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GGS-GROUPS ACTING ON TREES OF GROWING DEGREES

RACHEL SKIPPER AND ANITHA THILLAISUNDARAM

Abstract. We consider analogues of Grigorchuk-Gupta-Sidki (GGS-)groups acting on trees
of growing degree; the so-called growing GGS-groups. These groups are not just infinite and
do not possess the congruence subgroup property, but many of them are branch and have the
p-congruence subgroup property, for a prime p. Among them, we find groups with maximal
subgroups only of finite index, and with infinitely many such maximal subgroups. These
give the first examples of finitely generated branch groups with infinitely many finite-index
maximal subgroups. Additionally, we prove that congruence quotients of growing GGS-groups
associated to a defining vector of zero sum give rise to Beauville groups.

1. Introduction

Branch groups are groups acting spherically transitively on a spherically homogeneous in-
finite rooted tree and having normal subgroup structure similar to the subgroup structure of
the full automorphism group of the tree. Early constructions, which have many interesting
properties, were produced by Grigorchuk [24] and Gupta and Sidki [28]. Their groups act on
a special type of regular rooted tree: the p-regular rooted trees, for p a prime.

These pioneering examples were generalised to a family of GGS-groups, named after Grig-
orchuk, Gupta and Sidki. A GGS-group is generated by an automorphism a, which permutes
the p subtrees hanging from the root rigidly according to the permutation (1 2 · · · p), and a
recursively-defined automorphism b, which fixes the first-level vertices of the tree and acts on
their respective subtrees as (ae1 , . . . , aep−1 , b), for some e1, . . . , ep−1 ∈ Fp.

Certain branch groups acting on irregular trees of growing degree, that is, vertices at
level i− 1 of the tree have pmi children, for mi ∈ N with m1 < m2 < · · · , were studied by Fink
in [17]. Fink used these groups to construct examples of branch groups with exponential word
growth but no free subgroups.

In this paper, we introduce a generalisation of the GGS-groups to trees of growing degrees.
We refer to these analogous GGS-groups as growing GGS-groups. These groups do not share
all properties of GGS-groups, for instance the analogue of the automorphism b is not of finite
order. We refer the reader to Section 3 for details. The growing GGS-groups also do not possess
the congruence subgroup property, however a large subfamily of them does possess the p-
congruence subgroup property and the weak congruence subgroup property; see Subsections 2.2
and 3.3 respectively for the definitions and these results. This subfamily provides the first
examples of finitely generated branch groups with such a combination of congruence subgroup
properties. In particular this gives the first examples of finitely generated branch groups shown
to have the p-congruence subgroup property but not the congruence subgroup property; cf.
[22, 35, 11].
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Our main result concerns the maximal subgroups of growing GGS-groups. Now, the study
of maximal subgroups of branch groups acting on regular rooted trees, in particular, p-regular
rooted trees, is well established, starting from the work of Pervova [33, 32, 34], who proved
that the torsion Grigorchuk groups and torsion GGS-groups do not contain maximal subgroups
of infinite index. In [30], Pervova’s result was extended to torsion multi-EGS groups, also
called torsion generalised multi-edge spinal groups. Bondarenko [6] gave the first, though
non-explicit, examples of finitely generated branch groups that do have maximal subgroups
of infinite index. His method does not apply to groups acting on the 2-regular and 3-regular
rooted trees. However, recently Francoeur and Garrido [20] provided the first examples of
finitely generated branch groups, acting on the 2-regular rooted tree, with maximal subgroups
of infinite index. Their examples are the non-torsion Šuniḱ groups acting on the 2-regular
rooted tree. See [18, 19, 21] for further related results.

In this paper, we extend Pervova’s result to branch growing GGS-groups that satisfy a
natural torsion-type condition, by showing that they do not have maximal subgroups of infinite
index, providing the first such examples among finitely generated branch groups acting on
irregular rooted trees.

Now for a growing GGS-group associated to a defining vector e = (e1, . . . , epm1−1), the
torsion-type condition is the following; compare [40]:

(1.1)

pm1−i−1
∑

k=1

ekpi ≡ 0 (mod pi+1) for all i ∈ {0, . . . ,m1 − 1}.

Note that although none of the groups considered here are torsion, we call this the torsion-
type condition as it is the necessary and sufficient condition for a GGS-group acting on the
pn-regular rooted tree, for fixed n, to be torsion.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a branch growing GGS-group satisfying condition (1.1). Then G has
countably many maximal subgroups, all of which have finite index. In particular, for every
prime number q, the group G has a normal maximal subgroup of index q.

This gives the first examples of finitely generated branch groups with infinitely many (nor-
mal) maximal subgroups only of finite index. Previous examples, such as the branch GGS-
groups acting on the p-regular rooted tree, the torsion multi-EGS groups and the torsion
Grigorchuk groups all possess only finitely many finite-index maximal subgroups. Even the
non-torsion Šuniḱ groups, which possess maximal subgroups of infinite index, have only finitely
many maximal subgroups of finite index.

For G a branch growing GGS-group, we further have that G has uncountably many AutT -
equivalence classes of weakly maximal subgroups, which are all distinct from classes of parabolic
subgroups; see Subsection 4.5. We recall that a weakly maximal subgroup is a subgroup that
is maximal with respect to being of infinite index.

In the last section, we find quotients of growing GGS-groups that are Beauville groups.
Recall that Beauville groups are defined in terms of Beauville surfaces: a Beauville surface is
a compact complex surface isomorphic to (C1×C2)/H, where C1 and C2 are algebraic curves
of genus at least 2, and H is a finite group acting freely on C1×C2 by holomorphic transfor-
mations, with the group H acting faithfully on the curves Ci such that Ci /H ∼= P1(C) and the
covering map Ci → Ci /H is ramified over three points, for i ∈ {1, 2}. The group H is then
said to be a Beauville group. For more background on Beauville surfaces, we refer the reader
to [5].

Beauville groups have recently gained much attention; see the surveys [13, 14, 29]. The
abelian Beauville groups were classified by Catanese [8]: a finite abelian group A is a Beauville
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group if and only if A ∼= Cn × Cn for n > 1 with gcd(n, 6) = 1. After abelian groups, the
most natural finite groups to consider are nilpotent groups, and the determination of nilpotent
Beauville groups can be reduced to the case of p-groups.

There has been considerable effort in finding infinite families of Beauville p-groups; see for
instance [3, 4, 15, 26, 38]. Recently, Gül and Uria-Albizuri [27] showed that the quotients of
torsion GGS-groups acting on the p-regular rooted tree admit Beauville structures. This has
been generalised to torsion infinite GGS-groups acting on the pn-regular rooted tree, including
the case p = 2, by Di Domenico, Gül and Thillaisundaram [12].

One finds quotients of growing GGS-groups by their level stabilisers that are Beauville, but
this is not always the case. In particular, we establish the following.

Proposition 1.2. Let G be a growing GGS-group with defining vector e which is not congruent
to the zero vector modulo p. If

(i)
∑pm1−1

i=1 ei = 0, then G/StG(n) is a Beauville group for every n ≥ 3;

(ii)
∑pm1−1

i=1 ei 6≡ 0 (mod p), then G/StG(n) is not a Beauville group for every n.

Organisation. In Section 2 we recall the preliminaries for groups acting on rooted trees of
growing degree. In Section 3 we define the growing GGS-groups and establish their first
properties, such as their abelianisation, branching properties, and their congruence subgroup
properties. In Section 4, we prove our main result regarding maximal subgroups, and finally
in Section 5 we prove Proposition 1.2.

Notation. Throughout, we use left-normed commutators, for example, [x, y, z] = [[x, y], z].

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Khalid Bou-Rabee for his discussions with the first
author a few years ago, which gave rise to the idea of studying branch groups acting on trees
of growing degrees.

This research was supported by a London Mathematical Society Grant Scheme 2 (Visits to
the UK) and by the University of Lincoln’s Institute of Advanced Studies. The first author
was supported by the GIF, grant I-198-304.1-2015, “Geometric exponents of random walks
and intermediate growth groups”, NSF grant no. DMS-2005297 “Group Actions on Trees and
Boundaries of Trees”, and the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s
Horizon 2020 research and innovation program (grant agreement No.725773).

2. Preliminaries

In the present section we recall the notion of branch groups and establish prerequisites for
the rest of the paper. For more details, see [2, 25].

2.1. The trees of growing degrees and their automorphisms. All trees in this paper
will be rooted. A spherically homogeneous tree is a tree where, for any given n, all vertices of
distance n from the root have the same degree. Let p be an odd prime and let pm = (pmi)∞i=1,
where m1 < m2 < m3 < · · · is a sequence of increasing positive integers. Define T = Tm to
be the spherically homogeneous tree with branching sequence pm = (pmi)∞i=1. In other words
T will be the tree constructed as follows: for each i ∈ N, let Xi be the alphabet {1, 2, . . . , p

mi}
and consider the set of finite sequences X∗ = {∅}∪

⋃

n∈N

(
∏n

i=1Xi). If u is a vertex in
∏n

i=1Xi

then we place an edge from u to v whenever v = uxn+1 for some xn+1 ∈ Xn+1. In particular,
the root of T corresponds to the empty word ∅. There is a natural length function on X∗ and
the words w of length |w| = n, representing vertices that are at distance n from the root, make
up the nth layer of the tree. Hence the set X∗ can be identified with the vertices of the tree T ,
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and we will use this identification freely. The boundary ∂T , consisting of all infinite simple
rooted paths, is in one-to-one correspondence with the words in the infinite product

∏∞
i=1Xi.

All concepts associated to T that are defined here in Section 2 hold more generally for an
arbitrary spherically homogeneous tree, but for notational convenience, we will only define
them for T .

We write Tu for the full rooted subtree of T that has its root at the vertex u and includes
all vertices v with u a prefix of v. As T is spherically homogeneous, for any two vertices u
and v of a given level, the subtrees Tu and Tv are isomorphic under the map that deletes the
prefix u and replaces it by the prefix v. We write Tn to denote the subtree rooted at a generic
vertex of level n. Defining σn(m) = (mi)

∞
i=n+1 for each n, we see that Tn ∼= Tσn(m).

We observe that every automorphism of the rooted tree T fixes the root, and that the orbits
of AutT on the vertices of the tree T are precisely its layers. Consider an automorphism
f ∈ AutT and denote the image of a vertex u under f by uf . For a vertex u at level n and
a letter x ∈ Xn+1 we have (ux)f = ufx′ where x′ ∈ Xn+1 is uniquely determined by u and f .

This induces a permutation f(u) of Xn+1 so that (ux)f = ufxf(u). We refer to f(u) as the
labelling of f at u. The automorphism f is called rooted if f(u) = 1 for u 6= ∅. It is called
directed, with directed path ℓ for some ℓ ∈ ∂T , if the support {u | f(u) 6= 1} of its labelling is
infinite and contains only vertices at distance 1 from ℓ. The section of f at a vertex u at level n
is the unique automorphism fu of Tn given by the condition (uv)f = ufvfu for v ∈

∏∞
i=n+1Xi.

2.2. Subgroups of the automorphism group of the tree. Let G be a subgroup of AutT .
The vertex stabiliser stG(u) is the subgroup of elements in G that fix the vertex u. For n ∈ N,
the nth level stabiliser StG(n) = ∩|v|=nstG(v) is the subgroup of automorphisms that fix all
vertices at level n. Note that elements in StG(n) necessarily fix all vertices up to level n and
that StG(n) has finite index and is normal in G.

