0) space X that have
disjoint stable fixed-point sets.

(i) Does there exist an element of (a,b) that acts loxodromically on X7
(ii) Does there exists a positive integer n such that (a™, b™) is a free group?

Such questions have been studied in the literature, in particular in relation with
the question of the existence of infinite torsion subgroups of CAT(0) groups (ques-
tion (¢), see for instance [NOP22, Conjecture 1.5]), and with the Tits Alternative
(question (77)). A key intermediate result in our proofs of Theorems A and B is the
following:

Proposition C. Let Ar be a two-dimensional Artin group, and let a, b be two
elements of Ar that act elliptically on the Deligne complex Dr with disjoint fized-
point sets. Then there exists a positive integer n such that (a™,b"™) is a free group.

Moreover, an element of {a™,b™) acts lozodromically on Dr if and only if it is
not conjugated to a power of a™ or b™.

Our strategy to prove Theorem 1 is to construct a tree embedded in the Deligne
complex on which (a™,b™) acts and such that there is a bijection between edges of
that tree and the reduced words on {a™,b"}. To that end, we consider a geodesic
~ between the fixed-point sets of a and b, and we show that for some large enough
n, the geodesic segment v makes an angle at least = with any of its (a™)-translates
or (b™)-translates. The CAT(0) geometry of the Deligne complex then guarantees
that the resulting subspace obtained as the union of all (a”, b™)-translates of 7 is a
convex subtree of Dr. (see Figure 1)

Controlling these angles requires a fine understanding of the local structure of
the Deligne complex, and this problem can be translated into a problem about
dihedral Artin groups, a class that is very well understood.

In order to prove Theorem B, the additional assumption that Ar is of hyperbolic
type allows us to exploit the action of the Artin group on its coned-off Deligne com-
plex (see Definition 5.1), a variation of the Deligne complex introduced in [MP22]
on which Ar acts acylindrically. The additional dynamical properties of this action
are a key tool in proving that certain subgroups generated by large powers are free.
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FIGURE 1. A small portion representing the convex subtree of Dr
obtained by gluing together all the (a™,b™)-translates of the ge-
odesic segment 7y between the fixed-point sets Fix(a) (in yellow)
and Fix(b) (in blue).

Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we recall standard definitions and results
about Artin groups and their Deligne complexes. In Section 3, we prove the key
Proposition C on free subgroups generated by powers of elliptic elements with
disjoint fixed-point sets. In Section 4, we prove Theorem A by first providing a
classification of the subgroups of a two-dimensional Artin group (Proposition 4.1).
Finally, in Section 5, we use the action of a two-dimensional Artin group of hyper-
bolic on its coned-off Deligne complex to prove Theorem B.
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out of previous work and discussions with him. I would also like to thank Thomas
Delzant for providing a very short proof (and a much simpler one than the one
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2. PRELIMINARIES ON ARTIN GROUPS AND THEIR DELIGNE COMPLEX

This preliminary section contains definitions of the main groups and complexes
used in this article, and recalls various results from the literature.

2.1. Artin groups.

Definition 2.1. A presentation graph is a finite simplicial graph I" such that
every edge between vertices a,b € V(I') comes with a label mg, > 2. The Artin
group (or Artin-Tits group) associated to the presentation graph T is the group
Ar given by the following presentation:

Ar=(a e V()| aba---=bab--- whenever a,b are connected by an edge of I').
Mab Mab

An Artin group on two generators a,b with mgy, < 0o is called a dihedral Artin
group. Given an Artin group Ar, the associated Coxeter group Wr is obtained
by adding the relations a? = 1 for every a € V(I') . An Artin group is said to be of
hyperbolic type if the associated Coxeter group is hyperbolic, and of spherical
type if the associated Coxeter group is finite.

Definition 2.2. Given an induced subgraph I'' C T", the subgroup of Ar generated
by the vertices of I is called a standard parabolic subgroup. Such a subgroup is
isomorphic to the Artin group Ars by [vdL83|, and conjugates of standard parabolic
subgroups are called parabolic subgroups.
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Definition 2.3. An Artin group is said to be two-dimensional if for every in-
duced triangle IV of T', the corresponding standard parabolic subgroup Ar- is not
of spherical type.

2.2. The (modified) Deligne complex. We recall here some important complex
on which an Artin group acts.

Definition 2.4 ([CD95]). The (modified) Deligne complex of a an Artin group
Ar is the simplicial complex defined as follows:

e Vertices correspond to cosets of standard parabolic subgroups of spherical

type.
e For every g € Ar and for every chain of induced subgraphs I'y C --- C T’
such that Ar,,..., Ar, are of spherical type, we put a k-simplex between

the vertices gAr,, ..., gAr,.

In other words, the (modified) Deligne complex Dr is the geometric realisation of
the poset of left cosets of standard parabolic subgroups of spherical type.
The group Ar acts on Dr by left multiplication.

Note that since vertices of a simplex of Dr correspond to cosets of pairwise
distinct subgroups, Ar acts on Dr without inversion. In the rest of this article, we
will simply speak of the Deligne complex instead of the modified Deligne complex
for simplicity.

For two-dimensional Artin groups, there is a simple description of the vertices
of the Deligne complex Dr:

Lemma 2.5. Let Ar be a two-dimensional Artin group. Then vertices of Dr are
of the following type:
e cosets of the form gAr: where T is the empty subgraph. Such vertices are
called of type 0 and their stabiliser is trivial.
e cosets of the form gAr, where IV is a single vertex. Such vertices are called
of type 1 and their stabiliser is infinite cyclic.
e cosets of the form gAr, where TV is a single edge. Such vertices are called
of type 2 and their stabiliser is isomorphic to a dihedral Artin group.

In particular, the Deligne complex Dr is a simplicial complex of dimension 2.

While the geometry of Deligne complexes is still mysterious in general (and
strongly related to the K(m, 1)-conjecture for Artin groups, see [CD95]), the geom-
etry of Deligne complexes for two-dimensional Artin groups is well-understood:

Theorem 2.6 ([CD95|). Let Ar be a two-dimensional Artin group. Then the
Deligne complex Dy admits an Ar-equivariant piecewise-Euclidean metric that turns
Dr into a CAT(0) space.

If moreover Ar is of hyperbolic type, then Dr admits an Ar-equivariant piecewise-
hyperbolic metric that turns Dy into a CAT(—1) space.

2.3. Dihedral Artin groups and some associated graphs. Dihedral Artin
groups appear as stabilisers of vertices of type 2 in the Deligne complex, so we
mention here some results about these groups and the links of type 2 vertices.

A dihedral Artin group on two standard generators s,t will be denoted Ay, for
simplicity (even though the group depends on the coefficient mg;). There are two
types of dihedral Artin groups: If m,; = 2, the group is isomorphic to Z2. We now
focus on the structure of dihedral Artin groups where mg; > 3. The following result
is well-known to experts, see for instance [Cri05].
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Lemma 2.7. Let Ag be a dihedral Artin group with mg; > 3. Then Ay contains
a finite-index subgroup that is isomorphic to a direct product of the form Z x F,.

