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ABSTRACT. This article contains a proof of the fact that, under certain mild
technical conditions, the action of the automorphism group of a cyclic
3-manifold cover of the type S x R, where S is a compact surface, yields a
compact quotient. This result is then immediately applied to extend a
theorem in [9] on the fiberings over S of certain compact 3-manifolds which
are torus sums. As a corollary, I prove the validity of the conditional main
theorem in [I0] and [II]. This paper also furnishes a proof of the
irreducibility of the summands of compact 3-manifolds which are torus sums

and irreducible.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper I examine the covering type actions of the infinite cyclic group
Z on the trivial line bundle over a compact surface. I show that such actions
necessarily yield compact quotients under very mild hypotheses. As a consequence,
I prove an extension of Theorem 2.9 in [9] to compact manifolds with nonempty
boundary, and I immediately apply this result to conclude that the conditional
main theorem in [I0] and [I1] holds. This type of result is not altogether surprising
in light of the Flat Torus Theorem in CAT(0) geometry. In the context of the
Flat Torus Theorem, however, the space X is assumed to be nonpositively curved
and to have a cocompact action of a group by isometries; the conclusion there is
that, if G contains a free abelian group A of rank n, then X is isometrically a
product Y x R™, and A acts by isometries on R™ with quotient the flat n-torus T™.
Here, the space M is a 3-manifold which is already known to be a product of a
compact 2-manifold S and R, and we have an action by a group G which contains
an infinite cyclic group Z. The action is not a priori by isometries, but by covering
transformations. Our conclusion here is that if only finitely many surfaces in the
Z-orbit of any given horizontal section intersect it, then such an action necessarily
produces a compact quotient. This provides a tool for closing the gap in Theorem
2.10 in [9] for compact manifolds with nonempty boundary. These investigations
yield, as a significant corollary, a proof of the conditional Theorem 5.3 in [I0], as
corrected in [IT].

Additionally, in Section Bl below, I prove that whenever an irreducible 3-manifold
is a torus sum, then each summand is itself an irreducible 3-manifold. This result,
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albeit not surprising, does not, to my knowledge, appear to exist in written form un-
til now. I am thankful to my late Ph.D. adviser, Peter Scott, for communicating to
me via e-mail a rough idea of using the torus’s incompressibility and connectedness
to write a proof, which was also our last mathematical conversation.

2. THE MAIN RESULT

Theorem 2.1. Let M be the 3-manifold S x R, which is the trivial line bundle over
the compact surface S with or without boundary, and let M be orientable. Suppose
that there is a covering action of the group G on M and a Riemannian metric on
M for which this action is by isometries, and suppose that G contains a subgroup
(v) < G, with v € G, isomorphic to the infinite cyclic group Z. If v"So N Sy = 0,
for all n > ng, where Sy is any horizontal section Sy = S x {to} with to € R, and
ng is a positive integer, then the quotient of M by the action of G is compact.

Proof. Let g = y™*! € G. First, note that g'Sop N Sy = 0, for all i > 0. Note,
also, that if g=%Sy N Sy # 0, for some i > 0, then g*(g=*So N Sp) # 0, and therefore
SoNg'Sy # 0, hence i = 0. Thus, we conclude that ¢g*Sy N Sy = 0, for all i # 0.

We will show that the translates ¢*Sp partition M into compact connected sub-
manifolds which meet only at their boundaries. To do this, note that since Sy
separates M into two connected components, so does ¢gSy. Let the closures of the
two connected components of M — Sy be VT and V~. Then, the closures of the con-
nected components of M — ¢Sy are gVt and gV ~, respectively. Since SoNgSy = 0,
we must have ¢Sy C (V)% or gSo € (V7)°. Suppose, without loss of generality,
that gSo C (V)Y. Since Sy disconnects M into exactly two connected compo-
nents, ¢Sy must disconnect VT into exactly two connected components also, since
M — ¢Sy = (Vt —gSo) UV~ and Sp N gSe = . One of the two connected com-
ponents of M — ¢Sy must contain Sy. Let the closure of this connected component
be denoted by D; it is now clear that 9D = Sy U ¢gSy. We will show that D is
a connected submanifold of M whose boundary is Sy U ¢Sy, that D is compact,
that ¢!D N g'D = O for i # j, unless |i — j| = 1 in which case gD N g’ D is the
translate of Sp which is the common boundary surface of both gD and ¢ D, and
that M = J¢*D:

D is compact: Let h : M — R be the projection to the R factor. If necessary, we
can compose h with a linear map, so that h(z) > to for z € gSp and h(V ") C Rxo.
Since ¢Sy is compact and connected, h(gSp) C R is a closed interval; let hpq. be
its upper bound. Let x1 = (s1,t1),x2 = (s2,t2) € D be any two points. Consider
the vertical lines {s1} x R and {s2} x R. Because ¢Sy disconnects V1, {s;} x R
must intersect ¢Sy in at least one point which is at a distance at most hnq. — to
away from x;. Therefore, x1 can be joined to x2 by a path of length no more
than 2(hmaz — to) + diam(gSp). Since gSy is compact, this number is not oo, and
we conclude that D is a closed bounded set. By the theorem of Hopf-Rinow, see
Theorem 2.8(b) in [I], D is compact.

%Sy € V* — D: We must have either ¢2Sy C Vt — D, or ¢2Sy C D, or
g?So C V~. Let W be the closure of the connected component of M — ¢Sy which
contains D, and let W~ be the closure of its complement. If ¢Sy C D, then
gW+ c Wt or gW+ C V+; however, since (W+)? > Sy, hence (gW+)° D ¢S,
thus if gW* Cc W+, we would have gSo C (W)Y, which is not true. Therefore,
we have gWT C V*. On the other hand, gV = WT or gV* = W~. Since
D=V*TNWT, wehave gD = gV NgW™, hence must have gD = Wt nNgW+, or
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gD =W~ nNgWT. Now, W~ Ng2Sy = 0, thus W~ is contained in one of (gW*)°
or (gW=)%. Since (WT)? D Sy, we have (gW+)? D ¢Sy, and (gWH)P N W= #£ 0,
hence W~ C gW™. This imples that if gD = W~ NgW™, then gD would fail to be
compact since gD D W™, which is not true. Therefore, gD = W+ NgW™, in which
case we also have gD C D, as gW™ C V*. We must also have gD # D, since D
and gD have different boundaries, i.e. gD is properly contained in D, with D — gD
having nonempty interior. Since M is orientable, the Riemannian metric for which
G acts by isometries induces a nowhere vanishing volume form w on M, such that
G preserves the Riemannian measure induced by w. But since gD C D, we must
have vol(gD) < vol(D), which is impossible as we must have vol(¢gD) = vol(D).

Similarly, if ¢Sy C V', let D’ be the closure of the connected component of
V'~ — ¢Sy which contains Sy: it is a connected submanifold of M whose boundary
is So U g2Sp. Let W7 be the component of M — ¢Sy which contains D U D', and
similarly let QT be the component of M — ¢2Sy which contains D U D’. With this
notation, we have W+ = DUV ™, and QT = D’UV ™. It is now straightforward to
verify that DU D’ = Wt NQ*, and therefore g(D U D’) = gW T NgQ*. Since the
isometry z — g~ takes g2Sp to gSo and ¢Sy to Sy, we must have (a.) gW+ =V+
or gWT =V~ and (b.) gQ" =W~ C (VF)? or gQ" = WT. In the cases (1.)
gWT=V*Tand gQ* C VT, and (2.) gW* =V~ and gQ* = W, the intersection
gW™* N gQ" is noncompact, and therefore cannot equal g(D U D’). In the case
(3.) gW* =V~ and gQ*+ C (V1)° the intersection gW* N gQ™ is empty, while
case (4.) gW+ = V*t and gQt = W, g(DUD’) = D is seen to be impossible
by a volume comparison argument as above. Therefore, g>Sy C VT — D. Now, we
see that D and gD share the boundary surface gSp, and if D° N (¢gD)° # (), then
D — ¢Sy will remain connected while having nontrivial intersection with both of the
connected components of M — ¢Sy, which is impossible.

Let Dy, = Uf:o ¢'Dy,.. Then, Dy, is connected, D, C V1, g*t1Sy ¢ V't — Dy,
and g**1 DN Dy, = ¢g*Sy. We proceed by induction on k to show that ¢¥*+1Sy cannot
be contained in either V'~ or Dy_;.