The full automorphism group AutT is a profinite group, and we have

AutT = lim
←−
n∈N

AutT[n],

where T[n] denotes the subtree of T on the finitely many vertices up to level n. The topology
of AutT is defined by the open subgroups StAutT (n) for n ∈ N. Now for G ≤ AutT , the level
stabilisers StG(n) for n ∈ N, form a natural family of so-called principal congruence subgroups
for G, and we say the subgroup G ≤ AutT has the congruence subgroup property if the profinite
topology and the congruence topology on G coincide. Equivalently, if for every subgroup H
of finite index in G, there exists some n such that StG(n) ⊆ H. A weaker version of the
congruence subgroup property is the p-congruence subgroup property for a fixed prime p: a
subgroup G ≤ AutT has the p-congruence subgroup property if for every normal subgroup H
of finite p-power index in G, there exists some n such that StG(n) ⊆ H; see [22]. Another
weaker version of the congruence subgroup property is the weak congruence subgroup property
introduced by Segal, where every finite-index subgroup contains StG(n)

′, for some n; see [37].
For n ∈ N, every g ∈ StAutT (n) can be identified with a sequence g1, . . . , gpm1+···+mn of

elements of AutTn, where p
m1+···+mn is the number of vertices at level n. Denoting these

vertices by u1, . . . , upm1+···+mn , there is a natural isomorphism

StAutT (n) ∼=
∏pm1+···+mn

i=1
AutTui

∼= AutTn ×
pm1+···+mn

. . . ×AutTn.

This decomposition of g into its sections (g1, . . . , gpm1+···+mn ) defines the isomorphism

ψn : StAut T (n) −→ AutTn ×
pm1+···+mn

. . . ×AutTn.
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Let v ∈
∏n

i=1Xi be a vertex of length n. We further define

ϕv : stAutT (v) −→ AutTv ∼= AutTn

to be the restriction of stAutT (v) to Tv.
Next, the subgroup ristG(u), consisting of all automorphisms in G that fix all vertices v of T

not having u as a prefix, is called the rigid vertex stabiliser of u in G. For n ∈ N, the rigid nth
level stabiliser is the product

RistG(n) =
∏pm1+···+mn

i=1
ristG(ui) E G

of the rigid vertex stabilisers of the vertices u1, . . . , upm1+···+mn at level n.
Recall that a subgroup G ≤ AutT is said to act spherically transitively if it acts transitively

on every layer of T .

Definition 2.1. A groupG acting on T = Tm is a branch group ifG acts spherically transitively
and all rigid level stabilisers RistG(n) are of finite index in G. A group G acting on T = Tm is
a weakly branch group if G acts spherically transitively and all rigid level stabilisers RistG(n)
are non-trivial.

3. The growing GGS-groups and first properties

We now define a growing GGS-group G acting on a tree T = Tm with branching p-
power exponents given by m = (m1,m2,m3, . . .). For i ∈ N, we will write ai−1 to repre-
sent the rooted automorphism corresponding to the cycle (1 2 · · · pmi). Let e1, . . . , epm1−1 ∈
{0,±1, . . . ,±(pm2−1)} with not all ei being zero. Then the growing GGS-group G = Ge acting
on the rooted tree T and defined by the vector e = (e1, . . . , epm1−1), is the group generated by
the rooted automorphism a0 and the directed automorphism b0 defined as follows:

ψ1(b0) = (a e1
1 , a e2

1 , . . . , a
epm1−1

1 , b1)

where recursively for n ≥ 2,

ψ1(bn−1) = (a e1
n , a e2

n , . . . , a
epm1−1
n , 1, p

mn−pm1. . . , 1, bn).

Write Gn for the nth shifted group, that is, the growing GGS-group generated by an and bn
which acts on the tree with branching indices (pmn+1 , pmn+2 , . . .). Note that an, bn, and Gn

depend on the choice of m. Since we will work with arbitrary increasing sequences, to simplify
notation we often omit m and write G = G0, a = a0 and b = b0.

Definition 3.1. We say that a growing GGS-group G is σ-fractal if, for each n and vertex v at
the nth level, the group ϕv(stG(v)) coincides with Gn. Furthermore we say that the group G is
strongly σ-fractal if ϕx(StG(1)) = G1 for every vertex x at the first level, and we say that the
group G is super strongly σ-fractal if, for each n, we have ϕv(StG(n)) = Gn for every vertex v
at the nth level; compare [39, Def. 2.4].

We note that traditionally, the terms fractal, strongly fractal and super strongly fractal
have been used only in the context of self-similar groups and d-regular rooted trees, for d ≥ 2,
where a group H ≤ AutT is said to be self-similar if for every h ∈ H and every vertex u,
the section hu, of h at u, is an element of H. However, we naturally extend the definitions to
spherically homogeneous trees and non-self-similar actions.



6 R. SKIPPER AND A. THILLAISUNDARAM

3.1. Abelianisation of growing GGS-groups. Let G be a growing GGS-group. To deter-
mine the abelianisation of G, we first consider an infinite collection of free products

Hi = 〈âi, b̂i | â
pmi+1

i = 1〉 = 〈âi〉 ∗ 〈b̂i〉 ∼= Z/pmi+1Z ∗ Z,

for i ∈ N ∪ {0}. For each such i, there is a unique epimorphism πi : Hi → Gi, which sends

âi 7→ ai and b̂i 7→ bi. The map πi induces an epimorphism from Hi/H′

i
∼= 〈âi〉×〈b̂i〉 ∼= Z/pmi+1Z×Z

onto Gi/G′

i, which we will now show is an isomorphism. To so so, we proceed analogously to [1,
Sec. 4.1].

We consider h ∈ Hi, which can be uniquely represented in the form

h = âs1i · b̂
β1
i · â

s2
i · · · · · â

sℓ
i · b̂

βℓ

i · â
sℓ+1

i

where ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} and s1, . . . , sℓ+1 ∈ Z/pmi+1Z, β1, . . . , βℓ ∈ Z with

sj 6≡ 0 (mod pmi+1) for j ∈ {2, . . . , ℓ},

and βk 6= 0 for each k ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}.

We denote by |h| = ℓ the length of h, with respect to the factor b̂i. For h1, h2 ∈ Hi we have

(3.1) |h1h2| ≤ |h1|+ |h2|.

Also for h ∈ Hi, we define the exponent maps

εâi(h) =
∑ℓ+1

j=1
sj ∈ Z/pmi+1Z and ε

b̂i
(h) =

∑ℓ

k=1
βk ∈ Z

with respect to the generating set {âi, b̂i}.
The epimorphism

Hi → Z/pmi+1Z× Z, h 7→ (εâi(h), εb̂i(h))

has kernel H ′
i. Further the group L(Hi) := 〈b̂i〉

Hi is the kernel of the epimorphism

Hi → Z/pmi+1Z, h 7→ εâi(h).

Here for a group Γ and a subset Y ≤ Γ we denote by 〈Y 〉Γ the normal closure of Y in Γ. Each
element h ∈ L(Hi) can be uniquely represented by a word of the form

h = (ĉ1)
â
t1
i · · · (ĉℓ)

â
tℓ
i ,

where ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} and t1, . . . , tℓ ∈ Z/pmi+1Z with tj 6≡ tj+1 (mod pmi+1) for j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ− 1},
and for each j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ},

ĉj ∈ 〈b̂i〉\{1}.

Let αi+1 denote the cyclic permutation of the factors of Hi+1 ×
pmi+1
. . . ×Hi+1 corresponding

to the pmi+1-cycle (1 2 · · · pmi+1). Consider the homomorphism

Φi : L(Hi) −→ Hi+1 ×
pmi+1
. . . ×Hi+1 for i ∈ N ∪ {0}

given by

Φi(b̂
âki
i ) = (â e1

i+1, . . . , â
epm1−1

i+1 , 1, p
mi+1−pm1. . . , 1, b̂i+1)

α k
i+1 for k ∈ Z/pmi+1Z.

The following result is proved exactly as in [1, Lem. 4.1].

Lemma 3.2. Let Hi be as above, and h ∈ L(Hi) with Φi(h) = (h1, h2, . . . , hpmi+1 ). Then
∑pmi+1

j=1 |hj | ≤ |h|, and |hj | ≤ ⌈
|h|
2 ⌉ for each j ∈ {1, . . . , pmi+1}.

Lemma 3.3. Let h ∈ L(Hi) and suppose Φi(h) = (h1, h2, . . . , hpmi+1 ). Then ε
b̂i
(h) =

∑pmi+1

j=1 ε
b̂i+1

(hj).
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Proof. This follows from the definition of Φi and the fact that Hi is a free product. �

Consider the subgroup K(0) =
⋃∞

n=0K
(0)
n of H0, for K

(0)
0 = {1} and

K(0)
n = Φ−1

0 (K
(1)
n−1 ×

pm1. . . ×K
(1)
n−1) for n ∈ N,

where K
(1)
n−1 is recursively defined for the group H1, and

K(1)
n = Φ−1

1 (K
(2)
n−1 ×

pm2. . . ×K
(2)
n−1)

withK
(2)
n−1 recursively defined for the groupH2, etc. HereK

(n)
0 = 1 for all n ∈ N. The following

proposition provides a recursive presentation for a growing GGS-group. It was proved more
generally by Rozhkov [36].

Proposition 3.4. Let G be a growing GGS-group, and set H = H0 and K = K(0), as defined
above. Then K ≤ L(H) = 〈b̂0〉

H , and K is normal in H. Moreover, the epimorphism π : H →

G given by â0 7→ a0, b̂0 7→ b0, has ker(π) = K. In particular G ∼= H/K.

Analogous to [1, Prop. 4.3], we obtain the abelianisation of a growing GGS-group.

Proposition 3.5. Let G be a growing GGS-group. Then the map H → Z/pm1Z × Z factors
through G/G′. Consequently,

G/G′ ∼= H/H′ ∼= Z/pm1Z× Z.

As above, let G = 〈a, b〉 be a growing GGS-group, and let π : H → G be the natural
epimorphism with H as above. The length of g ∈ G is

|g| = min{|h| | h ∈ π−1(g)}.

With reference to Equation (3.1), we have that for g1, g2 ∈ G,

|g1g2| ≤ |g1|+ |g2|.

Also, using Proposition 3.5 we define εa(g) ∈ Z/pm1Z and εb(g) ∈ Z via any pre-image h ∈
π−1(g):

εa(g) = εâ(h) and εb(g) = ε
b̂
(h).

The following is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.6. Let G be a growing GGS-group and let g ∈ StG(1) with ψ1(g) = (g1, . . . , gpm1 ).

Then
∑pm1

j=1 |gj | ≤ |g|, and |gj | ≤ ⌈
|g|
2 ⌉ for each j ∈ {1, . . . , pm1}.

In particular, if |g| > 1 then |gj | < |g| for every j ∈ {1, . . . , pm1}.

3.2. Branching properties. In this subsection, we prove a series of lemmas that allow us to
determine when certain growing GGS-groups are branch (cf. Theorem 3.19). We begin with
the following two simple but useful results. As in the case of the GGS-groups acting on the
p-regular rooted tree, for G a growing GGS-group acting on T = Tm, we have StG(1) = 〈b〉

G.

Lemma 3.7. Let G be a growing GGS-group. Then StG(1)/G
′ ∼= Z, StG(1)/StG(1)

′ ∼= Z
pm1

and G′/γ3(G) ∼= Cpm1 .

Proof. As mentioned above, we have

StG(1) = 〈b, b
a, . . . , ba

pm1−1
〉.

As ba
i
≡ ba

j
(mod G′) for i, j ∈ Z/pm1Z, it then follows from Proposition 3.5 that StG(1)/G

′ =
〈b〉G′/G′ ∼= Z, as required.

Also, since ψ1(StG(1)
′) ≤ G′

1 ×
pm1. . . ×G′

1 we have StG(1)/StG(1)
′ ∼= Z

pm1 .
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For the third statement, we observe that G′/γ3(G) = 〈[a, b]〉γ3(G)/γ3(G). Since

1 = [ap
m1
, b] ≡ [a, b]p

m1
(mod γ3(G)),

it follows that |G′ : γ3(G)| | p
m1 . To show equality, it suffices to show that [ap

m1−1
, b] /∈ γ3(G).

