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QUASI-ISOMETRY CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN GRAPH 2-BRAID

GROUPS AND ITS APPLICATIONS

BYUNG HEE AN AND SANGROK OH

ABSTRACT. In [Oh22], the second author defined a complex of groups decomposition of the
fundamental group of a finitely generated 2-dimensional special group, called an intersection
complex, which is a quasi-isometry invariant. In this paper, using the theory of intersection
complexes, we classify the class of 2-braid groups over graphs with circumference < 1 up to
quasi-isometry. Moreover, we find a sufficient condition when such a graph 2-braid group is
quasi-isometric to a right-angled Artin group or not. Finally, by applying the same method,
we also find that there is an algorithm to determine whether two 4-braid groups over trees
are quasi-isometric or not.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In geometric group theory, a central objective is the classification of finitely generated
groups up to quasi-isometry. As part of this endeavor, attention often focuses on specific
subclasses of special groups, which are defined as the fundamental groups of special cube
complexes in the sense of Haglund and Wise [HWOS8] (see Definition 2.9]). Notable examples
include right-angled Artin groups (RAAGs) and right-angled Coxeter groups (RACGs), both
of which have been extensively studied and remain active research areas. For RAAGs, see
[BNO8|, BKS08|, Hual7al [Mar20], and for RACGs, see [DT17, NT19, BX20, [EdI24].

This paper focuses on another subclass of special groups, namely graph braid groups (or
braid groups over graphs), which, while less well-known than RAAGs and RACGs, have
garnered sustained interest from researchers. Since their introduction in [Abr00], graph braid
groups have been examined for their relationships to RAAGs, as some graph braid groups are
isomorphic to RAAGs; embeddability [Sab07, [CW04] as well as conditions for isomorphism
between graph braid groups and RAAGs [KKP12, [FS08, [CD14] [KLP16]. Additionally, studies
have investigated their algebraic properties, including group presentations, homology, and
cohomology rings (see [FS05, [FS12, KP12, [AM21]).

The large-scale geometry of graph braid groups, however, is a relatively recent field of
study compared to the more developed investigations of RAAGs and RACGs, or the alge-
braic properties of graph braid groups. Fernandes introduced a quasi-isometry invariant for
graph 2-braid groups called the intersection complexr [Ferl2]. Building on this, the second
author of this paper refined the definition and used it to determine when graph 2-braid groups
are quasi-isometric to RAAGs [Oh22]. Genevois [Gen21] and Berlyne [Ber21] independently
investigated various hyperbolic properties of graph braid groups, including Gromov hyper-
bolicity, acylindrical hyperbolicity, and toral relative hyperbolicity.

Motivated by [Oh22], this paper seeks to further the quasi-isometric classification of graph
2-braid groups By (I"), leveraging their status as special groups. It is well-known among experts
that graph 2-braid groups are isomorphic to free groups when the defining graphs are trees.
Genevois [Gen21] demonstrated that Bs(T") is hyperbolic if and only if I' has no pair of disjoint
induced cycles, and that Bo(I") is hyperbolic relative to abelian subgroups if and only if T’
does not contain an induced cycle disjoint from two other induced cycles. Thus, it is natural
to begin by examining the geometry of 2-braid groups over graphs that are almost trees but
contain pairs of disjoint cycles.

1.1. Bunches of grapes and their 2-braid groups. The circumference of a graph is the
length of any longest cycle in the graph. As a graph with circumference zero is a tree, a
natural candidate of a tree-like graph with induced cycles might be a planar graph with
circumference at most one, which is called a bunch of grapes. See Figure [l for example and
Definition 3] for details.

A bunch of grapes I' comprises two key elements, a tree Tr (referred to as the stem) and
a function ¢r : V(Tr) — Z> 0 defined on the vertex set of Tp. The function ¢ specifies the
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FiGURE 1. Examples of a bunch of graphs and its stem

number of induced cycles (called grapes) attached to each vertex v € V(Tr). The set of all
bunches of grapes is denoted by Srape. We also define subclasses of Grape

Grape®®® = {T" € Grape | Jv,w € V(Tr), (v # w) A (lr(v) > 0) A (r(w) > 0)},

large

Grape, ., =1{I' € Grape'® | Vv € V(Tr), (valt.(v) <2 = fr(v) > 1)},
Grapelr®® = {I' € Graper® | Vv € V(Tr), fr(v) > 1}.

normal
It is known and checked easily that for any bunch of grapes I' which is non-large, the 2-
braid group over I' is free by Theorem [3.9] [KP12, Theorem 4.8], and its quasi-isometry class
can be determined easily.
The first main result of this paper is an algorithmic classification of quasi-isometry classes
of 2-braid groups over bunches of grapes.

Main Theorem A (Theorem [6.7). Let T’ and I be bunches of grapes. Then there exists an
algorithm to determine whether Bo(T') and Bo(I) are quasi-isometric.

According to [Abr00], if a graph IT" is suitably subdividedﬂ, then the n-braid group B, (I")
is the fundamental group of the unordered discrete configuration space U D, (I") of n points
in I', which turns out to be special cube complexes.

Following the preceding paragraph, Main Theorem [Al is rephrased as follows: for I'1, Ty €
Srape, there is an algorithm to determine whether there exists a quasi-isometry between the
universal covers UDy(I'1) and UDy(T'2) of UD2(I'1) and UD2(I'2). The proof will be done
following two common schemes in geometric group theory:

e In order to show that UD5(T'1) and UDs(T'y) are not quasi-isometric, use a quasi-
isometry invariant which distinguishes them up to quasi-isometry.

o If the quasi-isometry invariant does not distinguish UD2(I'1) and UDy(I'2) up to
quasi-isometry, construct a purported quasi-isometry between them and show that it
is indeed a quasi-isometry.

1.1.1. Intersection complexes. The main quasi-isometry invariant we use is the intersection
complex, which will be briefly introduced below.

Let Y be a compact special cube complex of dimension 2 (a square compler) and Y its
universal cover. A standard product subcomplex of Y is defined as a local isometry ¢ : Py xPs —
Y for two finite graphs P; and Py without leaves such that the restriction to each factor is
injective. A standard product subcomplex of Y is defined as an elevation 7 : P; x Py — Y of
¢ such that (covering map) oz = ¢ o (covering map). For the standard product subcomplex of
either Y or Y, P; x P is called its base. See Definition for the precise definition.

