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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 (12 --- p), and a
recursively-defined automorphism b, which fixes the first-level vertices of the tree and acts on
their respective subtrees as (a“',...,a1,b), for some eyq,...,ep—1 € F,,.

Certain branch groups acting on irregular trees of growing degree, that is, vertices at
level ¢ — 1 of the tree have p™i children, for m; € N with m; < mg < ---, were studied by Fink
in [I7]. 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 [B]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 Subsections2.2]
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, 1],
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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, B4], 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 Sunik groups acting on the 2-regular
rooted tree. See [I8| [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 = (eq,...,epmi_1), the
torsion-type condition is the following; compare [40]:

p"”l*i—l
(1.1) Z epi =0 (mod p ) forallie€{0,...,my —1}.
k=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
p"-regular rooted tree, for fixed n, to be torsion.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a branch growing GGS-group satisfying condition (LII). 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 mazximal 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 Sunik 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 Aut7-
equivalence classes of weakly maximal subgroups, which are all distinct from classes of parabolic
subgroups; see Subsection We recall that a weakly mazimal 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 (Cy x C2)/H, where C; and Co are algebraic curves
of genus at least 2, and H is a finite group acting freely on C; x Co by holomorphic transfor-
mations, with the group H acting faithfully on the curves C; such that C; /H = P1(C) and the
covering map C; — C; /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 = C,, x C, for n > 1 with ged(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], 14} [15] [26) 38]. Recently, Giil 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 p"-regular rooted tree, including
the case p = 2, by Di Domenico, Giil 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) Z‘;’.’:_l e; =0, then G/ Stg(n) is a Beauville group for every n > 3;
(ii) Zf’:ll_l e; Z0 (mod p), then G/ Stg(n) is not a Beauville group for every n.

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

Notation. Throughout, we use left-normed commutators, for example, [z,y, z] = [[z, ], 2]
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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 p™ = (p™)2,
where m; < mg < mg < --- is a sequence of increasing positive integers. Define T = T to
be the spherically homogeneous tree with branching sequence p™ = (p™)2,. In other words
T will be the tree constructed as follows: for each i € N, let X; be the alphabet {1,2,...,p™i}
and consider the set of finite sequences X* = {@}UU, o ([T72; Xi). If wis a vertex in []1, X;
then we place an edge from u to v whenever v = ux,41 for some x,11 € X,41. 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 0T, consisting of all infinite simple
rooted paths, is in one-to-one correspondence with the words in the infinite product []72; X;.

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 T, for the full rooted subtree of T" that has its root at the vertex v and includes
all vertices v with uw a prefix of v. As T is spherically homogeneous, for any two vertices u
and v of a given level, the subtrees T,, and T, are isomorphic under the map that deletes the
prefix w and replaces it by the prefix v. We write T}, to denote the subtree rooted at a generic
vertex of level n. Defining o"(m) = (m;)i2,,, | for each n, we see that T;, = Ty ().

We observe that every automorphism of the rooted tree 1" 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 z € X,, 11 we have (uz)’ = ufz’ where 2/ € X,,,1 is uniquely determined by u and f.
This induces a permutation f(u) of X,41 so that (uz)f = u/z/). We refer to f(u) as the
labelling of f at w. The automorphism f is called rooted if f(u) = 1 for u # @. It is called
directed, with directed path ¢ for some ¢ € 0T, if the support {u | f(u) # 1} of its labelling is
infinite and contains only vertices at distance 1 from £. The section of f at a vertex u at level n
is the unique automorphism f, of T}, given by the condition (uv)/ = ufvfe for v € [2, 1 X

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) = Njy=psta(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 Aut7T is a profinite group, and we have

AutT = w Aut T[n},
neN

where T, denotes the subtree of 7" on the finitely many vertices up to level n. The topology
of Aut T is defined by the open subgroups Stayr(n) for n € N. Now for G < Aut T, the level
stabilisers Stg(n) for n € N, form a natural family of so-called principal congruence subgroups
for GG, and we say the subgroup G < Aut T 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) C 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) C 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 € Staug(n) can be identified with a sequence gi,. .., gymi++mn Of
elements of AutT},, where p™1 T *™n is the number of vertices at level n. Denoting these
vertices by w1, ..., Uym;++mn, there is a natural isomorphism

StAutT(n) = H

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

pm1+...+mn Myt tmn

AutT,, = AutT,, x? x AutT,,.

i=1

U Stawr(n) — Aut Ty, x P07 5 Aut T,
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Let v € [[i-; X; be a vertex of length n. We further define
©p & stawT(v) — Aut T, =2 Aut T,

to be the restriction of staut7(v) to Ty.

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

Rista(n) = [ |

of the rigid vertex stabilisers of the vertices ui, ..., uymi+-+m, at level n.
Recall that a subgroup G < Aut T is said to act spherically transitively if it acts transitively
on every layer of 7.

Pt mn
ristg(u;) < G

i=1

Definition 2.1. A group G acting on T' = T is a branch group if G acts spherically transitively
and all rigid level stabilisers Ristg(n) are of finite index in G. A group G acting on T' = Ti 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' = T with branching p-
power exponents given by m = (mi,ma,ms,...). For i € N, we will write a;—1 to repre-
sent the rooted automorphism corresponding to the cycle (12 --- p™). Let e1,...,epmi_1 €
{0,%+1,...,+(p™2—1)} with not all e; being zero. Then the growing GGS-group G = Ge acting
on the rooted tree 7" and defined by the vector e = (e, ..., epm1_1), is the group generated by
the rooted automorphism ag and the directed automorphism by defined as follows:

e,mi _
¢1(b0) = ((11617(1162"--’alpm1 17b1)

where recursively for n > 2,
e m
o e1 es p™1 —1 Mn oy
1 (bp—1) = (a a2, ... an L PRI 1 Dy).

Write G, for the nth shifted group, that is, the growing GGS-group generated by a,, and b,
which acts on the tree with branching indices (p™n~+1,p™n»+2 ...). Note that a,,b,, and G,
depend on the choice of M. Since we will work with arbitrary increasing sequences, to simplify
notation we often omit m and write G = G, a = ag and b = by.

Definition 3.1. We say that a growing GGS-group G is o-fractal if, for each n and vertex v at
the nth level, the group ¢, (ste(v)) coincides with Gy,. Furthermore we say that the group G is
strongly o-fractal if ¢, (Stg(1)) = G for every vertex x at the first level, and we say that the
group G is super strongly o-fractal if, for each n, we have ¢,(Stg(n)) = G,, 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 h,, of h at u, is an element of H. However, we naturally extend the definitions to
spherically homogeneous trees and non-self-similar actions.
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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 = (ag b | aP "™ =1) = (a;) * (bi) = Zfpmitrz % Z,

for i € NU {0}. For each such i, there is a unique epimorphism 7; : H; — G;, which sends
a; — a; and b; — b;. The map m; induces an epimorphism from Hi/H! = (a;) x (b;) = Z/pmit12x Z
onto Gi/a!, which we will now show is an isomorphism. To so so, we proceed analogously to [,
Sec. 4.1].

We consider h € H;, which can be uniquely represented in the form

h:@fl.giﬁl I .&ff.(}iﬁl.dflﬂ
where ¢ € NU {0} and s1,..., 8041 € Z/pmi+1z, B1,..., B € Z with
5; #Z0 (mod p™itt) for j € {2,...,¢},
and [y # 0 for each k € {1,...,¢}. )
We denote by |h| = £ the length of h, with respect to the factor b;. For hy,hy € H; we have
(3.1) [haha] < [ha] + [hal.

