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Abstract

We generalize the combinatorial approaches of Rapaport and Higgins—
Lyndon to the Whitehead algorithm. We show that for every automor-
phism ¢ of a free group F' and every word u € F there exists a finite
multiset of words S.,, satisfying the following property: For every cyclic
word w, the number of times u appears as a subword of ¢ (w) depends
only on the appearances of words in Su,, as subwords of w. We use this
fact to construct a faithful representation of Out (F,) on an inverse limit
of Z-modules, so that each automorphism is represented by sequence of
finite rectangular matrices, which can be seen as successively better ap-
proximations of the automorphism.

1 Introduction

In [8] Whitehead introduced an algorithm for determining whether a word in
the free group is primitive. Whiteheads proof of the algorithm used 3-manifolds.
Rapaport [5] Higgins and Lyndon [2] came up with a combinatorial approach for
proving the algorithm this is summarized in Lyndon-Schupp [4]. In this paper
we present generalization of this combinatorial approach. We will treat words
as folded labeled graphs homeomorphic to a compact line segment and cyclic
words as folded labeled graphs homeomorphic to a circle. One can interpret the
method presented in Lyndon and Schupp in the following way. Let w be a cyclic
word and let 7 be a Whitehead generator. One can count how many times a
specific letter appears in 7 (w) by counting how many times appropriate 2-letter
words appear in w. Furthermore, we define M}, with k = 1,2 to be a Z—module
generated freely by words of length k. For every cyclic word w we can assign
an integer non negative vector 7 (w) in My which counts how many times each
subword of length k appears in w. In this interpretation a whitehead generator
T gives rise to a linear function 71 : My — M; such that 7y (w) = m (7 (w)).

In Section 1 we show that for every automorphism ¢ and any word u one can
count the number of time u appears in ¢ (w) by counting appropriate subwords
in w.

Theorem 1. Let ¢ an automorphism and u a word we show that there is a
unique minimal finite multiset of words Sy, such that for every cyclic word w

| Hom (u, ¢ (w))| = Y |Hom (v, w)] (1.1)
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Because we consider words and cyclic words as labeled graphs, by counting
the number of graph morphisms between v and w we count the number of
time u appears as a subword in w . Given u and ¢ we will also show how to
algorithmically calculate Sy ,. In Section 2 we use Equation [Tl to construct
a representation of Out (F),). Let Z[C] be a Z-module generated freely by all
cyclic words. We extend 7y linearly to an homomorphism 7, : Z[C] — M
while extending the definition of M}, for 2 < k.

Theorem 2. There are homomorphisms py : My — My_1 that satisfy
Pk O Tl = Tk—1 (1.2)

Moreover we construct pi and prove properties of this construction in The-
orem Let ¢ be an automorphism let m] = maxyew, maxyes, , | (v) with
Wi, denoting the set of words of length & and [ (v) denoting the length of v. We
will show how to use Equation [[T] to define homomorphisms ¢y, : M,,, — M
that satisfy

Ok O Ty, = Tk O P (1.3)

Denote Imm, = Mj, and consider lim M, the inverse limit of Pk - My — My_q
. Equations and [L.3] show that ¢ @1 ¢k 1s a representation Out (Fy,) —

Aut (Lin Mk)

Theorem 3. The representation Out (F,) — Aut (%1_ Mk) is a faithful repre-

sentation

As a corollary the multisets S, , characterize ¢ i.e. let ¢, automorphisms
in different conjugacy classes then there exists a word w such that Sy , # Su,y-
Although we have not yet found application for this representation we believe
it holds valuable information on outer automorphisms.

2 Preliminaries

Definition 4 (Graphs). We use graphs in the sense of Serre [6]: A graph T is a
set V (T') of vertices and a set E (T') of edges with a function ¢: E (T') — V (T)
called the initial vertex map and an involution : E (I') — E (I") with € # e and
€ = e. A graph morphism f: T — A is a pair of set functions f¥: E(I') — E (A)
and fV: V (T') — V (A) that commute with the structure functions. A path in T
is a finite sequence ey, ..., e, € E(T') with ¢ (€;) = ¢ (eg41) for every 1 < k < n.
The path is closed if ¢ (€,) = t(e1), and reduced if exy; # € for all k. All
the graphs in the paper are assumed to be connected unless specified otherwise,
namely, for every e, f € E (I") there is a path e,eq, ..., ep, f.

Definition 5 (Labeled graphs). Let X be a set and let X! be the set of
its formal inverses. We define Rx to be the graph with F (Rx) = X U X1,
V(Rx) = {*},T=2"'and ¢ (x) = *. An X-labeled graph is a graph I together
with a graph morphism A: I' — Rx called the label function. A morphism of
X-labeled graphs I" and A is a graph morphism f: I' — A that commutes with
the label functions.



Definition 6 (Folding). A labeled graph T is folded if A (e) # A (f) holds for
every two edges e, f € E (') with ¢ (f) = ¢(e). Or equivalently if A is a graph
immersion. If T' is not folded, there exist e, f € E(T") s.t. t(e) = ¢(f) and
A(e) = A(f); Let T be the graph obtained by identifying the vertex ¢ (€) with
L (?), the edges e with f and & with f. We say I'/ is the result of folding e and
f. The label function A factors through I, yielding a label function A’ on I".
The labeled graphs morphism g : I' — I is called a folding. Let I" be a finite
labeled graph. There is a finite sequence of foldings g; : I';_; — I'; with I'g =T,
0 <1 < n such that I';, is folded. The folded graph I';, is unique and it does not
depend on the order in which we choose the foldings. See [7].

Remark 7. For reduced words u, v in a free group, we write u - v to indicate that
there is no cancellation in their concatenation, namely the first letter in v is not
the inverse of the last letter in w.

Definition 8 (Proper subword). Let F), be a free and let uy, uz,v,w € F, s.t.
u1-v-ug = w. If the multiplication u; - v and v - us are preformed in F,, without
cancellation uy,v and ug are called proper subwords of w. We call u; a prefix
and us a suffix.

Definition 9 (Unoriented-Word). A unoriented word is a folded labeled graph
that is topologically homeomorphic to a connected compact set in R. Let u € F},

be a word we denote the unoriented word by @ = v~! . And call v and u~!
orientations of w. When context allows we drop the bar. We abbreviate u-word.

Definition 10 (Cyclic Word). A cyclic word is a folded labeled graph that is
topologically homeomorphic to a circle. We denote a cyclic word by a cyclically
reduced representative without a bar. This may differ from convention as often
cyclic words are defined to be the conjugation class of a word in F),. Let w € F,
under our definition w and w~! denote the same cyclic word.

Definition 11 (Subword). Let w be a u-word. A u-word u is called subword
of w if there is a graph morphism v — w. Let w be a cyclic word. An u-word
w will be called a subword of w if there is a labeled graph morphism from u to
w (it need not be injective!). Let x € Fy, ) be a one letter cyclic word and let
2" be an u-word under this definition ™ is a subword of x (as a cyclic word of
course). Again this may differ from convention.

Definition 12 (k-Affix). Let k¥ € N and let @ be an u-word with [ (w) > k. A
k-affix is an u-word @ of length k s.t. u is either a prefix or suffix of w or w™1!.
We notice that if u is prefix of w than v ! is a suffix of w~! thus each u-word w
has exactly two k-affixes. This can be seen as a graph function between u-words

that is a local homeomorphism except for exactly one point.

Definition 13. Let ¢: Fy — Fx be a homomorphism such that Vy € Y, ¢ (y) #
1. Let A be a Y-labeled graph we construct an X-labeled graph F, (A) by
replacing every edge e € E(A) by a reduced path labeled ¢ (A (e)). Let A
and Z be Y-labeled graphs, and f: A — = a graph morphism. The graph
morphism F, (f) : F, (A) = F,(Z) is defined by gluing the identity maps
l_leeE(A) w(A(e)) = ¢(A(f(e))). We notice that generally F, (A) is not a
folded graph. We denote by F,, (A) the folded graph obtained by folding F,, (A).
It is a functor as well. We notice that the folding morphism denoted by pa :
F,(A) — F, (A) is a natural transformation. This definition is taken from [3].



The motivation for F is topological: thinking of A, Ry, Rx as topological
spaces and of A: A — Ry, ¢ : Ry — Rx as continuous functions, we would like
to think of A as an X-labeled graph with the label function @ o A. The problem
is that ¢ o A does not send edges to edges, and we mend this by splitting edges
in A to paths representing their images in Rx.

Example 14. Let ¢ : F(; 3 — F{s,,) be the automorphism = — xy, y — y.
In Figure [2.T] we see the graph morphism between the u-word Z and the cyclic
word zy and the morphism after applying F, and F,.
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Figure 2.1

Definition 15. Let W) be the set of length k& u-words. We define M) =
spany W}, the free module generated by Wj. We define M} to be the dual to
My. If u € Wy, let u* € M} be the functional s.t. v* (u) =1 and u* (v) = 0 for
every v € Wy, such that v # u. Let C the set of cyclic words of F,, and Z [C] the
free model generated by cyclic words. We define a sequence of homomorphisms
7+ Z[C] — My. Let w € C and u € Wy, we define u* (7, (w)) = |Hom (u, w)|

Example 16. Take F(, ,jand the cyclic word zyz~ly~! then mo (xyz_ly_l) =
Ty+yr+aly T+y ‘wand m3 (zyaly™!) = ayz T4y ly T+aly o+

y~lzy and m (zyz~ly~!) = 2T+ 27

3 Counting subwords

We start by demonstrating our interpretation of Lyndon-Schupp for the simplest
kind of Whitehead generator.

