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C-HEREDITARILY CONJUGACY SEPARABLE GROUPS AND

WREATH PRODUCTS

ALEX BISHOP, MICHAL FEROV, AND MARK PENGITORE

Abstract. We provide a necessary and sufficient condition for the restricted
wreath product A ≀ B to be C-hereditarily conjugacy separable where C is an
extension-closed pseudo-variety of finite groups. Moreover, we prove that the
Grigorchuk group is 2-hereditarily conjugacy separable.
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1. Introduction

A standard way of studying infinite discrete groups is to consider their finite
quotients. Thus, a naturally arising question is how much information about the
group can be recovered from its finite quotients. A group G is called residually
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finite (RF ) if for any non-trivial element g ∈ G, there exists a surjective homomor-
phism π : G → F onto a finite group F such that π(g) is non-trivial in F . Informally
speaking, a group is residually finite if we can distinguish its individual elements
in its finite quotients. A group G is called conjugacy separable (CS ) if for any pair
of non-conjugate elements f, g ∈ G, there is a surjective homomorphism π : G → F
onto a finite group F such that the elements π(f) and π(g) are not conjugate in
F . Again, informally speaking, a group is conjugacy separable if we can distinguish
conjugacy classes of its elements in its finite quotients.

Group properties of this type are called separability properties. In this paper,
we study C-conjugacy separability (which is a more general version of conjugacy
separability), C-hereditary conjugacy separability (which is a strengthening of C-
conjugacy separability), and the closure properties of the class of C-hereditarily
separable groups with respect to the construction of wreath products.

1.1. Motivation. Separability properties provide an algebraic analogue to the
solvability of decision problems for finitely presented groups. Mal’tsev [18] proved
that finitely presented residually finite groups have solvable word problem. Sim-
ilarly, Mostowski [24] showed that finitely presented conjugacy separable groups
have solvable conjugacy problem.

Although, the definition of conjugacy separability is similar to that of residual
finiteness, it is a much stronger condition. In particular, it can be easily seen that
every CS group is RF, but the implication in the opposite direction does not hold.
A simple example of a RF group which is not CS was given independently by
Stebe [32] and Remeslenikov [27] when they proved that SL3(Z) is not CS.

The following classes of groups are known to be conjugacy separable:

• virtually free groups (Dyer [6]),
• virtually polycyclic groups (Formanek [10], Remeslennikov [26]),
• virtually surface groups (Martino [19]),
• limit groups (Chagas and Zalesskii [3]),
• finitely generated right-angled Artin groups (Minasyan [22]),
• even Coxeter groups whose diagram does not contain (4, 4, 2)-triangles
(Caprace and Minasyan [2]),

• finitely presented residually free groups (Chagas and Zalesskii [4]),
• one-relator groups with torsion (Minasyan and Zalesskii [23]), and
• fundamental groups of compact orientable 3-manifolds (Hamilton, Wilton
and Zalesskii [16]).

It is easy to see that being residually finite is a hereditary property, that is, if a
group G is residually finite, then every subgroup H 6 G is residually finite as well.
However, conjugacy separability does not behave well with respect to subgroup
inclusion, not even of finite index. Martino and Minasyan [20] showed that for
every integer m > 2, there exists a finitely presented conjugacy separable group T
that contains a subgroup S 6 T such that |T : S| = m and S is not conjugacy
separable. We say that a group G is hereditarily conjugacy separable (HCS ) if G
and each of its finite index subgroups, H 6 G, are conjugacy separable.

It is natural to study the closure properties of the class of HCS groups with
respect to group-theoretic constructions. For example, it is clear from the definition
that the class of conjugacy separable groups is closed under forming finite direct
product. It was proved by Stebe [31] and independently by Remeslennikov [27] that
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the class of CS groups is closed under taking free products, and thus, it follows that
a free product of HCS groups is again an HCS group. The second named author [8]
showed that graph products of HCS groups—a natural generalization of direct and
free products of groups—are again HCS. Remeslennikov [27] showed that if A and
B are both CS groups, then their restricted wreath product A ≀ B is a conjugacy
separable group if and only if either B is finite, or B is infinite with the additional
properties that every cyclic subgroup of B is separable, and A is abelian.

A natural way of generalizing separability properties is to only consider finite
quotients of a specific type, say finite nilpotent groups or finite p-groups for some
prime p. Let C be a class of finite groups (we will always assume that classes of
finite groups are closed under isomorphisms), and let G be a group. We say that G
is residually-C if for every non-trivial element g ∈ G, there is a group F ∈ C and a
homomorphism φ : G → F such that φ(g) is non-trivial in F . Similarly, we say that
G is C-conjugacy separable (C-CS ) if for pairs of elements f, g ∈ G such that f is not
conjugate to g in G, there is a group F ∈ C and a homomorphism φ : G → F such
that φ(f) is not conjugate to φ(g) in F . We say that G is C-hereditarily conjugacy
separable if it is C-conjugacy separable and every subgroup H 6 G, open in pro-C
topology, is C-conjugacy separable as well (H is open in pro-C topology if and only
if there is K EG such that K 6 H and G/K ∈ C – see subsection 2.1).

In this paper, we are interested in classes of finite groups C which are extension
closed pseudo-variety of finite groups, that is, classes of finite groups which are
closed under taking subgroups, direct products, quotients and extensions. Three
common examples of extension closed pseudo-varieties of finite groups are the class
of all finite p-groups where p is a prime number, the class of all finite soluble groups,
and the class of all finite groups.

We have the following examples of C-conjugacy separability groups:

• right-angled Artin groups and free-by-C groups are C-conjugacy separability
when C is the class of all finite p-groups for some prime p (Toinet [33]), and

• free-by-C groups are C-conjugacy separability when C is an extension closed
psuedo-variety of finite groups (Ribes and Zalesskii [30]).

In this paper we study the behavior of C-hereditary conjugacy separability, where
the class C is an extension closed pseudo-variety of finite groups, under the con-
struction of wreath products. It is easy to see that a direct product of C-CS groups
is again a C-CS groups, and similarly for C-hereditary conjugacy separability. Us-
ing the result of Ribes and Zalesskii [30] that free-by-C groups are C-CS, one could
easily generalize the result of Stebe [31] and Remeslennikov [27] to show that C-CS
and C-HCS groups are closed under taking free products. Furthermore, the second
named author [8] showed that the classes of C-CS and C-HCS groups are closed
under forming graph products.

1.2. Statement of results. The following theorem was proved by Remeslennikov
[27, Theorem 1] in the case when C is the class of all finite groups and later gen-
eralized by the authors Ferov and Pengitore [9, Theorem A] to the case when C is
any extension closed pseudo-variety of finite groups, as follows. The term C-cyclic
subgroup separable, as in the following theorem, is defined in Definition 2.5.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem A in [9]). Let C be an extension-closed psuedo-variety of
finite groups, and suppose that A and B are C-conjugacy separable groups. Then,
A ≀ B is C-conjugacy separable if and only if at least one of the following is true:
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(i) B ∈ C, or
(ii) A is abelian, and B is C-cyclic subgroup separable.

The main result of this paper, which is proven at the end of Section 4, is the fol-
lowing strengthening of the above theorem to the setting of C-hereditarily conjugacy
separable groups. Note that the term C-separable is defined in Definition 2.3.

Theorem 4.14. Let A and B be groups. Then, the restricted wreath product A ≀B
is a C-HCS group if and only if either one of the following is true:

(i) A is C-HCS and B ∈ C, or
(ii) A is abelian and residually-C, and B is C-HCS such that every cyclic sub-

group of B is C-separable in G.

Let p be a prime. Then, to simplify the presentation of this paper, we say that
a group is residually-p, p-conjugacy separable, or p-hereditarily conjugacy separable
if it is residually-C, C-conjugacy separable, or C-hereditarily conjugacy separable,
respectively, where C is the class of finite p-groups.

We observed that if a group G contains an infinite cyclic subgroup, then for
every prime number p it contains a cyclic subgroup that is not p-separable. This
means that any infinite p-conjugacy separable group satisfying property (ii) of The-
orem 4.14 must be a torsion group. There are examples of infinite torsion groups
that have desirable separability properties, for example,

• Grigorchuks group and Gupta-Sidki groups are conjugacy separable [34],
• Gupta-Sidki group GS(3) is subgroup separable [12], and
• Grigorchuk-Gupta-Sidki groups are subgroup separable [11].

To the best knowledge of the authors, in the literature, none of the above exam-
ples are known to be hereditarily conjugacy separable. Motivated by this gap in
knowledge, we prove the following result in Section 5.

Theorem 5.15. The Grigorchuk group is hereditarily conjugacy separable. In par-
ticular, the Grigorchuk group is 2-hereditarily conjugacy separable.

1.3. Applications. From Theorem 4.14, we may construct many new examples
of hereditarily conjugacy separable groups and C-hereditarily conjugacy separable
groups as follows.

In [9, Corollary A.1], the second and third named authors characterized when
the wreath product of p-conjugacy separable groups is itself p-conjugacy separable.
Using this result and Theorem 4.14, we may characterize when the wreath product
of p-hereditarily conjugacy separable groups is p-hereditarily conjugacy separable
as in the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Suppose that A and B are p-hereditarily conjugacy separable groups
for some prime p. Then, A ≀ B is p-hereditarily conjugacy separable if and only if
at least one of the following is true:

(1) B is a finite p-group, or
(2) A is abelian, and B is a p-group.

We have the following immediate application of the above corollary.

Corollary 1.3. Suppose that G is the Grigorchuk group. Then, the group Z
m ≀G

is 2-hereditarily conjugacy separable.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 1.2 and Theorem 5.15. �
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It is well known that all finitely generated nilpotent groups, and more generally
polycyclic groups, are hereditarily conjugacy separable and have separable cyclic
subgroup. As a consequence of Corollary 1.2, in the following corollary, we produce
infinitely many new examples of hereditarily conjugacy separable solvable groups
that are not polycyclic, and are not p-conjugacy separable for any prime p.

Corollary 1.4. Suppose that G is an infinite finitely generated nilpotent group or
an infinite polycyclic group, and let A be an abelian group. Then A≀G is hereditarily
conjugacy separable but is not p-conjugacy separable for any prime p.

We have the following immediate corollary to Corollary 1.4.

Corollary 1.5. If Cp is the cyclic group of order p, for some prime p, then the
lamplighter groups Cp ≀ Z and Z ≀ Z are hereditarily conjugacy separable, but not
p-hereditarily conjugacy separable for any prime p.

A result of second named author [8, Theorem 1.2] tells us that the class of C-
HCS groups is closed under taking graph products Similarly, any graph product
G of groups with C-separable cyclic subgroups has C-separable cyclic subgroups by
[1, Theorem A]. Subsequently, if G is a right-angled Artin groups or a right-angled
Coxeter groups, then Z

m ≀ G is hereditarily conjugacy separable. More generally,
we have the following corollary to Theorem 4.14.

Corollary 1.6. Suppose that G is a graph product of C-hereditarily conjugacy sepa-
rable groups with C-separable cyclic subgroups. If A is a residually-C abelian group,
then A ≀ B is C-hereditarily conjugacy separable group. In particular, if G is a
right-angled Artin group or a right-angled Coxeter group, then A ≀G is hereditarily
conjugacy separable.

Acknowledgments. Michal Ferov would like to thank Ashot Minasyan for sug-
gesting the study of wreath products of hereditarily conjugacy separable groups
and for useful email conversations.

Michal Ferov was supported by the Australian Research Council Laureate Fellow-
ship FL170100032 of professor George Willis. Alex Bishop acknowledges support
from Swiss NSF grant 200020-200400.

2. Preliminaries

Given a group and elements f, g ∈ G we will write f ∼G g to denote that f
and g are conjugate in G, i.e. that there is c ∈ G such that f = cgc−1. Given a
subgroup H 6 G, we will use CH(g) to denote the H-centralizer of g, i.e. CH(g) =
{h ∈ H | hg = gh}.

Given a group G, we say that a subgroup R 6 G is a retract in G if there is
a surjective homomorphism ρ : G → R such that ρ↾R = idR. Let us note that if
R 6 G is a retract then G splits as a semidirect product G = K ⋊ R, where K is
the kernel of the associated retraction map ρ : G → R.

Unless stated otherwise, all actions considered will be left actions.

2.1. Profinite topologies on groups. To ensure that this paper is self-contained,
in this subsection, we present a background on the basic facts about pro-C topologies
on groups. Experts in the field may feel free to skip this subsection. Proofs of all
of the statements can be found in the classic book by Ribes and Zalesskii [28] or in
the second named author’s doctoral thesis [7].
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Let C be a class of groups, and let G be a group. We say that a normal subgroup
N E G is a co-C subgroup of G if G/N ∈ C. We then write NC(G) for the class
of all co-C subgroups of G. Following the notation in [7], we define the following
three closure properties of which a class of groups C may posses:

(c0) C is closed under taking finite subdirect products,
(c1) C is closed under taking subgroups,
(c2) C is closed under taking finite direct products.

Notice that
(c0) ⇒ (c2) and (c1) + (c2) ⇒ (c0).

We also note that that in [28, p. 19], the properties (c0), (c1) and (c2) are instead
labeled as (C4), (C1) and (C2), respectively.

Remark 2.1. Suppose that the class of groups C satisfies (c0), then for every group
G the set NC(G) is closed under finite intersections. That is, if N1, N2 ∈ NC(G),
then N1 ∩N2 ∈ NC(G).

Following Remark 2.1, we see that whenever the class C satisfies property (c0),
we have that NC(G) is a base at 1 for a topology on G. Hence, the group G can be
equipped with a group topology given by a base of open sets

{gN | g ∈ G, N ∈ NC(G)}.

This topology is known as the pro-C topology on G, and is denoted pro-C(G).
If the class C satisfies (c1) and (c2), or equivalently, (c0) and (c1), then equipping

a group G with its pro-C topology is a faithful functor from the category of groups
to the category of topological groups, as witnessed by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2.2 in [7]). Let C be a class of groups satisfying (c1) and
(c2). Given groups G and H, every morphism ϕ : G → H is a continuous map with
respect to the corresponding pro-C topologies of G and H. Furthermore, if ϕ is a
group isomorphism, then it is a homeomorphism of the topologies.

We have the following additional terminology for subset of pro-C(G)

Definition 2.3. A subset X ⊆ G is C-closed in G if X is closed in pro-C(G). We
then say that a subset X ⊆ G is C-separable if it is C-closed. Accordingly, a subset
is C-open in G if it is open in pro-C(G).

We then have the following alternative characterization of a C-closed subset.

Lemma 2.4 (Lemma 2.1 in [7]). Suppose that G is a finitely generated group
equipped with the pro-C topology, and that X ⊆ G is a nonempty subset. Then X is
C-closed if and only if for every element g /∈ X, there exists a subgroup N ∈ NC(G)
such that πN (g) /∈ πN (X) in G/N where πN : G → G/N is the natural projection.

We now give the important definitions of this paper as follows. We can now
describe various separability properties in topological terms by specifying what
kind of subsets are required to be closed in the pro-C topology.

Definition 2.5. We say that a group G is

• residually-C if {1} is a C-closed subset of G;
• C-conjugacy separable (C-CS) if every conjugacy class is C-closed;
• C-hereditarily conjugacy separable (C-HCS) G is C-CS and every C-
open subgroup of G is C-CS as well; and
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• C-cyclic subgroup separable (C-CSS) if every cyclic subgroup is C-closed.

In this paper, we consider classes of finite groups such as the class of all finite
groups or the class of all finite p-groups where p is some prime. These two classes
of finite groups are examples of extension-closed pseudo-varieties of finite groups as
seen in the following definition.

Definition 2.6. A class of finite groups that is closed under subgroups, finite direct
products, quotients, and extensions is called an extension-closed pseudo-variety

of finite groups.

From this point onward, we assume that the class C is an extension closed pseudo-
variety of finite groups.

In the profinite case, i.e. when C is the class of all finite subgroups, one can
easily demonstrate that a subgroup H 6 G is open in the profinite topology on
G if and only if it has finite index in G. Further, one can show that H is closed
in G if and only if it is an (possibly infinite) intersection of subgroups of finite
index. Analogous statement can be made in the general case, the following lemma
combines [15, Theorem 3.1] [15, Theorem 3.3].

Lemma 2.7. Let G be a group and let H 6 G. Then H is C-open in G if and only
if there is N ∈ NC(G) such that N 6 H. In particular, every C-open subgroup is
C-closed in G and is of finite index in G. Furthermore, H is C-closed in G if and
only if it is an intersection of C-open subgroups of G.

Recall that subgroup R 6 G is a retract in G if there is a surjective homo-
morphism ρ : G → R such that ρ ↾R= idR. Given two elements x, y ∈ R we
see that x ∼R y if and only if x ∼G y: if y = cxc−1 for some c ∈ G then
y = ρ(y) = ρ(cxc−1) = ρ(c)xρ(c)−1. It then follows that if G is a C-CS group
and R 6 G is a retract then R is C-CS as well: given x, y ∈ R such that x 6∼R y,
we have x 6∼G y, we take the appropriate quotient of G and restrict the projection
map to R.