Also for h € H;, we define the exponent maps

41 14
E@i(h) = ijl S5 € Z/pmiJrlZ and Eih(h) = Zk:l ,Bk S/

77L1;+1

with respect to the generating set {a;, l;Z}
The epimorphism
H; — Zfpmitiz, X 7,  h (Eai(h),sl;i(h))

has kernel H!. Further the group L(H;) := (b;)™ is the kernel of the epimorphism
H; — Zfpmiviz, hw— e4,(h).

Here for a group I' and a subset Y < I' we denote by (Y)'' the normal closure of Y in I'. Each
element h € L(H;) can be uniquely represented by a word of the form

NGt N
h:(CI)Z ...(Cé)l’
where £ € NU {0} and t1,...,t € Z/pmit1z with t; # tj41 (mod p™itt) for j € {1,...,¢ -1},
and for each j € {1,...,/},
¢j € (bi)\{1}.
Let a1 denote the cyclic permutation of the factors of H;11 X P H; 1 corresponding
to the p™i+ti-cycle (12 --- p™i+1). Consider the homomorphism

®;: L(H;) — Hipy x P70 5 Hyyy for i e NU{0}
given by

.ok m ™ m R .
®;(b"") = (afty, - .. ,&iil L PP ] ) for k€ Zpmitiz,
The following result is proved exactly as in [1, Lem. 4.1].

Lemma 3.2. Let H; be as above, and h € L(H;) with ®;(h) = (h1,ha,...,hymit1). Then
PO kgl <RI and hy| < T for each j € {1,...,pmr)
Lemma 3.3. Let h € L(H;) and suppose ®;(h) = (h1,he,... ,hymiy1). Then g (h) =
Ve, ()
j

i=1 b
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Proof. This follows from the definition of ®; and the fact that H; is a free product. O
Consider the subgroup K(©) = |J>, K\ of Hy, for KO(O) = {1} and
KO =ao; (kWY x2™ x KWy forn €N,

where K (1)

n_1 1s recursively defined for the group Hy, and

K=o (KP, <272 x KP))

n

with K (2_)1 recursively defined for the group Hs, etc. Here Ké") = 1 for all n € N. The following

n
proposition provides a recursive presentation for a growing GGS-group. It was proved more

generally by Rozhkov [30].

Proposition 3.4. Let G be a growing GGS-group, and set H = Hy and K = KO as defined
above. Then K < L(H) = (bo)", and K is normal in H. Moreover, the epimorphism 7: H —
G given by ag — agp, by — by, has ker(w) = K. In particular G = H/k.

Analogous to [I, 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/pm™z X 7 factors
through G/c'. Consequently,
Glon =2 Hlp =2 Zfpymiz, X 7.

As above, let G = (a,b) be a growing GGS-group, and let 7: H — G be the natural
epimorphism with H as above. The length of g € G is
lg| = min{|h[ | h € 771 (9)}.
With reference to Equation ([B.I]), we have that for ¢1,¢92 € G,

l9192] < |g1] + |g2]-
Also, using Proposition we define €,(g9) € Z/pmz and g,(g9) € Z via any pre-image h €
m(9):
ca(g) = €a(h) and e(g) = g;(h).
The following is a direct consequence of Lemma

Lemma 3.6. Let G be a growing GGS-group and let g € Stg(1) with ¥1(g) = (91,. .., gpm1).
Then z;’:i lg;| < g, and |g;| < (%} foreach j € {1,...,p™}.
In particular, if |g] > 1 then |g;| < |g| for every j € {1,...,p™ }.

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 BI9). 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 = T, we have Stg(1) = (b)©.

Lemma 3.7. Let G be a growing GGS-group. Then Stg(1)/G' 2 Z, Sta(1)/ Stg(1) = ZP
and G’ [v3(G) = Cpmi .

my

Proof. As mentioned above, we have
Ste(1) = (b,b%, ..., 60" .

As b = (mod G') for i,j € Z/p™Z, it then follows from Proposition B8 that Stg(1)/G’ =
(b)G'/G' = Z, as required.
Also, since ¥1(Stg(1)") < G} x 271 x G we have Stg(1)/Stg(1)' = zZP™.



8 R. SKIPPER AND A. THILLAISUNDARAM

For the third statement, we observe that G'/v3(G) = ([a, b])v3(G) /v3(G). Since
1=1[a""b] = [a, 0" (mod y3(Q)),

it follows that |G’ : y3(G)| | p™ . To show equality, it suffices to show that (@™ b] ¢ 43(@).
First we note that [b,b%] = [b,b[b,a’]] = [b,b] (mod v3(G)) for any i € Z/p™7Z, and hence
Sta(1) < v3(G). We have

my—1 _ mq—1
Gr([a 0 = e (07 b))
= (al*,pml.f_l,al*,bl_lalepmrl,al*, . ,al*,al_epmlfpmrlbl),
where * represents unspecified exponents. Let v = (O,I’ml.TT_l,O,—l,O, ...,0,1) denote the

mq—1
vector encoding the total exponents of b1 in each of the components of zbl(((b_l)“p ' b))
Writing V for the span of such bj-exponent vectors of elements in v3(G), we claim that v ¢ V.
To see this, it suffices to consider the bj-exponent vectors of the elements [a, b, a|, [a, b, a]?, ...,

[a, b, a]“pmlfl, since the images of these elements generate v3(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 (0,1’7”1:%_1, 0,—1,0,...,0,1) ¢ V, the result follows. O

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 o-fractal and strongly o-fractal.

Proof. For the first statement, since 77 is arbitrary and e € F, it suffices to show that G acts
transitively at the first level and that ¢, (stg(v)) = G; for v € X;. 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 ¢ we have

©i(b) =af" and 0i(b") = by,
with e; Z 0 (mod p) since e € F.

The second statement follows similarly, using Stg(1) = (b, b°, b“z, o ™

). O

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 o-fractal.

Lemma 3.10. Let G be a growing GGS-group such that for all n,
1/}1 (73(Gn—1)) > 73(Gn) X IZ”-M-L X 73(Gn)

Then e € F and e is non-constant. Furthermore G is super strongly o-fractal.

Proof. The statement e € F is clear since y3(G1) equals {([a1, b1, a1, [a1,b1,b1])¢", and not
(Jaf b1,al], [af,b1,b1])9 . Suppose that e is a constant vector (c,?" 7! ¢) for some ¢ % 0
(mod p). We proceed to show that ([af,b1,af],1,...,1) & 11(73(Ste(1))). Since by assump-
tion 91 (13(Ste(1))) = 73(G1) x 271 x 43(G1), this yields the desired contradiction.

To this end, observe that we may without loss of generality work modulo y4(Gy) x 27+ x
74(G1). Note that 11 (73(Ste(1))) is normally generated by the elements [b, b b%] for i,j €
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{0,1,...,p™ — 1} with i # 0, and modulo v4(G1) x 2" x v4(G1) we have

$1([0,67,8]) = (1,541, [ar, by, a1)®6, 1, . 1, Jag, by, b ] 7€)
¢1([b, bal, bal]) = (1, Z:_.L 1, [al, bl, bl]c, 1, e, 1, [al, bl, al]_2c)

and
(0,67, 6%]) = (1,51, 1, [ar, by, a1 ], 1, ., 1, [an, by, an ] %)

for j # 0,i. From the form of these generators, it follows that ([a{,b1,a{],1,...,1) &
U1 (13(Ste(1))), as wanted.