First we note that [b, ba
i
] = [b, b[b, ai]] ≡ [b, b] (mod γ3(G)) for any i ∈ Z/pm1Z, and hence

StG(1)
′ ≤ γ3(G). We have

ψ1([a
pm1−1

, b]) = ψ1

((

(b−1)a
pm1−1

b
))

= (a ∗
1 ,

pm1−1−1. . . , a ∗
1 , b

−1
1 a

e
pm1−1

1 , a ∗
1 , . . . , a

∗
1 , a

−e
pm1−pm1−1

1 b1),

where ∗ represents unspecified exponents. Let v = (0, p
m1−1−1. . . , 0,−1, 0, . . . , 0, 1) denote the

vector encoding the total exponents of b1 in each of the components of ψ1

((

(b−1)a
pm1−1

b
))

.
Writing V for the span of such b1-exponent vectors of elements in γ3(G), we claim that v /∈ V.
To see this, it suffices to consider the b1-exponent vectors of the elements [a, b, a], [a, b, a]a, . . .,

[a, b, a]a
pm1−1

, since the images of these elements generate γ3(G)/StG(1)
′. We see that

V = 〈(−1, 2,−1, 0, . . . , 0), (0,−1, 2,−1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , (2,−1, 0, . . . , 0,−1)〉,

and as a direct check shows that (0, p
m1−1−1. . . , 0,−1, 0, . . . , 0, 1) /∈ V, the result follows. �

Notation 3.8. Following the notation in [10], let F be the set of defining vectors that are
non-zero modulo p.

Lemma 3.9. Let G be a growing GGS-group with defining vector e ∈ F . Then the group G
acts spherically transitively on T and G is both σ-fractal and strongly σ-fractal.

Proof. For the first statement, since m is arbitrary and e ∈ F , it suffices to show that G acts
transitively at the first level and that ϕv(stG(v)) = G1 for v ∈ X1. Clearly the group G acts
transitively at the first level since a does. The rest of the statement follows from the fact that
for some i we have

ϕi(b) = aei1 and ϕi(b
ai) = b1,

with ei 6≡ 0 (mod p) since e ∈ F .

The second statement follows similarly, using StG(1) = 〈b, b
a, ba

2
, . . . , ba

pm1−1
〉. �

With regards to the above result, it is also clear that if e /∈ F , then the group G does not
act spherically transitively on T and similarly G is not σ-fractal.

Lemma 3.10. Let G be a growing GGS-group such that for all n,

ψ1(γ3(Gn−1)) ≥ γ3(Gn)×
pmn
. . . × γ3(Gn).

Then e ∈ F and e is non-constant. Furthermore G is super strongly σ-fractal.

Proof. The statement e ∈ F is clear since γ3(G1) equals 〈[a1, b1, a1], [a1, b1, b1]〉
G1 , and not

〈[a p
1 , b1, a

p
1 ], [a

p
1 , b1, b1]〉

G1 . Suppose that e is a constant vector (c, p
m1−1. . . , c) for some c 6≡ 0

(mod p). We proceed to show that ([a c
1 , b1, a

c
1 ], 1, . . . , 1) 6∈ ψ1

(

γ3(StG(1))
)

. Since by assump-

tion ψ1

(

γ3(StG(1))
)

= γ3(G1)×
pm1. . . × γ3(G1), this yields the desired contradiction.

To this end, observe that we may without loss of generality work modulo γ4(G1) ×
pm1. . . ×

γ4(G1). Note that ψ1

(

γ3(StG(1))
)

is normally generated by the elements [b, ba
i
, ba

j
] for i, j ∈
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{0, 1, . . . , pm1 − 1} with i 6= 0, and modulo γ4(G1)×
pm1. . . × γ4(G1) we have

ψ1([b, b
ai , b]) ≡ (1, i−1. . ., 1, [a1, b1, a1]

2c, 1, . . . , 1, [a1, b1, b1]
−c)

ψ1([b, b
ai , ba

i

]) ≡ (1, i−1. . ., 1, [a1, b1, b1]
c, 1, . . . , 1, [a1, b1, a1]

−2c)

and

ψ1([b, b
ai , ba

j

]) ≡ (1, i−1. . ., 1, [a1, b1, a1]
2c, 1, . . . , 1, [a1, b1, a1]

−2c)

for j 6= 0, i. From the form of these generators, it follows that ([a c
1 , b1, a

c
1 ], 1, . . . , 1) 6∈

ψ1

(

γ3(StG(1))
)

, as wanted.
For the final statement, it is clear that ϕx(StG(1)) = G1 for every x ∈ X1. Then note that

for G1 the defining vector is e1 := (e1, . . . , epm1−1, 1,
pm2−pm1. . . , 1). Using the fact that m is

arbitrary and that G1 is σ-fractal, it suffices to show that ψ1(γ3(G1)) is a subdirect product

of G2 ×
pm2. . . ×G2. Observe that

ψ1([b1, a1, a1]) = (b−1
2 ae12 b

−1
2 , ae2−2e1

2 b2, a
e1−2e2+e3
2 , . . . , a

epm1−3−2epm1−2+epm1−1

2 ,

a
epm1−2−2epm1−1

2 , a
epm1−1

2 , 1, . . . , 1, b2).

From this it is clear that ψ1(γ3(G1)) is a subdirect product of G2 ×
pm2. . . ×G2. �

Now we determine cases when the branching properties in the above lemma hold.

Notation 3.11. Again following [10], for e ∈ F , we define

Y (e) = {i ∈ {1, . . . , pm1 − 1} | ei 6≡ 0 (mod p)}.

For simplicity, we will just write just Y in the sequel.

The next result enables us to show that a large subfamily of growing GGS-groups are weakly
branch.

Lemma 3.12. Let G be a growing GGS-group defined by e ∈ F , and suppose there exists i ∈ Y
such that pm1 − i /∈ Y . Then for all n,

ψ1(StGn−1(1)
′) = G′

n ×
pmn
. . . ×G′

n.

Proof. Since m is arbitrary and G is σ-fractal, it suffices to consider the case n = 1. Clearly
ψ1(StG(1)

′) ≤ G′
1 ×

pm1. . . ×G′
1. As G is spherically transitive, it suffices to show that 1× j. . .×

1×G′
1 × 1× · · · × 1 ≤ ψ1(StG(1)

′) for some j ∈ {0, . . . , pm1 − 1}. To this end, we consider

ψ1([b, b
ai ]) = (1, i−1. . ., 1, [a ei

1 , b1], 1, . . . , 1, [b1, a
epm1−i

1 ]).

If epm1−i = 0, we are done. So we suppose that epm1−i 6= 0. Write k := ei and let µ ∈

{1, . . . , pm2 − 1} be such that kµ ≡ 1 (mod pm2). Further, let epm1−i = λpd, for some d ∈
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{1, . . . ,m2 − 1} with λ 6≡ 0 (mod p). Then, as

ψ1

(

[b, ba
i

]
)

= (1, i−1. . ., 1, [a k
1 , b1], 1,

pm1−i−1. . . , 1, [b1, a
λpd

1 ]),

ψ1

(

[bµλp
d

, ba
i

]a
−i)

= (1, . . . , 1, [bµλp
d

1 , aλpd

1 ], 1, i−1. . ., 1, [aλpd

1 , b1]),

ψ1

(

[bµλp
d

, (ba
i

)µλp
d

]a
−2i)

= (1, . . . , 1, [bµλp
d

1 , aµλ2p2d

1 ], 1, i−1. . ., 1, [aλpd

1 , bµλp
d

1 ], 1, i−1. . ., 1),

ψ1

(

[bµ
2λ2p2d , (ba

i

)µλp
d

]a
−3i)

= (1, . . . , 1, [bµ
2λ2p2d

1 , aµλ2p2d

1 ], 1, i−1. . ., 1, [aµλ2p2d

1 , bµλp
d

1 ], 1, 2i−1. . . , 1),

...

ψ1

(

[bµ
ℓλℓpℓd , (ba

i

)µ
ℓλℓpℓd]a

−2ℓi)

= (1, . . . , 1, [bµ
ℓλℓpℓd

1 , aµℓλℓ+1p(ℓ+1)d

1 ], 1, i−1. . ., 1,

[aµℓ−1λℓpℓd

1 , bµ
ℓλℓpℓd

1 ], 1, (2ℓ−1)i−1. . . , 1),

where ℓ is the minimal integer such that m2 divides (ℓ+ 1)d, we see that

ψ1

(

[b, ba
i

] · [bµλp
d

, ba
i

]a
−i

· [bµλp
d

, (ba
i

)µλp
d

]a
−2i
· · · [bµ

ℓλℓpℓd, (ba
i

)µ
ℓλℓpℓd ]a

−2ℓi)

=

(1, i−1. . ., 1, [a k
1 , b1], 1, . . . , 1).

The result then follows. �

Theorem 3.13. Let G be a growing GGS-group, defined by e ∈ F . Then for all n,

ψ1(G
′′
n−1) ≥ G

′′
n ×

pmn
. . . ×G′′

n.

In particular, the group G is weakly branch.

Proof. As usual, since m is arbitrary, it suffices to prove the result for n = 1.
We follow the proof of [10, Thm. 1(i)]. First we suppose that there exists an i ∈ Y such

that pm1 − i /∈ Y . The result then follows from Lemma 3.12. So suppose that for all i ∈ Y we
have pm1 − i ∈ Y . We fix some i ∈ Y .

Next, observe that StG(1) = stG(x) for any x ∈ X1. Then from Lemma 3.9, for any
g1, g2 ∈ G1, there exist h1, h2 ∈ StG(1) such that

ψ1(h1) = (∗, i−1. . ., ∗, g1, ∗, . . . , ∗)

ψ1(h2) = (∗, i−1. . ., ∗, g2, ∗, . . . , ∗),

where ∗ are unspecified elements. One computes that

ψ1

(

[

[b, ba
i

]h1 , [ba
i

, ba
2i
]h2

]

)

= (1, i−1. . ., 1,
[

[aei1 , b1]
g1 , [b1, a

epm1−i

1 ]g2
]

, 1, . . . , 1).

As

G′
1 = 〈[a

ei
1 , b1]

g1 | g1 ∈ G1〉 = 〈[b1, a
epm1−i

1 ]g2 | g2 ∈ G1〉,

the result follows. �

Lemma 3.14. Let G be a growing GGS-group defined by a non-constant e ∈ F and let i ∈ Y .
If there exists k such that e2k − ek−iek+i 6≡ 0 (mod p), then for all n,

ψ1

(

γ3(StGn−1(1))
)

= γ3(Gn)×
pmn
. . . × γ3(Gn).

Proof. As usual, since m is arbitrary and G is σ-fractal, it suffices to consider the case n =
1. Clearly ψ1

(

γ3(StG(1))
)

≤ γ3(G1) ×
pm1. . . × γ3(G1), so as before it suffices to show that

1× j. . .× 1× γ3(G1)× 1× · · · × 1 ≤ ψ1

(

γ3(StG(1))
)

for some j ∈ {0, . . . , pm1 − 1}. We proceed
as in [16, Lem. 3.2].
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Let i ∈ Y . Setting

gk = (ba
pm1−k+1

)ek(ba
pm1−k−i+1

)−ek−i ,

we have

ψ1(gk) = (a
e 2
k
−ek−iek+i

1 , ∗, . . . , ∗, a
ek−iek−ekek−i

1 , ∗, i−1. . ., ∗)

= (a
e 2
k
−ek−iek+i

1 , ∗, . . . , ∗, 1, ∗, i−1. . ., ∗),

where ∗ represents unspecified elements. Now we can find a suitable power g of gk such that

ψ1(g) = (a1, ∗, . . . , ∗, 1, ∗, i−1. . ., ∗).