It follows from the definition that if G is a C-HCS group then every C-open
subgroup of G is in fact C-HCS as well. We say that R 6 G is a C-virtual retract
of G if there is a C-open subgroup H 6 G such that R is a retract in H . Following
the previous paragraph, it can be easily seen that the property of being C-HCS is
passed down to C-virtual retracts as well.

Remark 2.8. Let G be a C-hereditarily conjugacy separable group and suppose that
R 6 G is a C-virtual retract of G. Then R is a C-HCS group as well.

Recall that a group G is C-cyclic subgroup separable (C-CSS for short) if every
cyclic subgroup of G is C-closed in G. In other words, G is C-CSS if for every
g, h ∈ G such that h /∈ 〈g〉, there exists a subgroup K ∈ NC(G) such that h /∈ 〈g〉K
in G. Let us note that in the case when C is the class of all finite p-groups then
a residually-C group G is C-CSS if and only if G is a torsion group, i.e. G does
not contain an element of infinite order: all subgroups of Z = 〈a〉 are closed in the
profinite topology, but 〈a2〉 is not p-separable in Z for any odd prime p.

Lemma 2.9. Let G be a group and suppose that every cyclic subgroup of G is
C-closed in G. Then, for every g ∈ G with ord(g) = ∞ and every integer N > 0,
there exists a subgroup K ∈ NC(G) and c ∈ N such that 〈g〉 ∩K = 〈gcN〉, i.e. the
order of the image of g under the natural projection onto G/K is a multiple of N .
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Proof. Denote D = {d ∈ N | d < N and d|N}. Clearly, gd /∈ 〈gN 〉 for each d ∈ D.
Thus, as every cyclic subgroup of G is C-separable in G, for every d ∈ D there is a
subgroup Kd ∈ NC(G) such that gd /∈ 〈gN 〉Kd. Further, as G is residually C, there
is K0 ∈ NC(G) such that gN /∈ K0. We then set

K = K0 ∩
⋂

d∈D

Kd.

Clearly, gd /∈ 〈gN 〉K for all d ∈ D and gN /∈ K.
As K ∈ NC(G), we can write 〈g〉 ∩ K = 〈gm〉 for some m ∈ N. Denote d′ =

gcd(m,N). It can be easily seen that 〈gd
′

〉 ⊆ 〈gN〉K, but by construction, we have
gd /∈ 〈gN 〉K for all proper divisors of N . Thus, we see that gcd(m,N) = N by
necessity. In particular, we see that 〈g〉 ∩K = 〈gcN〉 for some c ∈ N. �

2.2. Centralizer conditions. In general, showing directly that a group is C-HCS
is not feasible, as one would need to classify all co-C subgroups. However, hereditary
conjugacy separability is tightly connected to the “growth” of centralizers in finite
quotients. Therefore, we have the following definition.

Definition 2.10. We say that a group G satisfies the C-centralizer condition if
for every g ∈ G\{1} and every subgroup K ∈ NC(G), there is a subgroup L ∈ NC(G)
such that L 6 K and

CG/L(πL(g)) ⊆ πL(CG(g)K) in G/L,

where πL : G → G/L is the natural projection map.

The following theorem was first proved by Minasyan [22] in the case when C is
the class of all finite groups, later by Toinet [33] in the case when C is the class of
all finite p-groups for some prime number p, and by the second named author [8]
in the general case when C is an extension closed variety of finite groups.

Theorem 2.11 (Theorem 4.2 in [8]). Let G be a group. Then, the following are
equivalent:

(i) G is C-hereditarily conjugacy separable,
(ii) G is C-conjugacy separable and satisfies C-centralizer condition.

Before we proceed, we introduce some more technical refinements of centralizer
conditions as follows.

Definition 2.12. We say that an element g ∈ G satisfies the C-centralizer condition
(C-CC) in G if for every subgroup K ∈ NC(G) there is a subgroup L ∈ NC(G) such
that L 6 K and where

CG/L(πL(g)) ⊆ πL(CG(g)K) in G/L.

Clearly, a groupG satisfies the C-centralizer condition if and only if every element
g ∈ G satisfies the C-centralizer condition in G.

For the ease of writing, and to improve readability, we introduce the following
notation. Let G be a group and suppose that g ∈ G and K ∈ NC(G) are arbitrary.
We say that a subgroup L ∈ NC(G) is a C-CC witness for the pair (g,K) if

CG/L(πL(g)) ⊆ πL(CG(g)K) in G/L,

where πL : G → G/L is the natural projection map. Clearly, an element g satisfies
C-CC in G if and only if for every K ∈ NC(G) the pair (g,K) has a C-CC witness.
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Similarly, a group G satisfies C-CC if and only if every pair (g,K), where g ∈ G
and K ∈ NC(G), has a C-CC witness.

As the following lemma demonstrates, the property of being a witness for a given
pair is inherited by subgroups.

Lemma 2.13. Let G be a group and let g ∈ G, K,L ∈ NC(G) be arbitrary. If L
is a C-CC witness for the pair (g,K) then every subgroup L′ ∈ NC(G) such that
L′ 6 L is also a C-CC witness for (g,K).

Proof. Suppose that L is a C-CC witness for (g,K), and let L′ ∈ NC(G) be an
arbitrary subgroup such that L′ 6 L. Let π : G → G/L and π′ : G → G/L′ be the
corresponding quotient maps. By assumption,

CG/L(π(g)) ⊆ π(CG(g)K) in G/L.

Let λ : G/L′ → G/L denote the map defined by λ(xL′) = xL for all x ∈ G. Clearly,
λ is an epimorphism and π = λ ◦ π′ and it can be easily seen that CG/L′(π′(g)) ⊆
λ−1(CG/L(π(g)). Altogether, we see that

CG/L′(π′(g)) ⊆ λ−1(CG/L(π(g))

⊆ λ−1(π(CG(g)K))

= π′(CG(g)K)L′ = π′(CG(g)K),

meaning that L′ is a C-CC witness for (g,K). �

Showing that centralizer condition holds can be tedious; thus, it is sometimes
convenient to reduce the problem to constructing a well-behaved homomorphism to
a group that satisfies the centralizer condition. Thus, we have the following lemma,
which is an immediate consequence of [8, Lemma 4.5].

Lemma 2.14. Let G be a group. An element g ∈ G satisfies C-CC if and only if for
every subgroup K ∈ NC(G) there exists a group Q and a surjective homomorphism
π : G → Q such that ker(π) 6 K, π(g) satisfies C-CC in Q, and

CQ(π(g)) ⊆ π(CG(g)K) in Q.

Note that there is no assumption on the group Q - it will usually be infinite.
In particular, if Q = G and π ∈ Aut(G) get the following immediate corollary of
Lemma 2.14.

Remark 2.15. Let G be a group, and let g ∈ G be an arbitrary element. If there is
an automorphism α ∈ Aut(G) such that α(g) satisfies C-CC in G, then g satisfies
C-CC in G.

2.3. Wreath products. Let A and B be groups. We denote the restricted wreath
product of A and B as

A ≀ B =

(
⊕

b∈B

A

)
⋊B

where B acts on coordinates by left translation. An element f ∈
⊕

b∈B A is un-
derstood as a function f : B → A such that f(b) 6= 1 for only finitely many b ∈ B.
With a slight abuse of notation, we will use AB to denote

⊕
b∈B A. The action of

B on AB is then realized as b · f(x) = f(bx).
The support of f , i.e. the elements on which f does not vanish, is denoted as

supp(f) = {b ∈ B | f(b) 6= 1}.
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The proofs of the following two lemmas can be found in [9, Subsection 4.1].

Lemma 2.16 (Lemma 4.2 in [9]). Let A,B be groups, and let NEB. If A is abelian,
then the natural projection πB : B → B/N extends to a projection π : A ≀ B →
A ≀ (B/N) with ker(π) = KN ⋊N where

KN =

{
f ∈ AB

∣∣∣∣∣ for each x ∈ B, we have
∏

x∈N

f(bx) = 1

}
.

Lemma 2.17 (Lemma 4.3 in [9]). Let G = A ≀ B be a restricted wreath product
of groups A and B such that B ∈ C. If K ∈ NC(G) is a subgroup, then there is
subgroup KA ∈ NC(A) such that (KA)

B ∈ NC(G) and (KA)
B 6 K.

2.4. Centralizers in wreath products. Centralizers in restricted wreath prod-
ucts have been studied by Meldrum in [21]. In this subsection, we recall some of
the notation introduced in [21] and restate the results to the setting relevant to
our paper, i.e either when the acting group B is finite or when the base group A
is infinite. All the statements given in this subsection are direct applications of
Meldrums results, once one replaces the roles of the elements present according to
the table

Meldrum this paper

f f
g b
d g
h c

and replaces the right actions by left translations.
For h ∈ AB, we define a function h : B ×B → A as

h(d, x) =

{
h(x)h(dx) . . . h(dn−1x) if ord(d) < ∞∏

i∈Z
h(dix) if ord(d) = ∞,

where n = ord(d) in the case that d is of finite order. Note that since h has
nontrivial values only on finitely many elements of B, the above is well defined.

The following lemma is a special restatement of [21, Theorem 15].

Lemma 2.18. Let A and B be groups with |B| < ∞. Let f, g ∈ AB and b, c ∈ B
be arbitrary elements. Then, gc ∈ CA≀B(fb) if and only if all of the following hold:

(i) c ∈ CB(b),
(ii) f(b, cx) ∼A f(b, x) for all x ∈ B,
(iii) f(b, cx) = g(x)−1f(b, x)g(x) for all x ∈ B, and
(iv) g(bx) = f−1(x)g(x)f(cx) for all x ∈ B.

Let us note that if c = 1, then g(c, x) = g(x). In this particular case, we see that
(ii) and (iii) in the statement of the Lemma 2.18 are equivalent, i.e. fb ∈ CA≀B(g)
if and only if b ∈ CB(c) and g(bx) = f(x)−1g(x)f(x) for every x. Similarly, if
g = 1, then fb ∈ CA≀B(c) if and only if b ∈ CB(c) and f(cx) = f(x). In general,
(i) specifies admissible elements b ∈ CB(c), (ii) states that all possible values of
f(x) must belong to the same left coset of CA(g(c, x)), and (iii) gives a way of
determining f(cx) from g(x), f(x), and g(bx).

In the case when A is abelian, the value of g(c, x) is independent of the order
in which we multiply the individual elements. In particular, if given h ∈ AB and
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d ∈ B, fixing the first input of h to d (also known as “currying” h by d), we then
get a function h(d) : B → A which is constant on right cosets of 〈d〉. In fact, h(d)

can be seen as a function h(d) : 〈d〉\B → A.
We can now state the following lemma, which is a combination of [21, Theorem 3

and Theorem 15] in the case when the base group A is abelian.

Lemma 2.19. Let A and B be groups, and suppose that A is abelian. Let f, g ∈ AB

and b, c ∈ B be arbitrary elements. Then gc ∈ CA≀B(fb) if and only if all of the
following hold:

(i) c ∈ CB(b),

(ii) f(b, cx) = f(b, x) for all x ∈ B,
(iii) g(bx) = g(x)f−1(x)f(cx) for all x ∈ B,

(iv) if ord(b) < ∞ and f(c, x) 6= 1 for some x ∈ B, then ord(c) < ∞,
(v) if ord(b) = ∞, then for all x ∈ B we have that

g(bk+nx) = f(bk+n−1x)−1 · · · f(bkx)−1f(bkcx) · · · f(bk−n+1cx)

for all n > 1, where k ∈ Z is maximal such that g(bk
′

x) = 1 for all k′ 6 k.

Note that the case (v) of the above lemma is a seemingly stronger statement
than (ii) of [21, Theorem 3], but careful inspection of the proof of [21, Theorem 3]
in fact shows that it is equivalent.

3. Wreath products of HCS groups A ≀ B where |B| < ∞

The aim of this section is to show the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. If A is a group and B ∈ C, then the wreath product G = A ≀ B
is a C-hereditarily conjugacy separable group if and only if A is a C-hereditarily
conjugacy separable group.

The proof of the implication from left to right is more-or-less trivial: if A ≀ B
is a C-hereditarily conjugacy separable group, then A is C-hereditarily conjugacy
separable group by Remark 2.8 because it is isomorphic to a C-virtual retract of
A ≀ B: AB ∈ NC(G) since G/AB = B ∈ C and A is a direct factor of AB. The
implication in the opposite direction, however, requires substantially more work.
The proof relies on Theorem 2.11, meaning that we show that every element of
the wreath product A ≀ B satisfies the C-centralizer condition. Lemma 3.2 deals
with the case when an element belongs to B, Lemma 3.3 deals with the case when
an element belongs to AB, and finally, Lemma 3.5 deals with the general case.
Formally speaking, one only needs Lemma 3.5, but we felt that, for the sake of
readability, it would be beneficial to treat those cases separately.

Throughout this section, we will assume that G = A ≀ B, where B ∈ C. This
first lemma demonstrates that any element in the acting group G satisfies the C-
centralizer condition in G.

Lemma 3.2. If b ∈ B, then b satisfies C-centralizer condition in G = A ≀ B.

Proof. Let K ∈ NC(G) be a subgroup. Following Lemma 2.17, we see that there
is a subgroup LA ∈ NC(A) such that (LA)

B ∈ NC(G) and (LA)
B 6 K. Denote

L = (LA)
B. We note that G/L = (A/LA)≀B, and thus, we let π : A≀B → (A/LA)≀B

denote the natural projection.
Let h ∈ AB and c ∈ B be elements satisfying π(f)c ∈ CG/L(b). Following

Lemma 2.18, we see that this is the case if and only if



12 ALEX BISHOP, MICHAL FEROV, AND MARK PENGITORE

(i) c ∈ CB(b), and
(iv) π(g)(x) = π(g)(bx) for all x ∈ B.

Hence, π(g)c ∈ CG/L(b) if and only if c commutes with b and π(g) is constant on
right cosets of 〈b〉 in B. If gc /∈ CG(b), then there must be an element x ∈ B such
that g is not constant on the coset 〈b〉x. We then note by assumption that

π(g)(x) = πA(g(x)) = g(x)LA = g(bx)LA = πA(g(bx)) = π(g)(bx).

Thus, we have that g(x)−1g(bx) ∈ LA for every x ∈ B.
We now construct a function kx : B → A so that kx is constant on the right coset

〈b〉x. Towards this end, let ii be the minimal index such that g(bi1+1x) 6= g(bi1x)
where n = ord(b), and define a function k1 : B → A as

k1(y) =

{
g(y)−1g(by) if y = bi1+1x,

1 otherwise.

Since g(y)−1g(bx) ∈ LA, we have k1 ∈ L. We then have gk1(b
i+1x) = g(bix) =

gk1(b
ix) for all i 6 i1 + 1. Now, pick a minimal index i2 ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} such

that gk1(b
i2+1x) 6= gk1(b

i2x). It is straightforward that i1 < i2. Again, we define a
function k2 : B → A as

k2(y) =

{
gk1(y)

−1gk1(by) if y = bi2+1x,

1 otherwise.

As before, we note that k2 ∈ L and gk1k2(b
i+1x) = gk1(b

ix) = gk1k2(b
ix) for all

i 6 i2 + 1. Repeating this argument at most n− 1 times, we get a finite sequence
of functions k1, k2, . . . , km ∈ L, where m 6 n − 1, such that (gk1 . . . km)(bi+1x) =
(gk1 . . . km)(bi+1x). We see that the function kx = k1 . . . km ∈ L is such that gkx
is constant on the right coset 〈b〉x.

By repeating the previous procedure for every coset in 〈b〉\B, we eventually
construct a function k ∈ AB such that gk(bx) = gk(x) for all x ∈ B and gL = gkL.
Thus, we have that gkc ∈ CG(b) and gc = gkcL 6 CG(b)L. Therefore,

π−1
L (CG/L(b)) ⊆ CG(b)L ⊆ CG(b)K,

and we see that b satisfies C-centralizer condition in G. �

This next lemma demonstrates that any function f : B → A of finite support
satisfies the C-centralizer condition in G.

Lemma 3.3. If f ∈ AB and A is C-HCS, then f satisfies the C-centralizer condition
in G.

Proof. Let K ∈ NC(G) be an arbitrary subgroup, and let KA ∈ NC(A) be the
subgroup of A we obtain by applying Lemma 2.17 to K. For g ∈ AB, denote

C−
A (g) = {c ∈ B | there is xc ∈ B such that g(xc) 6∼A g(cxc)}.