Ior instance, if n = 2, then any simple graph is suitably subdivided in this sense.
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Let X be either Y or Y. A standard product subcomplex of X which is maximal under
the inclusion relation is called a mazimal product subcomplex. Then we can define the in-
tersection complex Z(X), which encodes the coarse intersection pattern of maximal product
subcomplexes of X, as follows:

e The vertex set of Z(X) consists of maximal product subcomplexes in X, and a set of
(k+1) vertices spans k-simplices whenever the (k+ 1) maximal product subcomplexes
share standard product subcomplexes.

e To each simplex A of Z(X), the base of the standard product subcomplex correspond-
ing to A is assigned such that if A is a face of A/, then the label of A is factor-wisely
contained in that of A.

A (semi-)morphism between intersection complexes is defined as a combinatorial map which
preserves this kind of certain inclusion relation between labels (see Definition 2.2T]).
In particular, Z(Y") will be called the reduced intersection complez of Y and denoted by

RI(Y). Indeed, there is a group action of m1(Y) on Z(Y') such that this action induces a
(canonical) quotient morphism p : Z(Y) — RZ(Y) (Theorem 2.24]).
Then the second author proved the quasi-isometry invariance of Z(Y") in [Oh22, Theorem C],

which is also stated in Theorem [2.231

1.1.2. Operations on bunches of grapes. We introduce operations on bunches of grapes, called
pruning empty twigs and smoothing twigs, picking over-grown grapes, and picking over-grown
substems in Definitions 5.1 5.4l and 514l These operations naturally induce an isomorphism
between the intersection complexes of the 2-braid groups and thus we follow the second scheme
mentioned above to show that the quasi-isometry type of the 2-braid groups is preserved. See
Theorems (£.3] B.5, and

Moreover, these operations reduce bunches of grapes to smaller classes such as from Grape
to 9rape':c:rg:13| and to 9rape:r?crﬁe,
quasi-minimal representative.
Main Theorem B (Theorems and [64] Algorithm [B]). Let I' € Grape'®®. Then there is
a unique quasi-minimal representative T'min up to isometry, and Bo(T') is quasi-isometric to
BQ (Pmin)-

Moreover, there is a finite-time algorithm producing I min from T.

large

and produce eventually a unique bunch of grapes, called the

1.1.3. The completeness of the invariant. The intersection complex is not a complete in-
variant. Specifically, the converse of Theorem 2.23] does not hold even when limited to 2-
dimensional RAAGs ([Mar20, [Hua24]); if we further restrict to 2-dimensional RAAGs with
finite outer automorphism groups, then the converse does hold [Oh22 Theorem 5.6].

By Main Theorem [Bl we can consider a subclass of Sraper?crﬁe consisting of quasi-minimal
bunches of grapes

large large . c e .

Grape.w = {I' € Grape,;; | I is quasi-minimal}.
large
min

Then the intersection complex Z(UDy(—)) on Grape =" is indeed a complete invariant.

Main Theorem C (Proposition 7] and Theorem [6.5). Let I',\T” € Srapelri:ﬁe be quasi-

minimal. If there is an isomorphism between Z(UDo(T")) and Z(UDy(T")), then T’ and T are
1sometric.

1.2. Applications. There are two applications of our study of 2-braid groups over bunches
of grapes to other groups.
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1.2.1. Graph 2-braid groups and RAAGSs. The first one is to strengthen the result in [Oh22]
about the determination of which graph 2-braid groups are quasi-isometric to RAAGs or not.
Proposition 5.16 and Corollary 5.18 in [Oh22] say that there are infinitely many graphs with
circumference one whose 2-braid groups are/are not quasi-isometric to RAAGs. By Main
Theorem [C] we can enlarge both classes of graph 2-braid groups.

Main Theorem D (Theorem [T.0)). There are infinitely many graphs with circumference one
whose 2-braid groups are quasi-isometric to RAAGSs; this class properly contains the class in
[Oh22] Proposition 5.16].

There are also infinitely many graphs with circumference one whose 2-braid groups are not
quasi-isometric to RAAGSs; this class properly contains the class in [Oh22, Corollary 5.18].

1.2.2. Tree 4-braid groups. Recall that the isomorphic classification of tree 4-braid groups are
completely solved by [Sab09]. That is, two tree 4-braid groups are isomorphic if and only if
the underlying trees are homeomorphic.

The other application of our result is to provide a complete classification of tree 4-braid
groups up to quasi-isometry.

For a tree A, we construct a bunch of grapes I'(A) grown from A, whose stem is given as A
(Definition [Z.7]). Then we have the following result.

Main Theorem E (Theorem [(.9 and Corollary [[.11]). Let A be a tree and I' = I'(A) be a
bunch of grapes grown from A. Then By(A) and Bo(T') are quasi-isometric.

Moreover, given two trees A1, Ao, there exists an algorithm to determine whether By(A1)
and B4(A2) are quasi-isometric.

1.3. Remarks and questions. Here, we remark the following:

(1) For a graph ', let U P(T") be a subcomplex of U Dy(I") which is the union of all maximal
product subcomplexes of UDs(I"). Our results are indeed for UP5(I") (or UP(T")) as U P»(I)

large
normal*®

Proposition 1.1 (Proposition 7). Let I' € Grape ™ Then the subcomplex UPy(T) is

normal

locally convez in UDy(I"). Moreover, the 2-braid group Bo(T") is isomorphic to m (U Py (T'))+F,,
for some n > 2.

shares the (almost) same quasi-isometry type of UDy(T") if I' belongs to Grape

This proposition was one of the main reasons why 2-braid groups over bunches of grapes
are completely classified up to quasi-isometry in this paper, using the quasi-isometry invari-
ant ‘intersection complexes’ which captures the coarse pattern of maximal standard product
subcomplexes.

As UP,(T) is always a special square complex itself for any graph I' (Lemma [ZTIT]), one
may ask the local convexity of UP(I") in UDy(T).

Question 1. For any graph T', is UP(I") always locally convex in UDy(T"), possibly after
subdividing or smoothing I' as described in Remark Z3F Alternatively, is 71 (UP»(T')) a
subgroup of By(I")?

At the very least, if we can identify a class of graphs that provides an affirmative answer to
Question [Tl and extends Gra pe'lfc:fﬁal,
this class of graphs.

(2) Combining our results, we obtain the following equivalences for I', A € Grape®8® (Corol-

lary [6.6]):

then we may be able to broaden our results to encompass
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(a) Bo(T") and Bo(A) are quasi-isometric;
(b) The quasi-minimal representatives I'min and Amin of I' and A are isometric;
(c) Z(UP(T")) and Z(U Py(A)) are isomorphic.

The implication |(a)={(c)| is proven by a combination of Theorem 223 Proposition [£7]
and results in [PW02] (Theorem 2:33]).