Let µ ∈ {1, . . . , pm2 − 1} be such that µei ≡ 1 (mod pm2). Then

ψ1

(

ba(ba
pm1−2i+1

)−µepm1−i
)

= (b1a
−µe2iepm1−i

1 , ∗, . . . , ∗, 1, ∗, i−1. . ., ∗),

and it is straightforward now to show that γ3(G1)× 1× · · · × 1 ≤ ψ1

(

γ3(StG(1))
)

, as

ψ1

(

[(ba
−(i−1)

)µ, ba, g]
)

= ([a1, b1, a1], 1, . . . , 1),

ψ1

(

[(ba
−(i−1)

)µ, ba, ba(ba
pm1−2i+1

)−µepm1−i ]
)

= ([a1, b1, b1a
−µe2iepm1−i

1 ], 1, . . . , 1). �

Lemma 3.15. Let G be a growing GGS-group satisfying the conditions given in Lemma 3.14.
If further ei 6≡ epm1−i (mod p), then for all n,

ψ1(StGn−1(1)
′) = G′

n ×
pmn
. . . ×G′

n.

Proof. As in the previous proof, it suffices to show that (1, j. . ., 1, [a1, b1], 1, . . . , 1) ∈ ψ1(StG(1)
′)

for some j ∈ {0, . . . , pm1 − 1}. To this end, we consider

ψ1([b, b
ai ]) = (1, i−1. . ., 1, [a ei

1 , b1], 1, . . . , 1, [b1, a
epm1−i

1 ]).

In view of Lemma 3.12, we may suppose that pm1−i ∈ Y . Further by Lemmata 3.7 and 3.14,
we may assume without loss of generality that ei = 1. Now write µ := epm1−i 6≡ 1 (mod p),
and suppose i = λpτ for some λ 6≡ 0 (mod p) and τ ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m1 − 1}. Then, working

modulo γ3(G1)×
pm1. . . × γ3(G1), we obtain

ψ1

(

[b, ba
i

]
)

≡ (1, i−1. . ., 1, [a1, b1], 1, . . . , 1, [b1, a1]
µ)

ψ1

(

([b, ba
i

]a
pm1−i

)µ
)

≡ (1, p
m1−i−1. . . , 1, [b1, a1]

µ2
, 1, i−1. . ., 1, [a1, b1]

µ)

ψ1

(

([b, ba
i

]a
pm1−2i

)µ
2)

≡ (1, p
m1−2i−1. . . , 1, [b1, a1]

µ3
, 1, i−1. . ., 1, [a1, b1]

µ2
, 1, i. . ., 1)

...

ψ1

(

([b, ba
i

]a
i

)µ
κpm1−τ

−1)

≡ (1, i−1. . ., 1, [b1, a1]
µκpm1−τ

, 1, i−1. . ., 1, [a1, b1]
µκpm1−τ

−1
, 1, p

m1−2i. . . , 1)

where κ ∈ Z/pm1Z is such that κλ ≡ 1 (mod pm1), and thus

ψ1

(

[b, ba
i

]([b, ba
i

]a
pm1−i

)µ([b, ba
i

]a
pm1−2i

)µ
2
· · · ([b, ba

i

]a
i

)µ
κpm1−τ

−1)

≡

(1, i−1. . ., 1, [b1, a1]
µκpm1−τ

−1
, 1, . . . , 1) (mod γ3(G1)×

pm1. . . × γ3(G1)).

As µ 6≡ 0 (mod p), it follows that µκp
m1−τ−1 6≡ 0 (mod p). The result now follows making use

of Lemma 3.14. �

As seen in the proof of Lemma 3.7, we have StG(1)
′ ≤ γ3(G) for G a growing GGS-group.

The following is immediate.
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Lemma 3.16. Let G be a growing GGS-group such that for all n,

ψ1(G
′
n−1) ≥ ψ1(StGn−1(1)

′) = G′
n ×

pmn
. . . ×G′

n.

Then ψ1(γ3(Gn−1)) ≥ G
′
n ×

pmn
. . . ×G′

n for all n.

For e ∈ F , recall the set

Y = Y (e) = {i ∈ {1, . . . , pm1 − 1} | ei 6≡ 0 (mod p)}

and, as in [10], we define

t(e) = max{s ≥ 0 | i ≡ 0 (mod ps) for all i ∈ Y }.

Similarly, we write t = t(e) for brevity. Next, we set

E = {e ∈ F | eipt ≡ ejpt (mod p) for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , pm1−t − 1}}.

Theorem 3.17. Let G be a growing GGS-group defined by e ∈ F\E, and suppose that i ∈ Y
if and only if pm1 − i ∈ Y . Then for all n,

ψ1

(

γ3(StGn−1(1))
)

= γ3(Gn)×
pmn
. . . × γ3(Gn).

Proof. Let i ∈ Y . By Lemma 3.14, we may assume that e2k − ek−iek+i ≡ 0 (mod p) for all k
such that the terms ek−i, ek, ek+i are defined.

Case 1: Suppose Y = {pt, 2pt, . . . , pm1 − pt}. We proceed as in [10, Thm. 2.11], by first
observing that the statement is true if t = m1 − 1 and p = 3. In this case, since e /∈ E , we
have either e3m1−1 ≡ 1 (mod 3) and e2·3m1−1 ≡ 2 (mod 3), or vice versa. We will assume that
e3m1−1 ≡ 1 (mod 3) and e2·3m1−1 ≡ 2 (mod 3); the other case is similar. For convenience,
write α := e3m1−1 and β := e2·3m1−1 . By abuse of notation, let α−1, β−1 ∈ {1, . . . , 3m2 − 1} be
the respective inverses of α and β modulo 3m2 . Consider

ψ1

(

[ba
2·3m1−1

, b, b(ba
3m1−1

)−α−1β]
)

= (1, . . . , 1, [aα
1 , b1, b1a

−α−1β2

1 ]),

ψ1

(

[(ba
3m1−1

)β
−1α, b, (ba

2·3m1−1

)β
−1αb−1]

)

= (1, . . . , 1, [aα
1 , b1, a

β−1α2

1 b−1
1 ]).

Note that β−1α2 − α−1β2 6≡ 0 (mod 3). Indeed, if β−1α2 ≡ α−1β2 (mod 3), then we obtain
α ≡ β (mod 3), a contradiction. Therefore

〈b1a
−α−1β2

1 , a β−1α2

1 b−1
1 〉 = 〈b1a

−α−1β2

1 , a β−1α2−α−1β2

1 〉 = G1,

and it follows that 1×· · · × 1× γ3(G1) ≤ ψ1

(

γ3(StG(1))
)

. Thus, the result follows in this case.

So we suppose that (p, t) 6= (3,m1−1). Recall our assumption that e2k−ek−iek+i ≡ 0 (mod p)

for all k such that the terms ek−i, ek, ek+i are defined. Then, writing λ := e2pte
−1
pt
∈ (Z/pm2Z)∗,

this inductively implies

(3.2) enpt ≡ λ
n−1ept (mod p)

for n ∈ {1, . . . , pm1−t − 1}. Note that λ 6≡ 1 (mod p) as e /∈ E .
Let µ ∈ {1, . . . , pm2 − 1} be such that µept ≡ 1 (mod pm2). Observe that

ψ1

(

[b, ba
pt

, ba
pt

(ba
−pt

)−µepm1−pt ]
)

= (1, p
t−1. . . , 1, [a

ept

1 , b1, b1a
−µe2ptepm1−pt

1 ], 1, . . . , 1)

and also

ψ1

(

bepm1−3pt (ba
2pt

)−e
pm1−pt

)

= (∗, p
t−1. . . , ∗, a

eptepm1−3pt − e 2
pm1−pt

1 , ∗, . . . , ∗, 1, ∗, p
t−1. . . , ∗).
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For convenience, we write g := bepm1−3pt (ba
2pt

)−epm1−pt . Then, viewing λ−1 as an integer
between 1 and pm2 − 1, we obtain

ψ1

(

[(ba
−pt

)λ
−1
, ba

pt

, g]
)

= (1, p
t−1. . . , 1, [a

ept

1 , b1, a
eptepm1−3pt − e 2

pm1−pt

1 ], 1, . . . , 1).

From Equation (3.2), we have

eptepm1−3pt − e 2pm1−pt ≡ λ
pm1−t−4e 2pt − λ2(p

m1−t−2)e 2pt (mod p),

≡ λp
m1−t−4e 2pt(1 − λp

m1−t

) (mod p).

As none of these three factors is congruent to 0 modulo p, it follows that

eptepm1−3pt − e 2pm1−pt 6≡ 0 (mod p).

Hence

G1 = 〈a
eptepm1−3pt − e 2

pm1−pt

1 , b1a
−µe2ptepm1−pt

1 〉,

and since
G′

1 = 〈[a
ept

1 , b1]〉
G1 ,

we obtain

γ3(G1) =
〈

[a
ept

1 , b1, a
eptepm1−3pt − e 2

pm1−pt

1 ], [a
ept

1 , b1, b1a
−µe2ptepm1−pt

1 ]
〉G1 .

Thus we have
1× pt−1. . . × 1× γ3(G1)× 1× · · · × 1 ≤ ψ1

(

γ3(StG(1))
)

.

Case 2: Suppose Y ⊂ {pt, 2pt, . . . , pm1 − pt} is a proper subset. We proceed analogously to
the proof of [10, Thm. 2.9]. Let h and ℓ be such that hpt /∈ Y but ℓpt, (h− ℓ)pt ∈ Y ; here −kpt

stands for pm1 − kpt, for a positive integer k. For convenience, we write

λ := eℓpt , q := epm1−hpt, z := epm1−ℓpt, y := epm1−(h−ℓ)pt .

Note that q ≡ 0 (mod p) and by our hypothesis y, z 6≡ 0 (mod p). Also it is possible that
y = z. As q ≡ 0 (mod p) and a1 has order pm2 , there is a minimal positive integer r such that

a qr

1 = 1.
For an integer n ≥ 0, set

g2n :=
[

bλ
−nzn , (ba

ℓpt

)λ
−nzn , (ba

hpt

)q
2ny−2n−1]a−2nℓpt

and

k2n+1 :=
[

(ba
ℓpt

)λ
−nzn , bλ

−n−1zn+1
, (ba

hpt

)q
2n+1y−2n−2]a−3nℓpt

.

Then

ψ1(g2n) = (1, . . . , 1, [bλ
−nzn

1 , aλ−nzn+1

1 , a q2n+1y−2n−1

1 ], 1, ℓp
t−1. . . , 1,

[aλ−n+1zn

1 , bλ
−nzn

1 , a q2ny−2n

1 ], 1, (2n−1)ℓpt−1. . . , 1),

ψ1(k2n+1) = (1, . . . , 1, [aλ−nzn+1

1 , bλ
−n−1zn+1

1 , a q2n+2y−2n−2

1 ], 1, ℓp
t−1. . . , 1,

[bλ
−nzn

1 , aλ−nzn+1

1 , a q2n+1y−2n−1

1 ], 1, 2nℓp
t−1. . . , 1).

Note that the λ−1 (respectively y−1) in the exponent of b and b1 is viewed as an integer, which
upon reduction modulo pm2 equals the inverse of λ (respectively y) in Z/pm2Z.

Define

g :=

{

g0k
−1
1 g2k

−1
3 · · · k

−1
r−1 if r is even,

g0k
−1
1 g2k

−1
3 · · · gr−1 if r is odd.
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A direct computation yields

g := ψ−1
1

(

(1, ℓp
t−1. . . , 1, [aλ

1 , b1, a1], 1, . . . , 1)
)

∈ γ3(G).

Hence, writing N = 〈[aλ
1 , b1, a1]〉

G1 , we have by conjugation that

N × pm1. . . ×N ≤ ψ1(γ3(G)).

Finally, we consider

ψ1

(

[

b, ba
ℓpt

, ba
ℓpt

(ba
−ℓpt

)λ
−1z

]

)

= (1, ℓp
t−1. . . , 1, [aλ

1 , b1, b1a
λ−1ze2ℓpt

1 ], 1, . . . , 1).

Since G1 = 〈a1, b1a
λ−1ze2ℓpt

1 〉, we obtain γ3(G1) = 〈[a
λ
1 , b1, a1], [a

λ
1 , b1, b1a

λ−1ze2ℓpt

1 ]〉G1 , and the
result follows for n = 1.