Dihedral Artin groups have a rich structure, and admit in particular a normal
form called a Garside normal form, which we now describe.

Definition 2.8. For a dihedral Artin group with mg; > 3, the Garside element
Ay € Ay is defined as follows:

Ag =sts - =1tst---.
—— =
Mst Mst

Lemma 2.9. For a dihedral Artin group with mg > 3, we have the following:

e Ifmg is even, then Ay is a central element.

o If mg is odd, then Ags = tAg and Agt = sDg

Definition 2.10 (Atoms, left-weighted form). An atom of Ag; is a strict subword
of either sts--- or tst---, that is, an alternating product of s and ¢ on strictly fewer

Mst Mst
than my; letters. The set of all atoms of A, is denoted M. A concatenation of the

form my - - - my, with all m; € M, is said to be left-weighted if for every ¢ the last
letter of m; coincides with the first letter of m; ;.

Theorem 2.11 (Garside normal form [MMO6]). Every element of As: can be writ-
ten in a unique way as a product of the form my ---mypAL,, where £ € Z, the mis
are atoms of Ag and the concatenation mq - - - my is left-weighted. O

Consider the Cayley graph Cay(Ag;, M) for the generating set M consisting of all
atoms of Ag. It follows from Lemma 2.9 that (Ag;) acts on the graph Cay(Ag, M)
by multiplication on the right. This motivates the following definition:

Definition 2.12. We denote by T the quotient graph:
7;15 = Cay(Ast7 M)/<Ast>

where (Ag:) acts on Cay(Ast, M) by multiplication on the right. The action of
Agt on Cay(Ag, M) by left multiplication induces an action of Ay on Tg.

It follows from the existence and uniqueness of Garside normal forms that el-
ements of A /(Ag), i.e. the vertices of Ty, are in 1-to-1 correspondence with
left-weighted elements of the free monoid M*® on M. The graph T, was introduced
(albeit via a different but equivalent definition) and studied in [Bes99]. The follow-
ing fact, already observed in [Bes99], is the geometric counterpart of the uniqueness
of Garside normal forms in Ag;:

Lemma 2.13. The graph T is a quasi-tree. More precisely, the flag completion of
Tst is a tree of simplices of dimension mg — 1, whose maximal simplices are either
in the Ag-orbit of the simplex spanned by

e, 8,8t ...,8t5 -,
——
mge—1

or in the Ag-orbit of the simplex spanned by
e, t,ts,...,tst---
——

mse—1

We refer to Figure 2 for an illustration of this result.
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FIGURE 2. A portion of the (flag completion of the) quasi-tree
Tst for mg = 3, with the combinatorial axes Axis(s) in yellow
and Axis(t) in green.

Links of type 2 vertices. Links of type 2 vertices will play an important role
when proving Proposition C. The following description of these links follow directly
from the definition of the Deligne complex.

Lemma 2.14. Let Ay be a standard dihedral parabolic corresponding to the ver-
tex vgy of Dr. The link Lk(vs) admits the following description: Vertices of Lk(vg)
correspond to cosets of the form g(s), g(t), or g{1}, and for every g € Ag, we add
an edge between the vertices g{1} and g(s), as well as an edge between the vertices
g{1} and g(t).

In other words, Lk(vg) is the first barycentric subdivision of the graph whose
vertex set is the set of left cosets of (s) and (t) in A, and such that two cosets are
connected by an edge when they have a non-empty intersection.

2.4. Standard trees. Standard trees were introduced in [MP22] and played a
key role in the proof of the Tits alternative for two-dimensional Artin groups of
hyperbolic type. They will also be used in this article.

Definition 2.15 ([MP22, Definition 4.1]). Let Ar be a two-dimensional Artin
group, let @ € Ar be a standard generator, and let g € Ar. Then the fixed-point
set Fix(gag™!) = gFix(a) is a convex subtree of Dr called a standard tree.

We recall here a few elementary facts about fixed-point sets and standard trees:

Lemma 2.16 ([HMS21, Corollary 2.16]). Let a be a standard generator of Ar and
let k € Z be a non-zero integer. Then the trees Fix(a) and Fix(a*) coincide.

Lemma 2.17 ([HMS21, Corollary 2.18]). Two distinct standard trees of Dr are
either disjoint or intersect along a single vertex (necessarily of type 2).

In particular, an element of Ar globally stabilises a standard tree T if and only
if it sends at least one edge of T' to an edge of T.

Lemma 2.18 ([HMS21, Lemma 2.27]). Let T be the standard tree corresponding to
the standrad generator a € Ar. The pointwise stabiliser of T is the cyclic subgroup
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(a), and in particular coincides with the stabiliser of every edge of T. Moreover,
the global stabiliser of T is the centraliser C(a) of a, which is isomorphic to a direct
product of the form Z x F,,.

Finally, we will need a local understanding of standard trees. By Lemma 2.9,
conjugation by the Garside element Ag; either permutes the generators s,¢ (when
ms is odd) or centralises each of them (when mg; is even). Thus, the action of
(Agt) by right multiplication on Ay, induces an action on the set of left cosets of

(s) and (t):
9(8)Ast = gA4(t) and g{t)Ag = gAg(s) if mg is odd,
9(s)Ast = gAs(s) and g(t)Ag = gAg(t) if mg is even.

The following lemma provides a description of the neighbourhood of a type 2 ver-
tex in a given standard tree. It is essentially a reformulation of [MP22, Lemma 4.3]:

Lemma 2.19 ([HMS21, Lemma 2.35]). Let vs: be the type 2 vertex of Dr corre-
sponding to the coset Ag. Two vertices of the link Lk(vs) correspond to edges of
Dr in the same standard tree if and only if the corresponding cosets are in the same
(Age)-orbit (for the multiplication on the right). O

3. FREE SUBGROUPS GENERATED BY ELLIPTIC ELEMENTS

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition C, on the subgroups generated
by large powers of elliptic elements with disjoint fixed-point sets. Recall from the
introduction that our goal is to construct a tree on which (a™,b™) acts, which we
obtain by first considering a goedesic v between the fixed-point sets of a and b
respectively, and showing that for some large enough n, the geodesic segment
makes an angle at least 7 with any of its {(a™)-translates or (b")-translates.

We will need the following result:

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a piecewise-Euclidean (resp. piecewise-hyperbolic) complex
with finitely many isometry types of simplices such that the associated path-metric
is CAT(0) (resp. CAT(-1)), and let C,C" be two convex subcomplexes of X. Then
there exists a geodesic (resp. a unique geodesic) that realises the distance between
C and C".