Let W be the closure of the connected component of M — g¥Sy which contains
Dy_1. Since gFt1S, is disjoint from all ¢*Sy, for 0 < i < k, if g*T1Sy C Dy_1, then
g"*t1Sy € ¢? DY, for some 0 < j < k—1. By multiplying by g7, this is equivalent to
gF=it1S, € DY, and since D° C Dj_;, we have g*~9+1Sy C Dj_;, which is ruled
out by the induction hypothesis if j > 0. Therefore, we now assume that j = 0,
hence that g**1S, ¢ D°. In this case, g"*t1S, separates D into two connected
components, the closures of which we denote by £ and F. To be specific, E is
the closure of the connected component of D — g¢¥*+1S; bounded by Sy and g**1Sj,
while F is the closure of the component bounded by ¢Sy and ¢F+1S,. Since gW+
is the closure of a connected component of M — ¢**t15,, we immediately see that
either gW* = EUV™ or gW* = (VT — E). On the other hand, gV* is the
closure of a connected component of M — ¢Sy, thus we must have gV + = DUV~ or
gV T =cl(V*—D). Since D1 = VTNWT, we have gDy_1 = gV T NgW ™. In the
cases gWt = EUV ™, gVT = DUV, and gW* = (VT —E), gV = (VT — D),
the intersection gV ™ N gW™ fails to be compact, hence cannot equal gDj_1. In the
case gW+ = EUV ™ and gV = cl(V1T—D), we have gV TNgW ™ = @, which is again
a contradiction. In the remaining case, g™ = cl(V* — E) and gV = DUV ™,
we have gD_1 = F C D, which is ruled out by a volume argument.
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Now, if g**1Sy € V~, let D’ be the closure of the component of V~ — gk*t15,
which contains Sy - it is a connected submanifold bounded by Sy and g**t1Sy. Let
W be as above, and let Q@ now be the connected component of M — ¢g*+1.8y which
contains Dy_1 U D’. We now have Dy_; UD' = Wt NQT, and therefore
g Dk—1 UD) = g'WHt ng Q. Using the same arguments as before, we
see that either ¢g7'W+ = D o UV~ or g7'W+ = W~ U ¢gF 1D, and that we
also have either g7 'Q+t = W, or ¢7'Qt = W~. In either of the two cases
g Wt =D _oUV™, g7 lQt =W, and g ' Wt =W~ UgF'D, g7 lQt =W,
the intersection g ' W+ Ng~'Q™ fails to be compact, as it contains the noncompact
set V—, or W, respectively. In the case g~ 'W+ =W~ Ug¢F D, g71Qt =W,
we have g 1W T Ng=tQ" = (), which is a contradiction. The last case to consider is
g Wt =W-UgF 1D and g7'Qt = WT. Here, g~ 'WHTNg—'Q* = ¢* ' D, which
gives g1 (Dy_1 UD') = g*"1D; a contradiction follows from a volume comparison
argument, after noting that k£ > 0.

Thus, we conclude that ¢*t1Sy ¢ V*t — Dy_;, and also that the connected
submanifold ¢g¥D is contained in VT, hence Dy = Dy_, UgFD C V+.

Given any xo € VT, there erists k such that x € Dy.

Let | = inf{d(z,y) : x € So,y € gSo} be the distance between Sy and ¢Sy in the
path metric induced by the Riemannian metric on M. By construction of the
submanifold Dy, we see that any path from ¢¥Sy to Sy must pass through all ¢*Sg
for 1 <i <k —1, hence I, = inf {d(z,y) : z € g*So,y € So} = kl is an increasing
function of k. Suppose now that xzo ¢ Dy for all k, and choose kg large enough so
that lx, = kol > d(x0,S0). Since kg ¢ Dy,, any path from xy must pass through
all the giSO for 1 < i < k as all of them disconnect M. Then, we must have
d(xo,S0) > d(g* Sy, So) = kol which is a contradiction.

g 1Sy € V—: We argue by contradiction. If g='Sy C V+, then since V1 =
U,>0 9"D, and since the g7 Sj are disjoint for any two different values of j, we must
have g=1Sy C (¢*D)° for some k > 0. Then, Sy C (¢***D)°, where k+1 > 1, thus
gFt1Sy and ¢*t2S; would lie in two different connected components of M — S,
whereas we know that this is not the case, as ¢*Sy C (V)° for all i > 0.