For n > 1, the result follows in a straightforward manner from the definition of b1, in par-
ticular as ψ1(b1) = (a∗, . . . , a∗, aept , a∗, . . . , aepm1−1 , 1, . . . , 1, b2), so the component in position
pm2 − pt is trivial. �

Corollary 3.18. Let G be a growing GGS-group with defining vector e satisfying (1.1). Then
for all n,

ψ1

(

γ3(StGn−1(1))
)

= γ3(Gn)×
pmn
. . . × γ3(Gn).

Proof. This is akin to [10, Cor. 2.12]. Indeed, if any of the conditions in Lemmas 3.12 and
3.14 are satisfied, we are done. So we suppose otherwise. Then by Theorem 3.17, it suffices
to show that e /∈ E . Suppose on the contrary that e ∈ E . Then eipt ≡ ejpt (mod p) for all
1 ≤ i, j ≤ pm1−t − 1. However, since e satisfies (1.1), it follows from

pm1−t−1
∑

k=1

ekpt ≡ (pm1−t − 1)ept ≡ 0 (mod p)

that ept ≡ 0 (mod p), which contradicts the definition of Y and t. Hence the result. �

Theorem 3.19. Let G be a growing GGS-group such that for all n,

ψ1(γ3(Gn−1)) ≥ γ3(Gn)×
pmn
. . . × γ3(Gn).

Then for all n,

ψn(RistG(n)) ≥ 〈b
pmn+1

n 〉Gnγ3(Gn)×
pm1+···+mn

. . . × 〈b p
mn+1

n 〉Gnγ3(Gn).

In particular, the group G is branch.
Further if ψ1(G

′
n−1) ≥ G

′
n ×

pmn
. . . ×G′

n for all n, then

ψn(RistG(n)) ≥ 〈b
pmn+1

n 〉G′
n ×

pm1+···+mn
. . . × 〈b p

mn+1

n 〉G′
n

for all n.

Proof. For n = 1, this follows from the definition of b1, in particular using the fact that the
order of a1 is pm2 . For n ≥ 2, as ϕu(RistG(n)) ≤ RistGn−1(1) for any (n − 1)st-level vertex u,
the result follows from the n = 1 case, since m is arbitrary. The fact that RistG(n) has

finite index in G follows from Lemma 3.7. Indeed, we have that |G : 〈bp
mn+1

〉G′| < ∞ and

|〈bp
mn+1

〉G′ : 〈bp
mn+1

〉Gγ3(G)| < ∞, and hence |G : 〈bp
mn+1

〉Gγ3(G)| < ∞. The result then

follows from the inequality |ψn(StG(n)) : ψn(RistG(n))| ≤ |Gn : 〈b p
mn+1

n 〉Gnγ3(Gn)|
pm1+···+mn

.
The final statement is proved similarly. �
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Corollary 3.20. Let G be a growing GGS-group, defined by e ∈ F which is non-constant
modulo p, and such that for all n,

ψ1(G
′
n−1) ≥ G

′
n ×

pmn
. . . ×G′

n.

Then Aut G = NAut T (G).

Proof. By [31, Thm. 7.5], it suffices to show that, for any n there exists a subgroup Ln ≤ StG(n)
that is characteristic in G and ϕv(Ln) acts spherically transitively on Tv for all nth level vertices
v. Set L0 = G and Ln+1 = L′

n. Note that the restriction of G′ on the first-level vertices of the
tree is the whole group G1. Hence it follows by induction that each restriction ϕv(Ln) is the
whole group Gn and thus acts spherically transitively on Tv. �

3.3. Congruence subgroup properties. Here we investigate various congruence subgroup
properties for growing GGS-groups.

Proposition 3.21. Let G be a growing GGS-group. Then G does not have the congruence
subgroup property.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.5 that we have quotients of non-p-power order. Hence the
result follows. �

The following lemma highlights another difference compared to the GGS-groups acting on
the p-regular rooted tree.

Lemma 3.22. Let G be a growing GGS-group. Then StG(n) 6≤ G
′ for all n.

Proof. From Proposition 3.5, we know that G′ has infinite index in G. As StG(n) has finite
index in G for all n, the result follows. �

Next, among the growing GGS-groups, we find the first examples of branch groups satisfying
the p-congruence subgroup property but not the congruence subgroup property. See [22], [35]
and [11] for weakly branch, but not branch, examples.

Lemma 3.23. Let G be a growing GGS-group with defining vector e such that

ψ1(G
′
n−1) ≥ G

′
n ×

pmn
. . . ×G′

n

and StGn−1(2) ≤ 〈b
pmn

n−1 〉G
′
n−1 for all n. Then for all n ≥ 2,

StG(n) ≤
〈

ψ−1
n−2(G

′
n−2 ×

pm1+···+mn−2
. . . ×G′

n−2), b
pmn−1 〉G

.

Proof. Since ψn−2(StG(n)) ≤ StGn−2(2)×
pm1+···+mn−2

. . . ×StGn−2(2), the result is immediate from
our hypotheses. �

Example 3.24. An example of a growing GGS-group satisfying the conditions of the above
lemma is the group defined by the vector (1,−1, 0, p

m1−3. . . , 0), which one could refer to as a grow-

ing Gupta-Sidki group. We see that for this group ψ1(G
′
n−1) ≥ G

′
n×

pmn
. . . ×G′

n by Lemma 3.12.
The additional hypothesis then follows as in [16, Thm. 2.13], where we see that g ∈ StGn−1(2)
if and only if, writing

g ≡ br0n−1

(

b
an−1

n−1

)r1
· · ·

(

b
a
pmn−1
n−1

n−1

)rpmn−1

(mod StGn−1(1)
′)
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we have that (r0, r1, . . . , rpmn−1) is in the kernel of the circulant pmn × pmn matrix














1 −1 0 0 · · · 0
0 1 −1 0 · · · 0
...

...
0 · · · 0 1 −1 0
0 · · · 0 0 1 −1















.

As this kernel is 〈(1, p
mn
. . . , 1)〉, it follows that g ∈ StGn−1(2) if and only if

g ≡

(

bn−1b
an−1

n−1 · · · b
a
pmn−1
n−1

n−1

)r

(mod StGn−1(1)
′)

≡ b rp
mn

n−1 (mod G′
n−1)

for r ∈ Z.

Theorem 3.25. Let G be a growing GGS-group satisfying the conditions in Lemma 3.23, and
with defining vector e being non-constant modulo p. Then G has the p-congruence subgroup
property.

Proof. We need to show that every normal subgroup of p-power index contains StG(n) for
some n. Fix N E G of index pk for some k ∈ N. Since G/N is a p-group of order pk, it
has exponent at most pk and nilpotency class at most k and so in particular, the subgroup N

contains γk(G), a
pk , and bp

k
. By Lemma 3.16, we have γ3(G) ≥ ψ

−1
1 (G′

1 ×
pm1. . . ×G′

1), and as

γ4(G) ≥ ψ
−1
1 (γ3(G1)×

pm1. . . × γ3(G1)) ≥ ψ
−1
2 (G′

2 ×
pm1+m2. . . ×G′

2),

we deduce that γk(G) contains ψ−1
k−2(G

′
k−2 ×

p
m1+···+mk−2

. . . × G′
k−2); recall that ψ1(G

′) is a

subdirect product of G1 ×
pm1. . . × G1. Therefore by Lemma 3.23 and noting that mk ≥ k, we

obtain that N contains StG(k + 1). �

Lemma 3.26. Let G be a growing GGS-group defined by e ∈ F which is non-constant mod-
ulo p, and such that for all n,

ψ1(G
′
n−1) ≥ G

′
n ×

pmn
. . . ×G′

n.

Then G has the weak congruence subgroup property.

Proof. Let H be a finite-index subgroup of G. From the proof of [25, Thm. 4], it follows that

ψ−1
n (G′′

n ×
pm1+···+mn

. . . ×G′′
n) ≤ H for some n. Since ψn(StG(n)

′) ≤ G′
n ×

pm1+···+mn
. . . ×G′

n, from

Lemma 3.16, it suffices to show that ψ1(G
′′) ≥ γ3(G1) ×

pm1. . . × γ3(G1). This follows from the

fact that ψ1(G
′) ≥ G′

1 ×
pm1. . . ×G′

1 together with the fact that ψ1(G
′) is a subdirect product of

G1 ×
pm1. . . ×G1. �

Thus we also obtain the first examples of branch groups without the congruence subgroup
property, but with the p-congruence subgroup property and the weak congruence subgroup
property. Prior to this, the only examples of this kind were the weakly branch, but not
branch, p-Basilica groups [11].

To end this section, we remark that the assumption ψ1(G
′
n−1) ≥ G

′
n×

pmn
. . . ×G′

n (respectively

ψ1(γ3(Gn−1)) ≥ γ3(Gn)×
pmn
. . . × γ3(Gn)) for all n, in Lemmata 3.16, 3.23, 3.26, Theorem 3.19,

and Corollary 3.20 can be replaced by just the case for n = 1. Indeed, this follows from the
definition of b1 together with Lemmata 3.12 and 3.15.
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4. Maximal subgroups

In the present section we prove Theorem 1.1. As is usually done, we rephrase the argument
in terms of proper prodense subgroups.

4.1. Prodense subgroups. We recall that a subgroup H of a group G is prodense if G = HN
for all non-trivial normal subgroups N of G; see [23, Def. 1.2]. By [19, Prop. 2.22], for a finitely
generated branch group, having maximal subgroups of infinite index is equivalent to having
proper prodense subgroups. Using results on prodense subgroups from [19], we will prove
Theorem 1.1 by showing that those branch growing GGS-groups do not have proper prodense
subgroups.

Let G be a group acting on a spherically homogeneous rooted tree. For a vertex u of the
tree, we write

Gu = ϕu(stG(u)).

We require the following results:

Lemma 4.1. [19, Lem. 3.1] Let G be a weakly branch group acting on a spherically homoge-
neous rooted tree. Suppose H ≤ G is a prodense subgroup and let u be a vertex of the tree.
Then Hu is a prodense subgroup of Gu.

Theorem 4.2. [19, Thm. 3.2] Let G be a weakly branch group acting on a spherically homoge-
neous rooted tree and let H ≤ G be a prodense subgroup. Then H 6= G if and only if Hu 6= Gu

for any vertex u of the tree.

Recall that Tm denotes the rooted tree with branching sequence pm = (pm1 , pm2 , . . .) where
m1 < m2 < · · · are increasing positive integers. For the rest of the section, let G = 〈a, b〉 be
a branch growing GGS-group acting on T = Tm. The strategy for proving Theorem 1.1 is to
show that, for M a prodense subgroup of G, there exists a vertex u at some level i ∈ N ∪ {0}
of T such that ai, bi ∈ Mu. We will do this in two steps: first by obtaining the b-generator,
and then the a-generator.

4.2. Obtaining b. For e = (e1, . . . , epm1−1) the defining vector associated to G, we recall the
torsion-type condition (1.1):

pm1−i−1
∑

k=1

ekpi ≡ 0 (mod pi+1) for all i ∈ {0, . . . ,m1 − 1}.

Proposition 4.3. Let G = 〈a, b〉 be a branch growing GGS-group with defining vector satisfying
the torsion-type condition, and let M be a prodense subgroup of G. Then there is a vertex u

of T , of some level i, such that b δi ∈ (Mu)
a k
i for some δ 6≡ 0 (mod p) and for some k.

Proof. SinceM is prodense and G′ is a non-trivial normal subgroup, we can find some element
x ∈M ∩ bG′. In particular x ∈ StG(1) with εb(x) = 1 6≡ 0 (mod p). We proceed by induction
on |x| ≥ 1.

When |x| = 1, we have x = ba
k
. Thus choosing the vertex u to be the root of the tree T , we

have b ∈ (Mu)
a−k

.
Now suppose that |x| ≥ 2. We claim that

(4.1) εb1(ϕ1(x)) + · · ·+ εb1(ϕpm1 (x)) = εb(x) = 1.