In particular, the set C−
A (g) is the set of elements c in B so that g 6= c−1 · g as

functions. In particular, c /∈ CG(g). For each c ∈ C−
A (g), set

Xc = {x ∈ B | g(c) 6∼A g(cx)}

which is the set of elements in B such that g(x) 6= (c−1 · g)(x). Denote C+
A (g) =

B \ C−
A (g). As A is C-conjugacy separable, we see that for every c ∈ C−

A (g), there
is a subgroup Nc ∈ NC(A) such that πNc(g(x)) 6∼A/Nc

πNc(g(cx)) for all x ∈ Xc.
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Set N = KA ∩
⋂

c∈B− Nc ∈ NC(A). As the group A satisfies the C-centralizer
condition, we see that for every b ∈ B that there is a subgroup Lb ∈ NC(A) such
that Lb 6 N 6 KA and

CA/Lb
(πb(g(b))) ⊆ πb(CA(g(b))N) ⊆ πb(CA(g(b))KA),

where πb : A → A/Nb is the natural projection. Set LA =
⋂

b∈B Lb and denote

L = (LA)
B . It is straightforward that G/L = (A/LA) ≀ B ∈ C, and thus, we see

that LA ∈ NC(G). Let π : G → G/L be the natural projection. With a slight abuse
of notation, we will also use π to denote the natural projection A → A/LA.

Now, suppose that g ∈ AB and c ∈ B are given such that π(g)c ∈ CG/L(π(f)).
Following Lemma 2.18, we see that this is the case if and only if all of the following
are true:

(ii) π(f)(cx) ∼A/LA
π(f)(x) for all x ∈ B,

(iii) π(g)(cx) = (π(f)(x))−1π(g)(x)π(f)(x) for all x ∈ B.

As LA 6 N , we see that c cannot belong to C−
A (f). In particular, if we denote

C−
A/LA

(π(f)) = {c ∈ B | there is xc ∈ B such that π(f)(xc) 6∼A/LA
π(f)(cxc)},

and by setting C+
A/LA

(π(f)) = B \ C−
A/LA

(π(f)), we then see that C+
A/LA

(π(f)) =

C+
A (f).

For each c′ ∈ C+
A (f), pick some hc′ ∈ AB such that f(c′x) = hc′(x)

−1g(x)hc′(x).
Following Lemma 2.18, we see that

CG(f) =
⋃

c′∈C+

A(f)

hc′CAB (g)c′,

CG/L(π(f)) =
⋃

c′∈C+

A(f)

π(hc′)CAB/L(π(f))c
′.

Recall that from construction of L we have

CAB/L(π(f)) =
∏

b∈B

CA/LA
(π(f(b))) ⊆

∏

b∈B

π(CA(f(b))N) = π(CAB (f)NB).

In particular, we see that

π(gc) ∈ π(gc)CAB/L(π(f))c ⊆ π(gc)π(CAB (f)NB) ⊆ π(CG(f)N
B) ⊆ π(CG(f)K).

As g ∈ AB, c ∈ B were arbitrary, we see that CG/L(π(f)) ⊆ π(CG(f)K), meaning
that the element f satisfies the C-centralizer condition in G. �

For the following remark, see Section 2.4 for the definition of f(b, x)

Remark 3.4. Let N E A be an arbitrary subgroup. Then for every f ∈ AB and

b ∈ B we have πN (f)(b, x) = πN (f(b, x)) for all x ∈ B.

The proof of the following lemma utilizes the techniques used in the proofs of
Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3.

Lemma 3.5. Let b ∈ B and f ∈ AB be nontrivial elements. If A is C-hereditarily
conjugacy separable and B ∈ C, then the element fb satisfies the C-centralizer
condition in G.
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Proof. Let K ∈ NC(G) be a subgroup. Let KA ∈ NC(A) be the subgroup of A
obtained by applying Lemma 2.17 to K.

Denote

C+
A (f, b) = {c ∈ B | f(b, cx) ∼A f for all x ∈ B},

and set C−
A (f, c) = B \ C+

A (f, b). For c ∈ C−
A (f, c), denote

Xc = {x ∈ B | f(b, cx) 6∼A f(b, x)}.

As A is C-conjugacy separable, we see that for each c ∈ C−
A (f, c), there is a subgroup

Nc ∈ NC(A) such that πNc(f(b, cx) 6∼A/NC
πNc(f(b, x))) for all x ∈ Xc.

Set

N = KA ∩
⋂

c∈C−

A (f,c)

Nc.

As A is C-hereditary conjugacy separable, we see that it satisfies the C-centralizer
condition by Theorem 2.11. It follows that for every x ∈ B there is a subgroup
Lx ∈ NC(A) such that Lx 6 N and

CA/Lx
(πLx(f(b, x))) ⊆ πLx(CA(f(b, x))N).

Set LA =
⋂

x∈B Lx, and let πA : A → A/LA be the natural projection. Let π : A ≀
B → (A/LA) ≀B be the canonical extension of πA, and denoting L = ker(π), we see
that L = LB

A . We claim that CG/L(π(fb)) ⊆ π(CG(fb)K). Suppose that g ∈ AB

and c ∈ B are given such that π(gc) ∈ CG/L(π(fb)). Following Theorem 2.18, we
have that is the case if an only if all of the following are satisfied:

(i) c ∈ CB(b),

(ii) π(f)(b, cx) ∼A/LA
π(f)(b, x) for all x ∈ B,

(iii) π(f)(b, cx) = π(g)(x)−1π(f)(b, x)π(g)(x) for all x ∈ B,
(iv) π(g)(bx) = π(f)(x)−1π(g)(x)π(f)(cx).

Following Remark 3.4, we see that π(f)(x) = π(f(x)) for all x ∈ B. If we denote

C+
A/LA

(π(f), b) = {c ∈ B | π(f)(b, cx) ∼A/LA
π(f)(b, x) for all x ∈ B}

and C−
A/LA

(π(f), b) = B \ C+
A/LA

(π(f), b), we see that (ii) is equivalent to c ∈

C+
A/LA

(π(f), b). From the construction of LA, we see that C
+
A/LA

(π(f), b) = C−
A (f, b).

In particular, f(b, cx) ∼A f(b, x) for all x ∈ B.

By (iii) we have that π(f)(b, cx) = π(g)(x)−1π(f)(b, x)π(g)(x). Suppose that

g0 ∈ AB is such that f(b, cx) = g0(x)
−1f(b, x)g0(x) for all x ∈ B. It then follows

that π(g)(x) ∈ π(g0)(x)CA/LA
(π(f)(b, x)) for all x ∈ B. To ease the notation, we

define a new function fb ∈ AB given by fb(x) = f(b, x). From the construction of
LA, we see that

g(x) ∈ g0(x)π
−1
A (CA/LA

(π(fb)(x))) ⊆ g0(x)CA(fb(x))N ⊆ g0(x)CA(fb(x))KA.

Finally, by (iv) we see that π(g)(bx) = π(f)(x)−1π(g)(x)π(f)(cx). This means
that g(bx)−1f(x)−1g(x)f(cx) ∈ LA for all x ∈ B. Since c ∈ CB(b), we have
cbix = bicx. Suppose that there is an element x ∈ B such that the values of g0 on
the right coset of 〈b〉x do not satisfy the rule g(bi+1x) = f(bix)−1g(bi)f(bicx) for
i = 0, . . . , n − 1, where n = ord(b). Let i0 ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} be the smallest such



C-HEREDITARILY CONJUGACY SEPARABLE GROUPS AND WREATH PRODUCTS 15

that g0(b
i0+1x) 6= f(bi0x)

−1g0(b
i
0)f(b

i
0cx). Define a function k0 ∈ AB by

k0(y) =

{
g0(y)

−1f(b−1y)−1g0(b
−1y)f(b−1xy) if y = bi0+1x,

1 otherwise.

It follows that k0 ∈ L 6 K. Setting g1 = k0g0, we have that

g1(b
i+1x) = f(bix)−1g1(b

ix)f(bicx)

for all 0 6 i 6 i0. Pick i1 ∈ {i0 + 1, . . . , n − 2} smallest such that g1(b
i1+1x) 6=

f(bi1x)
−1g0(b

i
1)f(b

i
1cx). Define function k1 ∈ AB by

k1(y) =

{
g1(y)

−1f(b−1y)−1g1(b
−1y)f(b−1xy) if y = bi1+1x,

1 otherwise.

We again see that k1 ∈ L 6 K. Thus, by setting g2 = k1g1 = k1k0g0, it is clear
that g2(b

i+1x) = f(bix)−1g2(b
ix)f(bicx) for all 0 6 i 6 i1. By repeating this

process at most (n − 2)-times, we get a sequence of functions k0, . . . , km ∈ L, for
some m ∈ {0, . . . , n − 2}, such that gm+1(b

i+1x) = f(bix)−1gm+1(b
ix)f(bicx) for

all 0 6 i 6 n− 2. We can then write

f(bn−1x)−1gm+1(b
n−1x)f(bn−1cx) = f(b, x)−1g0(x)f (b, cx).

However, by assumption, we have that f(b, cx) = g0(x)
−1f(b, x)g0(x). In particu-

lar, we have that

f(bn−1x)−1gm+1(b
n−1x)f(bn−1cx) = g0(x)

= gm+1(b
nx).

This means that gm+1c ∈ CG(fb). Now, we have that g0 ∈ gm+1L and g ∈
g0CA(fb)KA. Thus, we see that gc ∈ CG(fb)KA ⊆ CG(fb)K. �

Proof of Proposition 3.1. As stated before, if A ≀B is C-hereditarily conjugacy sep-
arable, then A must be C-hereditarily conjugacy separable as it is isomorphic to a
C-virtual retract of A ≀B.

For the implication in the opposite direction, let us first note that A ≀ B is C-
conjugacy separable by Theorem 1.1. If A is C-hereditarily conjugacy separable
then, combining Lemmas 3.2, 3.3, and 3.5, we see that every element of A ≀ B
satisfies the C-centralizer condition. It then follows by Theorem 2.11 that A ≀ B is
C-hereditarily conjugacy separable. �

4. Wreath products of HCS groups A ≀B where B is infinite

The aim of this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let A and B be residually C groups such that A is abelian and
B is infinite. If B satisfies C-CC and every cyclic subgroup of G is C-separable in
B then A ≀B satisfies C-CC.

Moreover, if A and B are groups such that B is infinite, then the wreath product
A ≀ B is a C-HCS group if and only if both of the following hold

(i) A is an abelian residually-C group,
(ii) B is C-HCS and every cyclic subgroup of B is C-closed in B.

Within this section, unless stated otherwise, we will assume that G = A ≀B is a
wreath product of groups such that the base group A is abelian.
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4.1. Centralizers in wreath products with abelian base group. In this sub-
section we introduce new notation that will allow us to simplify the statement of
Lemma 2.19 and, as a byproduct, we give full characterization of centralizers in
wreath products with abelian base group.

Definition 4.2. Let A and B be groups such that A is abelian. Given elements
f ∈ AB and b ∈ B, we define C+

B (f, b) ⊆ B as

C+
B (f, b) = {c ∈ B | 〈b〉cf−1(a) = 〈b〉f−1(a) for every a ∈ Im(f) \ {1}}.

We then define CB(f, b) = C+
B (f, b) ∩ CB(b).

We note that if b = 1 then

CB(f, 1) = {c ∈ B | cf−1(a) = f−1(a) for all a ∈ Im(f) \ {1}}.

Similarly, if f = 1 then CB(1, b) = CB(b).
We say that an element fb ∈ A ≀ B, where f ∈ AB and b ∈ B is reduced if

all elements of supp(f) lie in distinct right cosets of 〈b〉 in B, i.e. if supp(f) =
{s1, . . . , sn} ⊆ B, then 〈b〉 si 6= 〈b〉 sj whenever si 6= sj .

Lemma 4.3 (Lemma 5.9 in [9]). Let G = A ≀ B with A abelian, and let w = fb ∈
A ≀B where f ∈ AB\{1} and b ∈ B\{1}, be arbitrary. Then there exists an element

w′ = f ′b ∈ wAB

where f ′ ∈ AB such that the element f ′b is reduced.

These notions allow us to simplify the statement of Lemma 2.19.

Lemma 4.4. Let G = A ≀ B with A abelian, and let f ∈ AB , b ∈ B be elements
such that element fb is reduced. For g ∈ AB and c ∈ B we have that gc ∈ CG(fb)
if and only if both of the following hold:

(i) c ∈ CB(f, b)
(ii) g(bx) = g(x)f(x)−1f(cx) for all x ∈ B.

Proof. Following Lemma 2.19, we see that gc ∈ CG(fb) if and only if all of the
following is true:

(i) c ∈ CB(b);
(ii) f(b, cx) = f(b, x) for all x ∈ B;
(iii) g(bx) = g(x)f(x)−1f(cx).

As the elements of supp(f) lie in distinct cosets of 〈b〉 we see that f(b, s) = f(s) for
any s ∈ supp(f). In particular, for any s, s′ ∈ supp(f) we see that f(b, s) = f(b, s′)

if and only if f(s) = f(s′). Therefore, for any x, x′ ∈ B we see that f(b, x) = f(b, x′)
if and only if either x, x′ ∈ 〈b〉f−1(a) for some a ∈ Im(f) \ {1} or

〈b〉x ∩ supp(f) = ∅ = 〈b〉x′ ∩ supp(f).

We see that f(b, cx) = f(b, x) for all x ∈ B if and only 〈b〉cf−1(a) = 〈b〉f−1(a)
for all x ∈ B, meaning that the condition (ii) of Lemma 2.19 is equivalent to
s ∈ C+

B (f, b), assuming that the element fb is reduced. �

Definition 4.5. Given non-trivial elements f ∈ AB and b ∈ B, such that the
element fb is reduced, we define Σ(f, b) as

Σ(f, b) =
{
σ ∈ Sym(supp(f)) | 〈b〉f−1(a) = 〈b〉σ(f−1(a)) for all a ∈ Im(f) \ {1}

}
.
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Given some enumeration of supp(f) = {s1, . . . , sn}, where n = | supp(f)|, we
will usually slightly abuse the notation and consider elements of Σ(f, b) as elements
of Sym(| supp(f)|), permuting the indices.

We note that the assumption that the element fb is reduced is essential, as the
subsets of the form 〈b〉f−1(a) might not be disjoint.

Lemma 4.6. If f ∈ AB and b ∈ B are nontrivial elements such that fb is reduced,
then CB(f, b) is virtually cyclic. In particular, the following short sequence is exact:

1 → 〈b〉 → CB(f, b) → Σ(f, b) → 1.

Proof. Let X ⊆ 〈b〉\B be the collection of right cosets of 〈b〉 in B corresponding to
the elements of supp(f). Clearly, elements of CB(f, b) act on X by c · 〈b〉x = 〈b〉cx.
Suppose that c1, c2 ∈ CB(f, b) realize the same permutation on X . We then see
that 〈b〉c1s = 〈b〉c2s for all s ∈ supp(f), meaning that c1〈b〉 = c2〈b〉. Clearly, 〈b〉 is
the kernel of the action and CB(f, b)/〈b〉 = Σ(f, b). �

Now we can give a full characterization of the structure of centralizers in the
case when the base group A is abelian.

Proposition 4.7. Let G = A ≀ B, where A is abelian, let f ∈ AB and b ∈ B be
arbitrary such that the element fb is reduced. Then

(i) if ord(b) = ∞ and f = 1 then CG(b) = CB(b),
(ii) if ord(b) = ∞ and f 6= 1 then CG(fb) ≃ CB(f, b); in particular, CG(fb) is

virtually cyclic;
(iii) ord(b) < ∞ then

CG(b) ≃



⊕

i∈〈b〉\B

A


 ⋊ CB(f, b).

Proof. Let g ∈ AB and c ∈ B be arbitrary such that gc ∈ CB(fb). By Lemma 4.4
we see that

(a) c ∈ CB(f, b)
(b) g(bx) = g(x)f(x)−1f(cx) for all x ∈ B.

Let {s1, s2, . . . , sn} = supp(f) be some enumeration of the support of f . As
c ∈ CB(f, b), we see that 〈b〉cs ∩ supp(f) 6= ∅ if and only if 〈b〉s ∩ supp(f) 6= ∅. In
particular, as the element fb is reduced, for each si ∈ S there are unique mi, ni ∈ Z

such that f(bmisi) 6= 1 and f(bnicsi) 6= 1 (in case if ord(b) < ∞ we require
mi, ni ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ord(b)− 1}). We note that f(bmisi) = f(bnicsi).

If (i) is the case then by (a) we see that c ∈ CB(b) and by (b) we see that g is
constant on right cosets of 〈b〉. This means that g(x) = 1 for all x ∈ b as b is of
infinite order and g must be finitely supported.

Suppose that (ii) is the case. By (a) we see that c ∈ CB(f, b). We will now
demonstrate that g is fully determined by f, b and c. From (b) we immediately see
that g(bex) = 1 for all e ∈ Z whenever 〈b〉x ∩ supp(x) = ∅. Similarly, if mi = ni

then we see that g(besi) = 1 for all e ∈ Z. If mi < ni then we see that

g(besi) =





1 if e < mi,

f(bmisi)
−1 if mi 6 e < ni,

1 if ni < e.
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Conversely, if ni < mi then we see that

g(besi) =





1 if e < ni,

f(bmisi) if ni 6 e < mi,

1 if mi < e.

We see that g is fully determined by f, b, and c, meaning that CG(fb) ≃ CB(f, b).
The assertion that CG(fb) is virtually cyclic then immediately follows, as CB(f, b)
is virtually cyclic by Lemma 4.6.