The idea behind the proof of the implication |(b)={(a)| is as follows. For detailed proofs,
see Sections and 5.3
Step 1. Suppose that I is obtained from I" by picking over-grown grapes or pruning over-
grown substems. Then we have a surjective morphism ® : RZ(UP»(T")) — RZ(UPy(1")),
naturally induced from the operation.
Step 2. For a vertex v € RI(UP(I")) (v € RI(UP(I")), resp.), let My (M., resp.)
be the domain of the maximal product subcomplex corresponding to v (v’, resp.). As the

universal cover M, is quasi-isometric to the universal cover Mib(v) by the construction of @,

we have finitely many quasi-isometries ¢, : My — M&)(v). Based on the fact that Z(U Py(T"))

and Z(UP»(I'")) are simply connected and isomorphic (Theorem I3 and Lemma 15, we
can inductively glue (copies of) those quasi-isometries to construct a quasi-isometry between
UPy(T") and UP(I").

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first attempt to construct a quasi-isometry from an
isomorphism between complexes of groups, although the case of trees of groups is examined
in [CMI7].

The proof of the implication |(c)={(b)| illustrates why it is worthwhile to consider the labels
of simplices in intersection complexes, and its underlying idea is as follows. For each simplex
A of RZ(UPy(T")), there is a canonical way to give an order on the vertex set of A (see
Definition [4.I7). Moreover, any isomorphism between Z(UPy(I")) — Z(U P»(A)) preserves
the order of vertices in each simplex (see Lemma [4.I8]). By looking at (the complement of)
specific vertices preserved by the isomorphism, we deduce that there are specific sub-bunches
of grapes I't C I and A; C A such that Z(UP»(I'1)) and Z(UP2(A;)) are isomorphic. By
carrying out this process until it terminates and then reversing it, we can demonstrate that
I' and A are isometric. For the details, see Section

(3) In addition to the above proposition, our results, especially for the proof of the impli-

cation |[E]\ above, rely on the following fact:

Lemma 1.2 (Lemma (modified)). Let {M;,..., My} be a finite collection of mazimal
product subcomplezes of given square complex. Then (-, M; is either empty or a standard
product subcomplez.

It is worth noticing that this is not the first paper mentioning this fact: For a tree T of
diameter > 3, the associated RAAG At is the fundamental group of a special square complex
St (sometimes, called an extended Salvetti complex), which is homeomorphic to the Salvetti
complex associated to T. Then §T is not only equal to the union of all its maximal product
subcomplexes but also satisfies Lemma

One main result in [BNO8| is that if T; and To are trees of diameter > 3, then Ay, and
AT, are quasi-isometric. On the way to prove this result, Behrstock and Neumann showed
that if 7 ()Z'Tl) and 7 ()NCTQ) are isomorphic, then A, and Ay, are quasi-isometric, where )NCTZ.

is the universal cover of St, for i =1, 2.
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(4) Since each of St and UP(I) is equal to the union of all its maximal product sub-
complexes and satisfies Lemma [[.2] it is natural to ask the following question related to the
completeness of the quasi-isometry invariant—the intersection complex:

Question 2. For i = 1,2, let Y; be a compact special square complex such that its maximal
product subcorﬂ)lexes cover Y; itself arii it satisfies Lemmal[l.2l Then is (Y7 ) quasi-isometric
to m1(Y2) if Z(Y7) is isomorphic to Z(Y3)?

(5) Generalizing Main Theorem [D] one can raise the following two questions:

Question 3. Given a bunch of grapes I', does there exist an algorithm to determine whether
Bo(I") is quasi-isometric to a RAAG or not?

Question 4. Given a bunch of grapes I, is 71 (U P»(I")) quasi-isometric to A for some A if

and only if Z(U P»(I")) is isomorphic to Z(X)?

The former seems to be solved by looking at the structure of Z(UP,(T")) if the latter is
positive.

(6) Before we finish the introduction, we leave two more natural questions considering
larger classes of graphs than bunches of grapes.

Question 5. Let I'1 be a bunch of grapes and I's be a graph of circumference at least two.
If Bo(I';) and By(I'2) are quasi-isometric, can we obtain I'y from I's using enlarged graph
operations?

If the answer is affirmative, then we may say that the class of 2-braid groups over graphs
with circumference one will be quasi-isometrically rigid up to enlarged graph operations.
Moreover, it will be a starting point to find a set of graph operations which preserve the
quasi-isometric type of graph 2-braid groups.

If the answer is negative, then those graph 2-braid groups will be served as an ingredient
to sharpen the quasi-isometry invariant ‘intersection complexes’.

Related to Question [B] we may consider a class of graphs, called cacti, which are graphs in
which any two cycles meet at most one vertex. The class of cacti is a strictly larger than the
class of bunches of grapes.

Question 6. Let 'y and I'y be cacti. Does there exist an algorithm to know whether Bo(T';)
and By (T'2) are quasi-isometric or not?

If we can answer Question [, then we may change the graph in Question Bl to any cactus.

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section 2] we introduce the notations and definitions
that will be used throughout the paper. Section 2.1] covers (weakly) special square complexes
and their standard product subcomplexes, followed by a review of the theory of (reduced)
intersection complexes in Section[Z.2] In Section 23] we revisit results from [PW02] concerning
the relationship between free products of spaces and quasi-isometries.

Section [B] begins with background information on the fundamental groups of the discrete
n-configuration spaces of graphs. In Sections and B3] we focus specifically on graph 2-
braid groups and certain subcomplexes of the discrete 2-configuration space of a graph. This
discussion will clarify, directly or indirectly, why graphs with circumference at most one are
of particular interest when studying graph 2-braid groups.
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In Section Ml after introducing the class of bunches of grapes (which are obtained from
graphs with circumference < 1 by subdividing loops), we study the structure of the (re-
duced) intersection complexes of (the universal cover of) the discrete 2-configuration spaces
of bunches of grapes.

In Section [, we study two operations on bunches of grapes which do not change quasi-
isometric type of their 2-braid groups, and in particular, prove the quasi-isometric invariance
in Main Theorem [Bl Using these operations, in Section [, we finish the proof of Main The-
orem [Al by proving the existence of quasi-minimal representative in Main Theorem [B] and
Main Theorem

Section [ is devoted to applications of the results obtained in the previous sections. In
particular, we prove Main Theorems [D] and [El

Acknowledgement. The first author was supported by Samsung Science and Technology
Foundation under Project Number SSTF-BA2022-03. The second author was supported by
the Basque Government grant 1'T1483-22.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, we only deal with two types of finite dimensional polyhedral complexes; a cube
complex whose cells are all cubes (square complex in dimension 2), and an almost simplicial
complex each of whose cells is an isometrically embedded simplex (simplicial complez if there
are no multi-simplices). Sometimes, a cube complex can be seen as a metric space equipped
with the length metric by assuming that each cell is a unit cube in the Euclidean space. For an
almost simplicial complex Z, the distance between two vertices v, v’ is defined as the smallest
integer k such that there is a sequence of vertices v = vg,v1,...,v, = v/ where v; and v;41
are adjacent in Z.

