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CLASS NUMBER FOR PSEUDO-ANOSOVS
FRANCOIS DAHMANI AND MAHAN MJ

ABSTRACT. Given two automorphisms of a group G, one is interested in knowing
whether they are conjugate in the automorphism group of G, or in the abstract
commensurator of G, and how these two properties may differ. When G is the
fundamental group of a closed orientable surface, we present a uniform finiteness
theorem for the class of pseudo-Anosov automorphisms. We present an explicit
example of a commensurably conjugate pair of pseudo-Anosov automorphisms of
a genus 3 surface, that are not conjugate in the mapping class group, and we also
show that infinitely many pairwise non-commuting pseud-Anosov automorphisms
have class number equal to one. In the appendix, we briefly survey the Latimer-
MacDuffee theorem that addresses the case of automorphisms of Z™, with a point
of view that is suited to an analogy with surface group automorphisms.

1. INTRODUCTION: COMMENSURATED CONJUGACY

When G is a group (or any structure), a natural problem is to classify the conjugacy
classes in its automorphism group Aut (G). A familiar example is G = Z", for which
Aut (G) ~ GL,(Z).

The abstract commensurator Comm (G) of G is the group of equivalence classes
of isomorphisms between two finite index subgroups of G, where two such auto-
morphisms ¢, ¢o are declared to be equivalent if they agree on further finite index
subgroups.

There is a natural homomorphism from Aut (G) to Comm (G). It need not be
injective, but in many cases of interest it is. In general, Comm (G) is much larger
than the image of Aut(G). In our familiar example, Comm (Z") ~ GL,(Q). Of
course, with linear algebra, conjugation in GL,(Q) is more easily understood than
in GL,(Z). (See [27] for instance for more details on commensurators in solvable Lie

groups. )
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For a group G, and ¢ € Aut (G), let [¢] denote the image of ¢ in Comm (G). We
define the commensurated-conjugacy class of ¢ to be the set of automorphisms of G
that are conjugate to [¢] in Comm (G), and we say that these automorphisms are
commensurably conjugate to ¢. Any commensurated-conjugacy class is a union of
Aut (G)-conjugacy classes.

Questions. When are the commensurated-conjugacy classes strictly larger than Aut (G)-
conjugacy classes? When do they consist of finitely many Aut (G)-conjugacy classes?

We call the number of Aut (G)-conjugacy classes in the commensurated-conjugacy
class of ¢, the class number of ¢. This terminology is suggested and supported by
our familiar example, as we explain now.

Let G = Z", so that Aut(G) = GL,(Z), and Comm (G) = GL,(Q). Choose
¢ € GL,(Z) such that its characteristic polynomial x € Z[X] is irreducible over
Z. All ¥ € GL,(Z) with the same characteristic polynomial as ¢ are conjugate to
¢ in GL,(C), hence in GL,(Q) as well. Thus, they are commensurably conjugate.
The Latimer-MacDuffee theorem [17, 28] states that the GL,(Z)-conjugacy classes
of such elements are in correspondence with the ideal classes of the ring Z[X]/(x)-
Their cardinality, which is the order of the ideal class monoid of the ring, is called
the class number of the ring. In other words, the class number of ¢ in our sense, is
the class number of the ring Z[X]/(x). It is finite for all ¢ € GL,(Z), larger than
the class number of the ring of integers Og[x]/(y), and it is greater than 2 if and only
if the ring is not a principal ideal domain.

It is worth mentioning that finiteness of class numbers is not true in general. A
countable group in which the class number of an automorphism is not finite is the
infinite direct product of copies of Z/3: the automorphisms that are identity on
finitely many copies, and flips on all the other copies, are all commensurably equal,
but not conjugate.

We turn our attention to non-abelian counterparts of the groups Z". There are
two celebrated and important such classes: finite rank non-abelian free groups, and
fundamental groups of surfaces of higher genus. In this work we will consider the
latter.

Consider a closed orientable surface Y of genus g > 2. The extended mapping
class group of ¥ is the homeomorphism group of ¥ quotiented by its component of
identity Homeo(X)/ Homeoy(X). By the Dehn-Nielsen-Baer theorem [11, Chapter
8], it is isomorphic to the outer automorphism group of 7;(X). However in order to
make sense of commensuration, one must work at the level of automorphisms rather
than outer automorphisms — in particular one needs a base point p in >. We have:

Aut (m1(X, p)) = Out (m1(X2)) > MCG*(X)
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The Nielsen-Thurston classification of mapping classes of 3 distinguishes finite or-
der mapping classes, reducible mapping classes, and pseudo-Anosov mapping classes.
It is appropriate to regard pseudo-Anosov mapping classes as the correct placeholders
for truly irreducible mapping classes.

Definition 1.1. We will say that an automorphism is a pseudo-Anosov if its image
in the mapping class group under the above surjective homomorphism is a pseudo-
Anosov mapping class.

We establish the following uniform finiteness for class numbers of pseudo-Anosov
automorphisms.

Theorem 1.2. If ¢ is a pseudo-Anosov automorphism of the fundamental group of
a closed orientable surface of genus g = 2, its class number is finite, bounded above

by ((168(g — 1))!)?.

We think that it is striking that our bound does not depend on ¢. For comparison,
in the case of Aut (Z?) ~ GLy(Z), by [17, 28], one encounters class numbers of certain
rings of integers of real quadratic fields, which are conjectured to have interesting (but
elusive) behavior: Gauss’ class number problem conjectures that infinitely many such
class numbers are 1, but these numbers are unbounded when the field extension varies
among real quadratic extensions, as proved by Montgomery and Weinberger [22] and
quantitatively suggested by Cohen and Lenstra’s heuristics [9], and its revision by
Bartel and Lenstra [3]. We explain in the appendix that the class numbers of elements
of GLy(Z) are indeed finite but unbounded, an argument explained to us by Sara
Checcoli.