Proof. This is essentially Lemma [MP22, Lemma 5.1]. Note that the statement
there was only given in the case of piecewise-hyperbolic complexes, but the exact
same proof carries over to the piecewise-Euclidean case to prove the existence of a
geodesic realising the distance. (The piecewise-hyperbolic structure was only used
to prove the uniqueness of such a geodesic.) O

Note that since the action on the Deligne complex is without inversion, fixed-
point sets of elliptic elements are convex sub-complexes of the CAT(—1) space Dr,
and Dr has finitely many isometry types of simplices by construction. Thus, the
above lemma can be applied to to subcomplexes C, C’ that are fixed-point sets of
elements of Ar acting elliptically on Dr.

The key lemma in proving Proposition C is the following:

Lemma 3.2. Let a,b be two elliptic elements with disjoint fixed-point sets. Let
x € Fix(a) and y € Fix(b) be points realising the distance between Fix(a) and
Fix(b), and let v be the geodesic segment between x and y. Then there exists an
integer n > 1 such that the (a™)-translates of v all make an angle of at least m with
each other at x and (b™)-translates of v all make an angle of at least m with each
other at y.

Let us explain how this lemma implies Proposition C.
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Proof of Proposition C. Let a,b be two elliptic elements with disjoint fixed-point
sets. Let x € Fix(a) and y € Fix(b) be points that realise the distance be-
tween Fix(a) and Fix(b), and let v be the geodesic segment between x and y.
By Lemma 3.2, we can choose an integer n > 1 such that the (a™)-translates of
v all make an angle of at least m with each other at x and (b™)-translates of 7 all
make an angle of at least = with each other at y.
Let g € F(a™,b") be a non-trivial reduced word on ™ and b", which we write

in the form g = gy - - - g, with k > 1, where

® go=1,

e cach subword g; with ¢ > 1 is a non-trivial power of either a™ or b",

e 10 two consecutives subwords g; and g¢;41 are powers of the same letter a

or b.

To this decomposition g = gg - 91 - - - gr, We associate the subset

Y= | (909
0<i<k
It follows from the previous discussion that this concatenation of geodesic segments
makes an angle at least m at each branching point. Since the Deligne complex is
CAT(0), it follows that -y, is a geodesic segment obtained by concatenating k + 1
geodesic segments, starting with v and ending with g - 4. In particular g - v # ~.
Thus, every non-trivial reduced word on a™ and b™ defines a non-trivial element of
Ar, and it follows that a™ and b™ generate a free subgroup of Ar. O

Remark 3.3. It should be noted that the above proof can be used to further show
that the element g := a™b™ acts loxodromically on Dr, by verifying locally that the
following subset A, is a geodesic line in Dr that is an axis of g¢:

Agi={Jg' (U™
i€Z
More generally, we leave it to the reader to show, using the same approach, that
every element of (a”,b™) that is not conjugated to a power of a™ or b™ acts lox-
odromically on Dr (by performing a similar construction to a cyclically reduced
element in the conjugacy class of that element).

The rest of this section is thus dedicated to the proof of Lemma 3.2. Note
that since Dr is a piecewise-Euclidean metric with finitely many isometry types
of simplices, it follows from [Bri99, Theorem A] that an element of Ar acts either
elliptically or loxodromically on Dp. The following gives a complete description of
those elements that act elliptically:

Lemma-Definition 3.4. Let g € Ar be a non-trivial element that acts elliptically
on Dr. Then exactly one of the following holds:

e Fix(g) is a standard tree of Dr. This happens precisely when g is conjugated
to a non-trivial power of a standard generator of Ar. Such an element is
called tree-elliptic.

e Fix(g) is a single vertex of type 2 of Dr. Such an element is called vertex-
elliptic.

Proof. Since Dr is CAT(0) and g is elliptic, it follows from that g fixes a point of
Dr. Since Ar acts without inversion, Fix(g) contains a vertex of Dr. Since g is
non-trivial, g can only stabilise a vertex of type 1 or 2. If g stabilises a vertex of
type 1 corresponding to a coset of the form h(s), for s a standard generator, then
g is conjugated to a power of hsh™!, hence Fix(g) is the standard tree h - Fix(s)
by Lemma 2.16. Otherwise, g only stabilises vertices of type 2, and by convexity
of fixed-point sets in the CAT(0) space Dr, Fix(g) is a single vertex of type 2. O
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We first case consider the case of a vertex-elliptic element:

Lemma 3.5. Let a € Ar be a wvertex-elliptic element, and let v € Dr be the
corresponding fixed vertex of type 2. Let v a geodesic segment of Dr starting at v.
Then there exists an integer n > 1 such that the (a™)-translates of v all make an
angle of at least w with each other at v.

Proof. Up to the action of Ap, we can assume that v is the vertex corresponding
to the coset (s,t). There are two cases to consider depending on whether m, ; = 2
or Mgy > 3.

Case 1: Let us first consider the case where mg; = 2. In that case, (s,t) = Z2.
Vertices of lk(v) either correspond to type 1 vertices of the form s'(t) or t*(s) for
i € Z, or to type 0 vertices of the form g(1) for g € (s,t). Note that a type 0 of the
form g(1) has valence 2 in lk(v) and is adjacent to g(s) and ¢(¢). In particular, Ik(v)
is isomorphic to the barycentric subdivision of a complete bipartite graph whose
vertices correspond to the type 2 vertices and whose colouring is given by the type
of coset (i.e. coset of (s) or coset of (t) respectively). For the remainder of this
case, we will for simplicity ‘forget’ about type 0 vertices and will instead identify
lIk(v) with the aforementioned complete bipartite graph.

Hs) ' s(t)

(s) {t)

t=1(s) sTHt)
aky :

FIGURE 3. The link lk(v) with the type 0 vertices “removed”. Each
edge has length 7/2.

By construction of the piecewise-Euclidean metric on Dr and the angular metric
on lk(v), all egdes of lk(v) have length 7/2. In particular, lk(v) has diameter
exactly m. Note that Stab(v) acts on lk(v) by preserving the colouring. Moreover,
since a is vertex-elliptic, it is not conjugated to a power of the standard generators
s,t € Ar. Tt follows that a sends a vertex of lk(v) corresponding to a coset of (s)
to a different coset of (s), which is thus at distance exactly 7= (and similarly for
vertices of 1k(v) corresponding to a coset of (t)). Let 7 € lk(v) be the point of 1k(v)
corresponding to v, and let e be an edge of lk(v) containing 5. Let k € Z be a
non-zero integer. Then a” - e is disjoint from e by the above, and since a* preserves
the colouring, it is straightforward to check that 4 and a” -7 are at distance exactly
7 (see Figure 3). Thus, any two distinct segments in the (a)-orbit of 4 make an
angle 7 at v.

Case 2: Let us now consider the case where mg > 3. Let 7 € lk(v) be the
point of Ik(v) corresponding to «. Since a is vertex-elliptic, it is not conjugated to a
power of the standard generators s,t € Ar. By [Vas22, Proposition EJ, this implies
that the (a)-orbit of % is quasi-isometrically embedded in lk(v). In particular, we
can choose an integer n > 1 such that any two-points of the (a™)-orbit of § are at
distance at least 7 in lk(v). The result follows. O
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We now consider the case of a tree-elliptic element, with associated standard
tree T. There will be two cases to consider depending on whether v meets T at a
vertex of T" or at a point contained in the interior of an edge of T'.