For the final statement, it is clear that ¢, (Stg(1)) = Gy for every x € X;. Then note that
for Gy the defining vector is e; := (eq,...,eymi_1,1,P"27P" 1), Using the fact that m is
arbitrary and that Gy is o-fractal, it suffices to show that 1 (y3(G1)) is a subdirect product
of Gg x 2% x G5. Observe that

-1 ej;p—1 _ex—2e e1—2ea+e epm1 _z—2€,my _gte,my
Y1([br, a1, a1]) = (bz ag'by  ag? "o, axt T L ay” ? ? )
e,my_o—2e,m; _; emj_4
g P ™M by).
From this it is clear that 11 (73(G1)) is a subdirect product of Go x "% x Gs. ]
i p

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)={ie{l,...,p"™ =1} | e #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 existsi € Y
such that p™ — i &Y. Then for all n,

Y1(Sta, (1)) =Gl x P x Gl
Proof. Since m is arbitrary and G is o-fractal, it suffices to consider the case n = 1. Clearly
P1(Sta (1)) < Gy x B! x GY. As G is spherically transitive, it suffices to show that 1 x .7. x
I1x G x1x---x1<91(Ste(1)) for some j € {0,...,p™ — 1}. To this end, we consider

wl([b, bal]) = (177'_17 17 [aleiy blL 17 e 17 [b17 afp77l17i]).

If eymi_; = 0, we are done. So we suppose that e,mi_; # 0. Write k := ¢; and let pu €
{1,...,p™ — 1} be such that ky = 1 (mod p™?). Further, let epmi_; = Ap?, for some d €
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{1,...,mg — 1} with A # 0 (mod p). Then, as
Ui ([b,6%]) = (1,54 1, [af by, LP™ 70 1 [y, a ),
Yo (B 9]0 ) = (1, 1, Y 6, 1, 1 [ b)),
gy ([ () ) = (1, 1, Y a W P e b 1, 1),
gy ([P (b ey = (1,1 b 2’\2p2d,a{”\2 1,1 [N e 1,20 1),
r (NP e APy = (11 N T

£—1yLptd £)\Lold 2W—1)i—1
[afs AP pl AP 1, DI ),

where ¢ is the minimal integer such that mgo divides (£ + 1)d, we see that
¢1([b7 baz] ) [b/JApd’ bai]afi ) [b/JApd’ (bai)/.l)\pd]tl72i . [blll)\epld’ (bai)luﬁ)\épéd]a72h)
(1,41, [af, b1],1,...,1).
The result then follows. 0

Theorem 3.13. Let G be a growing GGS-group, deﬁned by e € F. Then for all n,
D1(Gl) 2 Gl X X Gl
In particular, the group G is weakly branch.

Proof. As usual, since T 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 ¢ € Y such
that p"™ — i ¢ Y. The result then follows from Lemma [3.12l So suppose that for all i € Y we
have p™ —i €Y. We fix some i € Y.

Next, observe that Stg(1) = stg(z) for any « € X;. Then from Lemma 3.9 for any
91,92 € Gy, there exist hy, hy € Stg(1) such that

) =

T/Jl(hl ( ..%,*,gl,*,...,*)
P1(ha) = (%, 5L %, go, *, ... %),
where * are unspecified elements. One computes that
wl([[b, b ), [bai,ba”]hZ]) = (1,074, 1, [[aS, b1)9, [br, "™ 792],1,. 0, 1),
As
Gh = (a7, b1]? | g1 € G1) = ([b1,a,"" " )% | g2 € G1),
the result follows. O

Lemma 3.14. Let G be a growing GGS-group defined by a non-constant e € F and leti € Y.
If there exists k such that €2 — eg_;ex+; Z 0 (mod p), then for all n,

P (’YB(Sthq(l))) = 13(Gn) X B X 73(Gh)-
Proof. As usual, since T is arbitrary and G is o-fractal, it suffices to consider the case n =
1. Clearly 91 (73(Ste(1))) < 73(G1) x 271 x 43(G1), so as before it suffices to show that

Ix. 7. x1x93(Gy) x1x--x1< (’73(St(;(1))) for some j € {0,...,p"™ —1}. We proceed
as in [16, Lem. 3.2].
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Let i € Y. Setting
ml g1 Ml ki1 _ )
gk = (b ) (0" )7

we have
2
_ (y Ck T Ck—iCk+i €k—iCk —€kCk—i i—1
1 (gr) = (a4 R X yx, 0T )
2
€ —C€k—iCk+i i—1
= (a, ks kLo 0T )

where * represents unspecified elements. Now we can find a suitable power g of g, such that
P1(g) = (ag, *, ..., %, 1%, 171 ).
Let p € {1,...,p™2 — 1} be such that pue; =1 (mod p™2). Then
Py (BB I e ) = (bag M ke 1w L ),

and it is straightforward now to show that v3(G1) x 1 x -+ x 1 < 41 (y3(Stq(1))), as

wl([(bai(iil))lz bav g]) = ([ab bla (11], 17 ceey 1)7
ey e T ) = (b b ML) O

Lemma 3.15. Let G be a growing GGS-group satisfying the conditions given in Lemma[3.1]]
If further e; # epmi—; (mod p), then for all n,

¢1(Stgn71(1)/) = G/n x P G/n
Proof. As in the previous proof, it suffices to show that (1,.7.,1,[a,b1],1,...,1) € ¥1(Stg(1)")
for some j € {0,...,p™ — 1}. To this end, we consider
1([0,67) = (1L, =51, [af, il 1, 1 by, ag ™ ).

In view of Lemma 312 we may suppose that p™ —i € Y. Further by Lemmata 3.7 and B.14]
we may assume without loss of generality that e; = 1. Now write p = epmi—; Z 1 (mod p),
and suppose 1 = )\p for some A # 0 (mod p) and 7 € {0,1,...,m; — 1}. Then, working
modulo 13(G1) x 2" x 43(G1), we obtain

(1 i 1 1 al,bl] 1 [bl,al]“)
( ml Z 1 1 [bl,al]” 1 i 1 [al,bl]”)
(1,721 1 by, an]®, 1,001, [ar, ]2, 1,07, 1)

7

z/zl(b b“ )
or (b, 617
¢«wwﬂlm@

kpM1—T 1

Y1 (B, 61T = @ 1 by a1y, b
where k € Z/p™Z is such that kA =1 (mod p™!), and thus
W ([0, 6% ([, 6™ 12" ([, b ) ([, b T =

kp™1 7T -1

(177:'_'1717“)17&1]# 717"'71) (mOd 73(G1) Xpml X 73(G1))

my_9;
,1,P"L72 )

As 1 # 0 (mod p), it follows that ™' "~1 £ 0 (mod p). The result now follows making use
of Lemma [3.14] O

As seen in the proof of Lemma 3.7 we have Stg (1) < v3(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,
P1(Gh_1) > ¥1(Stg, (1)) = G, x 27 < G,
Then 1 (13(Gn_1)) > G!, x P77 x G for all n.
For e € F, recall the set

Y=Y()={ie{l,....p"™ —1} | ¢, Z0 (mod p)}
and, as in [10], we define

t(e) =max{s >0 | ¢=0 (modp®) foralliecY}.
Similarly, we write t = t(e) for brevity. Next, we set

E={e€F | ey =¢ej (modp) foralli,je{l,...,p" "—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 p"™ —i €Y. Then for all n,

1,[)1 (Vg(Sth71 (1))) = ’)/3(Gn) X pﬂm X ’)/3(Gn)

Proof. Let i € Y. By Lemma B4, we may assume that ei — eg—iepri = 0 (mod p) for all k
such that the terms ep_;, e, ex1; are defined.