Finiteness of the class number of a pseudo-Anosov is not a surprise. Here is a sim-
ple argument. Given ¢ a pseudo-Anosov automorphism on a surface ¥, the stretch
factor, or entropy, T}mgo log |¢™(7v)|/n does not depend on v # 1 in the fundamen-

tal group, nor on the metric up to quasi-isometry. Hence it is an invariant of the
commensurated-conjugacy class of ¢. It also equals the translation length of ¢ in the
Teichmiiller space of the associated surface, and there are finitely many conjugacy
classes of a pseudo-Anosov that can have such translation length.  (See [10] for
much finer results on counting closed geodesics in moduli space.) Hence there can
only be finitely many conjugacy classes of ¢ in the commensurated-conjugacy class
of . This argument does not, however, provide any uniform bound.

Our upper bound is very likely non-optimal. It seems that an optimal bound would
be given in terms of the value of a subgroup-growth function of certain orbifolds.
These are difficult to estimate sharply, see [19].

Examples of commensurably conjugate automorphisms that are not conjugate are
not immediate. Our result and methods however suggest a ‘recipe’ for producing
examples of non-conjugate pseudo-Anosov automorphisms that are commensurably
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conjugate. We look at the induced action on the abelianization: elements that are
already conjugate in Aut (G) would necessarily be conjugate in Aut (G/[G, G]), and
in the latter group, linear algebra tools may be applied to disprove the existence of
such a conjugacy.

Theorem 1.3. Let 3 be a closed orientable surface of genus 3, with a base point
p, and G = m(3,p). There exist ¢ and ¢ pseudo-Anosov automorphisms of G that
are commensurably conjugate but whose images in Aut (G/|G,G]) are not commen-
surably conjugate. In particular ¢ and 1 are not conjugate in Aut (G).

Gauss famously conjectures (in his ‘class number problem’) that infinitely many
real quadratic extensions of QQ have class number equal to one [26]. We observe that
in our non-abelian analogue, the corresponding question can be settled.

Theorem 1.4. There are infinitely many commensurated classes of automorphisms
of hyperbolic 2-orbifolds, that have class number one.

Summary of the paper. After introducing the mapping tori involved and their
relation to commensurated conjugacy (in Section 2), we discuss in Section 3 their
representations as lattices in PSLy(C). We show that, for different commensurably
conjugate automorphisms, the groups of the mapping tori have representations that
commensurate the image of the surface group in PSLy(C). We then use a result of
Leininger, Long and Reid [18] on the discreteness of the commensurator in PSLy(C)
of such an image, to obtain that all such representations land in a single lattice, and
we obtain Proposition 3.6. After finishing this work, we learned of the related, but
more restrictive notion of fibered commensurability investigated by Calegari, Sun
and Wang [7, Section 2]. We then prove our main theorem at the end of Section
3. In Section 4 we provide an explicit example, and a recipe for general examples.
In Section 5 we address the class number one situation, proving Theorem 1.4. We
thought it worthwhile to attach an appendix, in which the algebraic number theory
relevant to the situation of Z" is briefly presented, in a way that allows for an analogy
with geometry and the case of surface group automorphisms. We briefly survey orders
and ideal classes, provide an argument, explained to us by Sara Checcoli, as to why
the class numbers of matrices in GLo(Z) are unbounded. We also explain a variant of
Latimer-MacDuffee’s proof that allows for a geometric perspective on the situation,
and is suited to an analogy with surface group automorphisms. Finally, we explain
this analogy and its limitations.

Acknowledgments. The authors thank the referee for valuable comments, and sug-
gestions. The first author would like to thank Edgar Bering and Sara Checcoli for
discussions.
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2. FUNDAMENTAL GROUPS OF MAPPING TORI

Lemma 2.1. If ¢, 1 are automorphisms of G in the same commensurated-conjugacy
class, there exists H, H' of finite index in G, and an isomorphism o : H — H' such
that, Y(H) = H,¢(H') = H', Y|y = a~t o ¢ o aly, where |z denotes restriction to
H .

Proof. Let [a] € Comm (G) such that in Comm (G), [¢] = [a] ™" [¢] [@]. Realize [a]
by an isomorphism « : T} — T, for T3, T finite index subgroups of G.

Since [¢] = [a] ™! [¢] [a], there is a further finite index subgroup Y; of T} on which
alopoa=1. Let Yy = a(Y}). Observe that 1(Y;) must be in T} but is perhaps
not Yj.

Let H denote the intersection of all subgroups in the Aut (G)-orbit of Y}, and H’
its image under a. Then H, H' are also of finite index. By construction, ¢ preserves
H (as well as every automorphism). We still have o' o ¢poa = 1) after to restriction
H. Tt follows that ¢(H') = H'.

0]

Given ¢ € Aut (G), set (ts) to be an abstract infinite cyclic group, and consider
Iy = G x4 {ty). In this semi-direct product, we say that G is the fiber.

Remark 2.2. This terminology is inspired by the motivating example in this paper,
where G = m1(S5) with S a closed surface. Suppose that ¢ : S — S is a homeo-
morphism, so that ¢ equals the automorphism of GG induced by ® after choosing a
base-point appropriately. Let M denote the 3-manifold given by the mapping torus
of ®. Then I'y is the fundamental group of M. Thus, from a topological point of
view, the relevant object to be considered is the mapping torus M. But for the
purposes of this section, it suffices to consider only the fundamental group of M.

Lemma 2.3. If ¢, 1 are automorphisms of G in the same commensurated-conjugacy
class, then, I'y and I'y, are commensurable by a homomorphism commensurating the

fiber.