Indeed, upon writing x as a product of conjugates ba
∗

, for some unspecified exponents ∗, we
see that εb(x) is the exponent sum of all the ba

∗

. As each ba
∗

gives b1 in a unique coordinate,
the claim follows.
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By Equation (4.1), there exists j ∈ {1, . . . , pm1} such that εb1(ϕj(x)) 6≡ 0 (mod p). More-
over, Lemma 3.6 shows that |ϕj(x)| ≤ (|x|+ 1)/2 < |x|.

Case 1: Let x̃ = ϕj(x) and suppose that x̃ ∈Mu(j) belongs to StGu(j)
(1); here we write u(j)

instead of uj for readability. By Lemma 4.1, the subgroup Mu(j) is prodense in Gu(j) = G1.
Since by our set-up εb1(x̃) 6≡ 0 (mod p) and |x̃| < |x|, the result follows by induction.

Case 2: Now suppose that ϕj(x) 6∈ StGu(j)
(1). Write ϕj(x) = aα

1 h for α 6≡ 0 (mod pm2) and

h ∈ StGu(j)
(1) with ψ1(h) = (h1, . . . , hpm2 ).

Subcase (a): Suppose α 6≡ 0 (mod p). For ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , pm2} we claim that

(4.2) εb2
(

ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2

)
)

= εb1(ϕj(x)) 6≡ 0 (mod p).

Indeed,

ϕj(x)
pm2

= (aα
1 h)

pm2
= ha

(pm2−1)α
1 ha

(pm2−2)α
1 · · · ha

α
1 h,

as a pm2

1 = 1 and thus for any ℓ,

ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2

) ≡ h1h2 · · · hpm2 (mod G′
u(jℓ))

where u(jℓ) = ujℓ denotes the ℓth descendant of uj . Arguing similarly as for Equation (4.1),
this yields

εb2(ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2

)) = εb2(h1) + · · · + εb2(hpm2 ) = εb1(h) = εb1(ϕj(x))

and thus Equation (4.2) holds.
Note that

(4.3) |ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2

)| ≤ |ϕj(x)| < |x|.

Indeed, Lemma 3.6 gives the second inequality. For the first inequality, we note that

ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2

) = ϕℓ(h
a
(pm2−1)α
1 ) · · ·ϕℓ(h

aα
1 )ϕℓ(h),

and |ϕj(x)| = |h|. We observe that h = (b∗1)
a∗1

|h|
· · ·(b∗1)

a∗1 , where ∗ denotes unspecified exponents.

Each (b∗1)
a∗1 gives b∗2 in a unique coordinate and powers of a2 in all other coordinates. Therefore,

we can write ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2 ) as a product of powers of a2 and the |h| automorphisms b∗2. Thus

Equation (4.3) holds.
Since, due to the torsion-type condition, the total exponent of a2 amongst the components

of ψ1(b1) is a multiple of p, this implies that the total exponent of a2 in ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2 ) is a

multiple of p.
If εa2(ϕℓ(ϕj(x)

pm2 )) = 0, then x̃ = ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2 ) ∈Mu(jℓ) belongs to StGu(jℓ)

(1). As before,

the subgroup Mu(jℓ) is prodense in Gu(jℓ) = G2. Since εb2(x̃) 6≡ 0 (mod p) and |x̃| < |x|, the
result follows by induction.

If εa2(ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2 )) 6= 0, then we proceed as in the next subcase.

Subcase (b): Suppose ϕj(x) = aα1h with α 6= 0 but α ≡ 0 (mod p). Then α = λpd2 for some

λ 6≡ 0 (mod p) and 1 ≤ d2 < m2. We consider the components of ψ1

(

ϕj(x)
pm2−d2

)

. Certainly

there exists some ℓ such that εb2(ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2−d2 )) 6≡ 0 (mod p). If x̃ = ϕℓ(ϕj(x)

pm2−d2 ) is
in StG2(1) or yields an appropriate element in StG3(1) as seen in Case 2(a), we proceed by
induction, noting that

|ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2−d2

)| ≤ |ϕj(x)| < |x|.

Therefore suppose we are back in Case 2(b).
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that |ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2−d2 )| = |ϕj(x)|. Indeed, if

|ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2−d2 )| < |ϕj(x)|, we simply replace ϕj(x) with ϕℓ(ϕj(x)

pm2−d2 ) and proceed as

before. Now the fact that |ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2−d2 )| = |ϕj(x)| means that, writing

h = (b∗1)
a∗1 · · · (b∗1)

a∗1

as a product of conjugates of b1, we have that all exponents of a1 differ from one another by a

multiple of pd2 . Let x̃ = ϕℓ(ϕj(x)
pm2−d2 ) = aα2

2 h2 for some α2 6= 0 and h2 ∈ StGu(jℓ)
(1). From

condition (1.1), it follows that pd2+1 divides α2.
We now repeat the above process, that is, we let 1 ≤ d3 < m3 be the highest power of p

that divides the total exponent of a2 in x̃. As before, there exists an ℓ3 ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p
m3} such

that εb3(ϕℓ3(x̃
pm3−d3 )) 6≡ 0 (mod p). Likewise, if x̃3 = ϕℓ3(x̃

pm3−d3 ) is in StG3(1) or yields an
appropriate element in StG4(1) as seen in Case 2(a), we proceed by induction. So we suppose
that we are again in Case 2(b) and that |x̃3| = |x̃|. As the condition (1.1) ensures that εa3(x̃3)
is divisible by pd2+2, and similarly for x̃4, x̃5, . . ., if we are always in Case 2(b) with |x̃n| = |x̃|,
then for some n ≥ 3, we have x̃n ∈ StGn(1) since ekpm1 = 0 in the defining vector of bn, for
k ∈ {1, . . . , pmn−m1 − 1}. Thus, we may proceed as above; cf. Case 1. �

4.3. Obtaining a. Below we mimic the argument in [34] by adapting the definition of the
theta map there to the setting of growing GGS-groups.

For a growing GGS-group with defining vector e ∈ F there exists an n ∈ {1, . . . , pm1 − 1}
with en 6≡ 0 (mod p). Fix such an n and let d ∈ Z

∗ be such that den ≡ n (mod pm2). We note
that the choice of d is not unique.

In the next subsection, we will be considering a prodense subgroup M ≤ G that contains bd

and an “approximation” anz ∈ anG′ of an. To obtain a we aim to project, along the rightmost
infinite path of the tree T , appropriate elements from the first level stabiliser StM (1) to a
subgroup of AutTv, for v = pm1pm2 · · · pmk for some k ∈ N. Writing ψ1(z) = (z1, . . . , zpm1 ) for

an arbitrary element z ∈ G′ and conjugating bd by (anz)−1, by our choice of d we obtain

ϕpm1

(

(bd)(a
nz)−1)

= zna
n
1 z

−1
n ,

equivalently,

ϕpm1

(

(bd)(a
nz)−1)

= an
1 [a

n
1 , z

−1
n ].

We define

Θ: G′ → G′
1, Θ(z) = [an

1 , z
−1
n ].

Since m is arbitrary, by abuse of notation we will still write Θ for the corresponding maps from
G′

i to G
′
i+1 for each i. The integer d linked with the definition of Θ will also correspondingly

change.
Let S = {a1, b1, a

−1
1 , b−1

1 }. As was done by Pervova [34], for later use we define the following
three types for an element z ∈ G′. We say that z ∈ G′ is of

• type one if |zn| 6=
|z|
2 ,

• type two if |zn| =
|z|
2 and zn, written as a word in S of minimal length, begins with a

non-trivial power of b1;

• type three if |zn| =
|z|
2 and zn, written as a word in S of minimal length, ends with a

non-trivial power of b1.

Note that the above three types are the only possibilities for z ∈ G′.



20 R. SKIPPER AND A. THILLAISUNDARAM

Lemma 4.4. Let G be a growing GGS-group with defining vector e ∈ F and n as defined
above. Suppose that z ∈ G′ is of type three and let

zn = aα1
1 b β1

1 aα2
1 · · · a

αℓ
1 b βℓ

1

where ℓ = |z|
2 , β1, . . . , βℓ ∈ Z

∗, α1 ∈ Z/pm2Z and α2, . . . , αℓ ∈ (Z/pm2Z)∗. Then Θ(z) is of

type three if and only if αi = (−1)in for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ}.

Proof. This follows just as in [34, Lem. 2.3]. �

The following result is straightforward to verify, and first appeared in [34, Cor. 2.4] in the
setting of GGS-groups acting on the p-regular rooted tree.

Corollary 4.5. Let G be a growing GGS-group with defining vector e ∈ F and n as defined

above. Suppose that both z and Θ(z) are of type three. Writing ℓ = |z|
2 and

Θ(z) = (bα1
1 )a

t1
1 (b β1

1 )a
n
1 (bα2

1 )a
t2
1 · · · (b

βℓ−1

1 )a
n
1 (bαℓ

1 )a
tℓ
1 (b βℓ

1 )a
n
1 ,

where αi, βi ∈ Z
∗ and ti ∈ (Z/pm2Z)∗, we have

(i) if ℓ is even, then ti =

{

2n for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ2},

0 for i ∈ { ℓ2 + 1, . . . , ℓ},

(ii) if ℓ is odd, then ti =

{

2n for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ+1
2 },

0 for i ∈ { ℓ+3
2 , . . . , ℓ}.

The following result is proved as in [34, Thm. 2.1], via a careful case-by-case analysis.
However, owing to the fact that ϕi(b1) = 1 for i ∈ {pm1 , pm1+1, . . . , pm2−1}, many complicated
cases in Pervova’s proof disappear.

Theorem 4.6. Let G be a growing GGS-group with defining vector e ∈ F and n as defined
above. If K = 〈bδ , anz〉 for some δ 6≡ 0 (mod p) and z ∈ G′, then there exists some k ∈ N such

that, writing v = pm1pm2 · · · pmk , we have ϕv(stK(v)) ≥ 〈ak, b
δ
k 〉

bλ
k for some λ ∈ Z.

Proof. It suffices to show that there is some k ∈ N such that ϕv(stK(v)) ≥ 〈an
k , b

δ
k 〉

bλ
k for some

λ ∈ Z and where v = pm1pm2 · · · pmk , as then upon considering

ϕp
mk+1

(

(b δk )
a−n
k

)

= aµ
k+1 and ϕp

mk+1 (b δk ) = b δk+1,

where µ 6≡ 0 (mod p), the result follows.
Let ε ∈ Z

∗ be such that ϕn(b
δε) = an

1 , and we let d = δε for the definition of Θ. Note that

(4.4) |Θ(z)| ≤ 2|zn|.

We will utilise this to proceed by induction on the length |z|.
For the base step, we suppose that |z| ≤ 2. As z ∈ G′, either |z| = 0 or |z| = 2. If |z| = 0,

then z = 1 and we are done. Hence suppose that |z| = 2. Then z = (br)a
i
(b−r)a

j
for some

r ∈ Z
∗ and i, j ∈ Z/pm1Z with i 6= j. There are three possibilities to consider.

Case 1: Suppose i, j 6= n. Then zn = a s
1 for some s ∈ Z/pm2Z. Hence Θ(z) = 1. Since there

exists an element of K whose image under ϕpm1 is an
1 Θ(z) (by the definition of the Θ map

above), we conclude that ϕpm1 (StK(1)) = 〈an
1 , b

δ
1 〉.

Case 2: Suppose i = n. Then j 6= n and zn = b r1a
−ren−j

1 . Recalling the choice of d above,
we have

ϕpm1

(

(bd)(a
nz)−1)

= b r1 a
n
1 b

−r
1 ,

and hence ϕpm1 (StK(1)) ≥ 〈b δ1 , b
r
1 a

n
1 b

−r
1 〉 = 〈a

n
1 , b

δ
1 〉

b−r
1 .
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Case 3: Suppose j = n. Then i 6= n and zn = a
ren−i

1 b−r
1 , giving

Θ(z) = (b−r
1 )a

n−ren−i
1 (b r1 )

a
−ren−i
1 .