Each 0-cell (1-cell, resp.) of a polyhedral complex X is called a vertez (edge, resp.) as
usual, and the vertex set (edge set, resp.) of X is denoted by V(X) (£(X), resp.). For a
subset V' C X, a subcomplex Y of X is induced by V if any cell in X whose vertices are
contained in V is contained in Y’; in this case, Y is an induced subcomplex. For an almost
simplicial complex Z and its vertex v, we denote by N (v) the subcomplex of Z induced by
the set of vertices whose distance from v is < k.

Any map ¢ : X — Y between polyhedral complexes is assumed to be combinatorial, i.e.,
the restriction of ¢ to the interior of each cell of X is a homeomorphism onto the interior of
a cell of Y. If ¢ is bijective, then we say that ¢ is an isometry and X and Y are isometric,
denoted by X =Y.

Unless mentioned otherwise, any groups are assumed to be non-trivial and finitely gener-
ated. They are mostly denoted by blackboard bold letters including the following cases: a
free group is denoted by F, or F,, when the rank n is specified; 1 is usually denoted by Z.

Convention. For a polyhedral complex Y, the universal covering map Y — Y will be denoted
by p. We may write py to emphasize the polyhedral complex Y.

2.1. Weakly special cube complexes. Let Y be a cube complex. For a vertex v € Y, its
link Lk(v,Y) in Y is defined as an almost simplicial complex whose vertices are half edges
containing v such that each k-simplex A corresponds to a (k + 1)-cube containing the half
edges corresponding to the vertices of A. Then Y is said to be non-positively curved (NPC) if
Lk(y,Y) for each vertex y € Y is a flag complez, a simplicial complex satisfying that pairwise
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adjacent (k + 1)-vertices spans a unique k-simplex. Additionally, if Y is simply connected,
then Y is said to be CAT(0).

Remark 2.1. When Y is equipped with the length metric, it is locally CAT(0) as seen
in [Gro87] ([Leal3] for infinite dimensional case), and is CAT(0) by the Cartan-Hadamard
theorem if it is simply connected. Moreover, the notions of (local) isometry and (locally)
isometric embedding above coincide with the usual geometric ones for the length metric on
Y'; see [CW04, [HWOS| [Wis12].

Example 2.2 (Graphs). A graph I' is a cube complex of dimension at most 1; a tree is a
connected and simply connected graph. Since the link of any vertex in I is discrete, I' is NPC
and especially CAT(0) if it is a tree.

If a graph I' is also a simplicial complex, then it is said to be simple. In this case, the link
of a vertex v € V(I') in I can be identified with a discrete subgraph of T', denoted by Lkr(v),
which is the set of vertices adjacent to v. Then the star of v in I' is defined as the subgraph
induced by Lkr(v) U{v}, denoted by Str(v).

Remark 2.3. For any graph I', there are two operations which generate new graphs which
are homeomorphic to I': adding bivalent vertices (subdivision) and removing bivalent vertices
(smoothing). Using these two operations, I' can be promoted to a simple graph; there is a
unique one up to isometry, which has the minimal number of vertices. Such a simple graph
is called the minimal simplicial representative of T' in [AM21].

Example 2.4 (Salvetti complex). A right-angled Artin group (RAAG) is a group admitting
a presentation whose relators are commutators of generators. The Salvetti compler associated
to a RAAG is a typical example of NPC cube complex consisting of one vertex, several circles,
and various dimensional tori. For more details about RAAGs and Salvetti complexes, we refer

to [ChaQ7].

Example 2.5 (Discrete 2-configuration spaces of graphs). For a graph I', the ordered and
unordered discrete 2-configuration spaces Dy(I") and UDy(I") of T' consist of ordered and
unordered pairs of disjoint closed cells, respectively. By Abrams [Abr00], it is known that
both Dy(I") and UDy(I") are NPC cube complexes; see Theorem B.I1

Assumption 2.6. Unless mentioned otherwise, every cube complex is assumed to be NPC
and connected though its subcomplex is only assumed to be connected.

For two cube complexes Y and Y, a (combinatorial) map ¢ : Y — Y is called an immersion
if the induced map Lk(y,Y) — Lk(¢(y),Y”) on links for each vertex y € Y is combinatorial
and injective, and a local isometry if the image of every induced link map is additionally an
induced subcomplex of the range. If a local isometry ¢ is injective, then it is called a locally
isometric embedding, and the image ¢(Y') is said to be locally conver in Y’'. Lastly, if Y’
is a CAT(0) cube complex, instead of the terms ‘locally isometric embedding’ and ‘locally
convex’, we use the terms ‘isometric embedding’ and ‘convex’, respectively.

Lemma 2.7. Let Y be an n-dimensional cube complex and let I'(,...,T';, be 1-dimensional
graphs. Then any immersion ¢ : 'y X --- X ')y = Y 4s a local isometry.

Proof. This lemma is easily derived from the fact that the link of any vertex of I'y x --- x ',
is the join of n discrete sets. g

A local isometry ¢ : Y — Y induces the following two maps:
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e an injective homomorphism ¢. : m(Y,y) — m1 (Y, ¢(y)) on fundamental groups, and
e an isometric embedding ¢ : Y — Y7, called an elevation of ¢, on universal covers with
¢ o py = pyr o ¢. The image of ¢ will be called a copy of Y or a lift of Y in Y.

In particular, by the Svarc-Milnor lemma, ¢, (7 (Y,y)) is a quasi-isometrically embedded
subgroup (or an undistorted subgroup) of m (Y, ¢(y)). For more details about those two
maps, we refer to [BH99, Chapter I1.4].

Example 2.8 (Flats in CAT(0) cube complexes). By considering a real line R as a 1-
dimensional cube complex, R™ can be thought of as an n-dimensional CAT(0) cube complex.
For a CAT(0) cube complex Y, the image F' of an isometric embedding of R™ into Y is called
an n-dimensional flat in Y. If Y is n-dimensional, then F' is called a top-dimensional flat.

For instance, if there exists a local isometry ¢ : C;; x --- x C;, = Y where Y is a cube
complex and C; is a cycle of length 4, then the image of an elevation of ¢ is an n-dimensional
flat in the universal cover of Y.