Proof. Let H, H' be the subgroups obtained in the previous Lemma. We make semi-
direct products H x4 (s) and H' x4 (g). These two groups are isomorphic by an
isomorphism restricting to @ on H and sending s to q. Moreover these two groups
embed as finite index subgroups of I', and I'y, sending s and ¢ respectively to ¢,, and
to. O

3. SURFACE GROUPS AND PSEUDO-ANOSOV AUTOMORPHISMS

Recall that in a group A, an element «a is in the A-commensurator of a subgroup
B if aBa™! n B has finite index in B.
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Lemma 3.1. Let G be the fundamental group of a closed orientable surface of genus
g = 2. If ¢ and Y are automorphisms of G in the same commensurated-conjugacy
class, and if ¢ determines a pseudo-Anosov mapping class, then 1 does as well.

Proof. By Thurston’s hyperbolization of mapping tori [29, Section 5] (see case (iii)
of [29, Theorem 0.1]), the group I'y is isomorphic to a lattice in PSL, C, hence it
is word-hyperbolic. Therefore I'y, is as well, by the quasi-isometry induced by the
commensuration. Hence 1) determines a pseudo-Anosov mapping class. O

Lemma 3.2. There are faithful representations py, py of I'y and 'y, into PSLy(C),
such that for all h € H, py(h) = pg(a(h)) and ps(ts) = py(ty).
Moreover, given py, the representation py satisfying the above is unique.

Proof. Consider the two uniform lattice representations py, py of I'y and Iy, respec-
tively, into PSL, C.

The images contain isomorphic uniform sublattices, images of H x{s) and H' x{q)
(following the notation of Lemma 2.3). Through the isomorphism between these two
groups, one may see them as lattice representations of the same group H x {s).
Therefore, by Mostow rigidity [21, Theorem 12.1], one may conjugate p, so that for
all he H, pu(h) = po(a(h)) and also py(g) = po(s).

Uniqueness follows also from Mostow rigidity [21, Theorem 12.1]: two such rep-
resentations py, pj, must be conjugate by a conjugator centralizing py(H), but this
latter group is Zariski dense in PSLy(C), hence its centralizer is the center of PSLy(7Z)
which is trivial. ]

Lemma 3.3. Assume 11,15 are both automorphisms of G, in the commensurated-
conjugacy class of ¢.

If py, (G) = py, (G), then 1y, are in the same Aut(G)-conjugacy class.
Proof. Since py, (ty,) = py,(ty,), therefore pill o py, is an automorphism of G that
tautologically conjugates the automorphism of G given by ,01;11 oady, (t,,)© Py, tO

—1
Py ©ap, (1) © Py [
The following lemma is not crucial, but we record it.

Lemma 3.4. Assume 11,19 are both automorphisms of G, in the commensurated-
conjugacy class of ¢. If 1,1 are in the same Aut(G)-conjugacy class of ¢, then
Py (G) = sz(G)

In particular, if ) is conjugate to ¢ by a € Aut (G), on the entire G, then p, =
ps o on G, while in comparison with the previous case, the equality held only after
restriction to H.

Proof. The groups I'y, and I'y, are isomorphic by an isomorphism that sends the
fiber to the fiber and ¢y, to t,,. Therefore, there is a representation pj;, of I'y, that
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has the same image as py,. Further, the fibers have same image, as do ty,,t,,. Since
Py (ty) = po(ty), this representation satisfies the properties required for py, (as
defined in Lemma 3.2). By uniqueness of py, from Lemma 3.2, py, = p;, and we
have the result. 0

Let 1 be in the commensurated-conjugacy class of ¢. The representation p,, sends
G to a subgroup of PSLy(C) that is normalized by py(ts) and intersects p,(G) in
a common finite index subgroup. After passing to a further common finite index
subgroup Y, we may assume that Y is normal in the group generated by pys(G) U
py(G), hence the quotient (ps(G) U py(G))/Y is isomorphic to a quotient of the
abstract free product ps(G)/Y = py(G)/Y. In principle this could still be infinite.
However, this is not the case, as we argue below in Proposition 3.5 and the first
claim of Proposition 3.6.

Observe that the limit set of py(G) in the sphere at infinity is the whole sphere
OH?3, since it is a normal subgroup in a lattice. Since it has infinite index in the said
lattice, it has infinite co-volume in its action on H3. We may apply [18, Theorem
1.1], or equivalently [23, Theorem 3.5], to obtain that the (PSLy C)-commensurator
of py(G) is a uniform lattice A, containing ps(L').

Proposition 3.5. For all v in the commensurated-conjugacy class of ¢, the group
(pp(G) U py(G) U {ps(ts)}) is a uniform lattice that surjects onto Z with kernel

(ps(G) L pu(G)).
In particular, {ps(G) U py(G)) is virtually a hyperbolic surface group.

Proof. Every element of p,(G) is in the (PSLy C)-commensurator of ps(G) since the
latter has a finite index subgroup which is a normal finite index subgroup of py(G).
Therefore, py,(G) © Ay, and {p4s(G) U py(G) U {ps(ts)}) = Ap. Since it contains the
uniform lattice py(I'y), it is also a uniform lattice.

The obvious map sending py(ts) to 1 and py(G) U py(G) to 0 extends to a homo-
morphism A to Z.

By Selberg’s lemma, there is a torsion free finite index subgroup F' of {ps(G) u
py(G)). Observe, though it is not directly useful, that the finite index of F' is
uniformly bounded, if Selberg’s lemma is applied to A,. Considering the quotient of
H? by F', the Tameness Theorem [6, 1] and Canary’s Covering Theorem [8] imply
that I is a closed surface group. Observe that the conclusion can be also drawn from
Stallings’” Theorem [25] applied to a torsion-free finite index subgroup of {p4(G) U
py(G) U {ps(ts)}), which projects onto Z with finitely generated kernel.