Example 17. Let ¢ : Fy; v — F{s,y.2) be the automorphism x — zy,y —
Y,z — z. We construct ¢1 : My — M s.t. o1 (w) = 71 (@ (w))

Let w be a cyclic word. The letters T and Z (u-words of length 1) will appear
the same amount of times in ¢ (w) as they appear in w. Each time x appears
in w it is followed by z,y,y~ ',z or z~! therefor by counting the number of

times the subwords Tz, Ty, vy ~1, Tz, zz~1 appear we count the number of times
T appears. Now we count the number of appearances of ¥ in ¢ (w). Every y




in w that is not followed by =1 gives a y in ¢ (w). Every x in w gives a y in
¢ (w) as long as it is not followed by y~!. So if we count the number of the
subwords ¥Z, 7y, yz, yz ! and TT, Ty, Tz, xz~! in w this will gives us the number
of appearances of y in ¢ (w). We use the identification of Hom (Mz, M7) with

M3 @ M; to define ¢ as follows

o1 = (ﬁ + Ty oyl T2 +:cz*1*) T
+ (y—x*+w‘+W*+F*+ﬁ*+@*+ﬂ*+ﬁ*)®y
+ (ﬁ U 4T gL +%*) ®F

We want to generalize this. We will generalize in a naive intuitive approach
then show why this approach does not work and give the right but somewhat
complicated and non-intuitive definitions.

Definition (naive ideal-preimage). Let ¢ be an automorphism and @ be an u-
word. An u-word T is a y-ideal preimage of % if for every u-word @ with a graph
morphism T — W there exists a graph morphism @ — ¢ (w). Equivalently, let v
be an orientation of v. For every words wi,ws with wy - v - wo the u-word u is
a subword of ¢ (wW1vw3).

We notice that if v7 is a (p-ideal preimage of w and v3 is a u-word such that
there is a graph morphism 77 — T3 then 73 is a p-ideal preimage of w as well.

Definition (naive Minimal i_deal-preimage). A (-ideal preimage v of u is said
to be minimal if there is no v/ — v such that v’ is also a ¢-ideal preimage of w

In Example [I7 the minimal p-ideal preimages of T and Z are T and Z re-
spectively and the minimal p-ideal preimages of 3 are Yz, yy, ¥z, yz~ 1, TT, Ty,
Tz,rz~1. Thus imitating Example [I7 we count the number of subwords 7 in a
cyclic word ¢ (w) by counting the number of minimal ¢-ideal preimages in w.
The next two example show why a more sophisticated approach is needed

Example 18. Let ¢ : F(, .y — Fi; .} be the automorphism = — zyy, y —
y, 2 — z. We notice that as before in Example [[7 the u-word 7z is a ¢-ideal
preimage of 7 but we observe that ¢ (Tz) = Tyyz and that no matter what
words wy, we with wy - 2z - we then ¢ (WiZzws) will include 2-copies of §. Thus
the approach of counting the number of ¥ in ¢ (w) by counting minimal ideal
preimages will not work here.

Example 19. Let ¢ : F(, .y — Fls4,.} be the automorphism z — zy,y —
Y,z — xyz. Here we give an example of how minimal ideal preimages can be
nested in each other. We will state some facts without proof. One can prove
these facts using the tools developed in the continuation of this paper. The u-
word Tz is a ¢-ideal preimage of Ty. We notice that ¢ (Tz) = Tyzyz and for the
Ty marked with an underline Tyxyz and for any words w1y, we with wy - xz - wo
the u-word ¢ (wiZzwsz) will contain a copy of the underlined Zy. As for the
other Ty underlined in Zyxyz this is not true if we take w; = 2z~ ! then there is
cancellation o

© (zflzz) =z ly-la—lpyaryz = 27 layz

But if we take yzz then ¢ (yzz) = yzyzyz. Now for every words wi,ws with
w1 - yxz - we the u-word ¢ (Wigzzws) does contains a copy of the Ty underlined



in yzyxzyz. Under the naive definition of a minimal ideal preimage yzz is not
an ideal preimage because it contains the minimal ideal preimage 7Zz. But then
we cannot count the number of times Ty appears by counting minimal ideal
preimages. Because if w is a cyclic word with a graph morphism §zz — w then
yzz will contribute two copies of Ty to ¢ (w) but we will only count one.

Let u be a u-word and ¢ an automorphism and let v be a ¢-ideal preimage
of . We conclude from Examples [[§ and [T9 that in order to count appearances
of @ in ¢ (w) using ideal preimages our definition need to take into account the
specific embedding of @ in ¢ (v).

Definition 20 (Ideal-preimage). Let ¢ be an automorphism of a free group.
Let u be an u-word. An ideal preimage of u with respect to ¢ is a pair of a
u-word v and a graph morphism u — ¢ (v) s.t. for every u-word w with v — w
there is a graph morphism u — ¢ (w) such that the diagram

/ \
¢ (v) ¢ (w)
| |
Fo (v) Fo (w)

commutes. Even though we defined an ideal preimage to be a pair (v,u — ¢ (v))
we will denote it u — ¢ (v) for brevity. We will call the u-word v the base word
of u — ¢ (v).

This definition compares a specific embedding of u in ¢ (v) with a specific
embedding of u in ¢ (w) that arises from the specific embedding of v — w.
In general a graph morphism v — w does not give rise to a graph morphisms
between ¢ (v) and ¢ (w) but it does give rise to a graph morphism F, (v) —
F, (w) cf. Example [

Two distinct ideal preimages can have the same base word v but two distinct
graph morphisms as in Examples [I8 and An ideal preimage u — ¢ (v1) is
said to be a sub ideal preimage of u — ¢ (vq) if there is a graph morphism

v1 — vg such that
/
¢ (v1) ¢ (v2)
l |

]}(p (Ul) .7‘14/, (’Ug)

If u — ¢(v1) and ve is a u-word with v; — vy then there is a morphism
u — @ (vg) satisfying the diagram above thus u — ¢ (v2) inherits a structure of
ideal preimage. If an ideal preimage has no non-trivial sub ideal preimages we
say that it is a minimal ideal preimage.



Proposition 21. Let u — ¢ (v) be an ideal preimage then for every cyclic
word w with v — w there is a morphism u — ¢ (w) such that

w(v)/U\w(
|

‘FSD (’U) %]}@ (w)

w)

Proof. Let w’ be a word that is a cyclically reduced representative of w. The
word ¢ (w') is not necessarily cyclically reduced. We write ¢ (w') = t71-¢ (w')-t
with ¢ (w') cyclically reduced. Let k be large enough such that v — w’* then
by the definition of ideal preimage there is a morphism u — ¢ (w’ )k. If we
choose k large enough we have a morphism u — ¢ (w’)k and there is a graph
morphism from ¢ (w')* to the cyclic word ¢ (w). It is easy to verify that this
graph morphism u — ¢ (w) satisfies the desired diagram. O

Definition 22 (Full set of ideal preimages). Let u be a u-word and ¢ an
automorphism. A set of ideal preimages S is called a full set if for every cyclic
word w with a morphism u — ¢ (w) there is a unique ideal preimage u —
¢ (v) € S such that v — w and the diagram

cominutes.

Remark 23. It is important that w in the definition is a cyclic word. The
definition would be null if we change cyclic word by u-word. Let ¢ : Fy, ,y —
Fy, ybe the automorphism z +— zy,y +— y, u be the u-word v =y and w be
the u-word w = Z. Then there is a graph morphism § — ¢ (Z) = Ty but T is
not an ideal preimage of 7.

Definition 24 (A full paradigm). Let @, T be u-words, ¢ be an automorphism,
u — ¢ (0) a graph morphism and let v be an orientation of T. A full paradigm
of u — ¢ (v) isasetu— ¢ (v1),...,u = ¢ (Van_1) such that

VlyeveyUap 1} = erXUX_l,U-x
{ } = {vz]

or
{v1,...,Uzn_1} = {ﬁ|x€XUX_1,J;-U}



and the diagram

_—

‘7}@ (”_1) ‘7:—49 (”_2) !

)

: o (V2n—1)
Fo

F
cominmutes.

Remark 25. Let u — ¢ (v) andlet u — ¢ (v1),...,u — ¢ (v;) be a full paradigm.
It is not hard to see that u — ¢ (v) is an ideal preimage if and only if u —
©(1),...,u— p(v) are all ideal preimages.

Remark 26. Let u be a u-word , ¢ an automorphism, S a set of ideal preimages
and u — ¢ (v) € S. Let

S = -{u—=so@®PHU{u—p),...,u— @)}

such that u — ¢ (v1),...,u — ¢ (v;) is a full paradigm of u — ¢ (v) then S’ is
a full set if and only if S is a full set.

Definition 27. A full set is minimal if it does not contain a full paradigm.