Case 1: Suppose Y = {pt,2pt ... p™ — p'}. We proceed as in [I0, Thm. 2.11], by first
observing that the statement is true if ¢ = m; — 1 and p = 3. In this case, since e ¢ &, we
have either egm;—1 =1 (mod 3) and ey.gm;-1 =2 (mod 3), or vice versa. We will assume that
egmi—1 = 1 (mod 3) and eg.qm;—1 = 2 (mod 3); the other case is similar. For convenience,

write @ := egm; -1 and B := e4.4m; 1. By abuse of notation, let a1, 371 € {1,...,3™2 — 1} be
the respective inverses of a and S modulo 3™2. Consider
ag.g””l* 132

1 mq—1 _ —a—
1 ([b bbb )T ) = (1,1, [af b buag ),
“142, 1

a3m171 —lo (12'3771171 “lag— [e (63
([0 )P b, (b b)) = (1,0, 1, [af broa) @ bY).
Note that 87 'a? — a™18? # 0 (mod 3). Indeed, if ~'a? = a~14% (mod 3), then we obtain

a = (mod 3), a contradiction. Therefore
(brar® a0 Y = (bra7 e T — gy,
and it follows that 1 x --- x 1 x y3(G1) < 1 (73(Ste(1))). Thus, the result follows in this case.
So we suppose that (p,t) # (3,m;—1). Recall our assumption that ez —ej_;ex+; = 0 (mod p)
for all k£ such that the terms ej_;, ey, ex1; are defined. Then, writing A := eg) ep_tl € (Z/pm7)*,
this inductively implies
(3.2) enpt = N ey, (mod p)

for n € {1,...,p™ " —1}. Note that A Z 1 (mod p) as e ¢ &.
Let p € {1,...,p™ — 1} be such that pe, =1 (mod p™?). Observe that

t t _,t _ m
Pr ([, 6 0™ (b)) = (L2 oy by by L)

and also

2
opt + e te, my gt —€5my 4 t
e _a. t (A e ot -1 PP P pM1l —p -1
Py (B =30t (b )Tt ) = (x,2. 71 %,y R T B O F
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. . 2pt — . . _ .
For convenience, we write g := b%™1-3p! (p@ €™ —pt  Then, viewing \~! as an integer
b b
between 1 and p™2 — 1, we obtain

.2
ejte,my _gpt epm1 ot

ot t
e[ gl) = (L L ey by L1 0).
From Equation (B.2]), we have
_ )\pml—t_4e§t _ )\Q(I,mrt_z)eit (mod p),
= )\pmlit_‘legt(l - )\pmlit) (mod p).

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

2
ept epml —3pt — epml —pt

eptepm gyt — el?ml_pt %0 (mod p).

Hence )
EptCpm1 _gpt —€ mq ¢ —Uey te my _t
Gi=(a," " T biay T,
and since
!/ ept G
Gy = ([a,", 1)),
we obtain

e t€ mq _ —62m — m
Y5(G1) = (fay” brsay T g by byag ),
Thus we have
1x Pmlx 1 xy3(Gr) x 1x -+ x 1< 4y (3(Ste(1))).
Case 2: Suppose Y C {p',2p!,...,p™ — p'} is a proper subset. We proceed analogously to
the proof of [10, Thm. 2.9]. Let h and £ be such that hp! ¢ Y but £pt, (h—£)p' € Y; here —kp'
stands for p™ — kp!, for a positive integer k. For convenience, we write

A= egpt,  Qi= €pmi_ppt, 2= €pmi_gpty, YIS €pmi_(h_g)pt-

Note that ¢ = 0 (mod p) and by our hypothesis y,z # 0 (mod p). Also it is possible that
y=2z. As ¢=0 (mod p) and a; has order p2, there is a minimal positive integer r such that

T

al =1
1 .
For an integer n > 0, set

92n = [brnzn7 (ba@t)xnzn, (b“hpt)qZ”y*Z”*l]a*%@t

and

k2n+l — |:(balpt))\7112:77,7b)\f'n,flz'n,«ﬁ»l7 (bahpt )q2n+1y72n—2]a*3”ept

Then
A" A n n+1 2n+1, —2n—1 t_
1/11(92n):(17~-717[b1 * 7a1 z 7a{1 Y ],1,&{)..1,1,

2n,, —2n

ATl AT gty 2n—1)¢pt —1
[CLl 7bl ,CLl ],1,( )p ,1),
. A~ ngntl A—n—1lyn+l q27l+2y72n—2 nt—1
¢1(k2n+1)_(17"'717[a1 7b1 , A ]717 A 717
—n,n A~ npntl q2n+1y72n71 mbpt—1
[bl y A1 ) A1 ]717 . 71)'

Note that the A1 (respectively y~!) in the exponent of b and b is viewed as an integer, which
upon reduction modulo p"? equals the inverse of A (respectively y) in Z/p™2Z.
Define
o goky tgakyt -kt if ris even,
' gokrl_lggk‘gl <oogr_1 if ris odd.
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A direct computation yields
g =P (L2251 [a, bryal, 1, ..., 1)) € 233(G).
Hence, writing N = ([a{, b1, a1])¢*, we have by conjugation that
N x P70 x N < 1p1(13(G)).

Finally, we consider

t t ot _ 7126
1/;1([1), b b (pa ) 12]) = (L1, [ad by, bua, L ).

A1 A1
Since G1 = (a1, bia, Ze?fpf>7 we obtain v3(G1) = ([a{, b1, a1], [ai, b1, bray ZtePtDGl, and the
result follows for n = 1.
For n > 1, the result follows in a straightforward manner from the definition of by, in par-
ticular as ¥1(b1) = (a*,...,a*,a%" a*,...,a%™ -1 1,...,1,by), so the component in position
p™2 — pt is trivial. O

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

U1 (13(StG,_, (1)) = 713(Gn) X B0 x v3(Gh).

Proof. This is akin to [10, Cor. 2.12]. Indeed, if any of the conditions in Lemmas and
[B.14] are satisfied, we are done. So we suppose otherwise. Then by Theorem B.17] it suffices
to show that e ¢ £. Suppose on the contrary that e € £. Then e;,r = e;,t (mod p) for all
1 <i,j <p™~t— 1. However, since e satisfies (IL1]), it follows from

p"”l*t—l
Z erpt = (pP™ " —1)epe =0 (mod p)
k=1
that e, =0 (mod p), which contradicts the definition of ¥ and ¢. Hence the result. O

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

Y1 (13(Gn-1)) = 73(Gn) X 27 x v3(Gh).
Then for all n,

Yn(Ristg(n)) = (bF"" ) Frag(Gr) x PMIIT  (F ) g (Gl

In particular, the group G is branch.
Further if 11(G!,_|) > G, x 2" x G, for all n, then

Un(Ristg(n)) > (bF "G x PTG
for all n.