It follows that {ps(G) U py(G)) is virtually the fundamental group of a hyperbolic
surface. Further, (ps(G) U py(G)) is contained in a finite index supergroup N, the
kernel of the homomorphism h constructed above. Hence the automorphism ad,, )

of N extends both ¢ and .
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O

Proposition 3.6. Given py, there is a subgroup Fy of Ay that contains ps(G) as a
finite index subgroup that is normalized by py(t,) and that contains all images py(G)
for 1 in the commensurated conjugacy class of ¢.

The subgroup Fy is virtually a hyperbolic surface group, and it contains finitely
many finite index subgroups isomorphic to G.

This number is an upper bound for the class number of ¢.

Proof. Take the collection of all p,(G) for all possible representation ¢ as above
commensurating ps(G). Index them over the integers, let Gy = ps(G) and for each i
let G; = (Gi—1 U py,(G)). This sequence of subgroups of Ay is a sequence of groups
containing ps(G) as a finite index subgroup, and normalized by p,(t,). The previous
argument shows that, up to bounded finite index, this corresponds to a sequence of
decreasing finite covers of hyperbolic surfaces, and thus must terminate, by decrease
of the genus. Since the index is uniformly bounded, the sequence is stationary. Let
5 be the union of all G;, thus the first part of the lemma holds. Considering Euler
characteristic, all finite index subgroups of Fj that are isomorphic to G' have the
same index, and the second part is just counting subgroups with a given finite index.
The third part is a consequence of Lemma 3.3. 0

Lemma 3.7. The group Fy is a hyperbolic 2-orbifold group.
More generally, anytime a group Fy is a finitely generated kernel of a homomor-
phism to Z of a uniform lattice in PSLy(C), it is a hyperbolic 2-orbifold group.

Proof. As already mentioned, such a group Fj contains as finite index subgroup, the
fundamental group of a closed orientable surface of genus > 2.

Therefore there exists a finite index normal subgroup K of Fj that is a hyperbolic
surface group. One has an exact sequence

1->K—>F—->0Q—1

where () is finite. Choosing a set-theoretic section £ : () — F{, we obtain a map
Q — Aut (K) by realizing each {(q) by ade(g). This is not necessarily a homomor-
phism (since £(¢q) could be changed by any element of £(¢)K), but it descends to a
homomorphism ¢ : () — Out (K).

We first argue that this homomorphism is injective. If ¢ € Q\{1} is sent to the
identity, then adg(,) equals conjugation by some k € K, hence gk~ is in the centralizer
of K. However, as K is Zariski dense in PSLy(C) (which has trivial center), it has
trivial centralizer.

By the Dehn-Nielsen-Baer theorem, Out (K) is isomorphic to the extended map-
ping class group of the surface ¥ of which K is the fundamental group. By the
Nielsen realization theorem [14], there is a hyperbolic metric on X, a subgroup S of
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the finite group of (metric) symmetries of S, an identification K = (2, v) (for a
base point v € ¥ with trivial S-stabilizer), and an isomorphism ¢(Q) = S in a way
that the action of S by outer-automorphisms on 7 (X, v) is the equivariant image of
the action of ¢(Q) by outer-automorphisms on K.

Consider now the orbifold quotient ¥ of ¥ under the action of S. We claim that
its orbifold fundamental group (with base point v) is isomorphic to the extension Fy.
Indeed, it is also a group extension of the form

1—>7T1(E> —>7T1(E) —>S—> 1

with the same representation S — Out (7m1(X)) as ¢ for Fy. Since the center of K is
trivial, the classification of extensions (see for instance [5, Coro. IV(6.8)]) indicates
that there is only one extension of K by @, realizing ¢, up to equivalence. Therefore
m1(X,0) ~ Fy, and Fy is a 2-orbifold group. O

Being commensurable with a hyperbolic surface group, the orbifold of which Fj
is the fundamental group is an orbifold that carries a hyperbolic metric. It must
be of area greater than that of the smallest orbifold (the quotient of H? by the the
Coxeter triangle group (2,3,7)), which is 7/42. On the other hand, if x(G) is the
Euler characteristic of G, it is the fundamental group of a hyperbolic surface of area
—2mx(G). We record this in the following.

Corollary 3.8. The index of subgroups of Fy that are of finite index and isomorphic
to G is bounded above by —84x(G), or 168(g — 1). Here g is the genus of a surface
3 with fundamental group G.

Lemma 3.9. If g is the genus of a surface ¥ with fundamental group G, then the
rank of Fy is at most 2g.

Proof. The group Fj is fundamental group of an orbifold O of which the surface X is
a ramified cover. Let Oy, be the underlying topological surface of O, and Og;,, the
collection of singularities of O on Oy,,. For p a singularity let e, denote the order
of its isotropy group. Classical presentations of 2-orbifolds show that the rank of Fj
is at most the rank of the fundamental group of Oy, plus the cardinality of Ogp,.
The surface X is a branched cover of O,,,. Let N be the degree of the cover. The
Riemann-Hurwitz formula for branched covers of (topological) surfaces gives x(3) =
Nx(Oop) = 20,5, (€p — 1). Writing the rank of the (classical) fundamental group of
Oyop as 1, one has x(X) = N(2 —r;) — > (e, — 1). The rank r of the orbifold group
Fy hence satisfies Nr < 2N — x(£) = N > (ep — 1) + N|Osing| < 2N — x(X). Finally
r<2+2g-1)/N = fv—g +2— % This in turn is less than 2¢g for g > 2, N > 1. 0O