By an analogous argument, V=~ = J, g*D. This shows the cocompactness of
the action of G on M. O

I shall now apply Theorem 2.1l to prove a result which strengthens Theorem 2.9
in [9], and which by doing so closes the gap in the proof of Theorem 2.10 in [9]
for manifolds with nonempty boundary. I shall also prove that a suitably chosen
finite cover of M fibers in the desired way, meaning that 1 (F') is commensurable
with U. This proof covers the case OM # () as well as the case OM = (), neither
of which has been established in [9]. While this does not prove commensurability
for the particular cover of M considered in [9], it does establish the fibration result
claimed therein and also in this article.

Before I state the theorem, for ease of reference, I shall restate a certain technical
condition regarding the 3-manifolds under consideration here and in [2], [9], and
[10]:

(A) Let U be a finitely generated subgroup of the fundamental group G of a com-
pact 3-manifold M. Suppose that U contains a nontrivial subnormal subgroup N
of G, and that the index |G : U| is infinite. If N is not isomorphic to the infinite
cyclic group 7, then M is finitely covered by a bundle over S* with fiber a compact
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surface F' and w1 (F) is commensurable with U.

The promised result is the following theorem:

Theorem 2.2. Let M be a compact 3-manifold with M = X,Ur Xs, or M = X;Urp,
where statement (A) holds for X;, with i = 1,2. Suppose that G = w1 (M) contains
a finitely generated subgroup U of infinite index satisfying the following:

(1) U contains a nontrivial subnormal subgroup N of G,
(2) N intersects nontrivially the fundamental group of the splitting torus,
(3) N Nmi(X;) is not isomorphic to Z.

If the graph of groups U corresponding to U is of finite diameter, then M has a
finite cover M which is a bundle over S with fiber a compact surface F, and w1 (F)
is commensurable with U.

Proof. If M is closed, the theorem is essentially a restatement of Theorem 2.9 in [9],
with the trivial consideration that N is subnormal rather than normal. Therefore
I now assume that OM = (). The reader can verify for themselves that the proof of
Theorem 2.9 in [9] remains valid up to line 2 on page 31 under the hypothesis on
N and M stated above when OM # (). The only difference is that the surface S’
constructed in the proof of Theorem 2.9 is now a surface with nonempty boundary,
and consequently the manifold M”, the compact core of M’, is itself a manifold
with nonempty boundary. While the remainder of the proof of Theorem 2.9 fails
when OM # (), we can apply Theorem 2] after showing that we have an action
of Z on the cover M = S’ x R, which satisfies the hypothesis of the theorem
above. Using the notation employed in [9], we see that we have the tower of covers
S'xR— M — M.

We verify that the ingredients in the proof in [9] are also present in the OM # ()
case, although for different reasons. We first show that m1(S’) # Z, from which it
will follow that Ny, sy = m1(M') is finitely generated.

Case 1: M = X1 Up Xo

First, since S’ X R is an orientable cover of the orientable manifold M, it is itself
orientable, which, in turn, implies that the submanifold S’ x [—1,1] of S’ x R is
orientable, hence S’ is itself orientable, by the remark on lines 7 and 6 from the
bottom, on page 5 of [5]. We also observe that S’ was obtained by gluing finitely
many copies of the surfaces S;, which are finite covers of the fibers denoted in [9]
by F; chosen in such a way so that 0S5; has at least 2 boundary components. If
either S; were a surface other than the annulus S* x I, then 71 (S;) would be a
free group of rank at least 2. Since m1(S’) has the structure of a graph of groups
where the vertex groups are all isomorphic to 1 (.S;), which must necessarily embed
in 71 (S’) by Bass-Serre theory, we conclude m1(S’) would contain a free group of
rank at least 2, which is clearly impossible. Therefore, both S; and Sy are the
annulus S' x I. However, in this case, X; is virtually covered by an annulus bundle
over S!, and thus 71 (X;) contains Z x Z with finite index. However, such a group
cannot contain a (finitely generated) subgroup of infinite index U, which contains a
nontrivial normal subgroup N not isomorphic to the infinite cyclic group Z, which
is a contradiction. Hence, again by Theorem 3.2 [I4], Ny, (g is finitely generated.
As in the case without boundary, 71 (T") N7y (S”) is isomorphic to Z: It is nontrivial
as in [9], since the boundary components of the copies of S; represent elements of
71(S;) which map to a nontrivial a2 € 71 (M); thus, m (7)) N 71 (S’) a nontrivial
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free group, which is a subgroup of a free abelian group. We again conclude that as
in [9], [Ny, (sry: m1(S")] = o0.