Two edges e; and ez of Y are said to be parallel if there is an immersion e x [0,n] — Y for
some positive integer n such that e; and ey are the images of e x {0} and e x {n}, respectively,
where the interval [0, n] is thought of as a cube complex. The hyperplane H dual to an edge e
of Y is the set of all edges parallel to e and the carrier of H is the subcomplex of Y induced
by H.

Haglund-Wise [HWO0S§| defined a special cube complex as an (NPC) cube complex which
does not admit four pathological hyperplanes, and showed that a compact cube complex Y
is special if and only if there is a local isometry from Y to some Salvetti complex. In the
study of the large scale geometry of CAT(0) cube complexes, Huang [Hual7b] claimed that
discarding only two out of four is enough as below.

Definition 2.9 ([HWO08, Hual7b] (Weakly) special cube complex). An (NPC) cube complex
Y is weakly special if there are no self-osculate or self-intersect hyperplanes, and is special if
additionally there are no one-sided hyperplanes and pairs of inter-osculate hyperplanes.

Theorem 2.10 ([Hual7b|], Theorem 1.3). Let Y and Y' be two compact weakly special cube
complexes with their universal covers Y and Y', respectively. If there is a (), €)-quasi-isometry
¢:Y — Y/, then there exists a constant C = C(\,€) > 0 such that for any top-dimensional
flat F C Y, there exists a unique top-dimensional flat F' C Y’ such that dg(¢(F), F') < C,
where diy denotes the Hausdorff distance.

The next lemma illustrates a main difference between two-dimensional NPC (or special)
cube complexes and higher-dimensional ones; it may not hold in higher-dimensional ones.

Lemma 2.11. Let Y be a square complex with its subcomplex Yy. If Y is NPC, special, or
weakly special, then Yy is NPC, special, or weakly special, respectively.

Proof. Suppose that Y is NPC. For any vertex y in Yy, since Lk(y,Y') is a triangle-free graph
without multi-edges, Lk(y, Yp) is also a triangle-free graph without multi-edges, and thus Yy
is NPC.

Suppose that Y is special (weakly special, resp.). Since any hyperplane in Yj is a subset
of some hyperplane in Y, the hyperplanes in Y must satisfy the conditions for Y to be
special (weakly special, resp.). Combining with the previous paragraph, we conclude that Yy
is special (weakly special, resp.). O
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2.1.1. Standard product subcomplexes. When the dimension of a weakly special cube complex
is two, we can easily define subcomplexes, admitting product structures, which can be used in
the study of the large scale geometry of the universal cover of the complex. This perspective
is written in [Oh22, Section 2.2] and here we revisit the definition and some properties of
such subcomplexes with further explanations. Until the end of this subsection, we fix Y be a
compact weakly special square complex.

Definition 2.12 (Product subcomplex). Let X be either Y or Y. For two 1-dimensional
graphs I'; and T'9, a local isometry ¢ : I'y x I's — X is a product structure if 1(I'; x {v9}) and
t({v1} x I'9) are isometric to I'; and T'y, respectively, for some vertices v; € I';. The image K
of ¢ is a product subcompler of X and I'y x I'y is said to be the domain of K.

Definition 2.13. Given a local isometry ¢ : A; x Ay — Y for two finite graphs A;, a pull-back
p*t: 'y x 'y = Y of ¢ is a local isometry such that

Fl = L(Al X {Ug}) and F2 = L({’Ul} X AQ)

for some vertices v; € A; and the image of py o p*i is equal to the image of . The image of
p*e is said to be a p-lift of the image of .

Given a (local) isometry 7 : T'y x'y — Y for two (possibly infinite) graphs I';, a push-forward
P+l : A1 X Ay = Y of T is a local isometry such that

A Zpy (T x {72}))  and  Ag = py ((({v1} x I'2))

for some vertices v; € I'; and the image of py o7 is equal to the image of p,t.

Note that the ‘p’ in the term p-lift stands for ‘product’ not the covering map and any p-lift
is contained in a lift.

The following lemma implies that in the world of compact weakly special square complexes,
push-forwards and pull-backs always exist and a pull-back of a local isometry gives us a largest
product subcomplex of Y whose image under py is the image of the local isometry.

Lemma 2.14 (JOh22], Lemmas 2.8 and 2.9). The following holds:
(1) If a subcomplex K C 'Y is the image of a local isometry T : Ty x 'y — Y for some

(possibly infinite) graphs T';, then py (K) admits a product structure which is a push-
forward of T.

(2) If a subcomplexr K C Y is the image of a local isometry v : Ay X Ay — Y for
some finite graphs A;, then there exists a product subcomplex K C'Y with a product
structure 7' : Ty x Ty — Y, which is a pull-back of v, such that K admits a product
structure which is a push-forward of . Moreover, K is a largest product subcomplex
whose image under py is K.

(8) Definitions (212 and [213 do not depend on the choice of v; € T;’s or T; € T'y’s.

Using the fact that for a graph without leaves both its image under any local isometry and
its universal cover have no leaves, we define ‘standard’ product subcomplexes as follows.

Definition 2.15 (Standard and maximal product subcomplexes). We define the following:

(1) A standard product subcompler K C Y is a product subcomplex with a product
structure which is a push-forward p,z of a product structure 7 : I'y x I'y — Y, where

each I'; is an infinite tree without leaves; such p.t is called a standard product structure
of K.
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(2) A standard product subcomplex K C Y is a product subcomplex with a product
structure which is a pull-back p*t of a product structure ¢ : A1 X Ay — Y, where each
A; is a graph without leaves; such p*¢ is called a standard product structure of K.

(3) A mazimal product subcompler of Y or Y is a maximal subcomplex up to inclusion
among standard product subcomplexes of Y or Y, respectively.

By Lemma 2.14], a standard product subcomplex of Y can be defined as the image of a
local isometry ¢ : A1 x Ay — Y for two graphs A;’s without leaves.

Remark 2.16. The definition of standard product subcomplexes of Y or Y is a generalization
of the definition for 2-dimensional Salvetti complexes [BKSO§| or the ordered discrete 2-
configuration spaces of a graph [Fer12].