Corollary 3.10. The number of subgroups of index k in Fy is at most (k!)9.
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Proof. For any index k subgroup, Fy acts by permutation on its k cosets. Therefore,
the map Hom(Fy, &) — {H, H < Fy} that assigns to every 7 : Fy — & the stabi-
lizer of {1} of the action, surjects Hom(Fy, &) onto the set of index < k subgroups
of Fy. There are at most (k!)"*(¥0) such homomorphisms. By the previous Lemma
3.9, we obtain the desired bound. [l

A slightly better formula for surfaces was actually given by A.D. Mednykh, [19,
Thm. 14.4.1].
We thus obtain a proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Consider ¥, a genus g > 2 surface, and ¢ a pseudo-Anosov
automorphism of G = m(X,). Let p, a discrete faithful representation of I', =
m(Xy) Xy Z in PSLy(C). Let Fy given by Proposition 3.6. By Corollary 3.8, the
index of Fy in all the images of G by the representations p,, defined before Proposition
3.6, for ¢ € Aut (G) in the commensurated conjugacy class of ¢ is bounded by
168(g — 1). By Corollary 3.8, the number of images of G by the maps py is bounded
by ((168(g — 1))1)%. Finally, by Lemma 3.3, this number is an upper bound for
the number of Aut (G)-conjugacy classes in the set of all ¢ € Aut(G) that are
commensurably conjugate to ¢. 0

However huge, this bound is nonetheless independent of ¢, which was perhaps
unexpected. Hence, the bound obtained in Proposition 3.6 is actually uniform over
the elements of Aut (G) that define pseudo-Anosov mapping classes of the surface of
which G is fundamental group.

4. RECIPE FOR COMMENSURABLY-CONJUGATE MAPPING CLASSES

In this Section we propose a recipe to construct examples, as suggested by the
structure obtained in Proposition 3.6. We will also produce an explicit example in
Subsection 4.1, thus proving Theorem 1.3.

Start with a hyperbolic surface, or 2-orbifold > with a base point v. Consider
a single pseudo-Anosov mapping class [®], and realize it as an automorphism ® of
T (2, v).

Consider two finite sheeted characteristic covers that are of the same degree but
do not correspond to subgroups in the same orbit under the automorphism group
of m(3,v). For instance, one can be an abelian cover while the other is not. In
fact, it is not necessary that the covers are characteristic, they only need to have
fundamental groups preserved by ®. It could thus be any cover of degree k, up to
replacing ® by ®* (which preserves all subgroups of index k).

Let G1,G5 be the subgroups of m (X, v) that are fundamental groups of the re-
spective covers (X1, v1) and (3o, v).



CLASS NUMBER FOR PSEUDO-ANOSOVS 11

The automorphism ® induces ¢ and ¢, automorphisms of subgroups G1, G5 re-
spectively. Moving up to a common cover of Y., 35, corresponding to the intersection
of the subgroups Gy, G, (which is preserved by @), we obtain a subgroup on which
¢, ¢ coincide. Turn ¢’ into an automorphism v of G; by picking an isomorphism

OéIGlﬂGQ.

Claim 4.1. The automorphisms ¢ and 1 of the group G are in the same commensurated-
conjugacy class in Comm (G1).

Write H = G;nGy. On H, the restrictions of ¢ and ¢’ coincide. Since aopoa™ =
¢ on Gy, we have that ¢|y = a o oa !y, We thus have ¢,¢ commensurably
conjugated by a~! on H. It is not clear what conditions would ensure that they
are not conjugate in Aut (G;), even though one might suspect that this happens
somewhat generically: any such conjugation would be a hidden symmetry for the
mapping class of ¢ on its cover ¥, because it can then descend as [®] to ¥ through
two different covering maps.

4.1. Explicit example. While it appears likely that a construction as above would
give examples of non-conjugated automorphisms, an actual explicit example is nec-
essary to settle the issue.

Definition 4.2. Let A € GL,(R). If (A — I) as an endomorphism of R™ has rank
r <n, we say that A is the identity plus a rank r endomorphism.

Our example below will be a construction of two mapping classes on a surface of
genus three.

Proposition 4.3. Let S be a closed orientable surface of genus three, and p € S.
There ezist two pseudo-Anosov mapping classes of S that are realized by automor-
phisms of the fundamental group m (S, p) that are commensurably conjugate, but are
not conjugate in MCG(S).

In particular they are not conjugate in Aut(m (S, p).

Proof. Consider ¥ a genus 2 surface, with base point v, and two curves that fill
¥, i, A, with p separating. Writing m(3,v) = {a,n,7,0 |aBa 71 = y715y571),
we specify the curve p to be the commutator and for the sake of being explicit,
A\ = yBdyBa 16y, see Figure 1.

Consider the mapping classes obtained by the product of Dehn twists ¢ = 77 Tim
The construction of Penner-Thurston [24] ensures that, for n,m >> 1, this defines a
pseudo-Anosov mapping class on 3.

Consider the two 2-sheeted covers ¥, 35 of ¥ whose fundamental groups are the
kernels of the two homomorphisms (X, v) — Z/2 given by

a,0—~>0, B,y—1
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FIGURE 1. The curve A = v36vBa~t5v3, in green, used for twisting.
The curves o and [ are pink on the left, 7,0 are pink on the right,
while g s in black in the middle 5 and 7 are the "horizontal” curves
among the pink ones.

on the one hand, and
0[777 5 — 07 /8 — 1

on the other. These are two surfaces of genus 3, pictured in Figure 2.

In both covers, the twist 7, lifts as a mapping class that is trivial in homology.
Observe that in ¥y the curve A lifts as two disjoint simple closed curves, but on ¥,
it lifts to two arcs, that when concatenated make a simple closed curve. In other
words, the squared twist 73 lifts to both covers, as a mapping class.

In ¥, it lifts as a single Dehn twist over a simple (non-separating) curve. It follows
that in this cover, the mapping class induced by ¢ induces, on the homology of Y,
the identity plus a rank one endomorphism.