Now suppose that (c) is the case, i.e. ord(b) < ∞. We will use
⊕

i∈〈b〉\B A to

denote the set of all functions in AB that are constant on right cosets of 〈b〉, i.e.
⊕

i∈〈b〉\B

A = {h ∈ AB | h(bx) = h(x) for all x ∈ B}.

We will show that g can be decomposed as g = hg′, where h ∈
⊕

i∈〈b〉\B A and g′

is fully determined by f, b and c.
Let X = {xi ∈ B | i ∈ 〈b〉\B} be some right transversal for 〈b〉 in B and let

I ⊆ X be collection of representatives corresponding to the elements of supp(f).
Without a loss of generality, we may assume that xi = si for some si ∈ supp(f)
whenever i ∈ I. Following (b), we see that g is constant on the coset 〈b〉xi whenever
i /∈ I or if i ∈ I and mi = ni. For each i ∈ I such that mi 6= ni we pick some
ei ∈ {0, . . . , ord(b)− 1} \ {min{mi, ni},max{mi, ni}− 1} and then for each xi ∈ X ,
we set

ai =

{
g(xi) if i /∈ I or mi = ni,

g(beixi) if i ∈ I and mi 6= ni.

From (b) we see that for all i ∈ I such that mi 6= ni, if mi < ni have

g(besi) =





ai if e < mi,

aif(b
misi)

−1 if mi 6 e < ni,

ai if ni < e;

and, conversely, if ni < mi then we have

g(besi) =





ai if e < ni,

aif(b
misi) if ni 6 e < mi,

ai if mi < e.

We set h ∈ AB to be the function given by h(x) = ai whenever x ∈ 〈b〉xi, clearly
h ∈

⊕
i∈〈b〉\B A. Next, we set g′ = h−1g. Clearly, if i /∈ I or mi = ni then g′ is

constantly on the coset 〈b〉xi. Further, if mi < ni then we see that

g′(besi) =





1 if e < mi,

f(bmisi)
−1 if mi 6 e < ni,

1 if ni < e;

and, conversely, if ni < mi then we see that

g′(besi) =





1 if e < ni,

f(bmisi) if ni 6 e < mi,

1 if mi < e,
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meaning that g′ is fully determined by f, b and c. �

We note that g′ in the case (iii) is not unique. However, it is unique if we
require that g′(x) = i whenever i /∈ I or mi = ni and that g′(bexi) whenever
e ∈ {0, . . . , ord(b)− 1} \ {min{mi, ni},max{mi, ni} − 1}.

4.2. Preliminary technical statements. In this subsection we give several tech-
nical statements that will be crucial for proving Proposition 4.1.

Lemma 4.8. Let B be a residually-C group. Suppose that the element b ∈ B
is such that 〈b〉 is C-closed in B, and suppose that S1, . . . , Sr is a collection of
mutually disjoint finite subsets of B such that 〈b〉si 6= 〈b〉sj whenever si 6= sj, for
any si, sj ∈ S = S1 ∪ · · · ∪ Sr.

Then there exists a subgroup L ∈ NC(B) such for the natural projection π : B →
B/L we have 〈π(b)〉π(si) 6= 〈π(b)〉π(sj) whenever si 6= sj. Furthermore, L can
be chosen so that for every c ∈ B satisfying 〈π(b)〉π(Si) = 〈π(b)〉π(c)π(Si) for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, we have c = c′l for some l ∈ L and c′ ∈ B satisfying 〈b〉cSi = 〈b〉Si

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r}. Further, π(c) ∈ CB/L(π(b)) if and only if c′ ∈ CB(b).

Proof. Denote

Σ = {σ ∈ Sym(S) | σ(Si) = Si},

and let S = {s1, . . . , sk} be an enumeration of the set S. Set

D = {sis
−1
j | si, sj ∈ S and i 6= j}.

As 〈b〉si 6= 〈b〉sj whenever i 6= j by assumption, we see that D ∩ 〈b〉 = ∅. As 〈b〉 is
C-closed in B, there is a subgroup L1 ∈ NC(B) such that DL1∩〈b〉L1 = ∅. Suppose
that 〈b〉siL1 = 〈b〉sjL for some i 6= j. This means that sis

−1
j L ∈ 〈b〉L. However,

sis
−1
j L1 ⊆ DL1 and DL1 ∩ 〈b〉L1 = ∅ by construction, which is a contradiction.

We see that 〈b〉siL1 6= 〈b〉sjL1 whenever i 6= j, which proves the first part of the
statement.

For each permutation σ ∈ Σ, we denote

Dσ = {sσ(i)s
−1
i sjs

−1
σ(j) | i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k}}.

We set Σ+ = {σ ∈ Σ | Dσ ⊆ 〈b〉} and Σ− = Σ \ Σ+. We see that Σ+ denotes the
set of all permutations of the set S that can be realized as a left action of some
element c on the right coset space 〈b〉\B given by c · 〈b〉x = 〈b〉cx and Σ− are the
permutations that cannot. Indeed, if there is an element c ∈ B such that for all
si ∈ S we have 〈b〉csi = 〈b〉sσ(i), we then have

〈b〉sσ(1)s
−1
1 = · · · = 〈b〉sσ(k)s

−1
k = 〈b〉c.

It then follows that for any i, j we must have sσ(i)s
−1
i sjs

−1
σ(j) ∈ 〈b〉. One can easily

check that the implication holds in opposite direction as well: if Dσ ⊆ 〈b〉 then
there is c ∈ B such that 〈b〉csi = 〈b〉sσ(i). Clearly, if Dσ ⊆ 〈b〉 then

〈b〉sσ(1)s
−1
1 = · · · = 〈b〉sσ(k)s

−1
k ,

so there is some c ∈ B such that 〈b〉sσ(i)s
−1
i = 〈b〉c for all i, meaning that 〈b〉csi =

〈b〉sσ(i).
We set D− = ∪σ∈Σ−Dσ \ 〈b〉 which one can see is a finite and non-empty subset

of B, and since 〈b〉 is C-closed in B, there exists a subgroup L2 ∈ NC(B) such
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that (D−L2 ∩ 〈b〉L2 = ∅. In particular, sσ(i)s
−1
i sjs

−1
σ(j) ∈ 〈b〉L2 for all pairs i, j ∈

{1, . . . , k} if and only if σ ∈ Σ+.
Before we proceed with the final part of the construction, let us make one crucial

observation: all elements realizing the same permutation σ lie in the same right
coset of 〈b〉. Indeed, given σ ∈ Σ+ and c1, c2 ∈ B such that 〈b〉c1si = 〈b〉sσ(i) =
〈b〉c2si for all i, we see that 〈b〉c1 = 〈b〉c2. In fact, it can be easily seen that any
element from the same coset realizes the same permutation. As 〈b〉 6 CB(b) we
see that either 〈b〉c 6 CB(b) or 〈b〉c ∩ CB(b) = ∅, meaning that either all elements
realizing σ commute with b or none do.

For each σ ∈ Σ+, let us pick some element cσ ∈ B that realizes σ. If [cσ, b] 6=
1, then there is a subgroup Lσ ∈ NC(B) such that [cσ, b] /∈ Lσ. We set L3 =⋂

σ∈Σ+ Lσ. Finally, set L = L1 ∩ L2 ∩ L3 and let π : B → B/L be the natural
projection.

Now suppose that there exists an element c ∈ B such that 〈b〉cSiL = 〈b〉SiL
for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r}. This means that there is some permutation σ ∈ Σ such that
〈b〉csiL = 〈b〉sσ(i)L for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Hence,

〈b〉csσ(1)s
−1
1 L = · · · = 〈b〉csσ(k)s

−1
k L = 〈b〉cL,

meaning that sσ(i)s
−1
i sjs

−1
σ(j) ∈ 〈b〉L for any pair i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k}. It then follows

from the construction of L that σ ∈ Σ+. Indeed, if σ ∈ Σ−, then there are some i, j
such that sσ(i)s

−1
i sjs

−1
σ(j) /∈ 〈b〉, and therefore, sσ(i)s

−1
i sjs

−1
σ(j) /∈ 〈b〉L. In particular,

we see that

〈b〉sσ(1)s
−1
1 = · · · = 〈b〉sσ(k)s

−1
k ⊆ 〈b〉cL.

Hence, there is an element l′ ∈ L such that 〈b〉sσ(i)s
−1
i = 〈b〉cl′ for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

We then set c′ = cl′ and l = (l′)−1. It then follows c = c′l and 〈b〉cSi = 〈b〉Si for
all i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, which proves the second part of the statement.

Finally, suppose that c′ /∈ CB(b). Let cσ ∈ 〈b〉c′ be the element we picked for
construction of L3. Following the previous argument, we see that cσ /∈ CB(b).
By construction, π(cσ) /∈ CB/L(π(b)). By same argument as before, we see that
〈π(b)〉π(cσ) = 〈π(b)〉π(c) ∩ CG/L(π(b)), meaning that π(c) /∈ CB/L(π(b)). We see
that π(c) ∈ CB/L(π(b)) if and only if c′ ∈ CB(b), which concludes the proof. �

Applying Lemma 4.8 to the setting when b = 1 immediately gives us the following
corollary.

Corollary 4.9. Let B be a residually-C group, and suppose that S1, . . . , Sr is a
collection of mutually disjoint finite subsets of B. Then there exists a subgroup
L ∈ NC(B) such that the natural projection π : B → B/L is injective on the finite set
S = ∪r

i=1Si. Moreover, for every c ∈ B satisfying cSiL = SiL for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r},
we have c = c′l for some l ∈ L and c′ ∈ B satisfying cSi = Si for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r}.

The lemma and the corollary we have just proved will be crucial in establishing
C-CC for elements of A ≀ B that have non-trivial function part. Recall that by
Lemma 2.19 if gc ∈ CB(f), where f, g ∈ AB and c ∈ B, then c must permute
elements of supp(f) (or the corresponding right cosets of 〈b〉) by left multiplication.
Informally speaking, Lemma 4.8 and Corollary 4.9 will allow us to construct a
quotient of the acting group B such that no new permutations can be realized in
the quotient. Using the somewhat simpler criteria of Lemma 4.4, we will be able



C-HEREDITARILY CONJUGACY SEPARABLE GROUPS AND WREATH PRODUCTS 21

to construct quotient map λ : B → B/L such that CB/L(λ(f), λ(b)) = λ(CB(f, b))
and Σ(f, b) ≃ Σ(λ(f), λ(b)).

Lemma 4.10. Let f ∈ AB and b ∈ B be given such that the element fb is reduced
in G = A ≀ B, and suppose that LA E A and LB E B are subgroups satisfying
Im(f) ∩KA = {1} and

(i) for any s, s′ ∈ supp(f) we have 〈b〉sLB = 〈b〉s′LB if and only if 〈b〉s = 〈b〉s′;
(ii) for any c ∈ B such that 〈b〉cf−1(a)LB = 〈b〉f−1(a)LB for all a ∈ Im(f)

there is c′ ∈ cLB such that 〈b〉cf−1(a) = 〈b〉f−1(a) for all a ∈ Im(f);
(iii) for any such c we have c′ ∈ CB(b) if and only if cLB ∈ CB/LB

(bLB).

Then the element λ(f)λ(b) is reduced in A/LA ≀ B/LB and CG/L(λ(f), λ(b)) =
λ(CB(f, b)), where L is the kernel of the natural projection λ : A≀B → A/LA ≀B/LB.

Proof. By assumption, we have that the elements of the support of f lie in distinct
cosets of 〈b〉, no two cosets of 〈b〉 corresponding to elements of supp(f) collide in
B/L, and that the natural projection λA : A → A/LA is injective on Im(f). We
immediately see that s supp(λ(f)) = λ(supp(f)). Furthermore, we immediately see
that the elements of supp(λ(f)) lie in distinct cosets of 〈λ(b)〉 in B/LB, meaning
that the element λ(f)λ(b) is reduced.

Clearly, if c ∈ CB(f, b) then λ(c) ∈ CB/LB
(λ(f), λ(b)). Now, suppose that

c ∈ B is given such that λ(c) ∈ CB/LB
(λ(f), λ(b)). By definition, that means

that 〈b〉cλ(f)−1(a)LB for all a ∈ Im(λ(f)) and λ(c) ∈ CB/LB
(λ(b)). Let us note

that since the natural projection λA : A → A/LA is injective on Im(f), we see
that λ(f)−1(λA(a)) = λ(f−1(a)) = f−1(a)LB for every a ∈ Im(f) \ {1}. Thus,
we can rewrite the previous equality as 〈b〉cf−1(a)LB = 〈b〉f−1(a)LB for every
a ∈ Im(f)\{1}. By assumption, there is c′ ∈ cLB such that 〈b〉c′f−1(a) = 〈b〉f−1(a)
for every a ∈ Im(f) \ {1} and c′ ∈ CB(b), meaning that c ∈ CB(f, b), which
concludes the proof. �

4.3. Main statements. Throughout this section, we will assume that the acting
group B is an infinite C-HCS group such that all of its cyclic subgroups are C-
separable. When appropriate, the proofs given in this section will be split in two
cases:

(i) ord(b) < ∞, i.e. b is a torsion element;
(ii) ord(b) = ∞, i.e. b has infinite order.

Lemma 4.11. Let b ∈ B be arbitrary. Then b satisfies the C-centralizer condition
in G = A ≀ B.

Proof. Let K ∈ NC(G) be a subgroup. We set Kb = K ∩ B, and note that
KB ∈ NC(B). Since b ∈ B satisfies the C-centralizer condition in B, there ex-
ists a subgroup LB ∈ NC(B) such that LB is a C-CC witness for (b,KB) in B.

First, let’s assume that b is a torsion element. Since 〈b〉 is finite and B is
residually-C, there is a subgroup L′

B ∈ NC(B) such that 〈b〉 ∩ L′
B = 〈b〉, i.e. the

natural projection map B → B/L′
B is injective on 〈b〉. Without loss of generality,

we may replace LB by LB ∩L′
B which by Lemma 2.13 will still enjoy the property

of being a C-CC witness for (g,KB).
Now, set

LA =

{
f ∈ AB

∣∣∣∣∣ ∀c ∈ B
∏

l∈LB

f(lc) = 1

}
,
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and set L = LALB. Finally, let λ : G → G/LALB = A ≀ (B/LB) be the natural
projection.

Let h ∈ AB and c ∈ B be arbitrary. Following Lemma 2.19, we see that hc ∈
CG(b) if and only if the following are true:

(i) c ∈ CB(b), and
(ii) h(x) = h(bx) for all x ∈ B.

In particular, we see that h must be constant on right cosets of 〈b〉 in B. Similarly,
we see that λ(hc) ∈ CG/L(λ(b)) if and only if

(i) λ(c) ∈ CB/LB
(λ(b)), and

(ii) λ(h)(xLb) = λ(h)(b)xLb for all x ∈ B.

Again, this means that λ(h) must be constant on right cosets of 〈λ(b)〉 in B/LB.
Now, let us suppose that λ(hc) ∈ CG/L(λ(b)). From the construction of LB we see
that c ∈ CB(b)KB. Thus, we will show that h ∈ CG(b)L. First, let us recall that

λ(h)(xLb) =
∏

l∈LB

h(lx).

Let x1, x2, . . . , xn ∈ B be representatives of the double coset decomposition 〈b〉\B/LB

corresponding to the right cosets of 〈λ(b)LB〉 in B/LB such that λ(h)(xiLb) 6= 1.
We note that λB is injective on 〈b〉 by construction, and thus, it is injective on
every right coset of 〈b〉 in B. We define a function h′ : B → A as

h′(x) =

{
h(xi) if x ∈ 〈b〉xi,

1 otherwise.

We see that h′ is constant on right cosets of 〈b〉 in B, and therefore, h′ ∈ CG(b).
Furthermore, λ(h) = λ(h′) which implies h = h′l for some l ∈ L. As L is normal,
we see that lc = cl′ for some l′ ∈ L. Altogether, we see that

hc = h′lc = h′cl′ ∈ CG(b)CB(b)KbL 6 CG(b)K

which means CG/L(λ(b)) ⊆ λ(CG(b)K). By construction, G/L = A ≀ (B/LB) is
a C-HCS group by Proposition 3.1 and therefore, Theorem 2.11 implies that λ(b)
satisfies the C-centralizer condition in G/L. Following Lemma 2.14, we see that the
element b satisfies C-CC in G.

Now let’s assume that (ii) is the case, i.e. the element b has infinite order. Let
KA ∈ NC(A) be a maximal subgroup (with respect to inclusion) such that

ker (κ′ : A ≀ B → A/KA ≀B/KB) 6 K,

and letK ′ be the kernel of the projection described above. By construction,K ′ 6 K
and K ′ ∈ NC(A ≀ B). By Lemma 2.9, there exists a subgroup NB ∈ NC(B) such
that order of bNB in B/NB is a multiple of |A/KA| ord(κ′(b)). Set L′

B = LB ∩NB

and let L be the kernel of the natural projection

λ : A ≀B → A/KA ≀ B/L′
B.