If neither n − ren−i nor −ren−i is congruent to n modulo pm2 , then we proceed as in Case 1.
If n− ren−i ≡ n (mod pm2), then we proceed as in Case 2. Hence we assume that −ren−i ≡ n
(mod pm2).

Here we have Θ(z) = (b−r
1 )a

2n
1 (b r1 )

an
1 . Recalling how b1 is defined, in particular eℓ = 0 for

all pm1 ≤ ℓ ≤ pm2 − 1, we see that ϕn(Θ(z)) = a
−repm2−n

2 b r2 = b r2 . Therefore,

Θ(Θ(z)) = (b r2 )
an
2 b−r

2 .

Writing u = pm1pm2 , as ϕu(stK(u)) ≥ 〈an
2 Θ(Θ(z)), b δ2 〉 we proceed as in Case 2.

Next, for the induction step, we also have three cases to consider, depending on the type
of z.

First suppose that z is of type one. Then either |zn| <
|z|
2 or |zn| >

|z|
2 . If |zn| <

|z|
2 , it

follows from Equation (4.4) that

|Θ(z)| < |z|,

and we can proceed by induction. Hence we suppose that |zn| >
|z|
2 . From Lemma 3.6, it

follows that |z| is odd and that |zn| =
|z|+1
2 . Writing n = pst, for s ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m1 − 1} and

t 6≡ 0 (mod p), observe that

ϕpm1

(

(anz)p
m1−s)

= ϕpm1

(

za
tpm1−n

za
tpm1−2n

· · · za
2n
za

n

z
)

= ϕpm1

(

za
n(pm1−s

−1)
za

n(pm1−s
−2)
· · · za

2n
za

n

z
)

= znz2n · · · zpm1−nzpm1 ,

where the indices ℓ of zℓ are reduced modulo pm1 . Therefore

ϕpm1

(

(bd)(a
nz)p

m1−s
−1)

= (zna
n
1 z

−1
n )znz2n···zpm1−nzpm1

= z−1
pm1z

−1
pm1−n · · · z

−1
2n a

n
1 z2n · · · zpm1−nzpm1 .

As

|z2n · · · zpm1−nzpm1 | ≤
∑

i 6=n

|zi| ≤ |z| − |zn|,

we obtain
∣

∣a−n
1 ϕpm1

(

(bd)(a
nz)p

m1−s
−1)∣

∣ ≤ 2|z| − 2|zn| = 2|z| − |z| − 1 < |z|

with of course a−n
1 ϕpm1

(

(bd)(a
nz)p

m1−s
−1)

∈ G′
1. Therefore, since

ϕpm1 (StK(1)) ≥
〈

b δ1 , a
n
1

(

a−n
1 ϕpm1

(

(bd)(a
nz)p

m1−s
−1))

〉

,

the result follows by induction.

Now we suppose that z is of type two. Then zn has the form zn = b β1
1 aα1

1 · · · b
βℓ

1 aαℓ
1 for

some β1, . . . , βℓ ∈ Z
∗, α1, . . . , αℓ−1 ∈ (Z/pm2Z)∗ and αℓ ∈ Z/pm2Z where ℓ = |z|

2 . Thus

Θ(z) = a−n
1 b β1

1 aα1
1 b β2

1 · · · a
αℓ−1

1 b βℓ

1 an
1 b

−βℓ

1 a
−αℓ−1

1 · · · b−β2
1 a−α1

1 b−β1
1
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and |Θ(z)| ≤ 2|zn| = |z|. If |Θ(z)| < |z|, we proceed as before by induction. So suppose
|Θ(z)| = |z|. We deduce that αi = (−1)in for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} (else |ϕn(Θ(z))| < |zn|), which
gives

Θ(z) =

{

(b β1
1 )a

n
1 (b β2

1 )a
2n
1 · · · (b

βℓ−1

1 )a
n
1 (b βℓ

1 )a
2n
1 (b−βℓ

1 )a
n
1 b

−βℓ−1

1 · · · (b−β2
1 )a

n
1 b−β1

1 if ℓ is even,

(b β1
1 )a

n
1 (b β2

1 )a
2n
1 · · · (b βℓ

1 )a
n
1 b−βℓ

1 (b
−βℓ−1

1 )a
n
1 · · · (b−β2

1 )a
n
1 b−β1

1 if ℓ is odd.

From the definition of b1, it follows that

ϕn(Θ(z)) =

{

b
β1+β3+···+βℓ−1−βℓ

2 a
−enβℓ−1

2 b
−βℓ−2

2 · · · a−enβ3
2 b−β2

2 a−enβ1
2 if ℓ is even,

b β1+β3+···+βℓ

2 a−enβℓ

2 b
−βℓ−1

2 · · · a−enβ3
2 b−β2

2 a−enβ1
2 if ℓ is odd,

which is of length at most ℓ+1
2 . Hence |Θ(Θ(z))| < |Θ(z)|. As before, we then proceed by

induction.
Finally, we suppose that z is of type three. So zn = aα1

1 b β1
1 · · · a

αℓ
1 b βℓ

1 for some β1, . . . , βℓ ∈
Z
∗, α2, . . . , αℓ ∈ (Z/pm2Z)∗ and α1 ∈ Z/pm2Z.
First we consider the case ℓ ≥ 3. We may suppose that Θ(z) is of type three, else we are done

by the above. Let us suppose that ℓ is even; the case ℓ is odd follows similarly. Corollary 4.5
implies that

Θ(z) = (b β1
1 )a

2n
1 (b β2

1 )a
n
1 (b β3

1 )a
2n
1 · · · (b−β3

1 )a
n
1 b−β2

1 (b−β1
1 )a

n
1 .

As seen above, we obtain |Θ(Θ(z))| < |Θ(z)| and the result follows by induction.

It remains to settle the case ℓ = 2. Here we have zn = aα1
1 b β1

1 aα2
1 b β2

1 . As before, if Θ(z)
is of type one or two, we are done as above. Thus we assume that Θ(z) is of type three, and
Corollary 4.5 yields that

Θ(z) = (b β1
1 )a

2n
1 (b β2

1 )a
n
1 b−β2

1 (b−β1
1 )a

n
1 .

Recalling that ϕi(b1) = 1 for i ∈ {pm1 , pm1 + 1, . . . , pm2 − 1}, it follows that ϕn(Θ(z)) =

b β2
2 a−enβ2

2 b β1
2 . Hence Θ(Θ(z)) = a−n

2 b β2
2 a−enβ2

2 b β1
2 an

2 b
−β1
2 a enβ2

2 b−β2
2 , and therefore Θ(Θ(z)) is

of type one or two. In either case, we are done as above. �

4.4. Maximal subgroups of finite index. Equipped with the previous two subsections, we
can now prove Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 4.7. Let G be a branch growing GGS-group with defining vector e ∈ F . Let M
be a prodense subgroup of G, and suppose that bδ ∈ M for some δ 6≡ 0 (mod p). Then there
exists a vertex u of T , of some level i ∈ N ∪ {0}, such that Mu = Gi.

Proof. As before, there is z ∈ G′ such that anz ∈ M , where n is as defined in the previous

subsection. From Theorem 4.6, we have that Mu ≥ 〈ak, b
δ
k 〉

bλ
k , for some k ∈ N, λ ∈ Z, and

vertex u of level k. We note that for a vertex v of T and g ∈ Gv,

(4.5) (Mv)
g = Gv ⇐⇒ Mv = Gv.

Hence, without loss of generality we may suppose that Mu ≥ 〈ak, b
δ
k 〉. Since m is arbitrary, we

may also assume that u is the root of the tree.
Now for every vertex v of the tree T , observe that

(4.6) Mv ≥ 〈aℓ, b
δ
ℓ 〉,

where ℓ is the level of v in T . We now proceed as in the proof of Proposition 4.3. That is, as
M is prodense, we find x ∈M ∩ bG′. We consider a component ϕv(x), for some v ∈ X1, such
that xv := ϕv(x) satisfies εb1(xv) 6= 0. By Equation (4.6), we may assume that xv ∈ StG1(1).
Repeating this process, noting that |xv | < |x| when |x| > 1, we eventually end up with an
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element of the form b d1k1
for some k1 ∈ N and d1 ∈ Z

∗. We terminate this process as soon
as we reach such a directed automorphism. In this recursive process, we use the notation
xw := ϕu(xv) for u ∈ X2, where w = vu, and similarly for other levels. Upon doing this
process for every section xλ of x with |xλ| ≥ 1 and εb1(xλ) 6= 0, we obtain a collection of

directed automorphisms
{

b diki
| i ∈ I

}

for some finite set I, distributed at various vertices

across the tree. Writing k = max{ki | i ∈ I}, by Equation (4.6) we have b dik ∈Mν for all i ∈ I,
where ν is any vertex of level k. Noting that

1 = εb(x) =
∑

i∈I

di,

the product of all the b dik gives us bk, as required. �

Proposition 4.8. Let G be a branch growing GGS-group with defining vector satisfying the
torsion-type condition. Let M be a prodense subgroup of G. Then there exists a vertex u of T
such that Mu = Gu.

Proof. By Proposition 4.3, there exists a vertex u1 of T of level j and an element g ∈ Gu1

such that b δj ∈ (Mu1)
g for some δ 6≡ 0 (mod p). Using Equation (4.5) we may assume without

loss of generality that b δj ∈ Mu1 . Then by Proposition 4.7, there exists a vertex v of Tu1 of
level i− j with Gi =Mu1v. As Gu1v = Gi, the result follows. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose on the contrary that M is a proper prodense subgroup of G.
By Theorem 4.2, for every vertex u ∈ T we have Mu is properly contained in Gu. However,
by Proposition 4.8, there is a vertex v of T such that the subgroup Mv is all of Gv . This gives
the required contradiction. �

4.5. Weakly maximal subgroups. The following results were proved in [7] for regular
branch groups, but the proofs extend naturally to all branch groups.

Theorem 4.9. [7, Analogue of Thm. 1.4] Let T be a spherically homogeneous rooted tree and
G ≤ Aut T be a finitely generated branch group. Suppose that there exists an integer ℓ such
that, for each i ∈ N ∪ {0}, there is an infinite-index subgroup Qi of ϕu(stG(u)), for u any
ith-level vertex, that does not stabilise any vertex of the ℓth layer. Then for any k ∈ N there
exists a weakly maximal subgroup of G which stabilises the kth layer and does not stabilise any
vertex of the (k + ℓ)th layer.

In the above result, if G is a branch growing GGS-group, then we can take ℓ = 1 and
Qi = 〈ai〉.

Theorem 4.10. [7, Analogue of Thm. 1.1] Let T be a spherically homogeneous rooted tree and
G ≤ Aut T be a finitely generated branch group. Then, for any finite subgroup Q ≤ G there
exist uncountably many automorphism equivalence classes of weakly maximal subgroups of G
containing Q.

Corollary 4.11. [7, Analogue of Cor. 1.2] Let T be a spherically homogeneous rooted tree and
G ≤ Aut T be a finitely generated branch group. Suppose that G contains a finite subgroup Q
that does not fix any point in ∂T . Then there exist uncountably many automorphism equivalence
classes of weakly maximal subgroups of G, all distinct from classes of parabolic subgroups
associated with the action of G on T .

Recall that stabilizers of boundary points are called parabolic subgroups. Therefore, for a
branch growing GGS-group G, taking Q = 〈a〉, it follows that there are uncountably many
automorphism equivalence classes of weakly maximal subgroups of G, all distinct from classes
of parabolic subgroups associated with the action of G on T .
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5. Quotients of growing GGS-groups

Finally, we prove Proposition 1.2. We recall that the condition for a finite group H to be a
Beauville group can be reformulated in group-theoretical terms as follows: for x, y ∈ H, let

Σ(x, y) =
⋃

g∈G

(

〈x〉g ∪ 〈y〉g ∪ 〈xy〉g
)

,

that is, the union of all conjugates of the cyclic subgroups generated by x, y and xy. Then H
is a Beauville group if and only if H is 2-generated and there exist generating sets {x1, y1} and
{x2, y2} of H such that Σ(x1, y1) ∩ Σ(x2, y2) = {1}. The sets {x1, y1} and {x2, y2} are then
called a Beauville structure for H.