In ¥, however, A lifts as a pair of simple closed curves, and 73 lifts as a product
of two Dehn twists over the two disjoint simple closed curves. It is not automatic
that this product would be different in homology as a single Dehn twist, but it turns
out that, by a slightly tedious but simple computation, the action on the homology
of this mapping class is indeed the identity plus a rank 2 endomorphism.

Indeed, in homology of the cover 31, one can form an explicit basis, as

(o, B2, 77187, 6,9%, Ba™' B ),

and the matrix of the homology representation of 7, is the following matrix M in
this basis.
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FIGURE 2. The two homeomorphic surfaces ¥; (top left), Yo (top
right), and their (different) covering maps of ¥ (bottom). The base
point (black point) in 3 has two lifts in each covers, in black and grey.
The curve g in ¥ (in blue) has two lifts that are curves in each covers
(in blue). The curve A in X (in green) has two lifts that are arcs in each
covers. For readability, in each cover, only pieces of them are drawn,
in green for one of the arcs (the one starting at the black point), and
in light green for the other arc (the one starting at the grey point).
The green lift (that starts at the black point), ends either at the black
or the grey point. In the rightmost cover, it ends at the grey point,
while in the leftmost cover, it ends at the black point, thus defining a
curve. In particular, the whole preimage of green curve of ¥ is a single
curve in Yy on the right, but is the union of two curves in ¥; on the
left.

On the right, M — I is of rank 2.

2 -2 -1 -3 4 0 —3 -2 —1 -3 4 0
9 4 0 9 -6 9 9 3 0 9 -6 9
9 0 -2 9 0 18 9 0 -3 9 0 18
M="t6 4 o 7 —8 0] M-Is=14¢ 4 9 6 -8 0
9 3 0 9 -5 9 9 3 0 9 -6 9

o -1 -1 0 2 4 o -1 -1 0 2 3

Therefore, the two lifts of ¢ to the two surfaces of genus three are not conjugate
by any isomorphism between the surfaces groups.

To conclude, our explicit example of a pair of pseudo-Anosov automorphisms on
the fundamental group of a surface of genus 3, that are commensurably conjugate,
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but not conjugate, are these two lifts of ¢. See Figure 2. These are the mapping
classes obtained, in each picture of genus 3 surface, by twisting k& times over the pair
of blue curves, and then twisting 2m times along the pair of green and orange curves,
in 1, and only m times along the single green-and-orange curve in . 0

5. INFINITELY MANY CLASS NUMBER ONE PSEUDO-ANOSOVS

We start this Section by a lemma which is probably well known to specialists.
Since we could not find an explicit reference, we include a proof for completeness.

Lemma 5.1. There exists Vi > 0, and infinitely many conjugacy classes of mazimal
non-arithmetic uniform lattices in PSLy(C), with co-volume < Vj.

Proof. Take My a non-compact, finite volume hyperbolic 3-manifold with one cusp
(a complement of a hyperbolic knot for instance), and consider a sequence M,, of
compact hyperbolic manifolds obtained by deeper and deeper hyperbolic Dehn filling
on My. Their volumes V,, are bounded above by the volume V; of the initial manifold,
and accumulate on V;. It follows from a theorem of Borel [4, Theorem 8.2] that, after
passing to a subsequence, we can assume that they have non-arithmetic fundamental
group I', in PSLy(C). By another theorem of Borel, on commensurability [4, Main
Theorem]|, for all these n, there exists a unique biggest uniform lattice I} containing
I',, necessarily as a finite index subgroup. For each n, the co-volume of I'} in
H? divides Vj,, and is larger than a positive constant [12, 13]. Therefore, since
V, accumulates on Vp, the Il are eventually all of different co-volume, hence non-
conjugate.

O

We finally prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof. Let us denote by A? i € N a sequence of representatives of different conjugacy
classes of maximal non-arithmetic uniform lattices in PSLy(C). In each AY, by Agol’s
virtual fibration theorem [2, Theorem 9.2], there is a finite index subgroup A; that
maps onto Z with finitely generated kernel. Since the index of A} in A? is finite,
the chains of strict inclusion of subgroups from AY to A} are finite. Therefore, there
exists a maximal subgroup A; of AY, containing A}, and surjecting on Z (under a
homomorphism 7; : A; — Z). The index of A} in A; is necessarily finite, less than
[A}, AY], and the kernel of 7; has therefore finite index in the fiber of A}. In particular
it is finitely generated. By Lemma 3.7, it is therefore the fundamental group of a
hyperbolic 2-orbifold. Let G; be this subgroup, and ¢; € A; such that A; = G; x (t;).

Denote by ¢; the automorphism of G; given by conjugation by ¢;. Let us compute
the class number of ¢;. Let 1); be a commensurably conjugated automorphism. We
want to prove that it is conjugate to ¢; in Aut (G;). By Proposition 3.5, the lattice
A; lives in a larger lattice containing a copy M; of the mapping torus of 1; and
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surjecting onto Z with the fibers of M; and A; in the kernel. By Borel’s Theorem
on commensurability [4], since A; is non-arithmetic, there is a unique biggest lattice
containing A;, and it is therefore A?. Therefore, by maximality of A;, (M; UA;) = A;,
and it follows from Lemma 3.3 that ¢; and v; are conjugated in Aut (G;). Therefore,
the class number of ¢; is one.