Remark 28. Any full set can be reduced to a minimal full set by repeating
Remark 26

Theorem 29. FEvery u-word u and automorphism ¢ has a unique finite minimal
full set. Moreover it is the set of all minimal ideal preimages.

Theorem [ follows directly. The multiset S, , is constructed by taking the
base words of the unique minimal full set. We show first that it is unique then
we will show it exists.

Fact 30. Let v be a u-word let ¢ an automorphism recall that we denote the
folding morphism by p, : F, (v) — F, (v) . We observe that the graph F, (v)
is a tree and that the subgraph ¢ (v) is a line segment . We observe that an
edge e in ]:—@ (v) belongs to the subgraph ¢ (v) if and only if the size of the set
of preimages |py* (€)| s odd.

Proposition 31. Let v,u be u-words let v be an orientation of U s.t. v = vy vz,
let T — F, (V) and let e be an edge contained in the image of w. We clarify the
statement |py ! (e)| = |pyt (e)| + |py,! (€)| and show it holds.

Proof. First we claim that F, (v7) and .7-} (v2) both embed in F, (). Because

Fp (1) is a folded graph the function F, (v1) — F, (¥) is locally injective.

Following the fact that both F, (v7) and F, (7) are trees a locally injective
function must be globally injective. If there exists an edge e that satisfies
—_—

I

.7:4/,(1}_1)—>]:¢(5)



it is unique because all the function in this square are injective. By e in ’p;l 1 (e)‘
we mean this unique edge if it exists if it does not exist we consider ‘ Pt (e)‘ =0.
We notice that the graph F, (v1 - v2) is a line segment obtained by gluing F., (77)
and F, (U2) along a vertex. Therefore there are no edges in F, (1) N F, (72).
Consequently we get

Pl ) ()] = [y (@)

pv|;i(y—l) (e)’ +

Let F, (77) F, (7z) be the graph obtained by folding all vertexes in JF,, (77 0z)
besides the vertex connecting F,, (v7) and F, (vz). The function p,,.,, factors
through F,, (o7) F, (Uz) because the order of folding does not effect the final
folded graph. The following diagram

‘7:—419 (v1-v2)

commutes. Thus

I e O S Ol O

Lemma 32. Let u — ¢ (0) be a minimal ideal-preimage and let w be a cyclic
word with T — w. Letw— ¢ (Y) be an ideal preimage with § — w such that

commutes. Then @ — ¢ (V) is a sub ideal preimage of & — ¢ (7).

Proof. Assume by contradiction that it is not. Let v,y be orientations of v,y
and let w’ be a cyclically reduced representative of w. There are essentially 4
cases up to symietry.

1. y is a proper subword of v.

2. Assume [ (v) < l(w'), write w' = v - wp and consider y to be wy or a
subword of wyg.

3. y includes a subword both of v and of wy . Write v = v1 - v9 and wy =
wo1 - Wo2 and Y = U2 - Wo1-

4. Assume [ (v) > I (w) and y is a cyclic permutation of v or a subword of a
cyclic permutation of w.



Case 1: is in contradiction to the fact that v is minimal. Case 2: There is
graph morphism from v - wqg the cyclic word w. Let e be an edge in the image
of u — ¢ (T-wp) — F, (T-1wp). Then |pois, (€)] is 0dd. Observe that |py ! (e)|
is odd because v is an ideal preimage. Thus |p,! (¢)|is even because

oo (€)] = |3 " ()] + | e ()]

Therefore there cannot be an ideal preimage @ — ¢ (wy). Let § — wp. If
u — ¢ (7) is an ideal preimage then so is @ — ¢ (W) this a contradiction. Case
3: let e be an edge in the image of @ then ‘p;zl_w(n (e)‘ is odd by assumption.
We observe that

|Powor (€)] = 05 ()] + | Pny (€)]

because |p, L, (€)| and |p; ! (e)| are odd then |pg! (e)| is even. We observe
that

|Posewer (€] = [0, (€)] + Py, (€]

and |p; !, (e)| is odd and |pgl (e)| is even then |py} (e)| is odd. We chose
e arbitrarily thus for every edge e in the image of u we get ‘p;zl (e)’ is odd.
Therefore there is a graph morphism @ — ¢ (73) — F,, (73). Because @ — ¢ ()
is minimal @ — ¢ (v2) is not an ideal preimage thus there are words z; and x2
with 21 - v2 - x2 and an edge e in the image of u s.t. ‘p;ﬁwwz (e)’ is even. From
the fact that

ook, @] = |5 @] + |63 ()]

we get that |p;}! ()| is even thus we get that |p;},, (€)| must be even as well.
Finally we have

et (€)] = |95, (€] + [pud, (e)]

but we saw that |p; L, (e)| is even and |pyl (e)| is even thus we get that
’p;ﬁwwm (e)’ is even and this is a contradiction to ve - wo1 being an ideal

preimage. Case 4: is proved in an almost identical way to Case 3. |

Lemma 33. Let w — ¢ (U) be a minimal ideal-preimage and let S be a finite
full set that does not include w — ¢ (V). Then S is not minimal i.e. it contains
a full paradigm.

Proof. Let m = max {l (0) |[u — ¢ (v) € S} the maximal length of the base words
in the full set. Let v be an orientation of v an let

M = {71vz3 € Fplx1 - v - 22,1 (x1v) =1 (vrg) = m}

a set of u-words. We notice that the u-words in M inherit a structure of ¢ ideal
preimages of u from the embedding of v. We construct a set of cyclic words
M as following: If w € M is cyclically reduced we glue its ends; If w € M
is not cyclically reduced we add a letter to the end before we glue. From the
construction of M every cyclic w € M word has a graph morphism 7 — w. Be-
cause T — ¢ (T) is an ideal preimage every cyclic word w € M has a morphism
u — ¢ (w) satisfying the appropriate diagram. From the second property of a
full set every w € M has unique ideal preimage @ — ¢ (U) with T, — w satisfy-
ing the correct diagram. We show that the set X = {7 — ¢ (vy) |lw e M} C S
contains a full paradigm. By Lemma B2 every © — ¢ (Ty) has © — ¢ (V) as
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a sub ideal preimage. Particularly there is a graph morphism v — v, — w.
By assumption A (7y) < m and by the construction M and M there must be
ay € M such that v — v, — ¥ — w. We now translate the problem to the
language of Posets. We define a Poset on the set P = {Tly € M, 7 — T — 7}
(the composition ¥ — T — 7 is the original embedding of T in §) by z1 < g if

and only if
v

T2

We notice that {U,[t — ¢ () € X} C P, ¥ is the minimal element of P and
M is the set of maximal elements of P. As consequence of the second property
of a full set and the discussion above for all y € M there exists a unique word
x € X such that © < y. We define posets To = {z|v-z} with ;7 < a9 if
and only if 7 is a prefix of 3 and T = {z|z - v} with 1 < x5 if and only
if 21 is a suffix of 5. We define the order (z1,22) < (y1,y2) if and only if
1 < y1 Axo <y on Ty x Tr and we notice that P can be seen as a suborder
of Ty x Ts. Let T be the poset defined by a directed 2n — 1 regular tree such
that the root of T' is the minimal element then T"= T = T5. A poset T that
is defined by a directed tree is characterized by the following property: for all
a € T the subposet {b € T|b < a} is a total order. We denote the root, the
minimal element, of T by r . We define [ : T' — N by setting [ (a) to be the
distance of a from the root of the tree. We notice that [ is equivalent to the
length of a word in 77 and T5. We say a,b € T are neighbors if there exists an
element ¢ € T such that ¢ < aAc <bandl(a) =1(b) =1(c)+1. InTs or
T1 two words are neighbors if they only differ by the last or first letter. This
motivates the next definition. Let a,bg € A. A subset of T x T is said to be a
full paradigm if it has the form

{(a,b) € T x T|by < b,1(b) =1(bo) + 1}
or
{(bya) € T x T|by < b,1(b) =1(bo) + 1}
We complete the translation by defining
P={(a,b) e T xTl|l(a)+1(b) <2m —1(v)}
and
M ={(a,b) e T xT|l(a) =1(b)=m—1(v)}

and X C P is a set that satisfies for all y € M there exists a unique element
x € X such that x < y. We need to show that if (r,7) ¢ X then X contains a
full paradigm.
Let
Xp={beT|FaeT (a,b) € X}

and let
Xp={be XgNee Xrl(c) <1(b)}

the set of elements of maximal length in Xr. Let

Xpxp ={a€T|Fbe Xi (a,b) € X}

11



Let (a1,b1) € X such that by € X7 and a1 € Xpxp is such that I(ay) is
minimal among XLX;;- Let by, ...,bo,—1 the neighbors of b;. Let