Lemma 3.6. Let a € Ar be a tree-elliptic element, and let T € Dr be the corre-
sponding fixed tree. Let Y be a convex subcomplex of Dr, and let v be a geodesic
segment that realises the distance between T and Y. Then there exists an integer
n > 1 such that the (a™)-translates of v all make an angle of at least m with each
other at v.

There are several cases to consider, depending on whether v meets T in the
interior of an edge, at a type 1 vertex, or at a type 2 vertex. We will first need the
following result:

Lemma 3.7. Let Y,Y’ be two convex subcomplexes of Dr, and let v be a geodesic
segment realising the distance between Y and Y'. Then v makes an angle at least
m/2 at x =~y NY with an any edge of Y containing x.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of [BH13, Proposition I1.2.4]. O

Lemma 3.8. Let a € Apr, T C Dr, Y C Dr, and v be as in the statement of
Lemma 3.6. Suppose further that v meets T' at a point x in the interior of an edge
e of T. Then there exists an integer n > 1 such that the (a™)-translates of v all
make an angle of at least ™ with each other at x.

Proof. By assumption, there exists a triangle o of Dr containing e such that some
non-trivial initial sub-segment of 7 is contained in . Since Fix(a) = T' = Fix(a)
for all non-zero integer k by Lemma 2.16, we have a*-o # o for all non-zero integers
k. For every integer k, a®v realises the distance between T and a*Y’, so a” -y makes
an angle of precisely 7/2 with e by Lemma 3.7. Thus, for every non-zero integer k,
since Z,(e,7) = /2 and Z,(e,aky) = 7/2, it follows that /. (v, a*y) < .

Note that the angle between « and a” -~ at = cannot be less than 7, for otherwise
the link lk(z) would contain an embedded loop of length strictly less than 27 by
the above, contradicting the fact that Dr is CAT(0). We thus have that for every
k #0, v and a” - v make an angle exactly 7 at z, hence for every distinct integers
p # q, aP - v and a? - v make an angle 7 at x. O

Lemma 3.9. Let a € Ar, T C Dr, Y C Dr, and v be as in the statement of
Lemma 3.6. Suppose further that v meets T at a type 1 vertex v. Then there exists
an integer n > 1 such that the (a™)-translates of vy all make an angle of at least
with each other at x.

Proof. Up to the action of Ar, we can assume that v is a vertex of the form (s)
for some standard generator s € V(T'), and a is a power of s. By construction of
Dr, the vertices of lk(v) are of two types: Type 0 vertices of the form s%(1) for
i € Z, and type 2 vertices of the form (s,t) for t € V(I') adjacent to s. Moreover,
lk(v) has the structure of a complete bipartite graph with respect to the colouring
by type. By construction of the piecewise-Euclidean structure on Dr and of the
angular metric on lk(v), all edges of 1k(v) have length 7/2, and in particular, lk(v)
has diameter exactly 7. Note that T'N1k(v) consists precisely of the type 2 vertices
of Ik(v). In particular, since v makes an angle at least w/2 at v with all edges of T
by Lemma 3.7, the only possibility is for v to correspond to a type 0 vertex of lk(v).

In particular, some initial subsegment of 7 is contained in a triangle o of Drp
containing some edge e of T and v makes an angle 7/2 with e at v. The same
argument as for Lemma 3.8 now allows us to conclude. O
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Lemma 3.10. Let a € Ar, T C Dr, Y C Dr, and v be as in the statement of
Lemma 3.6. Suppose further that v meets T at a a type 2 verter v. Then there
exists an integer n > 1 such that the (a™)-translates of ~ all make an angle of at
least ™ with each other at v.

This final case is the most technical one, and will occupy the remainder of this
section. Before proving this lemma, we introduce some new graphs that will be
used during the proof. We first explain how the link lk(v) can be reconstructed
from a variation of the Cayley graph Cay (A, S), where S = {s,t}.

Definition 3.11. We denote by Axis(s) the induced subgraph of Cay(As,S)
spanned by the powers of s, and by Axis(¢) the induced subgraph of Cay(As, S)
spanned by the powers of ¢. We define a new graph G, , (which we think of as an
“augmented” Cayley graph) as follows:

We start from the graph that is the disjoint union of all the translates of the
axis of s and ¢ in Cay(As, S):

( | | gAxis(s)>u( | ] gAxis(t))

gEAst/(s) gEAst/(t)

Edges in such translates are said to be of type A (for “axis”).

Whenever two translates gAxis(s) and hAxis(t) intersect in Cay(Ag, S), they
necessarily intersect along a unique vertex w € Cay(Ag, S), since (s) N (t) = {1}.
We then add a new edge of G5 between the corresponding vertices w € gAxis(s)
and w € hAxis(t). Such edges are said to be of type I (for “intersection”).

By construction, the graph obtained from the augmented graph G ; by collapsing
to a point each of the type I edges is isomorphic to the Cayley graph Cay(Ag,.S).
We denote by

prr: Gsr — Cay(Ag, S)
this projection map.

Moreover, the barycentric subdivision of the graph obtained from G, by col-
lapsing each type A edge is isomorphic to the link Lk(vs;), via the description given
in Lemma 2.14. We denote by

pra: gs,t — Lk(vst)
this projection map. (Note that this projection is not simplicial.)

We can summarise this information via the following diagram:

Cay (A, S) Ik(v)

pr1 Gs.1 pra

Recall that conjugation by the Garside element A ; permutes the generators s, ¢
of As; by Lemma 2.9. It follows that there is an action of (A, ;) by multiplication
on the right on each of the graphs Cay(As, S), Gs.t, and Lk(v) (where in the latter
case, Lk(v) is thought of as a graph of cosets of A, ; as in Lemma 2.14). Moreover,
the projections pr4 and pr; are (A, ;)-equivariant. Let us consider the various
quotients:

Recall from Lemma 2.13 that the quotient Cay(As ., M)/(As,.) is precisely the
quasi-tree 75 ;. Thus, the quotient Cay(As;,S)/(As ) is the subgraph of 7, ob-
tained by forgetting the edges of 7 ; labelled by an atom on more than one gener-
ator. In particular, Cay(As:,S)/(As ) is also a quasi-tree (and is actually a tree,
by uniqueness of the Garside normal form).

The quotient graph Gs./(As;) can be obtained via a similar construction as
the graph G, ;. Indeed, we define a new graph K, ; as follows: Denote by Axis(s)
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and Axis(¢) the induced subgraphs of T, spanned by the elements of (s) and (¢)
respectively. We start from the disjoint union of all the subgraphs of the form
gAxis(s) and gAxis(t), for g € A,,, and whenever two axes of 7, of the form
gAxis(s) and hAxis(t) intersect along a (necessarily unique) element z, we add a
new edge of ICs ; between the corresponding vertices z € gAxis(s) and z € hAxis(t).
We define similarly edges of type A and of type I. This graph K, ; is isomorphic to
the quotient G, ;/(As.).