The same argument also reveals that for ¢ # j, ¢; and ¢; do not have any non-
trivial power that are commensurably conjugate: if they did, the mapping tori would
be represented in PLS3(C) in a common lattice that fibers with finitely generated
kernel, and Borel’s Theorem again ensures that the maximal lattice containing them
is unique, and therefore i = j. O

6. APPENDIX: A DISCUSSION OF THE ALGEBRAIC NUMBER THEORY FOR CLASS
NUMBER OF MATRICES, AND ITS ANALOGOUS CONCEPTS

6.1. Orders and ideal classes. We briefly discuss the algebraic number theory
behind the class numbers of matrices in GL,,(Z) with irreducible characteristic poly-
nomial. Recall that an order is a ring that is finitely generated as Z-module. In an
algebraic number field K (a finite extension of Q), there is a maximal order which
is the ring Ok of algebraic integers. Let y be a unitary irreducible polynomial over
Z, and £ aroot in K = Q[X]/(x). We are interested in the order Z[¢] in K.

If a,b are ideals in this ring, they are said to be equivalent if there exist =,y
such that xa = yb. The ideal a is invertible if there is b such that ab is principal,
hence equivalent to (1). The monoid of equivalence classes of ideals is the ideal class
monoid (or semigroup), and restricting to the invertible ideals, this constitutes the
Picard group of the order Z[£].

The Picard group of an order in a number field is finite (see discussion in [15]).
The Ideal Class Monoid of Z[¢] is finite [30, Thm. 8|. It is a subset of a finite
union of Picard groups of orders containing Z[£] (those orders are contained in the
maximal order, the ring of algebraic integers). When n = 2, it is equal to this finite
union of Picard groups (see [20, Prop. 3.7]). The Latimer-MacDuffee theorem says
the following.

Theorem 6.1. [17, 28] Let x be a unitary irreducible polynomial over Z, and & a root
in Q. Let Cy be the set of GL,(Z)-conjugacy classes of matrices in M, (Z) whose
characteristic polynomial is x. Then C, is in bijection with the Ideal Class Monoid

of Z[¢].

6.2. Arbitrarily large class numbers. We owe to Sara Checcoli the following
argument for showing that the class number is not bounded among elements of

GL,(Z).
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Proposition 6.2. The class numbers of elements in GLy(Z) with irreducible char-
acteristic polynomials are finite but unbounded.

Proof. We already know that they are finite by Theorem 6.1. A theorem of Mont-
gomery and Weinberger [22] ensures that there are infinitely many square-free inte-
gers d > 0 of the form d = 4n? + 1 such that the class number of Og(va) 1s larger
than v/d(loglog d)/(log d).

For each such d, consider Pell’s equation a? — db® = 4, which has integer solutions
by Lagrange’s theorem [16]. Let a,b be a solution, and x,(X) = X? + aX + 1.
Since a? — 4 = db? is not a square, Y, is irreducible over Z, and it is obviously the
characteristic polynomial of ( * ') € GLy(Z). Its splitting field is Q(v/d), and since
d = 4n? +1 = 1 mod 4, the ring of integers is Z[(1++/d)/2]. Its class number is larger
than v/d(loglog d)/(log d), and therefore, the class number of the order Z[(a+bv/d) /2]
also. By the theorem of Latimer and MacDuffee, for our integer a, the class number
of (7% 7) is larger than v/d(loglog d)/(log d). O

6.3. On the proof of Latimer-MacDuffee theorem. We reproduce a variation
of the proof given in [28], that will help us connect to the case of surfaces. For
¢ € Q, the dual of the Z[¢]-module Z[¢]"™ is Homge (Z[€]", Z[€]), it is the module of
Z|&]-linear combinations of the n entries of vectors in Z[£]". With the notation of
Theorem 6.1, it suffices to establish the following Proposition.

Proposition 6.3. For M € M, (Z) of characteristic polynomial x, let vy in Z[E]™
be an eigenvector for &, and

Gy = {a<UM)= o e HomZ[S] (Z[g]nﬂ ZED}

Then a,,, is an ideal of Z[£], the ideal class of a,,, depends only on M, every class
15 realized, and for all M, N, the ideal classes of a,,, and a,, are equal if and only if
[M] = [N] in C,.

Proof. The module a,,, is trivially a Z[¢]-module. Therefore it is an ideal of Z[¢].
Any two choices of vy differ by a scalar in the field of fractions Q[£]. Observing that
Oy, = Aa,, we obtain that M thus determines an ideal class of Z[£].

Let us show that every ideal of Z[£] is realized in this way. If b is a non-zero ideal of
Z|&], it contains and is contained in two rank n free abelian groups (respectively Z[£]b
for b € b\{0}, and Z[£]), hence it is a free Z-module of rank n. Consider (wy, ..., wy,)
a Z-basis. Being moreover a Z[{]-module, each £w; is a unique integral combination
of wy,...,w,. Let M be the matrix whose rows are the integer coefficients of these
combinations. Thus, M is a square matrix for which ¢ is an eigenvalue, and therefore,
by Irreducibility, its characteristic polynomial is y. Since vy = (wi,...,wy)" is an
eigenvector, a,,, contains b, and is equal to it because the coordinate linear forms
generate Hom(Z[£]", Z[£]).
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Two conjugate matrices M, PM P~ (for P € GL,(Z)) produce the same ideal
class: indeed, the eigenvector vpy/p-1 can be chosen as Puvy, and since

Homgye (ZIE]", Z[E]) = Homye (ZIE]", ZIE]) P,

the images a,,, and ap,,, are the same. Finally, if two matrices M, N produce the
same ideal class, let vy = (wi,...,w,)" and vy = (n1,...,m,)" be the respective
eigenvectors in Z[£]", scaled so that their entries generate the same ideal. The
tuples (wq,...,w,) and (n1,...,7n,) are two bases of the same Z-module, therefore
there exists P € GL,(Z) such that Pvy, = vy. Both matrices N and PM P~ have
vy as eigenvectors for the eigenvalue €. Since the entries of vy form a basis of the
Z-module they generate, there is a unique matrix ) with integer entries such that

Quy = &vy. So, Q = N = PMP~!, which finishes the proof. O

6.4. A connection to foliations: the torus. Let 7" = Z"\R" be the n-dimensional
unit torus. Let o« € Hom(Z",Z) be a non-trivial linear form, and kerz « its kernel.
Let p be the smallest positive value of a(Z").