Case 2: M = X Up

The argument in this case is analogous, as S’ remains a surface with nonempty
boundary after the gluing of the boundary annuli of F; x R which map to the
boundary tori T; in Y. Therefore, again 71(S’") = Z implies that S’ is the annu-
lus: In this case, S’ was obtained by gluing boundary components of F}; therefore,
m1(S") = (((w1(F1)*z) *z) ...) *z, and F; must be the annulus by the same rank ar-
gument, hence because 95’ # (), we have F; = S’. As in the case above, this implies
a contradiction with the theorem’s hypothesis. Once again, [Ny, (s : 1 (S")| = oo.

—

Now, applying Theorem 3 in [7], we conclude that a finite cover of M”, the
Poincaré associate of the core of M’, fibers over S' with fiber a compact surface,
and that 71 (S”) is subgroup of finite index of the fundamental group of the fiber;
thus, m(M') = m(M") contains 71(S’) as a normal subgroup, the quotient by
which contains Z with finite index.

Hence, we see that the automorphism group & of the cover S’ x R — M’, being
isomorphic to the quotient of the normalizer of 71 (S’ xR) in 71 (M") by 71 (S’ X R) -
see Proposition 1.39(b) in [6], contains the infinite cyclic group Z with finite index.

The manifold M is compact, therefore, we can take its double DM, embed it in
RWY for some W € N by Whitney’s Embedding Theorem, see page 53 in [§], and
pull back the Riemannian metric on R" to obtain a Riemannian metric on M,
which we can then pull back on M’, and then on S’ x R, under the covering maps
to obtain the desired Riemannian metric on S’ x R for which the action of & is by
isometries.

The final step we need to make, before we can apply Theorem 2.1 is to show
that for Sp = S’ x {0}, we can find a positive integer ny with the property that
¥"So NSy = 0, for all n > ng, where 7 is a generator of the infinite cyclic subgroup
of the automorphism group &.

First, we produce an integer ng > 0 such that v"Sp NSy # Sy, for all n > nyg.
Note that if for some n we have y"*.Sy NSy = Sy, then v Sy D Sy, and if additionally
¥"So # Sp, then S’ x R — Sy will remain connected, as S x R — Sy D (S x R —
¥"So) U {p}, for some p € v*Sy — Sy, and we see that the set on the right side
of the containment is connected. Therefore, for this n we have y"Sy = Sp. This
cannot hold for infinitely many values of n > 0, because Sy is compact. To show
this, we argue by contradiction and we make the assumption that the set of n such
that v*Sy = Sy is infinite. Let n; be an infinite sequence of such values of n. Then,
since () acts by covering transformations, given any xo € Sy, there is an open set
U C S’ x R, such that if ¥*UN~IU # 0, then i = j, see page 72 in [6]. But we can
find, for the length metric induced by the Riemannian metric on S’ x R for which
7 is an isometry, an open ball B(zg,¢) C U, and we see that d(y'xg, v x¢) > 2, for
any i # j. Therefore, the sequence 7™ xy € Sy can have no Cauchy subsequence
and no accumulation point in Sy, which it must, by compactness of Sy. Hence,
there exists an integer ng > 0 such that for all n > ng, v"*Sg # Sp. From now on,
we let n be an integer greater than ng, so that v*Syp N Sy # Sy. We proceed to
show that we must also have Sy N Sy = (.

Now, recall from [9] that the cover S’ x R is obtained by gluing copies of S; x R
along their boundary annuli which are of the form C; x R, where C; is a component
of 0S; which projects under p; o po and ¢ o g2, respectively, into 7. The covering
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map n : S’ x R — M is described by pasting together the various copies of the
covering maps p; opz ops and g1 0g20qs to X7 and Xs from the copies of S; x R. If
~"So N Sy # (), then since Sy and 7Sy are closed sets, we can find a non-manifold
point zg € 7Sy N Sy for the union of the two surfaces v*Sy U Sop € S’ x R, which
under the local diffeomorphism 1 would map to the non-manifold point n(zg) of
n((v*So U So) N n~1(X;))) C X;. Hence, the image of ¥y under the appropriate
copy of p3 o pa, or g3 o g2, must be a non-manifold point of a copy of the fiber F;
inY; for i =1 or i =2, as both y"So N n~1(X;) and Sy Nn~!(X;) cover the same
embedded copy of the fiber F; in Y;, and Y; covers X; by a local diffeomorphism.
However, all of the fibers F; of the bundle Y; are embedded surfaces and have no
non-manifold points, which is a contradiction.