As before, there is a projection pry : KCs v — 75+, obtained by collapsing each edge
of K¢ that is of type I. Similarly, there is a projection pra : Ky — Lk(v)/(Asy)
obtained by collapsing each type A edge.

All these graphs fit into the following commutative diagram:

Cay(As 1, 5) Gt T Ik(v)

7;,t J2ZIN 1k(v)/<A9t>

where the vertical arrows correspond to quotienting by the action of (A ;) on
the right.

ICs,t

pr1

Lemma 3.12. The graph K is a quasi-tree. Moreover, for every vertex v of T ¢,
the pretimage W, = prj_l(v) is a single edge that separates K into at least two
connected components.

Proof. Let v be a vertex of T+ corresponding to the class of the element h € Ag;.
Since any two axes of 7, of the form gAxis(s) are disjoint, and similarly any two
axes of the form gAxis(s) are disjoint, it follows that prfl(v) is a single edge,
namely the edge of Ky, joining the axes hAxis(s) and hAxis(t). Thus, the fibres
of the projection pry : K5 — 75 are non-empty and uniformly bounded, and it
follows that pry is a quasi-isometry. Since 7 is a quasi-tree by Lemma 2.13, so
is ICs,t~

Moreover, since 7 ; is a tree of simplices by Lemma 2.13, v is cut-vertex of 7 .,
hence its preimage W, separates K, ;. U

We are now ready to prove Lemma 3.10:

Proof of Lemma 3.10. Up to the action of Ar, we can assume that v is the type 2
vertex v, ; and a is a power of s. Fix an integer n > 1, which will be determined
later. Let k& > 0 be a positive integer, and let py,, be a geodesic path in lk(v)/(As ;)
between 4 and a*"5. To show that there exists an integer n > 1 such that any
two distinct (a™)-translates of v make an angle of at least 7 at v, it is enough to
show that in the quotient graph lk(v)/(As ), any two distinct (a™)-translates of
the point 74 are at distance at least 7w, which we now prove.

By Lemma 2.19, all vertices of T'N Lk(v) are in the same (A, )-orbit (for the
multiplication on the right) as the vertex corresponding to the coset (s) (since a
is a power of s by assumption). In particular, all these edges of T yield a unique
vertex in 1k(v)/(As,), which we will denote as T. Note that the condition that ~
makes an angle at least 7/2 with every edge of T' containing v is equivalent to the
following:

d5,7) > 5
where we denote by d the metric on lk(v)/(A; ;) induced from the angular metric
on Lk(v).
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We consider two cases:

Case 1: Assume that pg, goes through the vertex T'. Since py, is a geodesic we
have:

d(3,a"5) = d(7,T) + d(T,a"5) = d(3.T) + d(a"™T,a"™5) > S + 5

3

Case 2: Let us now assume that we are given two integers n and k # 0 such
that pg, does not go through the vertex T. Since the fibres of the projection
pra : Ksy — Lk(v)/(Ag ) are non-empty and connected, we can lift the path pg,
to a path pg, of K5+ between a vertex x € K, and its translate ak . x. Let us
denote by W, the edge prl_l(si). Since a acts loxodromically on the quasi-tree
Ks,t, and by translation on the axis Axis(s) (since a is a power of s by assumption),
there exists a function f : N — N with lim, o f(n) = oo such that z and a*" - x
are separated by at least f(n) edges of the form W,:. Recall that each edge W,
connects Axis(s) with s?Axis(¢). Since pg, does not go through the vertex T, it
follows that py, does not meet the axis Axis(s) of K. Thus, since x and akn g
are separated by at least f(n) edges of the form W, it follows that Py, meets at
least f(n) subgraphs of the form s’Axis(t). Since any two such subgraphs of Ks ¢
are disjoint, it follows that the path py, contains at least f(n) — 1 distinct edges
of Ik(v)/(Ast).

Axis(s)

8]

pra

FIGURE 4. A portion of the path Py, in K, between = and a*"z.
Below, its projection pg, in lk(v)/(As:) going through the vertices
corresponding to the axes s°~!Axis(t), s*Axis(t), and st Axis(t).

Since edges of 1k(v) /(A ) all have length m/m, by construction of the piecewise-
Euclidean structure and the angular metric on lk(v), it follows that

d(y,a"5) > (f(n) = 1)

where the last inequality holds by choosing n larger than some constant ng that
depends only on a.

™

>
Mt
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It thus follows that if n > ng and k # 0, then any two geodesic segments in the
{a™)-orbit of v make an angle of at least = with each other at v, which concludes

the proof. O
Proof of Lemma 3.6. : This now follows from Lemmas 3.8, 3.9 and 3.10. O
Proof of Lemma 8.2. This now follows from Lemmas 3.5, and 3.6. (]

4. THE TITS ALTERNATIVE

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem A. To that end, we will use the
following classification of the subgroup of Ar:

Proposition 4.1. Let H be a subgroup of Ar. Then one of the following holds:

H contains two elliptic elements with disjoint fized-point sets,
H is purely loxodromic,

H is contained in a parabolic subgroup of Ar, or

H stabilises some standard tree of Dr.

We first show how Proposition 4.1 implies Theorem A:

Proof of Theorem A. By Proposition 4.1, we have four cases to consider. If H
contains two elliptic elements with disjoint fixed-point sets, H contains a non-
abelian free subgroup by Proposition C. If H is purely loxdromic, H satisfies the
Tits Alternative by [OP21, Corollary C]. If H is contained in a parabolic subgroup,
then by Lemmas 2.5 and 2.7 it is in particular contained in a group that is either
trivial, infinite cyclic, or virtually isomorphic to Z x F}. Since such groups satisfy
the Tits Alternative, so does H. Finally, if H stabilises some standard tree of Dr,
then H is contained in a subgroup isomorphic to Z x F} by Lemma 2.18. Since
such a group satisfy the Tits Alternative, so does H. O

The rest of this section is thus devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.1.

Definition 4.2. We say that a subgroup H of Ar is purely elliptic if all elements
of H act elliptically on Dr, purely loxodromic if all non-trivial elements of H
act loxodromically on Dr, and mixed otherwise.

We start by focusing on mixed subgroups of Ar.

Lemma 4.3. A mized subgroup of Ar either contains two elliptic elements with
disjoint fized-point sets or stabilises some standard tree of Dr.

We start with a few intermediate results:

Lemma 4.4. Let H be a subgroup of Ar. If H contains a vertex-ellipitic element
a and a lozodromic element b, then H contains two elliptic elements with disjoint
fixed-point sets.