Clearly, L 6 K and L′
B is a C-CC witness for (b,KB) in B by Lemma 2.13. Fur-

thermore, the order of bL′
B in B/L′

B is C′|A/KA| ord(κ′(b)) for some C′ ∈ N. We
will demonstrate that L is a C-CC witness for (b,K) in G. Let g ∈ AB and c ∈ C
be arbitrary such that λ(gc) ∈ CG/L(λ(b)). Following Lemma 2.19 we see that
λ(gc) ∈ CG/L(λ(b)) if and only if λ(c) ∈ CB/L′

B
(λ(b)) and λ(g) is constant on right

cosets of 〈λ(b)〉.
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Let κ : A/KA ≀ B/L′
B → A/KA ≀ B/L′

B be the unique projection map such that
κ = κ′ ◦λ. We will now demonstrate that κ(λ(g)) = κ(g′) = 1, i.e. that g ∈ K. Let
x ∈ B/L′

B be arbitrary and for the ease of writing, denote g = λ(g) and b = λ(b).
Let us observe that

κ(g)(κ(x)) =
∏

y∈κ−1(κ(x))

g(y).

Note that if y ∈ κ−1(κ(x)), then b
ord(κ′(b))

y ∈ κ−1(κ(x)). In particular, we see that

if y ∈ κ−1(κ(x)), then
〈
b
ord(κ′(b))

〉
y ⊆ κ−1(κ(x)). Consequently, there are some

x1, . . . , xn such that

κ−1(κ(x)) =
n⊔

i=1

〈
b
ord(κ′(b))

〉
xi.

As g(y) = g(by) for all y ∈ B/L′
B we see that

κ(g)(κ(x)) =

n∏

i=1

g(xi)
N ,

where N =
∣∣∣
〈
b
ord(κ′(b))

〉∣∣∣ in B/L′
B. Recall that ord(b) = C′|A/KA| ord(κ′(b)),

meaning that N = C′|A/KA|. This means that we can further write

κ(g)(κ(x)) =

n∏

i=1

(
g(xi)

|A/KA|
)C′

=

n∏

i=1

(1)
C′

= 1,

demonstrating that g ∈ ker(κ), as x ∈ B/L′
B was arbitrary. This means that

κ′(g) = κ ◦ λ(g) = 1, i.e. g ∈ ker(κ′) = K ′ 6 K. Finally, let us note that
λ(c) ∈ λ(CB(b))KB, as L′

B is a C-CC witness for (b,KB). We see that gc ∈
CB(b)K

′ ⊆ CG(b)K, meaning that L is a C-CC witness for (b,K) in G. This shows
that the element b satisfies C-CC in G. �

We now demonstrate that every element of the form f ∈ AB satisfies the C-
centralizer condition in A ≀B.

Lemma 4.12. Let f ∈ AB be arbitrary. Then f satisfies the C-centralizer condition
in G.

Proof. Let K ∈ NC(G) be an arbitrary subgroup, and set KB = K ∩ B. We then
see that

supp(f) =
⋃

a∈Im(f)\{1}

f−1(a)

which is a finite subset. By Corollary 4.9, there is a subgroup L′
B ∈ NC(B) such

that the natural projection λ′
B : B → B/L′

B is injective on supp(f) and for every
c ∈ B such that cf−1(a)L′

b = f−1(a)L′
B in B/L′

B for all a ∈ Im(f)\{1}, there is an
element c′ ∈ B such that λB(c

′) = cL′
B and c′f−1(a) = f−1(a) for all a ∈ Im(f).

Set LB = KB ∩ L′
B, and let

LA =

{
f ∈ AB : ∀c ∈ B

∏

l∈LB

f(lc) = 1

}
,
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and L = LALB. Let λ : G → G/LALB = A ≀B/LB be the natural projection. Since
A is abelian, both AB and AB/LB are abelian as well. That means

CAB/BL (λ(f)) = AB/LB = λ(AB) = λ(CAB (f)).

Since G/L = AB/LB ⋊B/LB and G = AB
⋊B, we see that

CG/L(λ(f)) = AB/LBCB/LB
(λ(f))

and CG(f) = ABCB(f). Suppose that an element c ∈ B is given such that λ(c) ∈
CB/LB

(λ(f)). As noted in the proof of Lemma 4.11, this is the case if and only if
λ(f)(λ(c)x) = λ(f)(x) for all x ∈ B/LB. That means

(1)
∏

l∈LB

f(cx′l) = λ(f)(λ(c)x) = λ(f)(x) =
∏

l∈LB

f(x′l),

where x′ ∈ B is arbitrary such that λ(x′) = x. Therefore, λ(c)λ(f)−1(a) =
λ(f)−1(a) for all a ∈ Im(λ(f)). Since λ is injective on the set supp(f), we have
supp(λ(f)) = supp(f)LB, Im(λ(f)) = Im(f), and λ(f)−1(a) = f−1(a)LB for all
a ∈ Im(f) \ {1}. Keeping this in mind, equation 1 is equivalent to saying that
cf−1(a)LB = f−1(a)LB for all a ∈ Im(f) \ {1}. From the construction of LB,
we see that there is c′ ∈ B such that λ(c′) = λ(c) and c′f−1(a) = f−1(a) for all
a ∈ Im(f)\{1}. That means f(c′x) = f(x) for all x ∈ B, and therefore, c′ ∈ CB(f).
We see that

CG/L(λ(f)) = AB/LBCB/LB
(λ(f)) = λ(ABCB(f)) = λ(CG(f)) ⊆ λ(CG(f)K).

By construction, G/L = A ≀ (B/LB) is a C-HCS group by Proposition 3.1 and
thus, λ(f) satisfies the C-centralizer condition in G/L by Theorem 2.11. Following
Lemma 2.14, we see that the element f satisfies C-CC in G. �

The proof of the following Lemma will rely heavily on Lemma 4.8, in manner
not dissimilar to how the proof of Lemma 4.12 relied on Corollary 4.9. Recall that
by Lemma 2.19 if gc ∈ CB(fb), where f, g ∈ AB and f, c ∈ B, then, assuming that
elements of supp(f) lie in distinct right cosets of 〈b〉, c must permute right cosets of
〈b〉 the form 〈b〉x for which f(b, x) 6= 1. In particular, if we set Si = f−1(ai), where
{a1, . . . , an} = Im(f) \ {1}, then 〈b〉cSi = 〈b〉Si for every i. Informally speaking,
Lemma 4.8 will allow us to construct a quotient of the group B such that no new
permutations can be realized in the quotient.

Lemma 4.13. Let h ∈ AB and b ∈ B be nontrivial. Then the element hb satisfies
C-CC in G.

Proof. Let K ∈ NC(G) be an arbitrary subgroup, and set KB = K ∩B. Following
Lemma 4.3, we see that there is an inner automorphism φ ∈ Inn(G) such that
φ(hb) = fb and where elements of supp(f) lie in distinct right cosets of 〈b〉 in B.
We will show that the element fb satisfies C-centralizer condition in B.

By Lemma 4.8, there is a subgroup NB ∈ NC(B) such that

(i) if 〈b〉sNB = 〈b〉s′NB then s = s′ for all s, s′ ∈ S;
(ii) if there is some c ∈ B such that 〈b〉cf−1(a)NB = 〈b〉f−1(a)Nb for all non-

trivial a ∈ Im(f), then there is c′ ∈ cNB such that 〈b〉cf−1(a) = 〈b〉f−1(a)
for all nontrivial a ∈ Im(f);

(iii) for all such c we have cNB ∈ CB/NB
(bNB) if and only c′ ∈ CB(b).
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We now split the proof into two cases, depending on whether b is a torsion element
or not.

Case 1: ord(b) < ∞.
There is a subgroup HB ∈ NC(B) such that 〈b〉∩HB = {1}, i.e. the cyclic subgroup
〈b〉 embeds into B/HB. Set LB = KB ∩NB, and let

LA =

{
f ∈ AB | ∀c ∈ B

∏

l∈LB

f(lc) = 1

}

and L = LALB. Define λ : G → G/LALB = A ≀ B/LB as the natural projection.
Now, let g ∈ AB and c ∈ B be given such that λ(gc) ∈ CG/L(λ(fb)). We will

show that there are g′ ∈ AB and c′ ∈ B such that g′c′ ∈ CB(fb) and λ(g′c′) =
λ(gc). Following Lemma 4.10 we see that the element λ(g)λ(c) is reduced and
that CG/L(λ(f), λ(b)) = λ(CB(f, b)). Following Lemma 4.4 we see that λ(gc) ∈
CG/L(λ(fb)) if and only if all of the following are true:

(i) λ(c) ∈ CB/LB
(λ(f), λ(b)),

(ii) λ(g)(bxLB) = λ(g)(xLb)λ(f)(xLb)
−1λ(f)(cxLB) for all x ∈ B.

As mentioned before, CB/LB
(λ(f), λ(b)) = λ(CB(f, b)) by Lemma 4.10. This means

that there is c′ ∈ CB(f, b) such that λ(c′) = λ(c), i.e. c′ ∈ cLB.
Finally, let x1, . . . , xr ∈ B be some representatives of the double cosets of

〈b〉\B/LB corresponding to the elements of supp(λ)(g) in B/LB. If xiLB = sLB for
some s ∈ supp(f), then set xi = s. Similarly, if c′xiLb = sLB for some s ∈ supp(f),
then set xi = c′−1s. We now define a function g′ : B → A in the following way:
for each xi, we set g′(xi) = λ(g)(xiLb) and then for j ∈ {0, . . . , ord(b) − 2} we set
inductively g′(bj+1xi) = g′(bjxi)f(b

jxi)
−1f(c′bjxi). For any other x ∈ B we set

g′(x) = 1. From the construction of g′ it is clear that λ(g′) = λ(g). Similarly, we
see that g′(bx) = g′(x)f(x)−1f(c′x) for all x ∈ b.

Following Lemma 4.4 we see that g′c′ ∈ CG(fb) as c′ ∈ CB(f, b) and g′(bx) =
g′(x)f(x)−1f(c′x) for all x ∈ b. This then implies that

CG/L(λ(fb)) ⊆ λ(CG(fb)) ⊆ λ(CG(fb)K).

Furthermore, we see that the group G/L satisfies C-CC by Theorem 2.11 as it is
C-HCS by Proposition 3.1. By Lemma 2.14 we see that the element fb has C-CC
in G, and therefore, the element hb has C-CC in G by Remark 2.15, as φ(hb) = fb
for some φ ∈ Inn(G) ⊆ Aut(G).

Case 2: ord(b) = ∞.
The proof will combine the techniques introduced in the proofs of Lemma 4.11
and Lemma 4.12. However, significantly more work is required. The intuition for
why comes from Proposition 4.7: CG(fb) is “very small” - it is virtually cyclic, so
extra care needs to be applied when constructing the quotient in order to maintain
control over the size of the centralizer of the image of fb in the quotient. We employ
methods similar to those used in the proof of Proposition 4.7 to achieve this.

We start by constructing our C-CC witness. Let KA ∈ NC(A) be a maximal
subgroup (with respect to inclusion) such that

ker (κ : A ≀B → A/KA ≀ B/KB) 6 K,
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and let K ′ be the kernel of the natural projection κ described above. By construc-
tion, K ′ 6 K and K ′ ∈ NC(A ≀ B). Let HA ∈ NC(A) such that natural projection
from A to A/HA is injective on the set Im(f). Note that since Im(f) is finite and
A is residually-C such HA exists. Set LA = KA ∩HA.

Let Xb = {xi ∈ B | i ∈ 〈b〉\B} be a right transversal for 〈b〉 in B, and set

I = {i ∈ i ∈ 〈b〉\B | 〈b〉xi ∩ supp(f) 6= ∅}.

As the element fb is reduced, we see that if 〈b〉xi ∩ supp(f) 6= ∅, then there is a
unique ni ∈ Z such that f(bnixi) 6= 1. Replacing xi by b−nixi, we can without loss
of generality assume that ni = 0. For every σ ∈ Σ(f, b) we pick some cσ ∈ C(f, b)
realizing σ. We see that 〈b〉xi ∩ supp(f) 6= ∅ if and only if 〈b〉cσxi ∩ supp(f) 6= ∅,
and thus, if i ∈ I then there is unique ni(cσ) ∈ Z such that f(bni(cσ)cσxi) 6= 1.
Again, replacing cσ by bnσcσ for some appropriate nσ < 0 we can without loss of
generality assume that ni(cσ) > 0 for all i ∈ I. We then set

N(f, b) = max
i∈I,σ∈Σ(f,b)

{ni(cσ)}.

By Lemma 2.9, there exists a subgroup HB ∈ NC(B) such that order of bHB in
B/HB is a multiple of |A/KA| ord(κ′(b)). As B is residually-C we can assume that
b, b2, . . . , bN(f,b) /∈ HB, so we can assume that order of bHB in B/HB is greater
than N(f,B).

Set LB = KB ∩NB ∩HB and let L be the kernel of the natural projection

λ : A ≀B → A/LA ≀ B/LB.

We will demonstrate that L is a C-CC witness for (fb,K) in G. In particular, we will
demonstrate that for every pair c ∈ B and g ∈ AB such that λ(gc) ∈ CG/L(λ(fb))

there are c′ ∈ B, g′ ∈ AB, h ∈ A/La
B/LB where the following hold:

• g′c′ ∈ CG(fb);

• h ∈ λ(K);
• λ(gc) = hλ(g′c′);

thus demonstrating that CG/L(λ(fb)) ⊆ λ(CG(fb)K). The rest of the proof will
be split in several individual claims for readers convenience.

Let g ∈ AB and c ∈ C be arbitrary such that λ(gc) ∈ CG/L(λ(fb)). By
Lemma 4.10, we see that the element λ(f)λ(b) is reduced in G/L, and thus, by
Lemma 4.4 we see that:

(i) λ(c) ∈ CB/LB
(λ(f), λ(b))

(ii) λ(g)(bxLB) = λ(g)(xLb)λ(f)(xLb)
−1λ(f)(cxLB) for all x ∈ B.

Again, CB/LB
(λ(f), λ(b)) = λ(CB(f, b)) by Lemma 4.10. This means that there is

c′ ∈ CB(f, b) such that λ(c′) = λ(c). Recall that by Definition 4.5, Σ(f, b) is the set
of all permutations (of the right cosets in 〈b〉\B corresponding to the elements of
supp(f)) that can be realized by left action of an element from C(f, b). There is a
unique permutation σ ∈ Σ(f, b) such that 〈b〉c′ = 〈b〉cσ, and thus, there is a unique
integer k ∈ Z such that c′ = bkcσ. Without loss of generality we may assume that
0 6 k < ord(λ(b)).

For increased readability, let us denote f = λ(f) and g = λ(g).

Claim: There are g′ ∈ AB and h ∈ A/L
B/LB

A such that g = λ(g′)h, g′c′ ∈ CB(fb),

and where h is constant on right cosets of 〈b〉 in B/LB.
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Proof of claim:

The argument relies heavily on Lemma 4.4 which, informally speaking, tells us
that the function part of an element belonging to a centralizer is almost completely
determined by the element it centralizes and its acting part.

Recall that the element fb is reduced, and thus, for every x ∈ B/LB we have
|〈b〉x ∩ supp(f)| 6 1. Further, let us note that 〈b〉x ∩ supp(f) = ∅ if and only if
〈b〉cx ∩ supp(f) = ∅ because c ∈ CB/LB

(f, b). It them immediately follows that

if 〈b〉x0 ∩ supp(f) = ∅ for some x0, then g is constant on the coset 〈b〉x0, since

g(bx) = g(x)f(x)−1f(cx).
Let Xb = {xj ∈ B | j ∈ J} ⊆ Xb be a set of representatives of the double cosets

space 〈b〉\B/LB and denote xj = λ(xj). Following previously established notation,
{xi | i ∈ I} is the set of representatives corresponding to the support of g. By
construction, for each i ∈ I we have

f(b
e
xi) =

{
λA(f(xi)) 6= 1 if e = 0

1 otherwise.

Let us note here that the integer e is considered modulo ord(b). Recall that for
each i ∈ I there is unique integer 0 6 ni(cσ) such that f(bni(cσ)cσxi) = f(xi) 6= 1,
and since c′ = bkcσ, we see that f(bec′xi) 6= 1 if and only if e = ni(cσ)− k. It then
follows that

f(b
e
cxi) =

{
λA(f(xi)) 6= 1 if e = ni(cσ)− k ,

1 otherwise.

Let us note that 0 6 ni(cσ) < ord(b) by assumption, and therefore, |ni(cσ)− k| <
ord(b). For each j ∈ I, we set aj ∈ A/LA as follows:

aj =





g(xj) if j /∈ I,

g(xj) if j ∈ I and 0 6 ni(cσ)− k,

g(bxj) if j ∈ I and ni(cσ)− k < 0.