Now, by Theorem 2.1], the cover M’ is compact, since the automorphism group
of the cover & acts with compact quotient. Now, we see that by Theorem 3 in [7],
a finite cover V of M’ , and therefore also of M , fibers over the circle with fiber a
compact surface F. We now show that either U is commensurable with 7 (F), or a
finite cover of V', hence also of M, fibers over the circle with fiber a compact surface
F', and 7 (F’) is commensurable with U; thus proving, in both cases, that a finite
cover of M fibers in the desired way. To this end, consider U N 71 (F) < w1 (M).
We note that we have the short exact sequence 1 — 71 (F) — 71 (V) - Z — 1, and
that 71 (V) is a subgroup of finite index of 71 (M). If U Nwy(F) is of finite index
in both U and 71 (F), then we are done - U is commensurable with 71 (F). Note
that if m(F) NN = {1}, then 71 (V) N N embeds in the infinite cyclic group Z,
which means that N contains Z with finite index. In this case, IV is a nontrivial
finitely generated subnormal subgroup of G, hence by Corollary 2.3 in [2], N is the
fundamental group of a compact surface - see also Theorem 1 in [7]. Let ¥ be such
a surface. We see that % = () is ruled out by the classification of surfaces, whereas
if 90X # 0, then as before, we see, after passing to the orientable double cover if
necessary, that the finite cover of ¥ whose fundamental group is Z is the annulus
S! x I, hence ¥ is the annulus or the Moebius strip, and in either case N = Z,
contradicting the hypothesis of the theorem. Thus, we shall henceforth assume that
m(F) NN £ {1},

We consider the remaining cases separately below:

UNm(F) is of finite index in m1(F) but not in U: This is impossible, since if
71 (F) were virtually contained in U, but U were not virtually contained in m (F),
then U would be of finite index in 71 (M), which contradicts the theorem’s hypoth-
esis. Here are the details: Consider the subgroup (U N7y (V))my (F) of 1 (V). The
map (UNm((V))f = Unm(F)f, f € m(F), from the right cosets of U N7 (V)
in (UNm(V))m (F) to the set of right cosets of U Ny (F) in 71 (F) is injective,
and therefore (U Nm (V))m(F) : UNm (V)| < oo. Now, consider the epimor-
phism ¢ : 71 (V) — Z and its restriction @|ynx, vy : U N7 (V) — Z. Since |U :
Unm (V)| < ocoand |U : UNmy (F)| = oo, we must have [UNw (V') : UNmy (F)| = oo.
Since now Ker(¢ynnx, (vy) = U N7 (F) is of infinite index in U N7y (V), we have
e Im(@|unr, (v)), for some k > 0. Thus t*f € U Ny (V), for some f € m(F),
and t* € (UNmy (V))m1(F). Now, (UN7 (V)7 (F)t* D 71 (F)t?, and since 71 (V) =
U, m (F)t?, we see that w1 (V) = (J;(U Ny (V))m (F)E = U3 (U Ny (V) (F)E.
This shows that |7 (V) : (UN 7 (V) (F)| < oo, thus |7 (V) : UNm (V)] < o0;
from here, we get |m (M) : UNmi (V)] < oo, and finally |m (M) : U] < oo - a
contradiction, as claimed.
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UNnmy(F) is of finite index in U, but not in w1 (F): In this case, U N7 (F) is a
finitely generated subgroup of 1 (F') of infinite index, which contains a nontrivial
subnormal subgroup N N (F) <5 71 (F). By Theorem 2.1 in [I0], F is the torus,
since V and therefore F is orientable. However, torus bundles over S! are geometric,
hence V is a geometric manifold. Since U N 71 (V) is of finite index in U and of
infinite index in 71 (V), it is a finitely generated infinite index subgroup of 71 (V),
whereas the subgroup N N7 (V) < U Nw1(V) is a nontrivial subnormal subgroup
of w1 (V') which is not infinite cyclic. Now, we can apply Theorem 3.9 in [10] to V/,
UNnmi(V), and N Nmy(V), to conclude that a finite cover of V', hence also of M,
is a bundle over S', with fiber a compact surface F’, and also that U N7y (V) is
commensurable with 71 (F”). Since U Ny (V) is of finite index in U, we conclude
that U is itself commensurable with 71 (F"), as desired.