Proof. Let a be a vertex-elliptic element of Ar, and let b be a loxodromic element
of Ar. Then bab~! is vertex-elliptic with fixed-point set the vertex b- Fix(a). Since
b is loxodromic, the vertices b - Fix(a) and Fix(a) are distinct. Thus, the elliptic
elements a and bab~! are two elements of H with disjoint fixed-point sets. O

Lemma 4.5. Let H be a subgroup of Ar. If H contains two tree-elliptic elements
with distinct corresponding trees T, T that intersect non-trivially, then H contains
a vertex-elliptic element with fized-set the vertex T NT".
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Proof. Let a and b be two tree-elliptic elements such that the standard trees Fix(a)
and Fix(b) are distinct and intersect along a vertex v. Let us denote by v the
intersection Fix(a) N Fix(b), which is a type 2 vertex by Lemma 2.17. Up to the
action of the group, we can assume that the stabiliser of v is a standard parabolic
subgroup (s, t), and a,b are conjugates of powers of s or ¢ of the form

a=gz"g ', b=hy™h™! for some g,h € (s,t), m,n € Z, x,y € {s,t}

Let us show that the element a™b™" € H is vertex-elliptic with fixed-vertex the
vertex v. We already have that a™b™" fixes v. By contradiction, if a”b~"™ was a
tree-elliptic element in the stabiliser of v, we would have an equation of the form

g™ g thy ™h Tl = k2’k7! for some k € (s,t), L € Z, z € {s,t}

Applying to this equation the homomorphism ¢ : Ay — Z sending every standard
generator to 1 would yield ¢ = 0, hence a™ = b". By Lemma 2.16, this would imply
that

Fix(a) = Fix(a™) = Fix(b") = Fix(b),
contradicting the fact that the trees Fix(a) and Fix(b) are distinct. O

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Let H be a mixed subgroup of Ar. If H contains a vertex-
elliptic element, then H contains two elliptic elements with disjoint fixed-point sets
by Lemma 4.4.

If H contains two tree-elliptic elements with distinct corresponding trees, then
either these trees are disjoint or they intersect. In the former case, H contains
two elliptic elements with disjoint fixed-point sets. In the latter case, H contains
a vertex-elliptic element by Lemma 4.5, hence two elliptic elements with disjoint
fixed-point sets by Lemma 4.4.

Otherwise, all tree-elliptic elements of H have the same standard tree T'. Let h
be such a tree-elliptic element of H. An element g € H sends the tree T = Fix(h)
to the tree Fix(ghg—!), which is also equal to T since ghg~! € H. In particular, H
stabilises 7. (]

We now study purely elliptic subgroups:

Lemma 4.6. A purely elliptic subgroup of Ar is contained in a parabolic subgroup

Of AF.

Proof. Given two non-trivial elements a,b € H, their fixed-point sets must intersect,
for otherwise Remark 3.3 guarantees the existence of loxodromic elements in H.
Suppose that H contains a vertex-elliptic element, with fixed vertex denoted v.
Since H does not contain loxodromic elements, it follows from Proposition C that
every element of H fixes v, hence H is contained in a parabolic subgroup.
Suppose now that H contains two tree-elliptic elements with distinct fixed-
trees (which intersect by the above), then H contains a vertex-elliptic element by
Lemma 4.5, and from the above paragraph H is contained in a parabolic subgroup.
The last case to consider is that all non-trivial elements of H are tree-elliptic
with the same fixed tree. In that case, H is contained in the stabiliser of any edge
of that tree, and hence H is contained in a parabolic subgroup. O

Proof of Proposition 4.1. A subgroup of Ar is either purely loxodromic, mixed, or
purely elliptic. The result is thus a consequence of Lemmas 4.3 and 4.6. (]
5. SUBGROUPS GENERATED BY TWO POWERS

In this section, we prove Theorem B. For the remainder of this section, Ar will
denote a two-dimensional Artin group of hyperbolic type.
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5.1. The coned-off Deligne complex. The following modification of the Deligne
complex was introduced in [MP22] in order to make two-dimensional Artin groups
of hyperbolic type act acylindrically on some hyperbolic complex.

Definition 5.1 (|[MP22, Definition 4.8]). The coned-off Deligne complex Dr is
the simplicial complex obtained from Dr by coning-off every standard tree of Dr.
That is, B[‘ is the flag simplicial complex whose 1-skeleton is obtained from the
1-skeleton of Dr by adding a new vertex vy for every standard tree T' of Dr, and
by adding an edge between vy and each vertex of T'.

The main features of this complex are summarised below:

Theorem 5.2 ([MP22, Proposition 4.8]). Let Ar be a two-dimensional Artin
group of hyperbolic type. Then the coned-off Deligne complex Dr admits an Ar-
equivariant piecewise-hyperbolic metric such that Dr is a CAT(—1) space.

Theorem 5.3 ([MP22, Theorem A]). Let Ar be a two-dimensional Artin group
of hyperbolic type. Then the action of Ar on the coned-off Deligne complex Dr is
acylindrical.

5.2. The proof of Wise’s Power Alternative. As before, we will split the proof
into several cases, depending on whether a and b act elliptically or loxodromically
on Dr. We start with an elementary observation:

Lemma 5.4. A subgroup of the form Z x Fy, where Fy is a finitely generated free
group, satisfies Wise’s Power Alternative.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the fact that right-angled Artin group satisfy
Wise’s Power Alternative [Bau81]. O

Lemma 5.5. Parabolic subgroups of Ar satisfy Wise’s Power Alternative.

Proof. We know that vertex stabilisers are either trivial (for type 0 vertices), infinite
cyclic (for type 1 vertices), or virtually isomorphic to a product of the form Z x Fj
(for type 2 vertices, by Lemma 2.7). The result is clear for stabilisers of type O or
type 1 vertices, so it is enough to consider the stabiliser of a type 2 vertex . Since
such a stabiliser contains a finite index subgroup of the form Z x Fj, for some k > 1,
we can choose n > 1 so that a™,b" belong to such a product Z x Fy. The result
now follows from Lemma 5.4. O

Elliptic-elliptic. We start with the case of two elliptic elements:

Lemma 5.6. Let a,b € Ar be two elliptic elements. Then there exists an integer
n > 1 such that a™ and b™ either commute or generate a non-abelian free group.

Proof. If the fixed-point sets Fix(a) and Fix(b) are disjoint, then the result follows
from Proposition C. Otherwise, a and b fix a point of the Deligne complex Dr.
Since the action is without inversion, a and b fix a vertex, hence they are contained
in some parabolic subgroup of Ar. The result now follows from Lemma 5.5. O

Loxodromic-loxdromic. We now consider the case of two loxodromic elements.

Lemma 5.7. Let a,b € Ar be two loxodromic elements. Then there exists an
integer n > 1 such that a™ and b™ either commute or generate a non-abelian free
group.