(@, b € {(a,b) € P|(a1,by) < (a,b)} N M

then there is an element in (x,y) € X such that (z,y) < (af*,b5") ie. x < af
and y < b5'. We recall that {z € T|z < a*} and {y € Ty < by} are total
orders because T is a tree. The element by is a neighbor of b; therefore it
is maximal and y < by. By way of contradiction suppose y < by then y <
by because b is a neighbor of by. If z < ay then (z,y) < (a1, b;) this is a
contradiction to the uniqueness in the definition of X. If z > a; then (z,y) <
(x,b1) and (a1,b1) < (,b1) also a contradiction to the uniqueness thus y = bs.
We chose a1 to be minimal among XLX:; therefore x > a1. If x = a1 and
(a1,b1),(a1,b2),...,(a1,ban—1) € X then X has a full paradigm and we are
done. If not, without loss of generality, we can assume (aj,bs) ¢ X and a1 < z.
Let
Xng = {a < T| (a,bg) S X}

and let ¢ € Xpp,an element such that [(c;) is maximal among Xpp, then
(c1,b2) € X and a1 < ¢ . Let ¢2 be a neighbor of ¢; and let

(5, b5") € {(a,b) € P|(c2,b2) < (a,b)} N M

then there is an element (z,y) € X such that (z,y) < (c5*, b3") (this is a different
(x,y) then before). By way of contradiction assume y < by then y < by because
b1 is a neighbor of bs. Because cs is a neighbor of ¢; and a; < ¢; then a; < co.
Because {z|r < cJ'} is a total order and a1 € {z|x < 5} then either z < ay or
x> a1. If x < ap then (z,y) < (a1,b1) and if a3 < x then (a1,b1) < (z,b1)
and (z,y) < (z,b1) both contradict the uniqueness condition. Thus y > by but
bo is maximal so y = bs. By way of contradiction assume x < c3. Because
¢ is a neighbor of ¢; then z < ¢; and we conclude (z,b2) < (c1,b2) which
is a contradiction to the uniqueness condition of X. Thus x > ¢o but ¢y is
maximal because it is a neighbor of ¢; which is maximal so z = co. We get
that (cz2,b2) € X but co was an arbitrary neighbor of ¢; therefore for all ¢; a
neighbor of ¢; we have (¢;,b2) € X i.e. X contains a full paradigm. (|

We now show that every automorphism ¢ and u-word u has a finite full set
of ideal preimages. We call an automorphism ¢ a good automorphism if every
u has a finite full set of ¢ ideal preimages. We will show that if ¢ and ¢ are
good automorphisms then ¢ o ) is also a good automorphism. We conclude
by showing that the Nielsen move z; — z1x2,z; — x; for j # 1 is a good
automorphism by showing how to construct a full set of ideal preimages for
every w. It is trivial that the other Nielsen moves are good. Thus a generating
set of automorphisms are good and all automorphisms generated by it.

Proposition 34. Let ¢ = 11 0 )y be an automorphism such that 1,2 are
both good automorphisms then ¢ is a good automorphism.

Proof. Let u be a u-word then there is a 11- full set u — 91 (v1),...,u = Y1 (v;)
and every v; has a s full set v; — ¥ (vll) e, Vg — Yo (Ui) Let w be a cyclic
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word with v¥ — w then we have

From v; — 19 (w) we get the diagram

/\

l Yro 11}2 w) (3.2)
Fopr (vi) Fopy (%2 (w))

From v; — 19 (vf) we get

/\

Y1 0 g (vF)

il |

Fyu (vi) Fun (2 (v))

We combine these three diagrams to one diagram after applying the functor ]t'wl
to the first diagram and we get:

u

T

P10 (vf) Y1 (vi) Y1 012 (w)

| l

]?wl (1/]2 (Uzk)) = ]:-1/11 (Ui) —>]:-1111 (¢2 (w))

| |

]:—11)10‘7}1#2(”5) ﬁwloﬁ¢z(w)

We notice that generally Fy, o Fy, # Fyop, (see Proposition 3.9 in [3]) thus
the previous diagram is not sufficient to show that u — ¥ 0 Y9 (vf) is an ideal
preimage. In order to prove that u — ¥ o Yy (vf) is ideal preimage we need

13



three more commutative diagrams. For every labeled graphs w; and we with
wy — we there is a commutative diagram

j}d}lodiz (wl) - j:wlo%h (w2>

l l

Fopy 0 Fy (w1) —— Fy, 0 Fy, (w2)

For every u-word or cyclic word w; we have a commutative diagram

Y1 01y (wr) Fprops (w1)

| |

fdil (7/)2 (wl)) —>]:—¢1 Oj:¢2 (w1>

We combine all the commuting diagrams together to get Diagram B.3]

]

1ot (vf) 1 (vi) V1092 (w)
Fy (1}2 (vf)) & fwll(vi) —— Fy, (¢2 (w)) (3.3)
Fin 0 %wz (vF) Fin 0 Fpy (w)
fwlol (v7) Foprors (w)

Using all the commutative diagrams above one can observe that

u— P10y (Uzk) _>}~—w10w2 (’Uf) _>]-—111101/J2 (w)%ﬁwloj—wz (’LU)
ZU—>¢10¢2(U’)—>]?1&10¢2 (w)%ﬁwloj—wz (’LU)

But Fy,op, (0) — Fy, 0 Fy, (w) is injective because it is a locally injective
function between trees. We conclude that the diagram

Py 09y (vF) Y1 01 (w) (3.4)

| |

]:—11)101112 (vf) ‘7:—1#10¢2 (’LU)

is commutative. Thus u — 1 0 YPq (vf) is an ideal preimage. We want to
show that u — ¥ o ¥ (v%),...,u%wlod)g (vlll) , U — 1 0 Yo (v%),...,u%
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1 01)g (’Ulll) is a full set. Let u — 1)1 013 (w) then because u — ¥ (v1),...,u —

1 (vp) is a full set there exists a v; — 9 (w) satisfying Diagram Because
k

v; — Pa (vzl) ey, U — Yo (vfi) is a full set there exists vy — w satisfying
Diagram B.J] thus for every u — 1 o 1y (w) there exists ideal preimage u —

11 0 Py (vf) with v¥ — w that satisfies Diagram 5.4l Suppose there is another
U — P10 (vf/) with vf,/ — w satisfying Diagram[3.4l But vy — o (Uf,/) isan

ideal preimage so vf/ — w give us vy — 2 (w) satisfying Diagram B Tland v,y —
o (w) give us u — Yy 01)9 (w) satisfying DiagramB2l But v — ¢ (v1),...,u —
1 (v;) a full set therefor there is a unique ideal preimage satisfying Diagram

so vy = v;. In the same way v; — 2 (v}),...,v; = 2 (Uf) is a full set

therefor there is a unique ideal preimage satisfying Diagram B.1]so vik,l =oF. O

Lemma 35. Let ¢ be the automorphism of Fx sending 1 — x1T2,x; — x; for
i # 1 (this is a Nielsen move). We show that every u-word @ has a finite full
set of ideal preimages

We notice that ¢ satisfies the following special case of Thurston’s bounded
cancellation lemma (see [I]). Let v; and ve be words such that vy - v2. Then
at most one letter can be canceled in the multiplication ¢ (v1) ¢ (v2). Thus to
construct an ideal-preimages for a u-word @ we need to change at most one letter
in each affix of ¢! (@). Let u be an orientation of 7 a suffix of u and a suffix of
u~! are said to be pointing out and a prefix of v and prefix of u~! are said to
be pointing in. We classify 8 different kinds of affixes pointing out. We classify
the affixes by examining the affix starting from the most outer letter looking in
until we find the first letter that is not 5 or 5 '. Theses affixes are the minimal
subword of w that allow us to know the types of affixes of ¢ (w). A word u can
have multiple different ideal preimages. In Table[I] they are either separated by
commas or expressed by the letter y standing in for different possible letters.

We denote the ideal preimages of u by vy,...,v;.
# suffix of u | suffix of =1 (u) suffixes of v; suffixes of ¢ (v;)
1 z # x1, %2, xgl z z z z
2 T zlxgl T T1%2
3 | z£x,n> 1y # ay, xfl zxy zxy ZTHT1, 2THY 2THxT1 T2, 2X5Y
—T =1
4 Y F X1, Ty T T1T2 x1 T1T1, T1Y T1T2T1T2, T1T2Y
. —T n—1 n—1 n—1
5 n>2;y#x,r] 1Ty T1T4 T1TH T1, T1Ty Y | TITHT1T2, T1THY
—n —n —n —n+1_,—1 —n —n_—1
6 z#£xin>1 2Ty ZTq ; 2Ty ,,i:rQ ] i 2Ty 2Ty T ;
7 n>1 T1T5 " T1T5 " Ty, xixy g | xixy ", wxy )
Table 1: p-ideal preimages
1 -1, —1

Example 36. We construct the set of ideal preimages of U = x5 "z7 2] %371
using Table [l We start by classifying the two affixes of w. The first affix is
x1. It is of type 2. The second is zy29. It is type 4. We calculate ¢! (u) =

o7 wor T aszizs b we follow the table and we get the following set of ideal
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preimages

—-1,.—1 -1 —-1,.—1 —1
Ty Ty T2Xy T3X1, Ty Ty T2Xq X371,

—1 —1 —-1,_-1 —1 —-1,_.-1 —1
T3xy T2Xy X3X1, Tz Ty T2T{ T3T1y---, Tn T T2T; T3T1

as for the morphism u — ¢ (v;) we mark @ in ¢ (v;) by an underline

1 1 1

-1, -1 -1 -1 -1 - 1
Ty T Ty T T} T3T1T2, To

1,,—-1,-1, -1
Ty Ty T T3T1T2,

1

$3$51$;1$;1$3$1$2, xglzr; $;1$;1$3$1$2, - lpst

, Tn Ty IE;1IE;1$3IE1IE2
Remark 37. Even though affixes were defined to be a proper subword, in these
definitions we allow for an affix to be the whole word. For instance if u = 125
we classify the two affixes of u to be the following: x12% this is type 5 and xl_l
pointing out this is type 2. Another limit case is the word is « = z%. In this
case we will not find a first letter that is not z» or 25 '. We will treat one affix
as type 3 and the other as type 6.