From the identity g(bx) = g(x)f(x)−1f(cx), we immediately see that if j /∈ I or
j ∈ I and nj(cσ) − k = 0, then the function g is constant on the coset 〈b〉xj and
the unique value it attains is aj . Further, if j ∈ I and nj(cσ)− k 6= 0 we see that,
depending on whether nj(cσ)− k < 0 or nj(cσ)− k > 0, either

g(b
e
xj) =

{
ajλA(f(xj))

−1 if 1 6 e 6 ni(cσ)− k,

aj othewise

if 0 < ni(cσ)− k, or

g(b
e
xj) =

{
ajλA(f(xj)) if e = 0 or 6 k − ni(cσ) + 1 6 e 6 ord(b)− 1,

aj otherwise

if nj(cσ)−k < 0. We define a function h ∈ A/L
B/LB

B defined on cosets of 〈b〉 in the

following way: h(x) = aj whenever x ∈ 〈b〉xj . We set g′ = h
−1

g. We now define a
function g′ ∈ AB given by

g′(bexi) =





f(xi)
−1 if i ∈ I and 0 6 e 6 ni(cσ)− k,

f(xi) if i ∈ I and ni(cσ)− k < e 6 0,

1 otherwise.



28 ALEX BISHOP, MICHAL FEROV, AND MARK PENGITORE

We can immediately see that λ(g′) = g′. Also, we see that g′(bx) = g′(x)f(x)−1f(c′x)
for all x ∈ B, and therefore, g′c′ ∈ CG(fb) by Lemma 4.4 as c′ ∈ CB(f, b). This
finishes the proof of the above claim.

To finish our proof, let κ : A/KA ≀B/LB → A/LA ≀B/LB be the unique projec-
tion map such that κ = κ′ ◦ λ.
Claim 2: κ(h) = 1 or, equivalently, h ∈ λ(K ′).

Proof of Claim 2: The argument is analogous to the one used in the infinite-order
case in the proof of Lemma 4.11. Letting x ∈ B/L′

B be arbitrary, we observe that

κ(h)(κ(x)) =
∏

y∈κ−1(κ(x))

h(y).

Note that if y ∈ κ−1(κ(x)), then b
ord(κ′(b))

y ∈ κ−1(κ(x)). In particular, we see that

if y ∈ κ−1(κ(x)), then
〈
b
ord(κ′(b))

〉
y ⊆ κ−1(κ(x)). Consequently, there are some

x1, . . . , xn such that

κ−1(κ(x)) =

n⊔

i=1

〈
b
ord(κ′(b))

〉
xi.

As h(y) = h(by) for all y ∈ B/L′
B, we see that

κ(h)(κ(x)) =

n∏

i=1

h(xi)
N ,

where N =
∣∣∣
〈
b
ord(κ′(b))

〉∣∣∣ in B/L′
B. Recall that ord(b) = C′|A/KA| ord(κ′(b)),

meaning that N = C′|A/KA|. This means that we can further write

κ(g)(κ(x)) =

n∏

i=1

(
g(xi)

|A/KA|
)C′

=

n∏

i=1

(1)
C′

= 1,

demonstrating that h ∈ ker(κ) = λ(K ′), as x ∈ B/L′
B was arbitrary, which proves

the claim.

We have demonstrated that if λ(gc) ∈ CG/L(λ(fb)), then there are c′ ∈ B, g′ ∈

AB, and h ∈ A/L
B/LB

A such that g′c′ ∈ CG(fb), H ∈ λ(K ′), and λ(gc) = hλ(g′c′),
meaning that

λ(gc) = λ(g′)hλ(c′) ∈ λ(g′)λ(c′)κ−1(1) = λ(g′c′)λ(K ′) ⊆ λ(g′c′)λ(K).

Therefore, we see that CG/L(λ(fb)) 6 λ(CG(fb)K), meaning that L is a C-CC
witness for (fb,K) in G. This shows that the element fb has C-CC in G, and thus,
by Remark 2.15 we see that the element hb has C-CC in G. �

We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof. Suppose that A and B are residually-C groups such that B is infinite. Fur-
ther, assume that B satisfies C-CC and every cyclic subgroup of B is C-separable
in B. Combining Lemma 4.11, Lemma 4.12, and Lemma 4.13, we see that every
element of A ≀B satisfies C-CC and thus A ≀ B satisfies C-CC.

To prove the moreover part of the statement, first let us suppose that A is an
abelian residually-C group and B is an infinite C-HCS group such that every cyclic
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subgroup of B is C-closed in B. By Theorem 1.1 we see that G = A ≀ B is a C-CS
group. By Theorem 2.11 we see that B satisfies C-CC and by the first part of the
proposition we get that G satisfies C-CC and thus, by Theorem 2.11 we see that G
is a C-HCS group. For the implication in the opposite direction, let A and B be
groups such that B is infinite and suppose that G = A ≀B is a C-HCS group. First,
let us note that B is a retract in G and thus B must be C-HCS by Remark 2.8.
Then, by Theorem 1.1, we see that A must be abelian residually-C group and every
cyclic subgroup of B must be C-separable in B, which concludes the proof. �

We can now state the main result.

Theorem 4.14. Let A and B be groups. Then, the restricted wreath product A ≀B
is a C-HCS group if and only if either one of the following is true:

(i) A is C-HCS and B ∈ C, or
(ii) A is abelian and residually-C, and B is C-HCS such that every cyclic sub-

group of B is C-separable in G.

Proof. The proof follows immediately from Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 3.1. �

5. Hereditarily conjugacy separable torsion groups

In this section, we prove that the Grigorchuk group is hereditarily conjugacy
separable, that is, we show that every finite-index subgroup of the Grigorchuk group
is conjugacy separable. We begin by defining the Grigorchuk group as follows.

For each binary sequence σ = σ1σ2 · · ·σk ∈ {0, 1}∗, we write |σ| = k for its
length. We then view these sequences as the vertices of an infinite binary rooted
tree T with root given by the empty sequence, ε, and each vertex σ ∈ {0, 1}∗

having two children given as σ0 and σ1. We then write Aut(T ) for the group
of all graph automorphism of this tree. Notice then that every automorphism
x ∈ Aut(T ) preserves the root and each level of the tree. Moreover, we see that
Aut(T ) = Aut(T ) ≀ Sym(2), that is, for each automorphism x ∈ Aut(T ), we may
write x = (x0, x1) ·s where each xi ∈ Aut(T ) is the action that x has on the subtree
rooted at i, and s ∈ Sym(2) is the permutation that the element performs to the
first level of the tree.

Given an automorphism x = (x0, x1) · s ∈ Aut(T ) ≀ Sym(2) = Aut(T ), we write
x|0 = x0 and x|1 = x1 for the restrictions of x to its first-level subtrees. For
each sequence σ ∈ {0, 1}∗, we then define the restriction x|σ recursively such that
x|ε = x, and x|α0 = (x|α)|0 and x|α1 = (x|α)|1 for each α ∈ {0, 1}∗.

The Grigorchuk group is defined as Γ = 〈a, b, c, d〉 ⊂ Aut(T ) where the actions
of the generators a, b, c and d are defined recursively as

a(0σ) = 1σ b(0σ) = 0a(σ) c(0σ) = 0a(σ) d(0σ) = 0σ

a(1σ) = 0σ b(1σ) = 1c(σ) c(1σ) = 1d(σ) d(1σ) = 1b(σ)

for each σ ∈ {0, 1}∗. Alternatively, we may think of the generators of Grigorchuk’s
group as the automorphisms of T described in Figure 1.

Let ℓ : Γ → N be the norm on Γ induced by the word metric with respect to the
generating set X = {a, b, c, d}. We then have the following lemma which relates
the length of an element to the length of its restrictions.

Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 8.2 and Corollary 8.3 in [14]). Let g ∈ Γ, then

(1) if ℓ(g) ≡ 0 mod 2, then ℓ(g|0), ℓ(g|1) 6 ℓ(g)/2; and
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Figure 1. Generators of Grigorchuk group

(2) if ℓ(g) ≡ 1 mod 2, then
(a) ℓ(g|0), ℓ(g|1) 6 ℓ(g)/2 + 1 and
(b) ℓ(g|0) + ℓ(g|1) 6 ℓ(g) + 1.

Hence, we have ℓ(g|0) + ℓ(g|1) 6 ℓ(g) + 1 for each g ∈ Γ.

For each n > 1, we define the n-th level stabilizer subgroup as

StabΓ(n) = {g ∈ Γ | g · v = v for each v ∈ {0, 1}∗ with |v| 6 n}.

We notice here that each subgroup StabΓ(n) is finite index and normal in Γ. These
stabilizer subgroups characterize the finite-index subgroups of Γ as follows.

Lemma 5.2 (Theorem 3.7 in [25]). The Grigorchuk group has the congruence
subgroup property (csp), that is, for each finite index subgroup H 6 Γ, there exists
some n > 1 such that StabΓ(n) 6 H.

We define the function ΨΓ : StabΓ(1) → Γ× Γ as

ΨΓ(g) = (g|0, g|1)

for each g ∈ StabΓ(1) 6 Γ. Notice then that ΨΓ is an injective homomorphism. We
make use of this function in the following definition.

Definition 5.3. Suppose that A,B 6 StabΓ(1) are finite-index normal subgroups
of Γ for which B ×B 6 ΨΓ(A). Then, we define a function

LiftB,A : Γ/B × Γ/B → P(StabΓ(1)/A)

such that gA ∈ LiftB,A(g0B, g1B) for each g = (g0, g1) ∈ StabΓ(1).

This function has the following important property.

Lemma 5.4. Let A,B 6 StabΓ(1) be finite-index normal subgroups of Γ such that
B × B 6 ΨΓ(A). For each pair of elements g0, g1 ∈ Γ, there exists an element
g = (g0, g1) ∈ StabΓ(1) if and only if LiftB,A(g0B, g1B) is nonempty. Moreover,
for such an element g, we have gA ∈ LiftB,A(g0B, g1B).

Proof. Let a pair of elements g0, g1 ∈ Γ be given such that c ∈ LiftB,A(g0B, g1B).
Then, from the definition of the function LiftB,A, we see that there exists some
element h = (h0, h1) ∈ StabΓ(1) for which c = hA, g0B = h0B and g1B = h1B.
Let b0, b1 ∈ B be such that g0 = h0b0 and g1 = h1b1.

We see that (b0, b1) ∈ B × B 6 ΨΓ(A), and thus, b = Ψ−1
Γ (b0, b1) ∈ A. Hence,

our desired element is given by g = hb ∈ Γ, that is, g = (g0, g1) = (h0b0, h1b1) ∈ Γ.
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Now suppose that we are given an element g = (g0, g1) as before, then by the
definition of the function LiftB,A we see that gA ∈ LiftB,A(g0B, g1B). �

5.1. The conjugacy problem. Suppose that N 6 StabΓ(1) is a finite-index nor-
mal subgroup of Γ. We then define the function QN : Γ× Γ → P(Γ/N) as

QN (g, h) = {xN ∈ Γ/N | x ∈ Γ with x−1gx = h}

for each g, h ∈ Γ. Notice then that the elements g, h ∈ Γ are conjugate in Γ if and
only if QN (g, h) is nonempty. Suppose then that n > 1 such that StabΓ(n) 6 N ,
then we define the function QN

n : Γ× Γ → P(Γ/N) as

QN
n (g, h) = {xN ∈ Γ/N | x ∈ Γ with x−1gx · StabΓ(n) = h · StabΓ(n)}

for each g, h ∈ Γ. We then notice that g, h ∈ Γ are conjugate in Γ/StabΓ(k) if and
only if QN

n (g, h) is nonempty. Notice then that for each m > n, we have

(2) QN(g, h) ⊆ QN
m(g, h) ⊆ QN

n (g, h)

for each g, h ∈ Γ. In Corollaries 5.6 and 5.7, we define a recursive algorithm to
compute these functions. These corollaries following from Lemma 5.5 as follows.

Lemma 5.5. Let N 6 StabΓ(1) and M 6 Γ be a normal subgroup of Γ (possibly
with infinite index) such that ΨΓ(N) = M ×M . In the following let x ∈ Γ:

(1) Let g, h ∈ Γ with

(x−1gx)N = hN,

then g ∈ StabΓ(1) if and only if h ∈ StabΓ(1).
(2) Let g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) with g = (g0, g1) and h = (h0, h1), then

(a) if x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1), then

(x−1gx)N = hN ⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 g0x0)M = h0 M

(x−1
1 g1x1)M = h1 M ;

(b) if x = (x0, x1)a ∈ StabΓ(1) · a, then

(x−1gx)N = hN ⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 g0x0)M = h1 M

(x−1
1 g1x1)M = h0 M.

(3) Let g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) · a with g = (g0, g1)a and h = (h0, h1)a, then
(a) if x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1), then

(x−1gx)N = hN ⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 (g0g1)x0)M = (h0h1)M

x1 M = (g1x0h
−1
1 )M ;

(b) if x = (x0, x1)a ∈ StabΓ(1) · a, then

(x−1gx)N = hN ⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 (g0g1)x0)M = (h1h0)M

x1 M = (g−1
0 x0h1)M.

Notice that in the above cases, we have reduced the problem of checking the conjugacy
of g and h to a problem involving the conjugacy of their first-level restrictions.

Proof. We see that (1) in the lemma statement follows as N 6 StabΓ(1) is a normal
subgroup. We prove the remaining parts of the statement as follows.

(2) Suppose that g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) with g = (g0, g1) and h = (h0, h1). In particular,
from this we can write gN = (g0M, g1M) and hN = (h0M,h1M).
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(a) Suppose that x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1). We then see that xN = (x0M,x1M)
and x−1N = (x−1

0 M,x−1
1 M). Thus,

(x−1gx)N = hN ⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 g0x0)M = h0M

(x−1
1 g1x1)M = h1M.

(b) Suppose that x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1) · a, then xN = (x0M,x1M) · a, and
thus, x−1N = (x−1

1 M,x−1
0 M) · a. Therefore, we see that

(x−1gx)N = hN ⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 g0x0)M = h1M

(x−1
1 g1x1)M = h0M.

(3) Suppose that g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) · a with g = (g0, g1) · a and h = (h0, h1) · a. From
this we can write gN = (g0Mg1M) · a and hN = (h0M,h1M) · a.
(a) If x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1), we then see that xN = (x0M,x1M) and

x−1N = (x−1
0 M,x−1

1 M). Thus, we see that

(x−1gx)N = hN ⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 g0x1)M = h0M

(x−1
1 g1x0)M = h1M.

Moreover, we see that this system of equations is equivalent to
{
(x−1

0 g0x1)(x
−1
1 g1x0)M = h0h1 M

x−1
1 M = (h1x

−1
0 g−1

1 )M

which can then be simplified to the system of equations
{
(x−1

0 (g0g1)x0)M = (h0h1)M

x1 M = (g1x0h
−1
1 )M.

(b) Suppose that x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1) · a, then xN = (x0M,x1M) · a, and
thus, x−1N = (x−1

1 M,x−1
0 M) · a. Therefore, we see that

(x−1gx)N = hN ⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 g0x1)M = h1M

(x−1
1 g1x0)M = h0M.

Moreover, we see that this system of equations is equivalent to
{
(x−1

0 g0x1)(x
−1
1 g1x0)M = h1h0 M

x−1
1 M = (h0x

−1
0 g−1

1 )M

which can then be simplified to the system of equations
{
(x−1

0 (g0g1)x0)M = (h1h0)M

x1 M = (g−1
0 x0h1)M.

Thus, we have our desired result. �

From the above lemma, we immediately obtain the following corollary which
provides a recursive formula for the function QA : Γ× Γ → P(Γ/A).

Corollary 5.6. Let A,B 6 StabΓ(1) be finite-index normal subgroups of Γ for
which B ×B 6 ΨΓ(A). Let g, h ∈ Γ, then QA(g, h) can be calculated as follows.
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(1) If g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) with g = (g0, g1) and h = (h0, h1), then

QA(g, h) = LiftB,A

(
QB(g0, h0)×QB(g1, h1)

)

∪ LiftB,A

(
QB(g1, h0)×QB(g0, h1)

)
· a.

(2) If g, h /∈ StabΓ(1) with g = (g0, g1) · a and h = (h0, h1) · a, then

QA(g, h) = LiftB,A

{
(x0B, x1B) ∈ Γ/B × Γ/B

∣∣∣∣∣
x0B ∈ QB(g0g1, h0h1)

and x1B = g1x0h
−1
1 B

}

∪ LiftB,A

{
(x0B, x1B) ∈ Γ/B × Γ/B

∣∣∣∣∣
x0B ∈ QB(g0g1, h1h0)

and x1B = g−1
0 x0h1B

}
· a.

In all remaining cases we have QA(g, h) = ∅.

Proof. Let g, h, x ∈ Γ, then we separate our proof into three parts as follows.
Suppose that g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) with g = (g0, g1) and h = (h0, h1). Then, from

Lemma 5.4 and 5.5 (with N = M = {1}), we see that

• if x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1), then

x−1gx = h ⇐⇒

{
x−1
0 g0x0 = h0

x−1
1 g1x1 = h1

⇐⇒

{
x0B ∈ QB(g0, h0)

x1B ∈ QB(g1, h1);

• if x = (x0, x1) · a ∈ StabΓ(1) · a, then

x−1gx = h ⇐⇒

{
x−1
0 g0x0 = h1

x−1
1 g1x1 = h0

⇐⇒

{
x0B ∈ QB(g0, h1)

x1B ∈ QB(g1, h0).