For a (standard) product subcomplex K C Y, let ¢ : A} x Ay — Y be a product structure
of K and let K C Y be a p-lift of K which admits a product structure 7 : A; x Ay — Y,
an elevation of ¢. Then the domains of K and K are well-defined up to permuting factors
since ¢ and 7 have a universal property in the following sense. Let ¢/ : A} x A, — Y and
7 : T x Ty — Y be local isometries whose images are K and K, respectively. Then there
exist the products

Q1XQQ1A/1XA/2—>A1XA2 and f1Xf21F,1XF/2—>A_1XA_2,

of immersions ¢; : A} — A; and f; : T, — A; (after permuting factors if necessary) such that
' =1o(q1 X q)and 7 =70 (f1 X f2), i.e., the following diagram commutes:

PXp p

24y~ L
e
Al X AQ L \ Y

By using the product symbol with circle above which implies “up to permuting factors”, we
may denote a product subcomplex K C Y and its p-lift K by K = A; X Ay and K = A1 X Ay,
such that the following lemma holds.

Lemma 2.17 ([Oh22], Lemma 2.12). Let K and K’ be standard product subcomplezes of Y
(orY ) such that K C K'. Then K and K' are denoted by Ay X Ag and A X A}y, respectively,
such that A; C AL fori=1,2.

Remark 2.18. There are two remarks on the notation for product subcomplexes. Firstly,
since ¢ may not be an embedding, K can not be written as Ay X Ay. Secondly, we admit
that it has an ambiguity to denote K by A X A, as there are infinitely many p-lifts of K.
However, as all p-lifts come from product subcomplexes of Y, if it is clear which p-lift of
K = Ay X Ay is considered, we denote the p-lift K of K by A; % A, emphasizing that the
image of K under the universal covering map is K.

In the next subsection, we define the intersection complex of Y based on the following
rigidity of maximal product subcomplexes.
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Theorem 2.19 ([Oh22], Lemma 2.14 and Theorem 3.4). Let ¢ : Y — Y7 be a (), ¢)-quasi-
isometry between the universal covers of two compact weakly special square complexes Y and
Y'. Then there are constants A = A(Y), B = B(Y') and D = D(\,e) such that for any
finite collection {M;} of mazimal product subcomplexzes of Y whose intersection W = N M;
contains a flat, the following holds:

(1) there exists a unique standard product subcomplex K C'Y with dg(W,K) < A;
(2) there exists a unique maximal product subcomplex M; C Y’ for each i such that
dy EI, M;)) < D and the intersection W' = (. M, also contains a at;
(2 7
(3) there exists a unique standard product subcomplex K Y withdy (W/,fl) < B such
that dy (K, ¢(K)) < D.

2.2. (Reduced) Intersection complexes. Associated to Y (or Y) is a (possibly not con-
nected) almost simplicial complex with labels, called the intersection complex originally de-
fined by Fernandes [Fer12] and slightly generalized in [Oh22] as follows:

Definition 2.20. Let X be either Y or Y. We define the intersection complex of X as an
almost simplicial complex Z(X) with labels as follows:

(1) Vertices in Z(X) correspond to maximal product subcomplexes of X;

(2) Suppose that a finite collection {M;} of maximal product subcomplexes of X shares
standard product subcomplexes {K;} such that each Kj; is a maximal one among
standard product subcomplexes contained in (1), M;. Then the vertices in Z(X) cor-
responding to M;’s span (n — 1)-simplices corresponding to Kj’s;

(3) Assigned to each simplex A in Z(X) is the label of A which is the domain of (the
push-forward of) the standard product structure of the standard product subcomplex
K C X corresponding to A\; for each pair of simplices Ay C A1 in X, if A; X B; are
the labels of A;, then A7 C Ay and By C Bs.

The underlying complex is denoted by |Z(X)]|.
Contrast to |Z(Y)|, by Item in Theorem 219, |Z(Y)| is always a simplicial complex.

Definition 2.21 ((Semi-)morphism). Let X; be either a compact weakly special square com-
plex or its universal cover for i = 1,2. A combinatorial map ® : Z(X;) — Z(X3) is said to be
a semi-morphism if the following holds: For each pair of simplices Ay C Ay in X7, suppose
that A; X B; are the labels of A; such that A; C As and By C By. Then ®(A;) are labelled
by Al X B! with A} C A} and Bj C B, such that

Ay C Ay if and only if A} C A%, and By € Bs if and only if B] C Bj.

Additionally, if the fundamental groups of the labels of A and ®(A) are quasi-isometric for
each simplex A C Z(X1), then @ is said to be a morphism.

If both ® and its inverse map ®~! are morphisms (semi-morphisms, resp.), then & is said
to be an isomorphism (semi-isomorphism, resp.).

As a partial converse of the construction of an intersection complex, we define the set map
g7 1 Z(X) — 2% (2.22)

as follows: The interior of each simplex is mapped to the corresponding standard product
subcomplex, and for a (closed) subcomplex A of Z(X), the image of A is the union of the
images of (open) simplices in A.
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Convention. For a compact special square complex Y, Z(Y) will be called the reduced
intersection complex of Y and denoted by RZ(Y).

There are two immediate statements which encode facts spread in the previous subsection
via the two definitions above. The first one is a consequence of Theorem [2.10 and the other
one records the fact that the deck transformation action of m(Y") on Y preserves p-lifts.

Theorem 2.23 ([Oh22], Theorem C). Let ¢ : Y — Y7 be given as in Theorem [Z19. Then
there is an isomorphism ® : Z(Y) — Z(Y') induced from ¢.

Theorem 2.24 ([Oh22], Theorem 3.15). The m1(Y')-action on Y induces a 71 (Y)-action on
Z(Y) by isomorphisms such that the quotient is RI(Y'), i.e., there is a m(Y')-equivariant

morphism p: Z(Y) — RZ(Y), called the canonical quotient map, such that grz o p = po gz,
i.e., the following diagram commutes:

I(Y) —% 9V

/| l

I(y) —L oY

The fact that RZ(Y) is the quotient of Z(Y) by the action of 71(Y’) is reminiscent of the
definition of a complex of groups. For a polyhedral complex X, if there is a group G acting
on X by isometries, then the group action gives rise to a complex of groups G(Y') over the
quotient Y = X/G. If X is simply connected, then G(Y') is said to be developable and X is
said to be the development of G(Y'). Conversely, if G(Y) is developable, then its development
is constructed from the poset of left cosets of the groups assigned to cells of G(Y) with
the inclusion relation We refer to [BH99, Chapter II1.C] for the details about (developable)
complexes of groups.

Theorem 2.25 ([BH99], Corollary 2.15 in Chapter III.C). A complex of groups G(Y) is
developable if and only if there exists a morphism ® from G(Y) to some group G which is
injective on the local groups.

Theorem 2.26 ([BH99], Theorem 3.13 and Corollary 3.15 in Chapter II1.C). The develop-
ment of a developable complex of groups is simply connected and unique up to isomorphisms.