Proof. For n = 1, this follows from the definition of b1, in particular using the fact that the
order of a; is p™2. For n > 2, as ¢, (Ristg(n)) < Ristg, , (1) for any (n — 1)st-level vertex u,
the result follows from the n = 1 case, since T is arbitrary. The fact that Ristg(n) has
finite index in G follows from Lemma B77l Indeed, we have that |G : (0*" "7 )G’'| < oo and
[(BP" TG (0PG5 (G)| < o0, and hence |Gz (PTG 5(G)| < co. The result then
follows from the inequality |¢,(Stg(n)) : ¥n(Ristg(n))| < |Gy : <b;§’mn+1>G"73(Gn)|pm1+m+mn.
The final statement is proved similarly. O
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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,

P1(GlL_y) > Gl x P x Gl

n—1
Then Aut G = Nayw 7(G).

Proof. By [31, Thm. 7.5], it suffices to show that, for any n there exists a subgroup L,, < Stg(n)
that is characteristic in G and ¢, (L,,) acts spherically transitively on T, for all nth level vertices
v. Set Lo = G and L,,+1 = L!,. Note that the restriction of G’ on the first-level vertices of the
tree is the whole group G7. Hence it follows by induction that each restriction o, (L;,) is the
whole group G,, and thus acts spherically transitively on T,. ([l

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. 1t follows from Proposition that we have quotients of non-p-power order. Hence the
result follows. N

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) £ G’ for all n.

Proof. From Proposition B.5] we know that G’ has infinite index in G. As Stg(n) has finite
index in G for all n, the result follows. O

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 [I1] for weakly branch, but not branch, examples.

Lemma 3.23. Let G be a growing GGS-group with defining vector e such that
V1(Glh_y) > Gl x P x G,

n—1

and Ste, ,(2) < (027G, for all n. Then for all n > 2,
Sta(n) < <1/’n_—12( n—2 X prTIIIE %—2)=bpmnil>G'

mi+-tmy_o

Proof. Since 1,—2(Stg(n)) < Stg,, ,(2) xP X Sta, _,(2), the result is immediate from
our hypotheses. O

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, —1,0,7"" 73, 0), which one could refer to as a grow-
ing Gupta-Sidki group. We see that for this group ¥ (G’,_;) > G, x 2" x G!, by Lemma [3.121
The additional hypothesis then follows as in [16, Thm. 2.13], where we see that g € Stg, ,(2)
if and only if, writing

pn —1

o= (bt ) ()T (mod st ()
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we have that (r9,71,...,7pmn_1) is in the kernel of the circulant p™» x p™» matrix
1 -1 0 0 --- O
o 1 -10 -+ 0
o -+ 0 1 -1 0
O -+ 0 0 1 -1

As this kernel is ((1,2"" 1)), it follows that g € Stg,_, (2) if and only if

apmn,1 T
g= (bn—lbsill”‘bnfll > (mod Ste,_, (1)")

=0,"" (mod G;,_,)
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 mon-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 < G of index p* for some k € N. Since G/N is a p-group of order p¥, it
has exponent at most p* and nilpotency class at most k and so in particular, the subgroup N
contains v4(G), a?", and b*". By Lemma 316, we have v3(G) > PG x BT x GY), and as

Ya(G) > % (43(G1) x B x y3(G)) > by (Gl x P % GY),

mytetmg_o

we deduce that v;(G) contains 1 ', (G) , x P x G}._,); recall that 1(G') is a

subdirect product of G x "} x G. Therefore by Lemma [B.23 and noting that my > k, we
obtain that N contains Stg(k + 1). O

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,

P1(Gh_y) > Gl x B x G
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
Y UG x PTUTTTTT 5 QM) < H for some n. Since 1, (Stg(n)) < G x P x G from
Lemma 316} it suffices to show that ¢1(G") > v3(G1) x 2"F x 43(G1). This follows from the
fact that ¥1(G’) > G} x 2" x G| together with the fact that 11 (G’) is a subdirect product of
Gl X pml X Gl. O

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 ¥ (G/,_;) > G!, x2"" x G', (respectively
D1(13(Gr1)) > 3(Gp) x 27 x 43(Gy)) for all n, in Lemmata [3.16], 3.23] 3.26] Theorem [3.19]
and Corollary can be replaced by just the case for n = 1. Indeed, this follows from the
definition of b; together with Lemmata and
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4. MAXIMAL SUBGROUPS

In the present section we prove Theorem [LIl 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 it 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 [T 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

Gy = pu(sta(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 H, is a prodense subgroup of G,.

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 # G if and only if Hy, # Gy
for any vertex u of the tree.

Recall that Ty; denotes the rooted tree with branching sequence p™ = (p™,p™2,...) where
my < mg < --- are increasing positive integers. For the rest of the section, let G = (a,b) be
a branch growing GGS-group acting on T' = T, The strategy for proving Theorem [Tl is to
show that, for M a prodense subgroup of G, there exists a vertex u at some level i € NU {0}
of T such that a;,b; € M,. We will do this in two steps: first by obtaining the b-generator,
and then the a-generator.

4.2. Obtaining b. For e = (ey,...,eym1 1) the defining vector associated to G, we recall the
torsion-type condition (I.1):
pmi—i_]
Z erpi =0 (mod pth foralli e {0,...,m; — 1}.
k=1

Proposition 4.3. Let G = (a,b) be a branch growing G GS-group with defining vector satisfying
the torsion-type condition, and let M be a prodense subgroup of G. Then there is a verter u
of T, of some level i, such that b? € (Mu)“zk for some 6 Z0 (mod p) and for some k.

Proof. Since M is prodense and G’ is a non-trivial normal subgroup, we can find some element
x € M NbG'. In particular x € Stg(1) with g5(x) =12 0 (mod p). We proceed by induction
on |z| > 1.

When |z| = 1, we have z = b**. Thus choosing the vertex u to be the root of the tree T, we
have b € (Mu)‘fk

Now suppose that |z| > 2. We claim that

(4.1) &b (P1(2)) + -+ + e, (ppm (7)) = ep(2) = 1.

Indeed, upon writing = as a product of conjugates b® , for some unspecified exponents *, we
see that £,(x) is the exponent sum of all the b* . As each b® gives by in a unique coordinate,
the claim follows.
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By Equation (@I), there exists j € {1,...,p™ } such that &, (¢;(z)) # 0 (mod p). More-
over, Lemma [3.6] shows that |¢;(z)] < (Jz| +1)/2 < |z|.

Case 1: Let & = ¢;(x) and suppose that & € M, belongs to Stg,, (1); here we write u(j)
instead of u; for readability. By Lemma [41] the subgroup M,;y is prodense in Gy;) = G1.
Since by our set-up &4, (%) Z 0 (mod p) and |Z| < |z, the result follows by induction.

Case 2: Now suppose that ¢;(z) € Ste,;, (1). Write ;(z) = af*h for a # 0 (mod p™?) and
h € Sta,;, (1) with ¢1(h) = (h1,..., hyma).
Subcase (a): Suppose a Z 0 (mod p). For £ € {1,...,p"} we claim that
(4.2) ebs (e(pj(@)7™)) = eb, (p(2)) £ 0 (mod p).
Indeed,
i@ = (af )™ = h
as a?”? =1 and thus for any /£,

ee(j()""?) = hihg -+ hyma  (mod G jp)

where u(j¢) = ujy denotes the /th descendant of w;. Arguing similarly as for Equation (&II),
this yields

al(me —1a hal(me —2)a

chMh,

e (e (05 (@)")) = €0y (M) + -+ + ey () = ey (B) = &3, (9(2))
and thus Equation (£.2) holds.