To proof that u — ¢ (v;) constructed using Table[Ilis an ideal preimage one
needs to verify that for every words wy,ws such that wy - v; - wo no letter of the
subword u in ¢ (v;) cancels in the multiplication ¢ (w1) ¢ (v;) ¢ (w2). This is
straight forward verification because one just has to check finite combinations
of the affix types mentioned in Table[Il We have verified this but choose not to
write it down because of its length. We would like to show that a set of ideal
preimages constructed using Table [l is a full set. We notice that ¢~! is the
automorphism sending z; — xlxgl, x; +— x; for i # 1. In order to compute ¢
ideal preimages we can use Table [[lswapping xo with x;l. Denote by v1,...,v;
the set of ¢-ideal preimages of u we obtain by using Table [[l and denote by
v}, ..., vl the ¢~ l-ideal preimages of v; obtained using Table D In Table 2 we
calculate the suffixes of vf.

# suffix of u | suffixes of v; suffixes of v¥
1-2 2 # X, 15 z z z
n n
etz >, . zx5 X zx5 Ty _
3 _1 Zxsy Zx5 Xy ZTHT2,2TH T
Yy 7é T1,Ly L2 n )
2Ty 2T2Y
y # Z121 L1T221
4 1 1 X129 X1T2 x1$2$2,$1l’21}fl
T1,T2, :E2 9 ‘Tl
1y 12y
n—1
n>9 T1TH  T1 T1THT1
Z 2, — —
5 1 12y T17h Ty 1280, T TR
y%:rlv'rl y L2 n—1 n
TixTy Y 122y
6 z#x,n>1, n zay "ot zay "wy !
2T
—1 2 —n —n
y 7& x] 2Ty - 2Ty Y -
— =
1 _n T1TH X T1Ty T
7 n > 17 Yy 7é Ty L1y —n—1 —n
T1Ty T1Ty Y

Table 2: ¢~ -ideal preimages

Because v; — ¢~ (vF) we get u — p o ™! (vF) = vF. Examining Table
we notice that in cases 3-7 for every v; the suffixes of v¥ for every k form a full
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paradigm of the suffixes of u and in cases 1-2 the suffix of v¥ is the suffix of u.
Thus for every u — ¢ (w) there exists a vF s.t. u — vF — p (w).

Let u — ¢ (w) then there exists u — v¥ — ¢ (w). From v being an ideal
preimage we get that v; — ¢ toy (w) = w. If we plug these maps into Diagram
we get that v; — w is the ideal preimage of u — ¢ (w). This shows that
for every u — ¢ (w) there is an ideal-preimage in the set of ideal preimages

constructed using Table [I1
Now we prove that it is unique. Examining Table 2l we notice that if v; # v;
for every ki, ko the push-out of the square

is a folded tree with at least one vertex of degree 3. Let u — ¢ (w). Assume by
way of contradiction that both v; = w and v; — w are ideal preimages i.e.

commutes. Because v} were constructed using Table [l there are vfl — ¢ (w)

%

and vé” — ¢ (w) such that

| |
sl T )
|

Forr (14) —= Fors (o) = Fprs (187

commutes. But combining these diagrams and plugging into Diagram B.3] we
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get the diagram

o F,-1 (vfl) FpoF,—1(p(w)) FpoF,
[ [
i i (w) v;?

commutes. This implies a locally injective morphism vfl 1L, vé” = ¢ (w). Al

vertices in o (w) are of degree 2 but there is a vertex of degree 3 in v 1L, vé”
which is a contradiction. This concludes the proof of Lemma

Let u be an u-word an ¢ automorphism. We conclude this part with a
method for calculating the unique minimal full set S, , (if we take the base
words of the ideal preimages we get the multiset mentioned in the introduction).
First we decompose ¢ into Nielsen moves ¢ = @1 0 3 0 --- 0 ¢; by combining
moves we can assume that every ¢ is of the form x; — z;x;,zp — T, with
m # 4 Or T; — T;Ti, Ty — Ty, With m # 4. Now we use Table [I] to construct
a full set Sy ,, of ¢1 ideal preimages of v . Now for every v € Sy, ,, we use
Table to construct a full set S, ,, of @2 ideal preimages of v. We have shown
that the set (J,. S Su,p, is a full set but generally it is not minimal. We can
use Remark [26] to replace Uvesum
recursively continue this process to ¢3 and onward.

Sy, Dy the minimal set Sy 4,00, and now

4 Constructions of Inverse limit and Represen-
tation

4.1 Construction of inverse limit

We know wish to create an inverse system of modules by defining py : M) —
My, _1 such that ppmr = mr_1. We make two auxiliary definitions

Definition 38 (U-word orientation). Let f : reduced-words — u-words the
function that forgets the orientation. A u-word orientation is a section o :
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u-words — reduced-words s.t. f oo = Id choosing for every u-word an orien-
tation. Let o be an u-word orientation, let @ be an u-wrod then o (@) = u or
o (u) = u~!. Suppose o (%) = u we say u is the orientation of . The word u
is also the orientation of w—1. This is an auxiliary definition in order to make
definitions precise. We will mostly be interested in objects that are independent
of this choice. We choose an arbitrary u-word orientation we will use until the

end of the article.

Definition 39 (Intrinsic orientation). First we define by example then we give
a precise definition. Let w be a u-word with orientation w and w a k-affix with

. . . . . . . J— u v
orientation u. We say that u is pointed inwards if we write w as - —— - —— -

we say u is pointed outward if write W as - <— - —>= . . We say that 7 is
pointing inward in w if u is a proper prefix of w or u~! is a proper suffix of w.
We say W is pointing outwards in w if 4! is a proper prefix of w or u is a proper
suffix of w. We notice that the definition is independent of the orientation of w
but not independent of the orientation of w. Without orienting u-words we can
not say that a k-affix uw is pointing inward or outward but we can compare how
a k-affix @ is situated in two different u-words. Let wy,ws,w be u-words s.t. @
is a k-affix of wy and also a k-affix of ws. We say that w has opposite intrinsic
orientation in wy and ws if for every u-word orientation w is pointing inward
in one and outward in the other. We say that they have the same intrinsic
orientation in w; and ws if for every u-word orientation they both point inward
or both point outward.

Definition 40. We define two sequences of homomorphisms %k My — M4
and ?k : My, — Mj_1. We first make auxiliary definition. Le(iu be alength k—1
u-word and w a length k u-word we define the functionals § ,, ?u € M} (Fy)
by

U(w):

1 If wis k — 1 affix of w pointing outward
0 Otherwise

? (w) 1 If wis k — 1 affix of w pointing inward
u \W) =
0 Otherwise

We note that it is impossible for a length k¥ word w to have two k-1-affixes u
pointing outwards. We identify Hom (My, My_1) with M} ® My_: and define
Dk, P € M @ M1 to be

%kz Z ?u@)u,?k: Z ?u®u

uEWy 1 uEWjy_1

Example 41. We define an orientation on Ws by o (TZ) = zx, 0 (¥7) = yy, o (TY) =

zy,o0 (Yx) = yx,0 (yilz) =y lz,0 (xyfl) = 2y~ !, we look at p3: My —

Ms in matrix form

—1 ==

1

TzT Yyyy Txy rxy ! yrzr y~laxz yyz yyr—! Tyy x " lyy yry ylzy ! Tyr xlyx— 1 yoy—
zT 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
vy 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ty 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
yzT 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
y~lz 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
zy—1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

Let Mk = Immy.
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Theorem 42. We state properties of this construction.

1.
2.

3.

My, = Immy = Eq (91, Pr) (= ker (9 — P))

coker (0 — Pr) = Z/2z i.e rankMy (F,) = rankker (px — Pr) = rankMy (F,)—
rankMy—_1 (Fp) =n (2n —2) (2n —1)"2

We denote pj, = %khﬁ[k = ?khp[k then pymy = Tp—1

Thus we get an homomorphism 7 : Z [C] — @Mk
We begin by defining gluing.

Definition 43 (Gluing along a k-affix). Let W, w;, w2 be u-words s.t. @ is a
k-affix situated in opposite intrinsic orientation in w; vis-a-vis Wy and let v be
a u-word s.t. both its k-affixes are u situate in opposite intrinsic orientation.
The gluing of w; and wsy along u is the pushout of the square

u — Wi

1

w2

in the category of labeled graphs, the gluing of v to itself along u is the co-
equalizer of u = v. Notice that because w is of opposite intrinsic orientation in
w1 and ws the result of the pushout is an u-word if uw were to be situated in the
same intrinsic orientation we would have gotten a tripod. In the second case
the result is a cyclic word if u had the same intrinsic orientation we would have
gotten a circle with a tail.