The group assigned to each simplex of RZ(Y'), considered as a complex of groups, is the
product of two free groups. In particular, the cardinality of each assigned group is infinite
and for any pair of simplices A C A’ in RZ(Y) the index of the group assigned to A" in the
group assigned to A\ is either 1 or infinite. We record the following proposition, which is an
easy consequence of the construction of the development, in order to use it later.

Proposition 2.27. Let Y7 and Yo be two compact weakly special square complexes such that
both RZ(Y1) and RZ(Y3) are connected and developable. If there exists a (semi-)isomorphism
® : RI(Y1) — RI(Y2), then there is a (semi-)isomorphism ® between the developments
of RI(Y1) and RI(Y3) such that po o ® = ® o py, where p; is the quotient map from the
development of RZ(Y;) to RZ(Y;).

Remark 2.28. In Section @ we will show that RZ(Y) is developable and Z(Y) is the de-
velopment of RZ(Y) if Y is the (unordered) discrete 2-configuration space UD5(T") of the
minimal simplicial representative I' of a graph with circumference one. In general, however,
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RZ(Y) is not developable (see the last paragraph of Section 4.1 in [Oh22]) and Z(Y) is not
even simply connected ([Oh22, Proposition 4.7]).

In the remaining of this subsection, we will see the structure of RZ(Y) or Z(Y") directly ob-
tained from Y or Yy = grz(RZ(Y')) which is a weakly special square complex by Lemma 2.TT]
(unless there is no standard product subcomplex).

Lemma 2.29. Suppose that Yy is given as above. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence
between standard product subcomplexes of Yy and standard product subcomplexes of Y, which
induces an isomorphism between RZ(Y) and RZ(Yy).

If Yy is locally conver in'Y, then any standard (maximal, resp.) product subcomplex of Yy
is a standard (mazimal, resp.) product subcomplex of Y. In particular, there is a canonical
injective morphism I(Yy) — Z(Y).

Proof. By the construction of Yy and Lemma 2.7, any standard product subcomplex K C Yj
with a standard product structure ¢ : Ay x Ay — Y can be seen as a standard product
subcomplex of Y with a standard product structure ¢’ : Ay x Ay — Y (which is the composition
of the embedding and ¢) and vice-versa. Thus the first statement holds.

Suppose that Yj is locally convex in Y. For any subset Z C Yp, then a component of p~1(Z)
in Y intersects Yj if and only if the component belongs to Y. It follows that any p-lift K of
a standard product subcomplex of Y in Y is contained in Y. Moreover, if K is a maximal
product subcomplex of Yp, then K must be a maximal product subcomplex of Y. Therefore,
the second statement also holds. O

It is worth noticing that in general Yj is not locally convex in Y and thus neither Yy may
be isometrically embedded into Y nor Z(Yp) may be embedded into Z(Y').

Example 2.30 (Extended Salvetti complex). We start with the barycentric subdivision X’
of a pentagon C which is a simplicial complex. Let X be a cube complex obtained from X’ by
considering the union of two simplices sharing an edge joining the central vertex to a vertex
of C' as a 2-cube. Let Y be a cube complex obtained from the disjoint union of the products
of two loops a; and b; with base vertices x; and y;, respectively, for i = 0,...,4 as follows:
(1) For each i, attach a path ~; of length 2 connecting x; X y; € a; X b; to Tj41 X yiy1 €
a;11 X bip1 and then attach the product of a path of length 2 and an edge along the
loop which is the concatenation of x; X b;, i, a;+1 X y;+1 and (the inverse of) 7; (the
indices are taken modulo 5); let Yy be the resulting complex.
(2) And then attach X to Y{ along the union of 7;’s such that the vertices of C are
identified with x; x y;’s.
Then it is easily seen that Yj is not locally convex in Y but RZ(Y') is isomorphic to RZ(Yp).
Moreover, |Z(Yp)] is simply connected but |Z(Y)| is not.

Even though Y is assumed to be connected, RZ(Y') is possibly disconnected, and Z(Y) is
also possibly disconnected even when RZ(Y) is connected. Nonetheless, if Y has a particularly
nice structure which we will encounter in Section [, then both RZ(Y") and Z(Y") are connected.

Lemma 2.31. Suppose that'Y is equal to the union of all standard product subcomplezes of
Y, ie., grz(Y) =Y. Then not only gz(Z(Y)) =Y but also both |RZ(Y)| and |Z(Y)| are
connected simplicial complexes if the following hold:

(1) Every standard product subcomplex of Y is embedded;
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(2) The intersection of mazimal product subcomplexes of Y is non-empty if and only if it
1$ a standard product subcomplez.

Proof. As discussed below Definition 220, |Z(Y)| is always a simplicial complex. Moreover,
the second condition implies that |[RZ(Y')| is a simplicial complex.

Let X be either Y or Y and fix a maximal product subcomplex M of X. By the two
assumptions, X is the union of maximal product subcomplexes M’ of X such that there exists
asequence (M = My, ..., M, = M’) of maximal product subcomplexes of X, where M;NM; 1

is a standard product subcomplex of X. Therefore, Z(X) is connected and gz(Y) =Y. O

If |Z(Yp)| is connected, for two maximal product subcomplexes M, M of Yy there exists
a sequence (M = My,..., M, = M’) of maximal product subcomplexes of Y, such that
M; N M, is a standard product subcomplex. As the direct product of two free groups
are thick of order 0, Y is thick of order at most 1. The precise definition of thickness is
not necessary for this paper; we refer to [BDMOS| or [BD14]. Instead, as a consequence of
thickness of Yy, we can know that Yj is one-ended.

Lemma 2.32. Suppose that Y is equal to the union of all standard product subcomplexes of
Y. If |Z(Y)| is connected, then Y is one-ended.

2.3. Free products of graphs. In this subsection, we revisit the work of Papasoglu—Whyte
in [PW02], where the main result is that a non-trivial splitting of a group over finite groups
is a quasi-isometry invariant, and the following is its special case.

Theorem 2.33 ([PWO02]). Let Gy and Gy be two (finitely generated) groups. If G1 and Go
are quasi-isometric, then Gy x F,,, and Gs x F,, are quasi-isometric for m,n > 1. Moreover,
the converse also holds if both Gy and Go are one-ended.

Proof. The first part is shown by [PW02, Theorem 0.3]. The ‘moreover’ part is shown by
[PW02, Theorem 0.4]. O

In order to prove the above theorem, Papasoglu—Whyte defined the free product of graphs
which is served as a geometric model for the free product of groups. Roughly speaking, the
free product of two graphs G; and Go has the following properties:

(1) It consists of infinitely many copies of Gy and Gy and edges joining these copies such
that each vertex in a copy of G; is joined to a vertex in a copy of G; for {7, 5} = {1,2}.