Lemma 5.8. An element g € Ar acts lozodromically on Br‘ if and only if it does
not stabilise a vertex of Dr or a standard tree of Dr.
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Proof. Since Dr has finitely many isometry types of simplices by construction, an
clement of Ar acts either elliptically or loxodromically by [Bri99, Theorem BJ. If an
element g € Ar acts elliptically on Dr, it must fix a point since Dr is CAT(—1) by
Theorem 5.2. Since the action is without inversion, it fixes a vertex. This vertex is
either a vertex of Dr or is an apex of a cone over a standard tree T'. In the former
case, g fixes a vertex of Dr. In the latter case, g stabilises the standard tree 7. O

We will need the following result from CAT(—1) geometry, which is a variant of
[Kap01, Lemma 3.10]:

Lemma 5.9. For every triple of constants r,¢,e > 0, there exists a constant L > 0
such that the following holds: Let Y be a CAT(—1) space, and let v,y be two
geodesics of Y that stay r-close on a distance at least L. Then there are two sub-
segments v1 C v and vy C ' of length at least £ and which are e-close.

Recall that the Deligne complex Dr is CAT(—1) by Theorem 2.6, so in particular
every loxodromic element admits a unique axis. We will need the following result,
which generalises a well-known result about groups acting geometrically on a proper
hyperbolic space:

Lemma 5.10. Let b,b' € Ar be two elements acting lozodromically on Dr, with
azes A, N respectively. Then either A = A, or the limit sets A and A’ are disjoint
in ODr. (In the latter case, AN B(A',r) is bounded for every r > 0.)

Proof. We consider two cases, depending on whether b stabilises a standard tree
of DF.

Case 1: Let us first assume that b stabilises a standard tree T', so in particular
A is contained in T. Suppose that A and A’ share a point at infinity. Since Dr
has finitely many isometry types of cells, there exists a constant € such that the
only edges of Dr contained in the e-neighbourhood N (A) of A are precisely the
edges of A. Since A’ and A share a point at infinity, it follows from Lemma 5.9
that A’ N N:(A) is unbounded, hence A’ N A is unbounded by construction of e.
Since b, acts by translation on A, A’ respectively, there exists at least one edge e
of AN A’ C T and integers n,m € Z such that b - e = (b')"™ - e. By Lemma 2.18,
the stabiliser of an edge of T is the pointwise stabiliser of the whole tree T. We can
thus write b = (')™h, where h is an element fixing 7" pointwise. We thus have

A = Axis(b") = Axis(())™h) = Axis(())™) = A’

Case 2: Let us now consider the case where b does not stabilise any standard
tree of Dr. Since b does not stabilise a point of Dr or a standard tree of Dr, 1t acts
loxodromically on D]“ by Lemma 5.8. Since in addition the action of Ar on Dp is
acylindrical by Theorem 5.3, it follows in particular that b is a WPD element for
this action. Since the inclusion map Dr — Dr is Lipschitz, it is straightforward to
check that b is also a WPD element for the action of Ar on Dr.

Suppose that A and A’ share a point at infinity. Then, the axes b*A’, k > 0,
also share a common point at infinity. Since b acts on Dr as a WPD element, let
L, N > 0 be integers such that for a sub-segment « of A of length at least L, there
are at most N elements g € Ar such that v and gy are at Hausdorff distance at
most 1 + |b]. Since b°A’,..., bV A’ share the same unique point at infinity, we can
choose a subsegment v C A of length L that is in the 1-neighbourhood of each
OA’,...,bN A’ by Lemma 5.9. In particular, we can pick integers o, ..., ¢y such
that each segment b°(b')%0, ... ™ (b')*~~ is within Hausdorff distance 14 |b| of .
(see Figure 5)
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b2 A’
b2y
bA’
by
b2 (b/)ég,y
b(b') 1y
A Y

FIGURE 5. A portion of the axes A’, bA’, and b?A’ together
with the geodesic segments v (in purple), b(d')**y (in green)
and b%(b')* (in yellow).

By construction of L and N, this means in particular that there exists two
integers j # j/ such that b7 ()% = bj'(b’)ej’. Thus, we have an equality of the form
bP = (b')? for some non-zero integers p, ¢. It now follows that A = A’. O

Proof of Lemma 5.7. Let A, A’ denote the axes of a, b respectively. By Lemma 5.10,
we either have A = A’ or their 9A N IA’ = @. In the latter case, it is a standard
consequence of the North-South dynamics of hyperbolic geometry that sufficiently
large powers of a and b generate a free subgroup.

Let us now assume A = A’. First consider the case where these axes are contained
in a standard tree of the form Fix(c) for ¢ some conjugate of a standard generator,
then both a and b send edges of A C Fix(c) to edges of A C Fix(c). It thus
follows from Lemma 2.17 that a and b stabilise Fix(c), hence belong to C(c) by
Lemma 2.18. Since this subgroup is isomorphic to a direct product of the form
Z x Fy, by Lemma 2.18, the result now follows from Lemma 5.4.

Let us now consider the case where the axes A = A’ are not contained in any
standard tree. It follows from Theorem 5.3 that a and b act loxodromically on the
coned-off space Dr. Moreover, the image of A = A’ in Dr defines a quasi-line stable
under (b) and (V). In particular, the axes of b and b’ have the same limit set in dDr,,
which we still denote A = A’ for simplicity. Since Ar acts acylindrically on the
hyperbolic space Dr by Theorem 5.3, it follows that the stabiliser of JA is virtually
cyclic. Thus, there exists an integer n > 1 such that a™ and b™ commute. O

Loxdromic-elliptic. We finally consider the mixed case of a loxdromic element
and an elliptic element.

Lemma 5.11. Let a € Ar be an element acting elliptically on Dr, and let b € Ap
be an element acting loxodromically on Drp. Then there exists an integer n > 1
such that a™ and b™ either commute or generate a non-abelian free group.

This case is more involved and will require some preliminary results. The key
result from hyperbolic geometry we will use is the following:

Lemma 5.12. Let X be a d-hyperbolic space, let a be an elliptic isometry of X,
and let b be a loxodromic isometry of X with axis A. Suppose that for every r > 0,
there exists a constant C(r) such that for every non-zero integer k, the diameter of
a* AN B(A,r) is at most C(r). Then there exists an integer n > 1 such that a and
b"™ generate a free group.
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Proof. This is proved by playing ping-pong. Since b acts loxodromically with limit
set A = {b*,b"} in OX, we pick disjoint neighbourhoods UT,U~ of b*,b™ re-
spectively in X U9X. Let V := (X U9dX) — (Ut UU™), which we can assume
non-empty.

By the North-South dynamics of loxodromic isometries in hyperbolic spaces, we
choose an integer n > 1 such that for every positive integer k

v (vuUt) cut
and
bRt (VUUT)c U
Moreover, the hypothesis on the (a)-translates of A implies that we can further
assume that for every non-zero integer k, we have
dAFUTUUT)CV
Let w be a non-trivial reduced word in a and b". To prove the lemma, it is
enough to show that w defines a non-trivial element of Apr. Up to conjugating by
a power of b, we can assume that w starts with a positive power of b. If w ends
with a non-trivial power of a, then the above inclusions imply by ping-pong that
w-U~ C UT. If w ends with a non-trivial power of b, then the above inclusions
imply by ping-pong that w -V C UT. In any case, the word w defines a group
element that acts non-trivially on X, hence is non-trivial. O

In order to prove Lemma 5.11, we thus need to show that certain translates of
the axis of a loxodromic element have “small coarse overlaps”. We will start by
proving the following slightly more general statement:

Lemma 5.13. Let A be the axis of a lozodromic element b € Ap. For every r > 0,
there exists a constant C' = C(r,b) such that for every g € Ar, we either have
g\ = A or the diameter of gA N B(A,r) is at most C.