Note that
(4.3) loe(pj (@)P"*)] < i ()] < |z,
Indeed, Lemma gives the second inequality. For the first inequality, we note that
m ("2 -1)a a
Po(pj (2)P"?) = po(h™ )« e(h )pe(h),
|h|

and |p;j(x)| = |h|. We observe that h = (b)%1---(b})%1, where * denotes unspecified exponents.
Each (b’f)“f gives b3 in a unique coordinate and powers of as in all other coordinates. Therefore,
we can write ¢g(¢;(2)P"?) as a product of powers of as and the |h| automorphisms b3. Thus
Equation (4.3]) holds.

Since, due to the torsion-type condition, the total exponent of as amongst the components
of ¥1(by) is a multiple of p, this implies that the total exponent of as in gpg(gpj(:n)pm) is a
multiple of p.

If €4, (o0 (z)P™)) = 0, then & = @y, (z)P"?) € My(je) belongs to Stg, , (1). As before,
the subgroup M, ;) is prodense in G,y = G2. Since €5, (%) # 0 (mod p) and |Z| < |z|, the
result follows by induction.

If £a, (0e(;(2)P™)) # 0, then we proceed as in the next subcase.

Subcase (b): Suppose ;(z) = ah with a # 0 but @ =0 (mod p). Then a = Ap?? for some
A # 0 (mod p) and 1 < dy < my. We consider the components of 1 (gpj(a:)pmrﬁ). Certainly
. mo — ~ mo—d .
there exists some ¢ such that e, (¢(p;(z)P"? dz)) £ 0 (mod p). If & = pu(pj(x)P™* ) is
in Stg, (1) or yields an appropriate element in Stg,(1) as seen in Case 2(a), we proceed by
induction, noting that
mo —d:
loe(i (@)™ ) < lj(@)] < lal.
Therefore suppose we are back in Case 2(b).
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that |ps(¢; (a;)pmrdz)\ = |pj(z)|. Indeed, if

mo —d.
el @) d
before. Now the fact that |pe(¢j(z)P"? )| = |p;(x)| means that, writing

h = (zy{)a{ ...(bik)a’f

| < |pj(x)|, we simply replace p;(x) with cpg(cpj(x)medQ) and proceed as

as a product of conjugates of by, we have that all exponents of a; differ from one another by a
multiple of p®2. Let & = ¢,(p; (z)P" ) = ay*hy for some ag # 0 and hs € Stg,;, (1). From
condition (L.I)), it follows that p?*! divides as.

We now repeat the above process, that is, we let 1 < d3 < mg be the highest power of p
that divides the total exponent of as in Z. As before, there exists an ¢35 € {1,2,...,p™3} such
that £y, (o, (37" ™)) # 0 (mod p). Likewise, if #5 = g, (#7™ ™) is in Stg,(1) or yields an
appropriate element in Stg, (1) as seen in Case 2(a), we proceed by induction. So we suppose
that we are again in Case 2(b) and that |Z3| = |Z|. As the condition (LI]) ensures that 4, (Z3)

is divisible by p?2*2 and similarly for #4, &5, . . ., if we are always in Case 2(b) with |Z,| = |7,
then for some n > 3, we have Z,, € Stg, (1) since eg,m1 = 0 in the defining vector of by, for
ke{l,...,pm~™ — 1}. Thus, we may proceed as above; cf. Case 1. O

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,...,p"™ — 1}
with e, # 0 (mod p). Fix such an n and let d € Z* be such that de,, = n (mod p™?2). 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 b®
and an “approximation” a”z € a"G’ of a™. To obtain a we aim to project, along the rightmost
infinite path of the tree T, appropriate elements from the first level stabiliser St/ (1) to a
subgroup of Aut Ty, for v = p™p™2 ... p"* for some k € N. Writing ¢ (2) = (21,..., zpm1) for
an arbitrary element z € G’ and conjugating b? by (a"z)~!, by our choice of d we obtain

ey (0 97) = znal'zy !
equivalently,
e (09 97) = af'laf’, 2.
We define
0:G =Gy, O(z)=lal 2]

Since m is arbitrary, by abuse of notation we will still write © for the corresponding maps from
G to Gj, for each i. The integer d linked with the definition of © will also correspondingly
change.
Let S = {a1,b1,a;7",b7'}. 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
o type one if |z,| # %,

|z]

e type two if |z,| = 5 and z,, written as a word in S of minimal length, begins with a
non-trivial power of bq;
o type three if |z,| = % and z,, written as a word in S of minimal length, ends with a

non-trivial power of by.

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

2 = af‘lblﬁlaf‘2 e af‘ebf‘
where £ = %, Bi,...,0B; € Z*, a1 € Z/p™Z and ag,...,ap € (Z/p™7Z)*. Then O(z) is of
type three if and only if a; = (—1)'n for all i € {1,2,...,¢}.
Proof. This follows just as in [34] Lem. 2.3]. O

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 ©(z) are of type three. Writing £ = |—2| nd
a1vall al (1. asyal? —1v\a™ 1 apvalt

O(2) = ()" (b)) (b)"” -+ (b ) (b")r (b)°F,
where oy, B; € Z* and t; € (Z/p™Z)*, we have
2n  forie {1,2,...,%},
0 forie{g—kl,...,ﬁ},
2n  forie€ {1,2,..., 5},
0 forie {52, ... ¢}

(i) if £ is even, then t; = {

(ii) if € is odd, then t; = {

The following result is proved as in [34, Thm. 2.1], via a careful case-by-case analysis.
However, owing to the fact that p;(b1) = 1 fori € {p™,p™ +1,...,p"2—1}, many complicated
cases in Pervova’s proof disappear.

Theorem 4.6. Let G be a growing GGS-group with defining vector € € F and n as defined
above. If K = (b%,a™z) for some § 20 (mod p) and z € G', then there exists some k € N such

that, writing v = p™p™2 .- p"*  we have @, (stx(v)) > (ax, b,f>blcA for some X\ € Z.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that there is some k € N such that ¢, (stx (v)) > (af,b] )2 for some
A € Z and where v = p™p™2 ... p"* as then upon considering

Ppme+1 ((blg)a;n) = a]/g:-l and Ppmk+1 (blg) = bl?—i—lv
where p # 0 (mod p), the result follows.
Let £ € Z* be such that ¢, (b°) = af*, and we let d = d¢ for the definition of ©. Note that

(4.4) 19(2)| < 2|z

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 |2] =0,
then z = 1 and we are done. Hence suppose that |z| = 2. Then z = (")* (b™")* for some
r€Z* and i,j € Z/p™7Z with i # j. There are three possibilities to consider.

Case 1: Suppose i, j # n. Then z, = a; for some s € Z/p™2Z. Hence O(z) = 1. Since there
exists an element of K whose image under ¢,m: is a{*O(z) (by the definition of the © map
above), we conclude that @,mi (Str (1)) = (af*,bf).