Hence, from Lemma 5.4, we see that

QA(g, h) = LiftB,A

(
QB(g0, h0)×QB(g1, h1)

)

∪ LiftB,A

(
QB(g1, h0)×QB(g0, h1)

)
· a.

Suppose that g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) · a with g = (g0, g1) · a and h = (h0, h1) · a. Then,
from Lemma 5.4 and 5.5 (with N = M = {1}), we see that

• if x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1), then

x−1gx = h ⇐⇒

{
x−1
0 (g0g1)x0 = h0h1

x1 = g1x0h
−1
1

⇐⇒

{
x0B ∈ QB(g0g1, h0h1)

x1B = g1x0h
−1
1 B;

• if x = (x0, x1)a ∈ StabΓ(1) · a, then

x−1gx = h ⇐⇒

{
x−1
0 (g0g1)x0 = h1h0

x1 = g−1
0 x0h1

⇐⇒

{
x0B ∈ QB(g0, g1, h1h0)

x1B = g−1
0 x0h1B.

Hence, from Lemma 5.4, we see that

QA(g, h) = LiftB,A

{
(x0B, x1B) ∈ Γ/B × Γ/B

∣∣∣∣∣
x0B ∈ QB(g0g1, h0h1)

and x1B = g1x0h
−1
1 B

}

∪ LiftB,A

{
(x0B, x1B) ∈ Γ/B × Γ/B

∣∣∣∣∣
x0B ∈ QB(g0g1, h1h0)

and x1B = g−1
0 x0h1B

}
· a.
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Since StabΓ(1) is a normal subgroup of Γ which contains B as a subgroup it
follows that in all remaining cases we have QB(g, h) = ∅. �

Further, Lemma 5.5 can then be used to find recurrence formulas for the functions
of the form QA

n : Γ× Γ → P(Γ/A) as follows.

Corollary 5.7. Let A,B 6 StabΓ(1) be finite-index normal subgroups of Γ for
which B × B 6 ΨΓ(A), and let n ∈ N with StabΓ(n + 1) 6 A and StabΓ(n) 6 B.
Let g, h ∈ Γ, then the function QA

n+1(g, h) can be calculated as follows.

(1) If g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) with g = (g0, g1) and h = (h0, h1), then

QA
n+1(g, h) = LiftB,A

(
QB

n (g0, h0)×QB
n (g1, h1)

)

∪ LiftB,A

(
QB

n (g1, h0)×QB
n (g0, h1)

)
· a.

(2) If g, h /∈ StabΓ(1) with g = (g0, g1) · a and h = (h0, h1) · a, then

QA
n+1(g, h) = LiftB,A

{
(x0B, x1B) ∈ Γ/B × Γ/B

∣∣∣∣∣
x0B ∈ QB

n (g0g1, h0h1)

and x1B = g1x0h
−1
1 B

}

∪ LiftB,A

{
(x0B, x1B) ∈ Γ/B × Γ/B

∣∣∣∣∣
x0B ∈ QB

n (g0g1, h1h0)

and x1B = g−1
0 x0h1B

}
· a.

In all remaining cases we have QA
n+1(g, h) = ∅.

Proof. In this proof, let g, h, x ∈ Γ.
Suppose that g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) with g = (g0, g1) and h = (h0, h1). Then, from

Lemma 5.4 and 5.5 (with N = StabΓ(n+ 1) and M = StabΓ(n)), we see that

• if x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1), then

(x−1gx)StabΓ(n+ 1) = h StabΓ(n+ 1)

⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 g0x0) StabΓ(n) = h0 StabΓ(n)

(x−1
1 g1x1) StabΓ(n) = h1 StabΓ(n)

⇐⇒

{
x0B ∈ QB

n (g0, h0)

x1B ∈ QB
n (g1, h1);

• if x = (x0, x1) · a ∈ StabΓ(1) · a, then

(x−1gx) StabΓ(n+ 1) = h StabΓ(n+ 1)

⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 g0x0) StabΓ(n) = h1 StabΓ(n)

(x−1
1 g1x1) StabΓ(n) = h0 StabΓ(n)

⇐⇒

{
x0B ∈ QB

n (g0, h1)

x1B ∈ QB
n (g1, h0).

Hence, from Lemma 5.4, we see that

QA
n+1(g, h) = LiftB,A

(
QB

n (g0, h0)×QB
n (g1, h1)

)

∪ LiftB,A

(
QB

n (g1, h0)×QB
n (g0, h1)

)
· a.

Suppose that g, h ∈ StabΓ(1) · a with g = (g0, g1) · a and h = (h0, h1) · a. Then,
from Lemma 5.4 and 5.5 (with N = StabΓ(n+ 1) and M = StabΓ(n)), we see that
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• if x = (x0, x1) ∈ StabΓ(1), then

(x−1gx) StabΓ(n+ 1) = h StabΓ(n+ 1)

⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 (g0g1)x0) StabΓ(n) = (h0h1) StabΓ(n)

x1 StabΓ(n) = (g1x0h
−1
1 ) StabΓ(n)

⇐⇒

{
x0B ∈ QB

n (g0g1, h0h1)

x1B = (g1x0h
−1
1 )B;

• if x = (x0, x1)a ∈ StabΓ(1) · a, then

(x−1gx) StabΓ(n+ 1) = h StabΓ(n+ 1)

⇐⇒

{
(x−1

0 (g0g1)x0) StabΓ(n) = (h1h0) StabΓ(n)

x1 StabΓ(n) = (g−1
0 x0h1) StabΓ(n)

⇐⇒

{
x0B ∈ QB

n (g0, g1, h1h0)

x1B = g−1
0 x0h1B.

Hence, from Lemma 5.4, we see that

QA
n+1(g, h) = LiftB,A

{
(x0B, x1B) ∈ Γ/B × Γ/B

∣∣∣∣∣
x0B ∈ QB

n (g0g1, h0h1)

and x1B = g1x0h
−1
1 B

}

∪ LiftB,A

{
(x0B, x1B) ∈ Γ/B × Γ/B

∣∣∣∣∣
x0B ∈ QB

n (g0g1, h1h0)

and x1B = g−1
0 x0h1B

}
· a.

Since StabΓ(1) is a normal subgroup of Γ which contains B as a subgroup, it
follows that in all remaining cases we have QB

n+1(g, h) = ∅. �

5.2. The subgroup K. Let K 6 Γ be the normal closure of the element (ab)2 in
the group Γ. Then, it is known from the Proposition on p. 230 of [5] that

• K =
〈
(ab)2, (bada)2, (abad)2

〉
;

• K is a finite-index normal subgroup of Γ with index [Γ : K] = 16;
• StabΓ(3) 6 K 6 StabΓ(1); and
• K ×K 6 Ψ(K).

From these properties, we see that Corollaries 5.6 and 5.7 apply with A = B = K.
Moreover, from Figure 2 in [17], we see that the cosets of K in Γ, with respect to
the generating set {a, b, d}, form the Schreier graph as in Figure 2 where

z0 = K, z1 = Kd, z2 = Kda, z3 = Kdad,

z4 = K(ad)2, z5 = Kada, z6 = Kad, z7 = Ka,

z8 = Kb, z9 = Kc, z10 = Kca, z11 = Kcad,

z12 = Kbadad, z13 = Kbada, z14 = Kbad, z15 = Kab.

Moreover, from Lemma 2.10 in [17], we see that

zi ∈ LiftK,K(zj , zk)

if and only if (j, k), i is an entry in Table 1.
In our proofs within this section, we make use of the commutator subgroup of Γ

which is given by

[Γ,Γ] = 〈{[x, y] | x, y ∈ {a, b, c, d}〉 .
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z0 z7 z6 z5

z1 z2 z3 z4

z8 z15 z14 z13

z9 z10 z11 z12

a d a

a d a

a d a

d d

b b b b

b b b b

d d

a d a

Figure 2. Schreier graph of K in G (where z0 ∈ K) with respect
to the generating set {a, b, d} by right-multiplication [17, Figure 2].

(w0, w1) w (w0, w1) w (w0, w1) w (w0, w1) w

(0,0) 0 (8,0) 5 (4,4) 0 (12,4) 5
(0,8) 1 (8,8) 4 (4,12) 1 (12,12) 4
(1,7) 13 (9,7) 8 (5,3) 13 (13,3) 8
(1,15) 12 (9,15) 9 (5,11) 12 (13,11) 9
(2,6) 4 (10,6) 1 (6,2) 4 (14,2) 1
(2,14) 5 (10,14) 0 (6,10) 5 (14,10) 0
(3,5) 9 (11,5) 12 (7,1) 9 (15,1) 12
(3,13) 8 (11,13) 13 (7,9) 8 (15,9) 13

Table 1. Lifting map [17, Table 1]

In particular, we see that

Γ/[Γ,Γ] =

〈
a, b, c, d

∣∣∣∣∣
a2 = b2 = d2 = bcd = 1, and

[x, y] = 1 for all x, y ∈ {a, b, c, d}

〉
.

From the Schreier graph in Figure 2, we see that [Γ,Γ] = K∪K(ad)2. In particular,
this means that [Γ,Γ] is an index 8 normal subgroup of Γ, and that

Γ = [Γ,Γ]{1, a, b, c, d, ab, ad, ac}.

We then have the following results.

Lemma 5.8. Let g ∈ Γ and suppose that g = (g0, g1) · a. Then

• if g ∈ [Γ,Γ]a, then g0g1, g1g0 ∈ [Γ,Γ];
• if g ∈ [Γ,Γ]ab, then g0g1, g1g0 ∈ [Γ,Γ]ac;
• if g ∈ [Γ,Γ]ac, then g0g1, g1g0 ∈ [Γ,Γ]ad; and
• if g ∈ [Γ,Γ]ad, then g0g1, g1g0 ∈ [Γ,Γ]b.

Proof. These results follow from the fact that Γ/[Γ,Γ] is abelian, and from the
recursive definition of the generators a, b, c and d. Alternatively, one can derive
this result form Figure 2, Table 1 and the property that [Γ,Γ] = K ∪K(ad)2. �

We then have the following result for QK : Γ× Γ → P(Γ/K).
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Lemma 5.9 (p. 157 of [13]). We have

QK(a, a) = K{1, a, dad, (ad)2}, QK(b, b) = K{1, b, c, d},

QK(c, c) = K{1, b, c, d} and QK(d, d) = K{1, b, c, d, ada, (ad)2, bada, badad}.

Moreover, Q(1, 1) = Γ/K, and Q(x, y) = ∅ for each x, y ∈ {a, b, c, d, 1} with x 6= y.

The subgroup K is of particular interest due to the following lemma.

Lemma 5.10. If g, h ∈ Γ with g · StabΓ(1) 6= h · StabΓ(1), then Q3(g, h) = ∅.
Moreover, if g, h ∈ Γ with ℓ(g), ℓ(h) 6 1, then QK(g, h) = QK

6 (g, h).

Proof. The first half of the lemma statement follows from Corollaries 5.6 and 5.7.
Throughout this proof, we implicitly use the property that

QK(g, h) ⊆ QK
n (g, h) ⊆ QK

m(g, h)

for each n > m > 3, which follows from the definition of these functions. Moreover,
we also use the property that a, b, c and d are the elements in Γ of length 1.

From the definition of the elements a, b, c, d ∈ Γ, we see that

a, b, c, d /∈ StabΓ(3) 6 K and 1 ∈ Stab(3) 6 K,

and thus

QK(g, 1) = QK(1, h) = QK
3 (g, 1) = QK

3 (1, h) = ∅

for each g, h ∈ {a, b, c, d}. Moreover, by definition, it is clear that

QK(1, 1) = QK
3 (1, 1) = Γ/K.

Thus, it is now sufficient for us to consider only the case where x, y ∈ {a, b, c, d}.
Notice that b, c, d ∈ StabΓ(1) and a /∈ StabΓ(1). In particular, this implies that

QK(a, h) = QK(g, a) = QK
3 (a, h) = QK

3 (g, a) = ∅

for each g, h ∈ {b, c, d}.
Considering Corollary 5.7, we see that

QK
4 (b, d) = LiftK,K(QK

3 (a, 1)×QK
3 (c, b)) ∪ LiftK,K(QK

3 (c, 1)×QK
3 (a, b)) · a

= LiftK,K(∅ ×QK
3 (c, d)) ∪ LiftK,K(∅ × ∅) · a = ∅,

QK
4 (c, d) = LiftK,K(QK

3 (a, 1)×QK
3 (d, b)) ∪ LiftK,K(QK

3 (d, 1)×QK
3 (a, b)) · a

= LiftK,K(∅ ×QK
3 (d, b)) ∪ LiftK,K(∅ × ∅) · a = ∅.

Again from Corollary 5.7, we see that

QK
5 (b, c) = LiftK,K(QK

4 (a, a)×QK
4 (c, d)) ∪ LiftK,K(QK

4 (c, a)×QK
4 (a, d))

= LiftK,K(QK
4 (a, a)× ∅) ∪ LiftK,K(∅ × ∅) · a = ∅.

From the definition of the function QK
n : Γ× Γ → P(Γ/K), we then see that

QK(g, h) = QK
5 (g, h) = ∅

for each g, h ∈ {b, c, d} with g 6= h.
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Thus, all that remains is to show that QK(g, g) = QK
6 (g, g) for g ∈ {a, b, c, d}.

From Corollary 5.7, we see that

Q4(a, a) = LiftK,K

{
(x0K,x1K)

∣∣∣∣∣
x0K ∈ QK

3 (1, 1)

and x1K = x0K

}

∪ LiftK,K

{
(x0K,x1K)

∣∣∣∣∣
x0K ∈ QK

3 (1, 1)

and x1K = x0K

}
· a

⊆ LiftK,K({(x, x) | x ∈ G/K}) ∪ LiftK,K({(x, x) | x ∈ G/K}) · a.

Thus, from Table 1 and Figure 2, we see that

QK
4 (a, a) ⊆ {z0, z4} ∪ {z0, z4} · a = {z0, z4} ∪ {z7, z3} = K{1, (ad)2, a, dad}.

Thus, from Lemma 5.9, we see that QK(a, a) = QK
4 (a, a).

From Corollary 5.7, we see that

QK
5 (b, b) = LiftK,K(QK

4 (a, a)×QK
4 (c, c)) ∪ LiftK,K(QK

4 (c, a)×QK
4 (a, c)) · a

= LiftK,K(QK
4 (a, a)×QK

4 (c, c))

⊆ LiftK,K(QK(a, a)×G/K) = LiftK,K({z0, z3, z4, z7} ×G/K)

and

QK
5 (c, c) = LiftK,K(QK

4 (a, a)×QK
4 (d, d)) ∪ LiftK,K(QK

4 (d, a)×QK
4 (a, d)) · a

= LiftK,K(QK
4 (a, a)×QK

4 (d, d))

⊆ LiftK,K(QK(a, a)×G/K) = LiftK,K({z0, z3, z4, z7} ×G/K).

From Table 1, we then see that

QK
5 (b, b), QK

5 (c, c) ⊆ {z0, z1, z8, z9} = K{1, d, b, c}.

From Lemma 5.9, we conclude that QK(b, b) = QK(c, c) = QK
5 (b, b) = QK

5 (c, c).
From Corollary 5.7, we see that

QK
6 (d, d) = LiftK,K(QK

5 (1, 1)×QK
5 (b, b)) ∪ LiftK,K(QK

5 (b, 1)×QK
5 (1, b)) · a

= LiftK,K(QK
5 (1, 1)×QK

5 (b, b))

= LiftK,K(QK(1, 1)×QK(b, b)) = LiftK,K(G/K × {z0, z1, z8, z9}).

From Table 1, we then see that

QK
6 (d, d) = {z0, z1, z4, z5, z8, z9, z12, z13} = K{1, d, (ad)2, ada, b, c, badad, bada}.

Then, from Lemma 5.9, we see that QK(d, d) = QK
6 (d, d).

Thus, we have proven all cases of our lemma. �

We may then generalize the above lemmas as follows.

Lemma 5.11. If x, y ∈ Γ with ℓ(x), ℓ(y) 6 2, then QK(x, y) = QK
10(x, y).

Proof. From Lemma 5.10, we see that if ℓ(x), ℓ(y) 6 1, then QK(x, y) = QK
6 (x, y).

Thus, in the remainder of this proof, we assume that either ℓ(x) = 2 or ℓ(y) = 2.
We first note that the set of all elements of length 2 can be given as

S2 = {ab, ba, ac, ca, ad, da}.

Notice then that g /∈ StabΓ(1) for each g ∈ S2.
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If g ∈ S2, then it follows from Corollary 5.7 that

QK(g, y) = QK
3 (g, y) = QK(x, g) = QK

3 (x, g) = ∅

for each x, y ∈ {1, b, c, d} ⊂ StabΓ(1).
Suppose g = (g0, g1) · a ∈ S2 and h = (h0, h1) · a ∈ S2, then from Lemma 5.1 we

have ℓ(g0g1), ℓ(g1g0), ℓ(h0h1), ℓ(h1h0) 6 2. From Corollary 5.7, we see that

QK
7 (g, a) = LiftK,K

{
(x0K,x1K)

∣∣∣∣∣
x0K ∈ QK

6 (g0g1, 1)

and x1K = g1x0K

}

∪ LiftK,K

{
(x0K,x1K)

∣∣∣∣∣
x0K ∈ QK

6 (g0g1, 1)

and x1K = g−1
0 x0K

}
· a

and

QK
7 (a, h) = LiftK,K

{
(x0K,x1K)

∣∣∣∣∣
x0K ∈ QK

6 (1, h0h1)

and x1K = x0h
−1
1 K

}

∪ LiftK,K

{
(x0K,x1K)

∣∣∣∣∣
x0K ∈ QK

6 (1, h1h0)

and x1K = x0h1K

}
· a.