Unmi(F) is of finite index in neither w1 (F) nor U: If U N m(F) is finitely
generated, then as in the case above, the conclusion follows from Theorem 3.9 in
[10] for the same reasons. Therefore, we assume that the 3-manifold group UnNmy (F)
is not finitely generated. In such a case, however, Theorem 2.6 in [2] implies that
the nontrivial subnormal subgroup 71 (F) N N of U N7y (F) is infinite cyclic and
also that w1 (F) NN <«U Ny (F). Since the non-finitely generated group U N7y (F)
properly contains its infinite cyclic subgroup 1 (F) N N, we can find an element ¢
of U Nm(F) such that t ¢ w1 (F) N N. Consider now the subgroup H = (a,t) of
71 (F), where « is a generator of 71 (F) N N = Z. Since H < m1(F) contains Z>
with index at most 2, we see that F' is an orientable surface covered by the torus.
The cover is necessarily a finite cover by compactness, hence F itself is the torus,
and 71 (F) = Z*. This, however, contradicts the assumption that U N 71 (F) is not
finitely generated, as Z? has no non-finitely generated subgroups, which finishes the
proof.

Finally, we note that the proof that U is commensurable with 71 (F'), for a certain
virual fibering of M, is also applicable to the case when M is closed. This addresses
the lack of proof of this fact in [9]. O

3. IRREDUCIBILITY OF THE SUMMANDS IN AN IRREDUCIBLE TORUS SUM
An idea which is a key ingredient in the following lemma is due to Peter Scott.

Lemma 3.1. Let M = My Uy Ms, or M = MiUsg, where T C M is an incom-
pressible torus. If M is irreducible, then any 2-sphere S C M; — T bounds a 3-ball

Proof. By abuse of notation, let S be a 2-sphere embedded in M; — T, for i = 1
or 2, and B the 3-ball that it bounds in M. We need to show that B is contained
in M; — 7. Consider B® = B — 0B, and consider also B° N T. Clearly, BN T is
open in T as B is open in M. On the other hand, since S and T are compact,
inf {d(z,y) : x € S,y € T} > 0, for any length metric on M induced by a Riemann-
ian metric. Therefore, if {p;} is a sequence in B® N T such that p; — p, we must
have p € B as B is sequentially compact, but p ¢ S, hence p € B T is also
compact, therefore sequentially compact, hence p € T, therefore p € B N T. Thus,
we see that BY N T is also closed. Because T is connected, B® N T is either empty
or equals 7. We cannot have B° N T = T because then 7 C B°, which would imply
that T is contractible in M, thus contradicting the 7i-injectivity of 7. Thus, we
have B NT = (), hence B is contained in a connected component of M — T. Since
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0B C M;, we must also have B C M; — T, thus proving the claim. The case M;Ug
is identical - one only needs to consider both tori. O

Proposition 3.2. Let M = M; Us Ms, or M = MUy, where T C M is an
incompressible torus. If M is irreducible, then M; is irreducible.

Proof. Let f:S — M; be an embedding of the 2-sphere into M;, for i =1 or 2. If
F(S)NT = @, Lemma BTl shows that f(S) bounds a 3-ball in M; — T, hence also in
M; thus proving the claim.