Example 44. We continue Example Recall 73 (zyx_ly_l) = xyx~! +

yr~ly=l + z=ly—lx 4+ y~lzy. We will show that we can reconstruct the cyclic
word zyz~'y~! by gluing the components 73 (xyacfly’l) along 2-affixes. We

notice that yz—1 is situated in opposite intrinsic orientation in xyx—! vis-a-vis
yx~ly thus we can glue zyx~! and yz~—1ly~! along yz—! the result is zyz—1ly—!
(Figure 1). We continue and glue zyz—ly~! and z~ly~lz along z—ly~!
and xyx~ly—lz with y~lzy along y—!z to get zyz—ly—lzy. Finally we glue

TYT™

Ly=lzy to itself along Ty to get the cyclic word zyxr~ly~!(Figure [A12).

T ° Y ° T ° .
¢« ———— e
° Y . z o 2 ° y‘ o5 ‘y o
l b
= R y R = . y R L] —,) L] . e —— o
Figure 4.2
Figure 4.1

We would like to show that any vector in ker (%k — ?k) can be lifted to a
vector in Z [C]. We do this by generalizing the process showed in Example [441
We define a non-negative vector to be a linear combination of basis elements
such that all coeflicients are non-negative. We think of a non-negative vector in
Mj, as a graph in the following way: A non negative vector is written as a sum
of k length u-words we think of this addition as disjoint union of the graphs thus
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a non-negative vector is a disjoint union of u-words. We have a problem that
gluing two component along a k — 1-affix results in a u-word that is longer than
k thus it can not be represented in M. Therefore we define My = ®j>k M;

and the dual M]: = Hj>k M;. We extend the homomorphism =Tk My —

Mj,_1 to M, by extending the auxiliary functionals in Definition @0l Let u be
a u-word of length k£ — 1 and w an u-word of length greater or equal to k. We
notice that if the length of w is greater or equal to 2k — 1 then it is possible
that both k — 1 affixes of w are u pointing outward. We extend the functional

—

= = .
0. € M to 6, € M in the following way

2 If both k — 1 affixes of w are u pointing outward

—

04 (w)=<1 TIfonek — 1 affix of w is u pointing outward
0 Otherwise

—

— % —_—
we extend ?u analogously. Now we extend ?k = Zuewk,l 04 ® u,?k =
3w u finally 5r— Fr : My — My_q defined to be 55— s =
ueEWy_1

%\k—%\k- Clearly %ﬂkl]\/jk = %k — 7k- We define a morphism 7y, : My, —
M, analogous to 7, : Z[C] — My,. Let w € My be an u-word of length greater
or equal to k (these words form a basis for Mj,) and let u be an u-word of length
k —1. We define 7y : My, — M, by u* (&% (w)) = [Hom (u, w)| we notice that
#k|ar, = Idas, . We show lemmas about gluing.

Lemma 45 (Gluing Lemma). Let W,V be u-words with l (w),1(v) > k, let t be
an k — 1-affix situated in opposite intrinsic orientation in w vis-d-vis v, let w be
an u-word with | (W) < k and let 5 be the result of gluing W and v along t. We
show that

Hom (u,s) = (Hom (u,w) |_|H0m (u, 6)) /Hom (u,1)

thus
|Hom (u,’3)| = |Hom (u,w)| + |Hom (w,v)| — |Hom (u,?)|

Proof. Because of general abstract nonsense considerations we get that there is
an injective morphism

(Hom (@) | |Hom (. a)) /Hom (%) — Hom (u, s)

. We show it is surjective. Let w be an orientation of w, ¢ and orientation of
t and s and orientation of 5 such that we can write w = wg -t , v =t - vy and
s =wp - t-vg. Assume by way of contradiction that u is a subword of s that is
not a subword of either w or v. This means it contains a non trivial segments
both of vy and of ug. We denote them by vy and uy and notice I (uy),1(v1) > 1.
We can write u = vy - t - uq, thus [ (u) =1 (vy - t-uy) =1(v1) +1(t) +1(u1) =
k—1+41(v1)+1(u1) > k+1 and this is a contradiction since [ (u) < k. O

Corollary 46. Special case: If I (w) = k we get Hom (ﬂ, f) = (. Thus

|Hom (w,s)| = |Hom (u,w)| + |Hom (u, )|
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Proposition 47. Letw be an u-word and let t be an u-word situated in W twice
as two k — 1-affixes in opposite intrinsic orientation, let v be the cyclic word
obtained by gluing w to itself along t and let u be an u-word of length k. Then
Hom (u, w) = Hom (u,v).

Proof. The morphism from @w — wv is locally injective therefor the morphism
Hom (u, w) — Hom (u,v) is injective.We divide into two cases:

1. @ > [ (t). Let w,t orientation of w,¢ and v’ a cyclically reduced repre-
sentative of v such that we can write w =t -wqg -t and v =t -wg . There
are [ (w) — k + 1 subwords of length &k in w that is [ (t-wp-t) —k+1=
20(t) + 1 (wg) —k+1=1(t)+ 1 (wy) . There are [ (v) subwords of length
k in v that is I (¢) + I (wp). Because v and w have the same amount of
subwords this means every subword of v comes from a subword of w thus
Hom (u, w) = Hom (u, v).

2. @ < I(f). Let w,t¢ orientation of w,? such that we can write w in
two ways w = x -t = t-y. This can be seen as an equation over a
free semigroup. The solutions of an equation of this sort has the form
& = T0Y0,y = Yoo, t = (Toyo) 2o, w = (zoyo)" ' oyoxo with r € N,
the words xg and gy reduced words s.t. xg -y and yg - xrowhere xg # 1 but
yo possibly trivial. The cyclic word resulting from gluing w to itself along
t is v = woyo. There are [ (w) — k + 1 subwords of length k in w that is
I(t-2)—k+1=1()+1(x)—k+1=1(x). There are [ (v) subwords of
length & in v that is [ (v) =1 (xoyo) = [ (x). As before every subword of v
comes from w thus Hom (u, w) = Hom (u, v),

O

Proposition 48. Let v be a cyclic word and let the u-word u be a subword of v
and let k =1 (u) + 1. Then there exists an u-word w with u situated in it twice
as two k — 1-affixes in opposite intrinsic orientation such that v is the result of
gluing w to itself along u.

Proof. We divide this into two cases:
1. w is a proper subword i.e. I (v) > I (u).
2. u is not a proper subword i.e. I (u) > 1 (v)

O

If u is a proper subword than one can write v = u - v9 and one can check
that w = w - vg - u. If w is not a proper subword than there exists n € N a
cyclically reduce representative v and a proper subword vg s.t. u = v™ vy then

w = v" Ty, Let vibe the proper subword s.t. v = vgv; than w = vv™ tvgvivg

Proposition 49. We prove propositions connecting the gluing lemmas with the

—_—
homomorphisms %k - 71“ ks ?k - ?Iw

1. Let vy, vy € My, be non negative vectors such that vi is obtained by gluing
two different components of vy along a common k—1-affix. Then 7y, (vy) =

1 (v1) and 'y — Tk (v0) = Dk — T (n1).

22



2. Letv € My, be a non-negative vector and let vg € My, be the vector satisfy-
ing T, (V) = vo. There is a sequence of vectors vo, . .., Uy € M with v, = v
such that vi;41 is obtained from v; by gluing two different components of
v; along a common k — 1-affix.

(Pr—TPr) otk =Dr— P
Proof. (1) The fact that 7 (vo) = 7x (v1) follows from the gluing lemma (Lemma

[A5). The fact that p — 7k (vo) = ?:—\?k (v1) follows because we glue along
k—1 affixes situated in opposite intrinsic orientation. (2) We show this for a sin-
gle connected component i.e. a word of length greater or equal to k the general
case follows. Let v be a u-word of length k then vg = v and this is the sequence.
Let v be a u-word of length k + n and let u; be k-affix and us a k +n — 1-affix
such that u; is not a sub word of us (i.e. these are affixes from opposite sides
of v). Then uy,us have a common k — 1-affix in opposite orientation s.t. gluing
along it gives v. Thus by the gluing lemma (Lemma [45))

A

7k (0) = g (1) + Ak (u2) = ug + g (u2)

Thus we write v,—1 = w1 + us and continue by induction to decompose us.
(3) Let v € M be a non-negative vector, vg = 7, (v) and vg,v1,...,v, = v a
sequence as in (2). Then

—

(Pr—Tr)ofe () =Pk —Trwo) =9k — Trwo) =Pr— Tk W)

for every ¢. Thus ?k — ?k

71 (V) = Pr — P (v). Lastly My, is generated
by non negative vectors therefor (P

Prk— D) ofk="Pr— D O
Proposition 50. We show claims about ?k — ?k My — M_q
1. Let S = {v € My—1|> e, , lu* W)|* = 2} then (S) = Im(pr — Tx) -
2. coker(?k — ?k) = Z/az. (second property in Theorem [{3)
3. FEvery v € Im (?k — ?k) has a non negative preimage.

4. ker %k — ?k is generated by non-negative vectors.