First we need some preliminary results, and we introduce some notation. Recall that for
a vertex w at level n − 1, the map ϕw takes an element in the stabiliser of the vertex w and
projects onto the w-th section. Then let ψw

n = ψ1 ◦ϕw which has ϕ−1
w

(

ϕw(stG(w))∩StGn−1(1)
)

as its domain and Gn ×
pmn
. . . ×Gn as its codomain.

Lemma 5.1. Let G = 〈a, b〉 be a growing GGS-group with defining vector e ∈ F . Then for
each n ≥ 2 the order of b in G/StG(n) is p

mn .

Proof. For all n ≥ 2, observe that as a pmn−1

k = 1 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 2,

ψw
n−1(b

pmn−1
)

=

{

(1, p
mn−1
. . . , 1) if w 6=

∏n−2
k=1 p

mk ,

(a
(e1)p

mn−1

n−1 , a
(e2)p

mn−1

n−1 , . . . , a
(epm1−1)p

mn−1

n−1 , 1, p
mn−1−pm1. . . , 1, b p

mn−1

n−1 ) if w =
∏n−2

k=1 p
mk .

Since the order of an−1 is pmn and recalling that e ∈ F , it follows that

ψn−1(b
pmn

) = (1, p
(m1+···+mn−1)−1. . . , 1, b p

mn

n−1 ),

and hence the order of b in G/StG(n) is p
mn , as required. �

Lemma 5.2. Let G be a growing GGS-group associated to a defining vector e ∈ F of zero sum
and let n ≥ 3. Then for 1 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, 0 ≤ s ≤ m2 − 1, the order of abip

s
is pmn+m1−s in

G/StG(n).

Proof. Let 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1 and 0 ≤ s ≤ m2 − 1. Now

(abip
s

)p
m1

= (bip
s

)a
pm1−1

(bip
s

)a
pm1−2

· · · (bip
s

)abip
s

,

and hence, as e1 + · · ·+ epm1−1 = 0,

ψ1

(

(abip
s

)p
m1

)

=
(

(b ip
s

1 )a
∗

1 , . . . , (b ip
s

1 )a
∗

1 , b ip
s

1 , b ip
s

1

)

,

where ∗ stands for unspecified exponents. Then

ψ1

(

(abip
s

)p
mn+m1−s)

=
(

(bip
mn

1 )a
∗

1 , . . . , (bip
mn

1 )a
∗

1 , bip
mn

1 , bip
mn

1

)

.

Thus, upon applying Lemma 5.1 to G1, we see that the order of ab
ips is pmn+m1−s in G/StG(n).

�

The proof of the next result follows just as in [27, Prop. 3.4], but due to the more complicated
notation, we give a full proof for completeness. In the following, by abuse of notation, we still
write ψi, i ∈ N, for the corresponding map applied to the quotient G/StG(n).
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Lemma 5.3. Let G be a growing GGS-group associated to a defining vector e ∈ F of zero sum
and let n ≥ 3. In the quotient group G/StG(n), if

〈(abip
s

)p
mn+m1−s−1

〉 = 〈(abjp
t

)p
mn+m1−t−1

〉g

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ pmn − 1 with i, j 6≡ 0 (mod p), 0 ≤ s, t ≤ m2 − 1, and g ∈ G/StG(n), then
ips ≡ jpt (mod pm2).

Proof. Write wℓ,r = (abℓp
r
)p

mn+m1−r−1
for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ pmn − 1 with ℓ 6≡ 0 (mod p), and 0 ≤

r ≤ m2 − 1. Note that by Lemma 5.2, the groups 〈wi,s〉 and 〈wj,t〉
g are both of order p. As

〈wi,s〉 = 〈wj,t〉
g we obtain

(5.1) wk
i,s = wg

j,t

for some 1 ≤ k ≤ p− 1. Now

ψ1(wi,s) =
(

(b ip
mn−1

1 )a
ipse1
1 , (b ip

mn−1

1 )a
ips(e1+e2)
1 , . . . , (b ip

mn−1

1 )a
ips(e1+···+e

pm1−2
)

1 , b ip
mn−1

1 , b ip
mn−1

1

)

.

Likewise, the components of ψ1(w
g
j,t) are of the form (b jp

mn−1

1 )a
µ
1 h, where µ ∈ {0, . . . , pm2 − 1}

and h ∈ StG1(1)/StG1(n− 1).

As one of the components of ψ1(w
k
i,s) is b ikp

mn−1

1 , it follows from Equation (5.1) that

(b jp
mn−1

1 )a
µ
1 h = b ikp

mn−1

1 in G1/StG1(n− 1) for some µ and h. Therefore,

b
(ik−j)pmn−1

1 = [b jp
mn−1

1 , aµ
1 h] ∈ (G1/StG1(n− 1))′,

and hence ik−j ≡ 0 (mod p). Thus as the groups generated by wi,s and w
g
j,t both have order p

we have that wi−1j
i,s = wg

j,t, where i
−1 ∈ F

∗
p. Writing xℓ,r = wℓ−1

ℓ,r gives

xi,s = xgj,t.

Note that

ψ1(xi,s) =
(

(b p
mn−1

1 )a
ipse1
1 , (b p

mn−1

1 )a
ips(e1+e2)
1 , . . . , b p

mn−1

1 , b p
mn−1

1

)

.

Write g = aqhq for some 0 ≤ q ≤ pm1 − 1 and hq ∈ StG(1)/StG(n). Observe that

ψ1(x
aq

j,t) =
(

(b p
mn−1

1 )a
jpt(e1+···+e

pm1−(q−1))

1 , . . . , b p
mn−1

1 , b p
mn−1

1 , . . . , (b p
mn−1

1 )a
jpt(e1+···+e

pm1−q
)

1
)

,

where the first b p
mn−1

1 occurs at the (q− 1)st component. The equation xi,s = xgj,t now implies
that

ψ1(hq) =
(

a
ipse1−jpt(e1+···+epm1−(q−1))

1 u1, a
ips(e1+e2)−jpt(e1+···+epm1−(q−2))

1 u2, . . . ,

a
−jpt(e1+···+epm1−q)

1 upm1

)

,

where uℓ ∈ StG1(1)/StG1(n− 1) for all 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ pm1 .

If q > 0, we next recursively define elements hℓ−1 = hℓ(b
−j)a

ℓ−1
for ℓ = q, . . . , 1. Since

e1 + · · ·+ epm1−1 = 0, we have

ψ1(h0) =
(

a
(ips−jpt)e1
1 v1, a

(ips−jpt)(e1+e2)
1 v2, . . . , a

(ips−jpt)(e1+···+epm1−2)

1 vpm1−2, vpm1−1, vpm1

)

with vℓ ∈ StG1(1)/StG1(n− 1) for all 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ pm1 .
Observe that

ψ1(h
a
0 ) ≡ ψ1(h0b

jpt−ips) (mod
StG1

(1)

StG1
(n−1) ×

pm1. . . ×
StG1

(1)

StG1
(n−1)).
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Hence

ψ1(b
ips−jpt[h0, a]) ∈

(

StG1
(1)

StG1
(n−1) ×

pm1

· · · ×
StG1

(1)

StG1
(n−1)

)

⋂

ψ1

(

StG(1)
StG(n)

)

= ψ1

(

StG(2)
StG(n)

)

.

Thus bip
s−jpt[h0, a] ∈

StG(2)
StG(n) , and so bip

s−jpt ≡ [h0, a] modulo StG(2)
StG(n) . Hence

bip
s−jpt ∈

( G

StG(2)

)′
,

which implies, by Lemma 5.1, that ips − jpt ≡ 0 (mod pm2), as required. �

We now prove that G/StG(n) is a Beauville group for all n ≥ 3. The proof is similar to that
of [27, Thm. 3.5].

Proof of Proposition 1.2(i). Certainly {a−2, ab} and {ab2, b} are both systems of generators of
G/StG(n). We will show that they yield a Beauville structure for G/StG(n).

Set X = {a−2, ab, a−1b} and Y = {ab2, b, ab3}. We need to prove that

(5.2) 〈x〉 ∩ 〈yg〉 = 1

for all x ∈ X, y ∈ Y and g ∈ G/StG(n).

Assume first that x = a−2. As xp
m1−1

6∈ StG(1)/StG(n) but bp
mn−1

∈ StG(1)/StG(n), it
follows that

〈xp
m1−1
〉 ∩ 〈bp

mn−1
〉g = 1,

and hence Equation (5.2) holds for x = a−2 with y = b. A similar argument holds for x = a−2

with y = ab2 or y = ab3, where here one compares a−2pm1−1
with (abi)p

mn+m1−1
, for i ∈ {2, 3},

apart from when p = 3 where one compares (ab3)3
mn+m1−2

.
For x = ab with y ∈ {ab2, ab3}, the result follows from Lemma 5.3, noting that pm2 ≥ p2 ≥ 9.

Likewise for x = a−1b and the above choices for y.
It remains to check Equation (5.2) for y = b with x ∈ {ab, a−1b}. We will check that

〈(ab)p
mn+m1−1

〉 ∩ 〈bp
mn−1

〉g = 1,

and the case x = a−1b follows similarly.
Note that

ψ1

(

(ab)p
mn+m1−1)

=
(

(b p
mn−1

1 )a
∗

1 , . . . , (b p
mn−1

1 )a
∗

1 , b p
mn−1

1 , b p
mn−1

1

)

and

ψ1(b
pmn−1

) = (1, . . . , 1, b p
mn−1

1 ).

Hence any element in 〈bp
mn−1

〉g is in ristG(v) StG(n)/StG(n) for some first-level vertex v. The

only element in 〈(ab)p
mn+m1−1

〉 that has this property is the trivial element. Hence we are
done. �

Lastly, we consider growing GGS-groups associated to a defining vector of non-zero sum
s 6≡ 0 (mod p). We show below that all level stabiliser quotients of such growing GGS-group
are not Beauville groups.

Lemma 5.4. Let G be a growing GGS-group associated to a defining vector of non-zero sum
s 6≡ 0 (mod p). For each n ≥ 2, let tn−1 := m1 + · · · +mn−1. Then the centre Z(G/StG(n))

contains 〈(ab)p
tn−1
〉 = 〈(aibjc)p

tn−1
〉 ∼= Cpmn , for 1 ≤ i ≤ pm1−1, 1 ≤ j ≤ pm2−1 with i, j 6≡ 0

(mod p) and c ∈
(

G/StG(n)
)′
.



GGS-GROUPS ACTING ON TREES OF GROWING DEGREES 27

Proof. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , pm1 − 1} and j ∈ {1, . . . , pm2 − 1} with i, j 6≡ 0 (mod p). Observe that

ψ1

(

(aibjc)p
m1

)

= (a js
1 b

j
1 c1, . . . , a

js
1 b

j
1 cpm1 )

for c1, . . . , cpm1 ∈ G′
1. Hence, for w ∈

∏n−2
k=1 Xk, we have

ψw
n−1((a

ibjc)p
tn−1

) = (a js
n−1b

j
n−1d1, . . . , a

js
n−1b

j
n−1dpmn− )

≡ (a js
n−1,

pmn−1
. . . , a js

n−1) (mod StGn−1(1) ×
pmn−1
. . . × StGn−1(1))

for some d1, . . . , dpmn−1 ∈ G′
n−1. Therefore the result follows. �

Proof of Proposition 1.2(ii). The result is clear for n = 1, so we assume n ≥ 2. Let {x1, y1}
and {x2, y2} be two systems of generators. At least one of x1, y1, x1y1, call it z1, must be in
the coset aibjG′ for i, j 6≡ 0 (mod p). Likewise for x2, y2, x2y2, and call it z2. Then by the

previous lemma, 〈zp
tn−1

1 〉 = 〈zp
tn−1

2 〉. Hence we are done. �
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