Suppose, therefore, that f(S) N T # @. Let N be a collared neighborhood of
T C OM; homeomorphic to T x [0, 1], and let T be identified with Tx {1} C N under
the homeomorphism. Will show that f(.S) bounds a 3-ball by first homotoping f(5)
to be disjoint from T C OM;, and then using the previous result to show that f(5)
is inessential. To this end, let F' be the map F((z,t),s) = (x,t(1 — s/2)), for
(z,t) € N, with z € T and ¢t € [0,1], so that F : N x I — N. Note that F
restricts to the identity on T x {0} C MY, hence extends to a continuous homotopy
M; x [0,1] — M; defined to be the identity off N, which we will still denote by F,
and note also that for this extension we have F(-,0) = idyy, (). Note, further, that
F(£(-),0) = (), and if we set F(f(-),1) = f1("), then fi(p) = (2(p), £(p)/2) where
f(p) = (z(p),t(p)) whenever f(p) € N. It is obvious that f; is still an embedding
of S into M; since f; is injective, as clearly f1(p1) = f1(p2) is impossible in either of
the two cases: f1(p1), f1(p2) € N or fi(p1), f1(p2) ¢ N. We also have f1(S)NT = (.
By Lemma B1], f1(S) bounds a 3-ball. Let ¢ : B — M; be this embedding of the
3-ball into M;. Since ¢lop(p) = f1(p) = F(f(p),1), for p € S = 9B, the map
¢ : B — M, and the map S x [0,1] — M;, defined by (p,t) — F(f(p)),t), fit
together to give a continuous map from ¢ : B Upp~sxq1y (S % [0,1]) =2 B — M.
Thus, we see that the emedded 2-sphere f(S) = ¢(S x {0}) is inessential in M;.
This happens if and only if f(5) bounds a compact simply connected submanifold
W of M;, see Lemma 9.1.8 in [I2]. Now, since H1(W) = 71,4 (W), we see that
H, (W) = 0 and therefore f(S) is null homologous in W. By considering the 3-
cycles in W whose boundary is precisely f(S), we see that each 3-simplex of W
must be included in such a 3-cycle, as we cannot have any free faces not in f(5),
and we further observe that f(5) is the only boundary component of W. Now, after
attaching a 3-ball to W along the boundary sphere and applying Van Kampen’s
Theorem, we see that we have a simply connected closed 3-manifold, which must
be S? by the positive solution to the Poincaré Conjecture. Thus, we conclude that
W is itself a 3-ball, which concludes the proof. ([

We record here an immediate corollary to Theorem 5.3 in [10], as corrected in
[11]:

4. AN APPLICATION TO FIBERINGS OF COMPACT 3-MANIFOLDS OVER S!

As an application of Theorem 2.1 I give the following result which generalizes
Theorem 2.10 in [9], and which is now vindicated as a true statement of mathemati-
cal fact, see [I1]. The reader should know that this generalization was only possible
after the proof of the Geometrization Theorem by Perelman in 2003. In light of
Proposition [B.2] this result, which first appeared in [10] and [I1], now becomes:
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Theorem 4.1. Let M be a closed 3-manifold. If G = 71 (M) contains a finitely
generated subgroup U of infinite index in G which contains a nontrivial, subnormal
subgroup N of G, then: (a) M is irreducible, (b) if further:
(1) N has a subnormal series of length n in which n — 1 terms are assumed to
be finitely generated, and
(2) either all inclusions N; < Ny1, for i > 0, are of finite index, or there
exist (at least two) indices ig and i1, ig # 41, io,91 > 1, such that the
inclusions N; — N;y1 are of infinite index for i = ig,41, or N = Ny is
finitely generated and there exists (at least) one value of the index i for
which the inclusion N; — N1 is of infinite indez, and
(3) N intersects nontrivially the fundamental groups of the splitting tori of
some decomposition ® of M into geometric pieces, and N Nw1(X;) # Z for
all geometric pieces X; € D,

then, M has a finite cover which is a bundle over S with fiber a compact surface F
such that m (F) and U are commensurable. Further, any decomposition of M along
a collection of incompressible tori yields pieces which are irreducible, in particular,
each X; € ® is irreducible.

Proof. The proof of the theorem is essentially contained in [I0] and [II]. The
corrigendum [I1] notes that, as of the time of its publication, the theorem was
contingent on the proof of a result at least as general as Theorem for compact
manifolds with nonempty boundary, due to the absence of such a proof from [9],
which I had somehow overlooked at the time. Therefore, the only statement which
needs proof is the claim about the irreducibility of the X;; this, however, follows
immediately from Proposition and induction. ([l

An easier to state special case of the preceding result is the following:

Corollary 4.2. Let M be a compact 3-manifold with empty or toroidal boundary.
If G = m1 (M) contains a finitely generated subgroup U of infinite index in G which
contains a nontrivial, normal subgroup N of G, then: (a) M is irreducible, (b) if
further:

(1) N intersects nontrivially the fundamental groups of the splitting tori of
some decomposition ® of M into geometric pieces, and
(2) NNmi(X;) # Z for all geometric pieces X; € D,
then, M has a finite cover which is a bundle over S with fiber a compact surface F
such that 71 (F) and U are commensurable, and each X; is an irreducible, compact,
geometric 3-manifold.
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