The group Z" splits as ker a @ (v, for v, a preimage of p. Consider the extension
of o on R™, the hyperplane kerg o« in R™, and its image in 7" this is an embedded
codimension 1 subtorus 7T,, the quotient of kerg o by the translation group kerz a.

Let us say that T, carries a weight of p (the positive generator of a(Z")). Let H
be the space of weighted codimension 1 subtori that are images of kernels (in R) of
non-trivial forms in Hom(Z",7Z).

Let us define the intersection form ¢ : H x R® — N to be

Ty, v) = |a(v)].

First this is well defined: the weighted codimension 1 subtorus T, determines the
form o« up to the sign. Let us justify the name. If v € Z" which is not a proper
multiple, the image of the segment [0,v] < R"™ in T, is a simple closed curve. If
1 € Im(«), this curve intersects exactly |a(v)| times the codimension 1 subtorus Ty,
as seen when expressing v in the sum ker a @ (v, ). If now p is the weight of T, the
quantity |a(v)| counts each intersection point p times.

For general w € Z", «(T,,,v) = |a(v)| counts this geometric weighted intersection
number multiplied by the largest k so that w € kZ". If now v € R", for all m
let us choose a vector v, € R™ such that ||v,[e < 1, mv — v, € Z". Observe
that «(Ty,,v) = limg, =¢(T,,mv — v,,). The intersection form counts an average of
intersection numbers for the multiples of v. This justifies the denominator.

Geometrically, we associate, to an arbitrary vector v € R™\{0}, the image in the
torus T' of the line Rv. The foliation F, of the torus is then defined as the partition
by the images of the parallel lines to Rv. If v € Z", this is a foliation by closed
curves, and if v ¢ Z" each line of the foliation is a geodesic that is infinite in both
directions.
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We may interpret the intersection form ¢(+, v) as defining a measure p on each torus
T, of weight 1 (i.e. for a achieving 1): for each Borel Q, 11(€2) is lim,, =n(m) for n(m)
the number of intersection points of the image of [0, mv] in T, with © (counted with
multiplicity if v € Z"). The intersection form thus defines a transverse measure to the
foliation F, that endows each codimension 1 subtorus T, (for a achieving 1) of the
total mass u(7,) = ¢(Tn,v). Choosing a multiple of v then multiplies the measure
by the factor. The foliation has a well defined projective transverse measure.

Let now M be a matrix in GL,(Z) as before, and vy, an eigenvector in R™ for the
eigenvalue £. We now relate this geometric intersection form to the considerations
on the ideal class associated to the conjugacy class of M.

Lemma 6.4. If, for v € Homz(Z",7Z), one denotes by ~' its linear extension to R™,
one has

{a(vn), v € Homyge(ZIE]™ Z[E])} = {a(vm), « € Homr(R", R), a(Z") < Z}
= {V(vm),y € Homz(Z",Z)}

Proof. The equality between the two right hand sides is clear. In the first equality,
the reverse inclusion is clear. To show the forward inclusion, let vy, = (vy,...,v,). It
suffices to show that for each 4, v; and &v; are in {a(vy), @ € Homg(R™, R), a(Z") <
Z}. Of course v; is the scalar product v; = (e;, var), and Ev; is v; = (M "e;, vyr). Both
linear forms (e;,-) and (M 'e;, ) send Z™ to Z. O

With Lemma 6.4 and Proposition 6.3 one recognizes the following geometric in-
terpretation, with notations as above.

Corollary 6.5. The correspondence between C,, and the ideal class monoid of Z[¢]
is given by taking an eigenvector vy € Z[£]™ and the ideal of all intersection numbers
of var with weighted codimension 1 subtori of T — or in other words, the ideal of all
evaluations of the transverse-measured foliation F,,, on codimension 1 subtori.

6.5. A view to laminations: higher genus surfaces. In the case of a closed
orientable surface 3, of genus ¢ > 2, and an automorphism of (%), one may
define similar objects. For a pseudo-Anosov map ¢, the eigenvector vy, (and its
associated foliation) should be replaced by a geodesic lamination A on the surface
that is preserved by ¢, with a transverse measure 7. ( Recall that 7 is a measure on
the arcs transverse to A, such that 7 is 0 if the arc does not intersect A.) Further,
7 is multiplied by some characteristic value £ by the action of ¢. This transverse
measure, when integrated on simple closed curves, provides an intersection number
for the measured lamination.

Consider a train track chart T carrying A. To describe the transverse measure 7
it suffices to assign weights to each of the arcs of the train track, in such a way that
at each node, a summation consistency holds. The mapping class ¢ determines a
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map from the underlying graph of 7 to itself, and a matrix M, counting, in its
columns, the number of occurrences of each arc of T in the image of each given arc
of 7. The vector W of weights of each arc must satisfy My 7W = (W. Choosing
W in Z[£]" thus allows us to define an ideal ay, ,, as generated by the image of W
under the collection of intersection forms.

Since the intersection forms depend only on A, and not 7, we defined an ideal
class of Z[£] associated to ¢. If ¢ is conjugate to ¢ in the mapping class group of X,
then its associated lamination is the image of that of ¢ by a conjugating mapping
class, and therefore, they define the same ideal class. If ¢ and 1 are commensurably
conjugate, the stretch factor £ is the same for both, as easily seen in a finite cover of
3.

Completing a picture analogous to the torus case would require understanding
which ideal classes are realized, and understanding pseudo-Anosov mapping classes
defining the same ideal class, in a given mapping class group.
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