Proof. (1) The set S is the set of vectors that are linear combination of exactly
two length k& — 1 u-words with coefficients 1 or —1. It is clear that (S) D
Im (?k — ?k) because the u-words of length k generate M} and every word
has exactly two k — 1-affixes. In the other direction let v € S then there exists
Uy, Uz € Wi—1 and €1,e5 € {0,1} such that v = (=1)" uy + (=1)?uz. Let
u1,us be the orientations of uy,us. Then depending on the u-word orientation
there exists €3, ¢4 € {—1,1} and a letter = such that there is not cancellation in
uPzus' and

(=D ar + (— ?k ~ P (U1 Tus ) (e —Tr) ot (U1 Tus )

second equality is (1) in Proposition @9 (2) We define the functional A € M}_;
by A (Zuewk,l auu) = D uew,_, @u- We notice that A (v) is even for every
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v €S . Let ug € Wi_1. Because A(ug) = 1 we conclude ug ¢ (S). We
show that S U {uo} generates My_1. If u € Wji_1 then u = wup + (u — up)
and (v —ug) € S. We also notice that 2ug = (ug — u) + (up +u) € (S). Thus
Zfoz. 22 My, /Tm (p . — P1). (3) Let v € Im (px — P'x) then by (1) there exists
u,...,u; € Ssuch that v =5 c;u;. We notice that S = —S thus we can choose

¢; to be positive. We notice that for every €3, €4, u1, us the vector 7y (uisxug‘*)

is non-negative thus every element in S has a non negative preimage so there
exists non-negative vectors vi,...,v; € My such that (%k — ?k) (vi) = u,.
Thus (pr — 7Tk) (X civi) = v but S ¢ is a non-negative combination of
non-negative vectors thus it is non-negative. (4) Let w € ker p — 7k then
we can write w = w’ — w” such that w’ and w” are both non negative. If
e —Tr W) = Pr— Pr(w) =0 the w is a combination of non negative
vectors. Assume ‘pj — P (w') # 0 then by (3) there exists a non negative
preimage u such that o — 7x (—w') = k=T (—w") = k- TP (u). We
write v = (v' + u) — (u + v”) and notice that v’ + u, v” +u are non-negative and
v 4+ u, v +uckerpr— Tk . O

Proposition 51. We conclude by proving the two remaining statements from
Theorem [{2

1. Immy, = My, (F,) =ker o — Tk

2. We denote py = <ﬁk|Mk = ?k|Mk we show that py : My, — My_1 is an
inverse system such that py o T, = T_1

Proof. (1) Let w be a cyclic word. Choose an arbitrary subword u of w of length
k — 1. By Proposition @8] there is an u-word v s.t. if we glue v to itself along
u we get w. Then by Proposition 7] we have m; (w) = 7% (v). Also clearly

%k—?k(U)ZU—ﬂZO. Thus

(5= Pr)ome(w) = (- Br)omw(v) = 5x— Pr(v) =0

i.e. Imm, C ker %k — ?k On the other hand let vy € ker %k — ?k be a non-
negative vector. By (4) in Proposition[Bllit is enough to show that vy € Immy, . If
all the components of v are u-words that have a k—1-affix situated in them twice
in opposite intrinsic orientation than by Proposition[dT7we can lift vy to v € Z [C]
s.t. 7 (v) = v by gluing each component to itself along its k — 1-affix. If not let
w be a component of v that does not have the above property and let u be a k—1-
affix of w. Because Py — Pk (v) = 0 there exists another component of v with u
situated in it in intrinsic orientation opposite to w we denote it by ¢t. Let v; be
the vector in M}, obtained by gluing w and ¢ along u. By (1) in Proposition A
7% (v1) = vo and Dk — T (v1) = 0. Now we can recursively apply the previous
step until we get v, s.t. all its components are u-words that have the same
k — l-affix situated in them twice in opposite intrinsic orientation. The vector
vy, can be lifted to a vector v € Z[C] s.t. 7 (v) = 7 (v,) = v by gluing and
Proposition @7l (2) We show that #_1|a, = %k + ?k Let v be a length k
u-word then it has exactly two k— 1-subwords moreover these are its k— 1-affixes
therefore ;1 (v) = (?k + ?k) (v). We show that #x_1 o, = 2m,—1. fvis a
cyclic word of length 1 then 7y (v) = v_k, Tr_1 v_k) = 20F1 = 27144 (v). Let v

be a cyclic word of length greater then 1. Let u be a subword of length k—1 with
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a graph morphism v — v then there are two different length k& subwords w;, ws
such that u — w; — v,u = we — v. We get w; by adding the subsequent letter
to u in v on one side of u and get ws by adding the subsequent letter to v in v
on the other side of . This shows that for every u — v there are two different
morphisms u —1 7 (v) and v —2 7 (v). But every u that is a subword of
7k (v) is also a subword of v. This shows that #ix_1 o mg (v) = 27— (v). We
notice that ﬁk71|m = ?kh\-@ + ?kb\—h = 2py. and because Mk = Imm, we get

2M—1 = Tk—1 O Tk = Tk—1|p7, © Tk = 2Pk © T

thuspko7rk:ﬂ'k_1. ([l

In conclusion we have a homomorphism 7 : Z [C] — Jim My

4.2 Properties of 7

We now try to understand the kernel of 7.

Proposition 52. Let w be a cyclically reduced word. We look at w and w' as
cyclic words then lmy, (w) = my, (wl) for every k. Thus

<lw — wl|w cyclicaly reduced,l € N> < kerm

Proof. We notice that the morphism w! — w is an I-cover space of the cyclic

word w we also notice that a u-word is simply connected. Let u be a u-word
any morphism u — w has exactly [ different lifts to w! thus

’Hom (u, wl)’ = [ |Hom (u, w)]
. Thus we get Imy, (w) = 7, (w') for every k and I. O

We would like to show that ker m = <lw — w!|w cyclicaly reduced, | € N> for
this we need a lemma with a somewhat technical proof.

Lemma 53. Let w be a cyclically reduced word. The word w is a nontrivial
power if and only if for every cyclic permutation w' there are words t and v such
that w' =t -v -t where t and v are proper subwords. t # 1 but v may be trivial.

Proof. One direction is easy: If w = u* with & > 2 it can be decomposed as
wuF~2u. A cyclic permutation of a power is also a power and thus it satisfies the
condition. Suppose w satisfies the condition. We say a decomposition ¢ - v -t of
a cyclic permutation of w is reducible if ¢ has the form ¢t = s -ty - s where s and
to are proper subwords (s # 1, tp may be trivial) and irreducible otherwise. Let
t-v -t be an irreducible decomposition of a cyclic permutation of w such that
[ (t) is maximal among all irreducible decompositions of cyclic permutations of
w. We want to show that w has a cyclic permutation that is equal to t* for
some k. If v = 1 then w is a power, therefore assume v # 1. Let us examine the
cyclic permutation v -t-t. Because w satisfies the condition in the lemma v -t-¢
has an irreducible decomposition s - wu - s. Because ¢ is maximal this means that
s is a proper suffix of ¢t or s =t. We want to show that s = t.
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Remark. If we show that ¢ has proper suffix a that is also a proper prefix we

will reach a contradiction. For [ (a) < @ this is clear because we can write

t=a-ty-aie. t-v-tisreducible. For [ (a) > @ We writet =t1-a=a-ts
this the same kind of equation over a free semigroup as in Proposition @7 As
before we have a family of solutions t; = zy,t; = yzr,a = (gcy)T_1 x with =,y
reduced words such that x -y and y -z and r € N with  # 1 and y possibly
trivial. Thus ¢ = aty = (zy)" " ayz =z (y (xy)ril) x which is a contradiction
to tut being an irreducible decomposition.

Assume [ (s) < I(t). Thus s is a suffix of ¢t and we write t = ¢1-s . We divide
into three different cases

1. 1(s) > I (v): We write s = s1 - 52 such that s; = v and t = s5 - t2. Thus
So -ty =t=1t1-s=1151S2 . We see that s, is a both proper prefix and
a proper suffix of ¢ this is a contradiction.

2. 1(s) =1 (v): Then s = v and we consider the cyclic permutation ¢-¢-s. It
has an irreducible decomposition s1-uj-s1. We notice  (s1) <1 (t) because
t is maximal. We write t = s1 - t2 (51 # 1 but ¢2 is possibly trivial)

(a) If1(s1) <1(s) <l(t)then sy is a prefix of ¢ but it is also a suffix of
s (or equal to s) thus a suffix of ¢ this is a contradiction.

(b) If I (s1) > I (s) then we write s1 = s11 - $12 , t = 3 - $11, S12 = 5. We
get t3-s11 =t = S1-ta = S11 - S12 - ta. Thus s11 is both a proper
prefix and a proper suffix of ¢ this is a contradiction. (This still holds
of tg = 1)

3. 1(s) <l(v): Wewritev=s-vyandv-t-t =s-v;-t-t. We denote s = §;
and proceed by induction.