We split the proof of Proposition 5.13 into two cases depending on whether b
stabilises a standard tree of Dr:

Lemma 5.14. Let A be the axis of a loxodromic element b € Ar, and assume that
b does not stabilise any standard tree. For every r > 0, there exists a constant
C = C(r,b) such that for every g € Ar, we either have gA = A or the diameter of
gA N B(A,r) is at most C.

Proof. We know from Theorems 5.2 and 5.3 that Ar acts acylindrically (and cocom-
pactly) on the CAT(—1) space Dr. Moreover, an element that does not stabilise
a point of Dr or a standard tree of Dr acts loxodromically on ﬁ[‘ by Lemma 5.8.
Thus, b acts loxodromically on ﬁp. Since the action of Ar on ﬁp is acylindrical, it
follows in particular that b is a WPD element for this action. Since the inclusion
map Dp — Dr is Lipschitz, it is straightforward to check that b is also a WPD
element for the action of Ar on Dr. Let zg € A be a point of the axis A. For an
integer n > 1, we set define the geodesic segment =, = [zq, b" o] C A. Since b is a
WPD element for the action of Ar on Dr, for every r > 0 there exists an integer
N(r) > 1 such that there exist only finitely many elements g € Ar such that vy,
and gyn(r) are at Hausdorff distance at most r from one another. Let N be the
constant associated with 1 + [b|, and let v := vy be the corresponding geodesic
segment. Let us denote by g1,...,9, € Ar the finitely many elements of Ar such
that vn and g; vy are at Hausdorfl distance at most 1 + |b] from one another.

By Lemma 5.9, we can choose a constant L, which we can assume greater than
|b], such that if two geodesic segments of Dr stay r-close for a distance at least L,
then they stay 1-close for a distance at least 3|y|.
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Let g € Ar be an element and assume that the diameter of gA N B(A,r) is at
least L. By construction of L, this means in particular that A and gA 1-fellow-travel
for a distance greater than 3|vy|. Let v C A and 72 C gA be two sub-segments of
length 3|v| at Hausdorff distance at most 1. We can now choose integers k,¢ € Z
such that %y C v, and gb’y C 72, and such that b*y and gb’y are within 1 + |b|
Hausdorff distance from one another. By construction of the g;’s, there exists an
integer 1 < i < n such that b=*gb* = g;.

For every 1 < ¢ < n such that g;A # A, we thus introduce the constant

Ci = |ngmB(A,7’)|,

which is finite by Lemma 5.10. Since b=*gb’ = ¢; and b acts by translations on A,
it follows that gA # A if and only if g; A # A. If g;A # A, we thus get

l9A N BA,7)| = b~ gb"A N B(A,7)] = |g:d 0 B(A,7)| = €
It thus follows that gA = A or |[gA N B(A,r)| < max(L,Ch,...,Cp). O

Lemma 5.15. Let A be the azis of a loxodromic element b € Ar, and assume that
b stabilises a standard tree. For every r > 0, there exists a constant C := C(r,b)
such that for every g € Ar, we either have gA = A or the diameter of gA N B(A, )
is at most C.

Proof. We start by proving the following intermediate result:

Claim. For every r > 0 there exists a constant C(r) such that if A and gA stay
r-close on a distance at least C(r), then g stabilises the tree T.

Since Dr has finitely many isometry types of simplices, there exists a constant
€, which depends only on the space Dr, such that the only edges of Dr contained
in the e-neighbourhood of T are precisely the edges of T'. Moreover, let o denote
the smallest length of an edge of Dr.

By Lemma 5.9, we choose a constant ¢ := £(r,e,«) such that if two geodesics
of Dr stay r-close on a distance at least ¢, then they stay e-close on a distance at
least 3a.

Suppose that A and gA stay r-close on a distance at least £. By construction of
¢ and € we have that gA and A coincide on a sub-path of length at least 3a, hence
gA and A share an edge, by construction of «. It follows that g sends some edge
of T to some edge of T', and Lemma 2.18 inow implies that g stabilises T', proving
the Claim.

Let us now assume that A and gA stay r-close on a distance at least C(r), as
defined in the Claim above. From the above Claim, we have that g acts by isometries
on the tree T', and it particular it sends the line A C T to the line gA = Axis(gbg™1).
Since A and gA stay r-close in Dr and T is a convex subcomplex of Dr, it follows
that A and gA stay r-close in T'. Without loss of generality, we can further assume
that C'(r) > 2r+2|b|+1. From the above, it follows that ANgA contains a geodesic
segment + that is the concatenation of exactly 2|b| + 1 edges. Let us denote by e
the central edge of 7. Then, since b and gb*'g~! are hyperbolic isometries of T
with axes A and gA respectively and identical translation length |b|, we can choose
a € {—1,1} such that b and gb%g~* send e to the same edge of . Thus, the element
h == b"1(gb%g~!) belongs to Stab(e), hence it acts trivially on 7' by Lemma 2.18.
In particular, we have that Axis(bh) = A = Axis(b). Since we have gb®g~! = bh, it
follows that

gA = Axis(gh“g™!) = Axis(bh) = A.
Thus, we get gA = A or the diameter of gA N B(A,r) is at most C(r). O
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Proof of Proposition 5.13. This now follows from Lemmas 5.14 and 5.15. O
We are now ready to prove Lemma 5.11:

Proof of Lemma 5.11. First assume that the axis A of b is contained in Fix(a). In
particular, the element a must be tree-elliptic. Since b sends an edge of A C Fix(a)
to an edge of A C Fix(a), it follows from Lemma 2.18 that b € C(a). Thus, a and
b commute, and we are done.

Let us now consider the case where the axis the axis A of b is not contained in
Fix(a). Let us check that a*A # A for all integers k # 0. Suppose by contradiction
that a*A = A for some non-zero integer k. Then a* fixes some point € Dr as
a* acts elliptically on the CAT(—1) space Dr, and it also stabilises the geodesic
line A by assumption. In particular, it follows that a* fixes pointwise the unique
geodesic from 2 to A. Thus, a” stabilises the line A and fixes a point in it. It now
follows that a?" fixes pointwise A, hence A C Fix(a?*) = Fix(a), the latter equality
following from Lemma 2.16. This was excluded by assumption.

Thus, a*A # A for all integers k # 0, and it follows from Lemma 5.13 that
for every r > 0 there exists a constant C(r) such that for every non-zero integer
k, the diameter of a*A N B(A,r) is at most C(r). The result now follows from
Lemma 5.12. (|

Proof of Theorem B. This now follows from Lemmas 5.6, 5.7, and 5.11. O
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