We then see that each element of the form gigj and hihj is either of length 2 and
thus does not belong to StabΓ(1), or of length at most 1. Therefore, from earlier
in this proof and from Lemma 5.10, we see that

QK
6 (gigj , 1) = QK(gigj , 1) and QK

6 (1, hihj) = QK(1, hihj)

for each (i, j) ∈ {(0, 1), (1, 0)}. Thus, from Corollary 5.7, we see that

QK
7 (g, a) = QK(g, a) and QK

7 (a, h) = QK(a, h)

for each g, h ∈ S2. Thus, all that remains is to prove our result for x, y ∈ S2.
Suppose that g = (g0, g1) · a ∈ S2 and h = (h0, h1) · a ∈ S2. Lemma 5.1 then

implies ℓ(g0g1), ℓ(g1g0), ℓ(h0h1), ℓ(h1h0) 6 2. From Corollary 5.6 and 5.7, if

QK
n (g0g1, h0h1) = QK(g0g1, h0h1) and

QK
n (g0g1, h1h0) = QK(g0g1, h1h0)

for some n > 4, then QK
n+1(g, h) = QK(g, h). Notice that since g ∈ S2, we see that

g ∈ [Γ,Γ]{ab, ac, ad}. We consider these case one after the other as follows.

• If g ∈ [Γ,Γ]ad, then from Lemma 5.8 we have g0g1, g1g0 /∈ S2, thus

QK
7 (g0g1, h0h1) = QK(g0g1, h0h1) and

QK
7 (g0g1, h1h0) = QK(g0g1, h1h0),

and thus QK
8 (g, h) = QK(g, h).

• If g ∈ [Γ,Γ]ac, then from Lemma 5.8 we have g0g1, g1g0 ∈ [Γ,Γ]ad, thus

QK
8 (g0g1, h0h1) = QK(g0g1, h0h1) and

QK
8 (g0g1, h1h0) = QK(g0g1, h1h0),

and thus QK
9 (g, h) = QK(g, h).
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• If g ∈ [Γ,Γ]ab, then from Lemma 5.8 we have g0g1, g1g0 ∈ [Γ,Γ]ac, thus

QK
9 (g0g1, h0h1) = QK(g0g1, h0h1) and

QK
9 (g0g1, h1h0) = QK(g0g1, h1h0),

and thus QK
10(g, h) = QK(g, h).

We now conclude that QK
10(g, h) = QK(g, h) for each ℓ(g), ℓ(h) 6 2. �

5.3. Splitting trees. Let g, h ∈ Γ and m > 3, then we construct a finite rooted
tree Tg,h,m, which we call a splitting tree, as follows:

(1) The root of the tree is labeled (m;x, y).
(2) For each vertex labeled as (n+ 1, x, y) with n > 3,

• if x·StabΓ(1) 6= y·StabΓ(1), then the vertex does not have any children;
• if x, y ∈ StabΓ(1) with x = (x0, x1) and y = (y0, y1), then the vertex
has 4 children as in Figure 3a; and

• if x, y /∈ StabΓ(1) with x = (x0, x1) · a and y = (y0, y1) · a, then the
vertex has 2 children as in Figure 3b.

Notice that the tree Tg,h,m is locally finite and has depth at most m − 3. Thus,
the tree Tg,h,m has finitely many vertices. Notice also that the splitting tree Tg,h,m
corresponds to the computation one would perform in order to calculate QK

m(g, h)
from the recursive formulas given in Corollary 5.7.

(n+ 1;x, y)

(n;x0, y0) (n;x1, y1) (n;x1, y0)(n;x0, y1)

(a) Splitting case 1: g, h ∈ StabΓ(1)

(n+ 1;x, y)

(n;x0x1, y0y1) (n;x1x0, y0y1)

(b) Splitting case 2: g, h /∈ StabΓ(1)

Figure 3. Splitting cases

We now prove some properties of splitting trees as follows.

Lemma 5.12. Let Tg,h,m be a splitting tree. If (n; g, h) labels a leaf of the tree with
n > 4, then QK

n (g, h) = QK(g, h) = ∅. Moreover, suppose that there is a subset V
of the vertices of Tg,h,m such that

• each vertex in V has a label of the form (n;x, y) with QK
n (x, y) = QK(x, y),

• and every root-to-leaf path in Tg,h,m contains some vertex in V ,

then we have QK
m(g, h) = QK(g, h).

Proof. From the definition of the splitting tree, if a leaf of the tree has a label of the
form (n;x, y) with n > 4, then x·StabΓ(1) 6= y ·StabΓ(1). Thus, from Corollary 5.7,
we see that QK

n (x, y) = QK(x, y) = ∅.
Suppose that V is a set of vertices as described in the lemma statement. From

Corollaries 5.6 and 5.7 and the definition of splitting trees, we may lift the equalities
QK

n (x, y) = QK(x, y), which corresponding to the labels (n, x, y) of vertices in V ,
to obtain QK

m(g, h) = QK(g, h). �

Using splitting trees, we strengthen Lemma 5.11 as follows.
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Lemma 5.13. Let r ∈ N and m = 4⌈log2(2r)⌉+ 10, then

QK(g, h) = QK
m(g, h)

for each g, h ∈ Γ with ℓ(g), ℓ(h) 6 r.

Proof. Consider the splitting tree Tg,h,m.
In the following, we construct a set of vertices V as in Lemma 5.12.
For each root to leaf path p = v0 → v1 → · · · → vk in Tg,h,m:

• If k 6 m− 10, then vk is labeled as (n;x, y) for n > 10. From Lemma 5.12,
we see that QK

n (x, y) = QK(x, y), thus we add vk to V .
• Otherwise, from Lemma 5.8 and the definition of a splitting tree, we see
that every 4 consecutive vertices vi → vi+1 → vv+2 → vi+3 in p must
contain at least one vertex labeled as (n, x, y) where x, y ∈ StabΓ(1). From
Lemma 5.1 and the definition of splitting trees, we see that for each i if vi
is labeled by (m− i, x, y) and the vertex vi+3 is labeled by (m− i+3, x′, y′),
then ℓ(g′) 6 ℓ(g)/2 + 1 and ℓ(h′) 6 ℓ(h)/2 + 1.

Notice that in this case, the vertex vm−10 must be labeled by QK
10(g, h)

where ℓ(g), ℓ(h) 6 2. From Lemma 5.11, we see that QK
10(g, h) = QK(g, h).

Thus, we add vm−10 to the set V .

From these two cases, we see that we may construct a subset of vertices V as in
Lemma 5.12, and thus, QK

m(x, y) = QK(x, y) as desired. �

5.4. The subgroups Km. From the subgroup K, we can define a sequence of
subgroups Km as

K0 = K and Km+1 = Ψ−1
Γ (Km ×Km) for each m > 0.

We then see that each of these subgroups Km is normal in Γ by an induction on
m as follows. By definition, we see that K0 = K is a normal subgroup. Suppose
that Km is a normal subgroup, and let x = (x0, x1) ∈ Γ and k = (k0, k1) ∈ Km+1.
Then, we have

x−1kx = (x−1
1 k1x1, x

−1
0 k0x0) ∈ Km+1

since ki ∈ Km implies that x−1
i kixi ∈ Km. Thus, Km+1 is normal if Km is normal.

Recall that StabΓ(3) 6 K 6 StabΓ(1). Thus, it follows that

StabΓ(m+ 3) 6 Km 6 StabΓ(m+ 1)

for each m > 0. Notice then that it follows that each Km is a finite-index subgroup
of Γ. We generalize Corollary 5.13 to obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 5.14. Let r,m ∈ N, then there exists some n such that

QKm(g, h) = QKm
n (g, h)

for each g, h ∈ Γ with ℓ(g), ℓ(h) 6 r.

Proof. From Corollaries 5.6 and 5.7, we see that for each m > 1 and n > 4, we
have QKm(g, h) = QKm

n (g, h) if

QKm−1(g|u1
, h|v1) = Q

Km−1

n−1 (g|u1
, h|v1) and

QKm−1((g|u1
)(g|u2

), (h|v1)(h|v2)) = Q
Km−1

n−1 ((g|u1
)(g|u2

), (h|v1)(h|v2 ))

for all (u1, u2), (v1, v2) ∈ {(0, 1), (1, 0)}. Thus, from Lemma 5.1, we see that

ℓ(g|u1
), ℓ(hv1), ℓ((g|u1

)(g|u2
)), ℓ((h|v1 )(h|v2))) 6 max{ℓ(g), ℓ(h)}+ 1.



42 ALEX BISHOP, MICHAL FEROV, AND MARK PENGITORE

From this, we see that if

QKm−1(x, y) = Q
Km−1

n−1 (x, y)

for each x, y ∈ Γ with ℓ(x), ℓ(y) 6 max{ℓ(g), ℓ(h)}+ 1, then

QKm(x, y) = QKm
n (x, y).

From an induction on n and m, we see that for all m > 1 and n > m+ 4, if

QK(x, y) = QK
n−m(x, y)

for each x, y ∈ Γ with ℓ(x), ℓ(y) 6 max{ℓ(g), ℓ(h)}+m, then

QKm(g, h) = QKm
n (g, h).

From Lemma 5.13, we see that

QK(x, y) = QK
n−m(x, y)

for each x, y ∈ Γ with ℓ(x), ℓ(y) 6 r +m where n = 4⌈log2(2(r +m))⌉ + 10 +m.
Thus, from our earlier induction, we have

QKm(g, h) = QKm
n (g, h)

for each ℓ(g), ℓ(h) 6 r where n = 4⌈log2(2(r +m))⌉+ 10 +m. �

5.5. Theorem. We now prove the main theorem of this section as follows.

Theorem 5.15. The Grigorchuk group is hereditarily conjugacy separable. In par-
ticular, the Grigorchuk group is 2-hereditarily conjugacy separable.

Proof. Notice then that if we are given some finite-index subgroup H 6 Γ, then
from Lemma 5.2, we have Km 6 StabΓ(m) 6 H for some m > 1. We then see that
given any two elements g, h ∈ H , we have that g and h are conjugate in H if and
only if the intersection QKm(g, h)∩H/Km is nonempty. From Lemma 5.14, we then
know that there exists some n > 1 such that this intersection can be calculated as

QKm(g, h) ∩H/Km = QKm
n (g, h) ∩H/Km.

Thus, g, h ∈ H are conjugate in H if and only if they are conjugate in H/StabH(n).
We then see that the finite-index subgroup H is conjugacy separable.

It is well-known that the Grigorchuk group is a 2-group (see Theorem 17 on
p. 222 of [5]). Thus, the subgroup H and hence the quotient H/StabH(n) are also
2-groups. From this, we then conclude that H is 2-conjugacy separable, and thus
the Grigorchuk group is 2-hereditarily conjugacy separable. �

Our proof of the above theorem does not generalize to other groups acting on
rooted trees that are known to be conjugacy separable, such as Gupta-Sidki groups
GS(p), which begs the natural question: are the Gupta-Sidki groups GS(p) heredi-
tarily conjugacy separable, and thus p-hereditarily conjugacy separable? In partic-
ular, we pose the following question.

Question 5.16. Suppose that G is regular branch group, and suppose that G is
contracting and that G has congruence subgroup property, i.e. every subgroup of
finite index contains a level stabilizer subgroup. Is it true that G is hereditarily
conjugacy separable?
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Appendix A. C-Centralizer condition and the C-completion

The aim of the appendix is to provide characterize residually-C groups satisfying
C-centralizer condition in terms of their pro-C completion, thus generalizing [22,
Corollary 12.2] to the setting of pro-C topologies, where C is an extension-closed
pseudo-variety of finite groups. Background on pro-C completions can be found in
the books [28] or [29].

The pro-C completion ĜC of G is the inverse limit of all finite quotients of form
G/K where K ∈ NC(G). Moreover, there exists a canonical embedding of ĜC

into
∏

N∈NC(G) G/N . Thus, ĜC can be equipped with the topology induced by

the product topology on
∏

N∈NC(G)G/N where each finite group G/N is equipped

with the discrete topology. Hence, G̃ is a compact topological group. Finally, for a
subgroup H 6 G, we denote its pro-C-closure in G̃ as H.

Let H 6 G and g ∈ H be arbitrary. We say that the pair (H, g) satisfies C −CCG

if for every subgroup K ∈ NC(G) there is a group L ∈ NC(G) such that L 6 K and

CπL(H)(πL(g)) ⊆ πL(CH(g)K) in G/L.

The following statement is a generalization of [22, Proposition 12.1].

Proposition A.1. Let G be a residually-C group, and let H 6 G, g ∈ G be arbi-
trary. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) the pair (H, g) satisfies C −CCG,

(ii) CH(g) = CH(g) in ĜC .

Proof. For each N ∈ NC(G), we let ϕN : G → G/N be the natural surjection.

Then the map ϕ : G → ĜC defined by ϕ(x) = (ϕN (x))N∈NC(G) is a homomorphism,
and since G is residually-C, the homomorphism ϕ is an injection. Each homomor-
phism ϕN for each N ∈ NC(G) can be then be uniquely extended to a continuous

homomorphism ϕ̃N : ĜC → G/N .
Suppose that the pair (H, g) satisfies C −CCG. We want to show that CH(g) =

CH(g) in ĜC . Let us note that the inclusion CH(g) ⊆ CH(g) holds trivially; hence,

we only need to show the inclusion in the opposite direction, i.e. CH(g) ⊆ CH(g).

Let h ∈ H \ CH(g) be arbitrary. By definition, there exists some subgroup K ∈
NC(G) such that π̂K(h) /∈ CπK(H)(g). As the pair (H, g) satisfies C −CCG, there is
a subgroup L ∈ NC(G) such that L 6 K and where

CπL(H)(πL(g)) ⊆ πL(CH(g)K) in G/L.

Since L 6 K, we see that π̂K factors through π̂L, namely π̂K = πK,L ◦ π̂L. This
means that π̂(h) /∈ CπL(H)(g). Therefore, h /∈ CH , and consequently, CH(g) ⊆

CH(g) in ĜC .

Now suppose that CH(g) = CH(g) in ĜC . Choose any K ∈ NC(G) denote
K = {L ∈ NC(G) |L 6 K}. We proceed by contradiction, and suppose that for each
L ∈ L, there is an xL ∈ H such that ϕL(xL) ∈ CϕL(H)(ϕL(ϕL(g)))\ϕL(CH(g)K).
We observe that L is a directed set where if L1, L2 ∈ L, then L1 � L2 if and only
if L2 6 L1. Hence, (xL)L∈L is a net in ĜC , and since ĜC is compact, this net has a

cluster point h ∈ H 6 ĜC .
Consider any N ∈ NC(G), and set L = N ∩ K ∈ NC(G). According to the

definition of the topology of ĜC , there is a subgroup M ∈ L such that M 6 L
and ϕL(xM ) = ϕ̃L(h). By construction, we have that ϕL(xM ) ∈ CϕL(H)(ϕL(g)).
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Therefore, ϕ̃L(h) ∈ CϕL(H)(ϕL(g)) which implies that ϕ̃N (h) ∈ CϕN (H)(ϕN (g))
because L 6 N. Given that the latter holds for everyN ∈ NC(G); hence, h ∈ CH(g).

On the other hand, given that h is a cluster point of the net (xL)L∈L and
K ∈ L, there exists M ∈ L where ϕK(xM ) = ϕ̃H(h). Since M 6 K, we have
xM /∈ CH(g)KM = CH(g)K = ϕ−1

K (ϕK(CH(g))). Therefore, ϕ̃K(h) = ϕK(xM ) /∈

ϕK(CH(g)). Hence, h /∈ CH(g) which is a contradiction. Hence, (H, g) satisfies
C −CCG. �

Therefore, we have the following corollary which generalizes [22, Corollary 12.2]
to the pro-C setting.

Corollary A.2. A residually-C group G satisfies C-CC if and only if CG(g) =
CĜC(g).

We note that C-conjugacy separability of a residually-C group G is equivalent to
the condition

gĜ
C

∩G = gG in ĜC , for all g ∈ G.

In other words, the above condition says that two elements g and h of G are
conjugate in G̃C if and only if they are conjugate in G.

We finish by reformulating the C-hereditary conjugacy separability of G in purely
pro-C terms.

Corollary A.3. Suppose that G is a residually-C group. Then G is C-hereditarily
conjugacy separable if and only if for every g ∈ G both of the following hold in the
pro-C completion ĜC of G:

• hG̃C

∩G = gG;

• CG(g) = CĜC (g).
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