We examine the permutation vy -t -t - 8. The subword §, satisfies the following
properties: (1) It is a concatenation of suffixes of t. (2) If r is a suffix of §; or
8) itself and it satisfies [ (r) > [(s) then it is a concatenation of two or more
suffixes of t. We notice that §; = s satisfies properties (1) and (2). If u satisfies
properties (1) and (2) then any suffix of u also satisfies these properties. If
uy and ug both satisfy properties (1) and (2) then there concatenation wuj - ug
satisfies the properties as well. The cyclic permutation v -t -t - §; has an
irreducible decomposition sy, - ug - si. Because ¢ is maximal [ (¢ - §) > [ (sx) this
means Sy is suffix of ¢ - §,. We notice that s satisfies properties (1) and (2).
We divide into three cases:

1. 1 (sg) > l(vx): Because ¢ is maximal then [ (si) < [ (vy - t) thus there is
suffix of s that is a prefix of ¢ denote it by si1. The subword sx; satisfies
properties (1) and (2). Thus si; has a prefix that is a suffix of ¢ or it is
itself a suffix of t. Either way ¢ has a prefix that is also its suffix and this
is a contradiction.

2. If I(sg) = l(vg) then vy -t -t-8; = sk -t-t- 5§ then there is a cyclic
permutation ¢ - ¢ - § - s, . We notice §s;, satisfies properties (1) and (2).
We write 8,55, = &), and examine tt3,. The cyclic permutation ¢t§) has a
irreducible decomposition s}, - u}, - s}, we notice that I (s},) < I (¢- §},) thus
sj. is a suffix of ¢ - 8], so it satisfies properties (1) and (2). There are two
options
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(a) The subword s, is not a concatenation of two or more suffixes of ¢t.
Because of property (2), it is a suffix of ¢ satisfying I (s},) < (s) and
by assumption I (s},) < 1(s) <[(t) . Thus s} is both a prefix and a
suffix of ¢ and this is a contradiction.

(b) Otherwise observe that [(s},) < {(¢). Thus a prefix of s}, is also a
prefix of ¢t. Because s, is a concatenation of suffixes of ¢ it has a
prefix that is a suffix of ¢ and this is a contradiction.

3. Ifl(s) <l(vg) then we write vy, = Sgvg4+1 and vy -t-t-8 = Sk V41 -t 18-
We examine the cyclic permutation vg41-t-t- Sk - sx. We notice that 5 - sy
satisfies properties (1) and (2) and we write §;4+1 = 8) - s,.. We notice that
[ (Vk+1) < I (vg) thus case 3 cannot repeat indefinitely and ultimately we
reach a contradiction.

We close the argument with another induction. We had a cyclic permutation
v -t -t that has a decomposition s -« - s and we concluded that s =t . Because
t is irreducible then [ (v) > [ (t). If v = t we are done if not we write v = tv;
and we observe the cyclic permutation v;t'tt. This is the base for induction.
Let vjt¥tt be a cyclic permutation. Then writing v}, = vjtF we notice that v} t¢
satisfies the same conditions as vtt thus there is a decomposition sus such that
s = t. Because t irreducible then [ (vy) > I (t). If v, =t we are done if not we
write v, = tvpy; and we examine the cyclic permutation vy t*+1tt. We notice
that I (vg+1) < I (vg) thus this process must end at some point i.e. for some k
we have v =t thus w has a cyclic permutation that is a power of t. O

Proposition 54. Let wi,...,wy, be cyclic words and let 3" | a;w; a linear
combination that is not in <lw —w!w cyclicaly reduced,l € N>. Then there ex-
ists a k s.t. m, (31, a;w;) # 0. This shows that

kerm = <lw —w'lw cyclicaly reduced,l € N>

Proof. Using the relations lw — w' the linear combination Yo aiw; always
has representative Z:il a;w; such that wi,...,ws are pairwise distinct words
that are not powers. Therefore we assume this for Z;il ajw;. Without loss
of generality assume w,, is of maximal length. We notice that the length k
subwords of a length k cyclic word are its cyclically reduced representative. If
two length k cyclic words have a length k subword in common they are the same
cyclic word, therefore we can assume that [ (wy,) > [ (w;) for 1 <i < m — 1.
We notice that if u is a subword of a cyclic word w with [ (u) > [ (w) then there
is a cyclically reduced representative w’ of w such that v = w'"w; where w; is
a proper prefix of w’ and r € N (w; is possibly trivial but not when r = 1).
Thus u has the form ¢ - v -t. Let I (wy) = k. Since w, is not a power by
Lemma it has a subword of length &k that does not have the form ¢ - v - ¢t.
Assume that m, (3°1, a;w;) = 0 then —am,mg (W) = Z;’;l a;m (w;) but this
is a contradiction because the sum on the left side has a u-word that does not
have the form tvt while all the u-word summands on the right side have the
form twt since k =1 (wy,) > 1 (w;) for 1 <i <m —1. O

This proposition is the main component of Theorem [3 We take a moment
to talk about the topology of an inverse limit of free modules.
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Definition 55. Let p; : M; — M,;_1 be an inverse system of finitely generated
free Z-module (vector spaces). We define a valuation V' on lim M;. Let v =
(Vi)sen € im M;ie. v; = piy1 (vit1) than we define V (v) = max {k € N|vy, = 0}.
Let p; : @Mi — M; the natural projection and note that p; = p;+1 0 Di+1-

Three equivalent ways to define the topology of @ M;

1. We take the discrete topology on each M; and define the topology of
lim M; < [[, M; to be the induced topology from the product topology
general topology)

2. We take topology induced by taking kerp;y; < kerp; to be local base of
open neighborhoods of 0. (topological module)

3. Letv € @Mi and n € N we define B, ,, = {w € @Miﬂ/(w —v) > n}
The sets B, , are a base for the topology. (metric topology)

Let us return to the morphism 7 : Z[C] — hmM For every ¢ the mor-
phism m; is onto M; thus the image of 7 is dense in lim M;. The module
Z[C] ] (lw — w'lw cyclicaly reduced, I € N) can be seen as the free module gen-

erated by cyclic words that are not non-trivial powers. The usual way to define
a metric would be |||| : lim m M; — R by |Jv|| = 27V In this case LM is the
completion of Im7m with respect to the metric.

4.3 Representation

We now show how Theorem [I] gives us a representation. Let ¢ be an auto-
morphism. We recall the definition of m} from the introduction. Let u € Wy,
let S, be the multiset of words given by Theorem [I} let w a cyclic word and
k, =1(v) for v € S, ,, then by definition of 7, and Theorem [Il we have

u* (m (p (w))) = [Hom (u, ¢ ()| = ) [Hom (v,w)| = Y o (m, (w))

VESp u vES, u

Because the equation is true for every w we have an equation of functions
u* om0 =Y v*om, equivalently we can write

promi(w)= Y m, (v°)

vES, u
Where we consider ¢ as the linear extension of ¢ to Z [C]. We denote
Pkl =DPi4+19°OPk—1° Pk
thus pg; o m, = m. We recall
ﬁmkﬁkv O Tmy, = Pmy,ky © Tmy, = Tk,

* % —x
SO i = Ty © Do ko thus

promi(w)= Y wh, (0)=m | D Pk

VES, u vESp,u
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We define oy : M — My, by

= > Prw @)

VES, u

it satisfies p* oy = m, o). The homomorphism ¢} defines a homomorphism
wr * My, — My, that satisfies

Pk O My, = T O P

We notice that we use $:nk7kv in the definition and we recall that <5'Tnk7kv is
defined using an arbitrary u-word orientation. Thus a morphism ¢y, that satisfies
PR O, = TLow is not unique. A different orientation would result in a different
morphism . But if we consider the restriction ‘pk|Mmk : Mmk — Mk then it

is unique. Let ¢ and ¢}, both satisfy
Pk © Ty, = T O P = P} © T,

but 7,,,is onto on Mmk_ s0 @il = vkl - We notice that
s s

Pk © Qg O Tm,y, =Pk OTELOP
=Tg—-10¢
= Pk—1°Tmy_,

= Pk—1°Pmp,mp_1 © Tmy,
But 7, is onto on M,,, so

Pk © Pk = Pk—1 © Pmy,,mp—1 (41)

This shows that the sequence ¢y : Mmk — Mk defines a homomorphism
hm My, — hm M;.. We notice that

(po 7/})k Opmwwm:ow 0w = (po w)k o ﬂm:ow
k ™k

=Tk o (poy)

=} 0 7qukp o

= Pk O Pmg O

"k
as before we get
(o), O P | meov = Pk O Z/Jmf (4.2)

P

k

We notice that the sequences (p o)), o P, mge and (po1)), define the
k

same homomorphism in the limit. Thus we get that Out (F},) — Aut (L M, k)
is a homomorphism. Lastly let ¢, be automorphism from different conjugacy
classes then there exists a generator of the free group x such that ¢ (), () are
from different conjugacy classes. because @, are automorphisms ¢ (z), ¢ (x)
are not powers thus by PropositionIBZIthere is a k such that mop (z) # mrot (x)
without loss of generality assume mj, < mk thus
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k0 Pt e (Ty @) # 0k (@)

The sequences g op, v, and ¢ define the same homomorphism in the limit.
k>

We conclude that Out (F,) — Aut (]gl Mk) is injective (Theorem [3)). We note
that My, and M,,, have a given basis thus ¢y : M;,, — M}, is a matrix and ¢
is represented by a tower of finite matrices. Equation 1] shows that @1 can
be reconstructed given ¢ thus each successive matrix gives more information

about . Equation shows that computations in Aut (1&1 Mk) can be done

via matrix multiplication.
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