Case 2: Suppose ¢ = n. Then j # n and z, = b{a, “ren—g,
we have

Recalling the choice of d above,

Qppml ((bd)(a”z)*l) _ br n 7”7
and hence @,mi (St (1)) > (b9, b7ab; ") = (al',bI)01 "
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Case 3: Suppose j = n. Then i # n and z, = a; " 'b; ", giving

n—1 Ten—q

O(z) = (b))
If neither n — re,_; nor —re,_; is congruent to n modulo p™2, then we proceed as in Case 1.
If n—re,—; =n (mod p™2), then we proceed as in Case 2. Hence we assume that —re,_; =n
(mod p™2).
Here we have O(z) = (bl—r)afn (b7)*". Recalling how by is defined, in particular e, = 0 for
all p™ < £ < p™2 — 1, we see that ,(9(2)) = ay "~ "bj = bj. Therefore,

0(6(2)) = (b3)*4b; "
Writing u = p™p™2, as ¢y (str(u)) > (alO(0(2)),bs) 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 |z,| < |—§| or |zp| > % If |z,| < |—§|, it
follows from Equation (&4]) that

0(2)] < |2,
|

and we can proceed by induction. Hence we suppose that |z,| > % From Lemma B.6] it
follows that |z| is odd and that |z,| = ‘Z‘;l. Writing n = p°t, for s € {0,1,...,m; — 1} and
t # 0 (mod p), observe that

pmlfs) atpml —-n atpml —2n a2n gn )

epm ((a™2) = @y (2 z ce 2V 2% 2

an(p7”173—1) Za”(pmlisfz) o

= Qpp"”l (Z
= ZnZ2n * Zpm1—nlpm,

where the indices ¢ of z; are reduced modulo p™!. Therefore

©pmi ((bd)(anz)pM1—s,1) _ (Znalnz—l)znzzn---zpml7nzpm1

-1
= Zymy Zpmi _p """ By 1 220 Zpm—nZpma .

Zon +++ Zpm1—nzpm | < Z\zi\ <z = |2znl,
we obtain
_ n m1—s_q
|ag "oy (b)) )| < 2l2] — 20zl = 2]2] — 2| =1 < |z]

mi—s_q

with of course a; ™p,m: ((b4)@ )" ) € G). Therefore, since

ey (Stic(1)) = (b, af (ar "ppms (6977,

the result follows by induction.
Now we suppose that z is of type two. Then z, has the form z, = blﬁlaf‘1 e blﬁeaf‘f for

some B1,...,00 €Z*, aq,...,cqy_1 € (Z/p™Z)* and oy € Z/p"?7 where { = % Thus

O(2) = a7 b a0y o b a by e b e b
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and |©(2)] < 2|z,| = |2|. If [©(2)] < [2], we proceed as before by induction. So suppose
|©(z)| = |z|. We deduce that o; = (—1)'n for all i € {1,...,¢} (else |©n(O(2))] < |2n|), which
gives

oz = LU O bl (0P (b )b P (b Py b P s even,
(B 2" o (b0 by P (b e (b el if ¢ s odd.
From the definition of b7, it follows that

bzﬁ1+53+--~+5571—5ea2—enﬁe71b2—5e72 o a2—enﬁ3b2—ﬁza2—6n61 if ¢ is even,

O(2)) = _
()077/( ( )) {b2ﬁl+53++ﬁga2—8nﬁlb2 5271 - a2—6n53b2—52a2—6n51 lf E iS Odd7

which is of length at most “’Tl. Hence |©(0(z))] < |O(2)|. As before, we then proceed by
induction.

Finally, we suppose that z is of type three. So z, = a;" blﬁ1 e af‘eblﬁl for some (Bq,...,0 €
ZF, ag,y...,aq € (Z/p"™7)* and oy € Z/p"™* 7.

First we consider the case £ > 3. We may suppose that O(z) is of type three, else we are done
by the above. Let us suppose that ¢ is even; the case ¢ is odd follows similarly. Corollary
implies that

O(2) = (b)) (by™)F (b) 1" - (b ) by (b )"
As seen above, we obtain |9(0(z))| < |©(z)| and the result follows by induction.
It remains to settle the case ¢ = 2. Here we have z, = a;" blﬁlaf‘leﬁQ. As before, if O(z)

is of type one or two, we are done as above. Thus we assume that ©(z) is of type three, and
Corollary yields that

a2n anly — _ am
O(z) = (b (by*) b (b )
Recalling that ¢;(b1) = 1 for ¢ € {p™,p"™ + 1,...,p"™ — 1}, it follows that ¢,(0(z)) =

b2a; P2b0t . Hence ©(0(2)) = ay b ay b5 aby P asm by 72| and therefore O(0(2)) is
of type one or two. In either case, we are done as above. O

4.4. Maximal subgroups of finite index. Equipped with the previous two subsections, we
can now prove Theorem [[11

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 b € M for some § Z 0 (mod p). Then there
exists a vertex u of T, of some level i € NU{0}, such that M, = G;.

Proof. As before, there is z € G’ such that a™z € M, where n is as defined in the previous
subsection. From Theorem [4.6] we have that M, > (ak,bg>blj, for some k € N, A € Z, and
vertex u of level k. We note that for a vertex v of T and g € G,,

(4.5) (M) =G, <= M,=G,.

Hence, without loss of generality we may suppose that M, > (ay, b,f ). Since T 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) M, > {ag, b)),
where £ is the level of v in T'. We now proceed as in the proof of Proposition [£.3l That is, as
M is prodense, we find x € M NbG’. We consider a component ¢, (x), for some v € X7, such

that x, := @, (z) satisfies ep, (z,) # 0. By Equation (46]), we may assume that =, € Stg, (1).
Repeating this process, noting that |z,| < |z| when |z| > 1, we eventually end up with an
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element of the form bgll for some k1 € N and di € Z*. We terminate this process as soon
as we reach such a directed automorphism. In this recursive process, we use the notation
Ty = pu(xy) for u € Xy, where w = vu, and similarly for other levels. Upon doing this
process for every section xy of z with |z)| > 1 and &, (z)) # 0, we obtain a collection of
directed automorphisms {bgj | i € I} for some finite set I, distributed at various vertices

across the tree. Writing k = max{k; | ¢ € I}, by Equation (4.0]) we have bgi € M, foralliel,
where v is any vertex of level k. Noting that

1 =¢gp(x) = Zdi’

el
the product of all the bgi gives us by, as required. O

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 M, = G,,.

Proof. By Proposition 3] there exists a vertex u; of T" of level j and an element g € G,
such that b]‘-S € (My,)? for some 0 # 0 (mod p). Using Equation (4.5]) we may assume without

loss of generality that b]‘-S € M,,. Then by Proposition [4.7] there exists a vertex v of T3, of
level i — j with G = My,,. As Gy, = Gj, the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem [I1. Suppose on the contrary that M is a proper prodense subgroup of G.
By Theorem (2], for every vertex u € T we have M, is properly contained in G,. However,
by Proposition .8 there is a vertex v of T such that the subgroup M, is all of G,. This gives
the required contradiction. O

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 £ such
that, for each i € NU {0}, there is an infinite-index subgroup Q; of pu(stg(w)), for u any
ith-level vertex, that does not stabilise any vertex of the £th layer. Then for any k € N there
exists a weakly mazrimal subgroup of G which stabilises the kth layer and does not stabilise any
vertex of the (k + €)th layer.

In the above result, if G is a branch growing GGS-group, then we can take ¢ = 1 and
Qi = (a;).
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 mazimal 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 OT. Then there exist uncountably many automorphism equivalence
classes of weakly mazimal 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 GG, 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 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 z,y € H, let

S(z,y) = |J (@)U )7 U (ey)?),

geG

that is, the union of all conjugates of the cyclic subgroups generated by x, y and zy. Then H
is a Beauville group if and only if H is 2-generated and there exist generating sets {x1,y1} and
{z2,y2} of H such that X(x1,y1) N X(x2,y2) = {1}. The sets {x1,y1} and {z2,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 ¢, takes an element in the stabiliser of the vertex w and
projects onto the w-th section. Then let 1 = 11 0 @, which has ! (¢w(sta(w))NSta,_, (1))

. . m . .
as its domain and G, x 2.7 x G,, 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™

Proof. For all n > 2, observe that as al,‘?mnf1 =1foralll<k<n-2,

v ()

My 1 n—2
@t if w# [y p™,
- (el)pmnfl (ez)pmnfl (e mlil)pm’”*l "”n 1_pmi p Mpn—1

(an—l A1 7"'7an—p1 717p P 1 b ) lfw_Hk lp

Since the order of a,,_1 is p" and recalling that e € F, it follows that
¢n_1(bpmn) _ (1’p(m1+'“‘+‘”:bn71) 1’ 1’ bpmn)
and hence the order of b in G/ Stg(n) is p™», as required. O

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 < mg—1, the order of ab’?" is p™»T"™1=5 in
G/ Stg(n).

Proof. Let 1 <i<p—1and 0<s<mg—1. Now
(abips )pml _ (bips)apml -1 (bips)apml 2L (bz’ps)abips7
and hence, as e; + -+ + epmi_1 =0,
Yr (@™ ) = (7)o (7)),
where * stands for unspecified exponents. Then
’1)[)1 ((abips )p’"ln+77l1*5) _ ((bllpmn )G‘T7 . (bipmn )a’f : bipmn : bipmn ) )

Thus, upon applying Lemma[5.Ito Gy, we see that the order of ab™®” is p™»+™ =5 in G/ Stg(n).
O

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 15, @ € 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 € € F of zero sum
and let n > 3. In the quotient group G/ Stg(n), if
((ab™")? )= ((abP
for 1 <id,j < p™ —1 withi,57 Z 0 (mod p), 0 < s,t < mg — 1, and g € G/Stg(n), then
ip® = jp' (mod p™2).
Proof. Write wy, = (abgpr)pmwmr“l for 1 < ¢ < p™ — 1 with £ # 0 (mod p), and 0 <

r < mg — 1. Note that by Lemma [5.2] the groups (w; ) and (w;¢)? are both of order p. As
(Wi s) = (wj )9 we obtain

(5.1) wk = w?
for some 1 <k <p-—1. Now

Yy (we) = (b2 e

Likewise, the components of ¢ (w7 ,) are of the form (b{” )ai'h where p € {0,...,p" —1}
and h € Stg, (1)/ Stg, (n —1).
As one of the components of ;(w; s) is blikp mnil, it follows from Equation (5. that

mn—1

(b7 yad'h — p kP "in G1/Stg, (n — 1) for some p and h. Therefore,
pE=IP™ T pP T alh) € (Gy/ Sta, (n— 1)),
and hence ik — j =0 (mod p). Thus as the groups generated by w; ¢ and w . both have order p

mnp+mq—s—1

ipmn—1 iPs(€1+€2) i (erttepmy _p)

NS L SN B,

we have that w ] = w?,, where i7! € Fy. Writing @y, = wf . gives

J,t

.9
Tijs = Ty

Note that
mn—1_ ipey mn—1_ _ip°(e1+eq) mn—1 mp—1
di(wis) = (0F 7 )™ 00" ) SN N G
Write g = a?h, for some 0 < ¢ < p™ — 1 and h, € Stg(1)/Stg(n). Observe that

.t -t
ip (61+“'+Epm1—(q—1)) i —1. P (er+te,my )

) SOPT BT e ) )

mn—1

1/}1( jt) ((bp

mp—1
where the first b7 occurs at the (¢ —1)st component. The equation z; s = azit now implies
that

ipSe1—jpt(er+-+e my 7(q71)) ips(61+62)—jpt(61+'“+6pm1 7(q72))

P1(hg) = (al P U1, ay Uug, ...,

-t
—jpt(er+-+e,mi_,)
al P q UP"nl)a

where uy € Stg,(1)/Stg,(n — 1) for all 1 < £ <p™.
If ¢ > 0, we next recursively define elements hy_; = hg(b‘j)aef1 for { = ¢q,...,1. Since
er+ -+ epymi_1 =0, we have

(ip°—jp")er (ip°—jp")(e1+e2) (ip>—=jp*)(ert++e,mi _5)
¢1(h0) = (al V1, aq V2, .-, 0q ! Upml—Qavpml—luvpml)

with vy € Stg, (1)/Stg,(n —1) for all 1 < £ < p™1.
Observe that

a\ — int —ipS St 1 m St 1
G1(RE) = n (b T7)  (mod gt B x 2T x o).
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Hence

(577 1, a]) € <% NN %> M) v (Se) = v (Se).
Thus 57"~ [hg, a] € SEG@) and so b'?"~iP" = [hy, a] modulo Stggi)) Hence

(n)’
yip —ir' ¢ < %@) )

which implies, by Lemma [5.1], that ip® — jp' =0 (mod p™2), as required. O

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 [L4(i). Certainly {a=2,ab} and {ab?,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”'b} and Y = {ab?,b,ab?}. We need to prove that

(5.2) (r)n(y?) =1

forallz € X,y €Y and g € G/ Stg(n).
Assume first that 2 = 2. As 2P™' " ¢ Ste(1)/Stg(n) but ™" € Stg(1)/Ste(n), it

follows that

(@™ )N @) =1,

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

with y = ab? or y = ab®, where here one compares a~ 2" with (ab’)?™" ™" for i € {2,3},
mn+mq—2
(ab®)3 .

-2

apart from when p = 3 where one compares
For x = ab with y € {ab?, ab3}, the result follows from Lemma[5.3] noting that p™2 > p? > 9.
Likewise for = a~'b and the above choices for y.
It remains to check Equation (5.2)) for y = b with x € {ab,a~'b}. We will check that

<(ab)pmn+m171> ﬂ <bpmn71>g =1,

and the case x = a~'b follows similarly.
Note that

mn+mq—1 mn—1 a* mp—1 a* mp—1 mp—1
(@b ) = (@) ) T e
and
mp—1 mn —1
1 (P )=(1,...,1,bf ).

Hence any element in (b?"" )9 is in ristg (v) Stg(n)/ Ste(n) for some first-level vertex v. The

only element in ((ab)?"™ ™ ") that has this property is the trivial element. Hence we are

done. O

Lastly, we consider growing GGS-groups associated to a defining vector of non-zero sum
s Z 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 #0 (mod p). For each n > 2, let t,—1 :=mq+ -+ myu_1. Then the centre Z(G/Stg(n))
contains ((ab)pt"71> = <(aibjc)ptn71> = Cpmn, for1 <i<p™ —1,1<j<p™ —1 withi,j#0
(mod p) and c € (G/ Stg(n))/.
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Proof. Let i € {1,...,p™ — 1} and j € {1,...,p™ — 1} with 4,5 # 0 (mod p). Observe that
Y1 ((a'd )™ ) = (ai*biey, ... al*bicym)
for ¢1,...,¢pm € GY. Hence, for w € HZ;% X}, we have
e o o
i (@Y P = (@210 ydis a4t by dyma)

n
= (a)® P77 al® ) (mod Stg, (1) x P77 x Stg,_, (1))

for some dy, ... ,dymn—1 € G),_;. Therefore the result follows. O

Proof of Proposition [IL.2(ii). The result is clear for n = 1, so we assume n > 2. Let {x1,y1}
and {azg,yg} be two systems of generators. At least one of x1,y1,x1y1, call it z1, must be in
the coset a'¥ G’ for i,j5 # 0 (mod p). Likewise for xo,ys, 22y, and call it z3. Then by the

tn—1

. tn—1
previous lemma, (2! " ) = (25" ). Hence we are done. O
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