(2) It has a tree of spaces structure in the sense that if we collapse each copy of G; to
a point, then the resulting space is a tree. As a consequence, each vertex of the
free product can be thought of a gate in the sense that each edge joining two copies
separates the free product.

If each G; is a Cayley graph of G; (with respect to a finite generating set), then the free
product of Gy and Gs is thought of a geometric model for Gq * Go.

In Section 5] we encounter the case that each G; is the universal cover I'; of a finite graph
I';, and instead of all the vertices of T;, the preimage of a specific vertex v; € V(I';) under
the universal covering map is our gates. After redefining the concept of a free product and
introducing terminologies related to quasi-isometries preserving specific structures, we will
reinterpret facts presented in [PW02]. The remaining of this subsection can be skipped on
first reading and referred back to when needed in the proofs of these results.

Let A = {(T1,v1),...,(Cm,vm)} (m > 2) be a set of pairs of finite graphs I'; with base
vertices v;. We define the free product of (I'y,v1),. .., (I, vp) as the graph which is obtained
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from the disjoint union of I';’s and an m-star S,, (see Section [ for the definition of a star)
by identifying each leaf of S,, with exactly one v;; S,, will be called the connecting star of
the free product. The free product will be denoted by *A or (with a slight abuse of notation
based on Remark below) (I'1,v1) * -« % (', Up). See the left of Figure Bl

The universal cover *A of *A consists of copies of I';’s and m-stars such that each m-star
connects copies of I'y,...,I,,. For xA, let V be a subset of {vy,...,v,}. Then we denote
the preimage of V in *.4 under the universal covering map by V, which is equipped with the

induced metric. The schematic picture of *A is depicted in Figure 2

FIGURE 2. A part of «2_,{(I';, v;)}; at each vertex, the small bar indicates the
universal cover T.

Convention. By a pair (X, A) of a metric space X with its subspace A, we always mean
that the inclusion map A — X is a (1, C)-quasi-isometry, where the C-neighborhood of A

contains X. And we denote (X,p~1(4)) by (X, A).

We caution the reader that the definition of ‘relative’ maps defined below is specifically
designed to say that if infinitely many ‘relative’ quasi-isometries are well-glued, then the
resulting map is also a relative quasi-isometry (and thus a quasi-isometry).

Definition 2.34 (Relative (quasi-)isometry). Suppose that (X;, A;) is a pair of a metric
space with its subspace with the inclusion map ¢; : A; — X; and a quasi-inverse r; of ¢; for
i = 1,2. By a relative L-quasi-isometry ¢ : (X1, A1) — (X2, Ag), we mean a quasi-isometry
which is the composition of ¢35, an L-bilipschitz map A; — A, and rq. By a relative isometric
embedding ¢ : (X1,A1) — (X2,A2), we mean an isometric embedding X; — X whose
restriction to A; is an injection to As; similarly, we define a relative isometry.

It is worth noticing that a relative L-quasi-isometry ¢ : (X1, A1) — (X2, A2) is an (L, 2C)-
quasi-isometry where C' is a constant satisfying X; C N¢(4;) for i = 1,2.

Let ¢ : X — Y be either a (quasi-)isometry or a (quasi-)isometric embedding between
metric spaces. For a proper subspace A C X, in general, the restriction ¢|g4 : A — Y is
only a (quasi-)isometric embedding due to the lack of (quasi-)surjectivity. Unless mentioned
otherwise, throughout this paper, we mean a (quasi-)isometry ¢|4 : A — B onto a certain
subspace B C Y just by the restriction of ¢ to A whenever the target space B could be
defined obviously, and similarly for relative maps defined above.
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Remark 2.35. Let A = {(T'1,v1),...,(Tm,vm)} (m > 2) be a set of pairs of finite graphs
with base vertices. As *xA is defined, we may define two other graphs from A as follows. One
is the graph V;(I';, v;) obtained from the disjoint union of (I';, v;)’s by identifying all v;’s. The
other one is constructed inductively: Let Z; be the free product of (I'1,v1) and (I'y,v2) and
w1 the central vertex of the connecting 2-star of Z;. Then we inductively define Z; as the
free product of (Zx_1,wk—1) and (T'ky1,vg+1) and wy as the central vertex of the connecting
2-star of Z, for k =2,...,m — 1 and thus have (Z,,—1, wn,—1). See Figure Bl

However, there is no difference between Z,,,_; and *A up to (relative) quasi-isometry.
More precisely, for V= {vy,...,v,,} in both Z,,,_; and %A, there is a relative quasi-isometry

¢: (Zm—1,V) — (A, V) which induces a one-to-one correspondence between copies of (I';, v;)
in Z,,_1 and those in *A4 such that the restriction of ¢ to each copy is a relative isometry
to the corresponding copy. Similarly, there is no difference between V;(T';,v;) and *A up to
quasi-isometry.

FIGURE 3. Free product of graphs as an m-ary operation and as a composition
of binary operations.

The following two lemmas are obvious and we omit the proof.

Lemma 2.36. Suppose that there are relative L-quasi-isometries ¢; = (X;, A;) — (Yi, B;) for
i =0,1,2 and relative isometric embeddings (Xo, Ao) — (X;, A;) and (Yo, Bo) — (Y},Y;) for
j =1,2. Then there is a relative L-quasi-isometry

1 Ugy ¢2 1 (X1 Uxy X2, A1 Ugy A2) = (Y1 Uy, Yo, By Up, Bo)
if the diagram below commutes:

(X1,41) +———— (Xo,4p) — (X2, 42)

Jo J» Jo
(Y1,B1) «— (Yo, Bg) — (Y3, B?)

Lemma 2.37. Suppose that there are relative L-quasi-isometries ¢; : (X;, A;) — (Yi, B;) for
i =1,2. Then there is a relative L?-quasi-isometry

¢1 X ng : (Xl X X2,A1 X Ag) — (Yi X Yé,Bl X Bg)
Now, we are ready to rewrite results in [PW02] in our language.

Lemma 2.38 ([PW02], Lemma 1.1). Let (I',v) and (A, w) be pairs of finite graphs with base
vertices and let Z be a graph satisfying the following:
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e Z contains a disjoint family of subgraphs {(I';,v;)} and {(Aj,w;)} for pairs of finite
graphs with base vertices (I';,v;) and (Aj, w;), whose union contains all vertices of Z.

o Let ‘_/ C Z be the um'_on of p; H(v;) C T; and q{l(wj) C Aj for all i and j, where
pi : Iy = Ty and g : Aj — A; are the universal covering maps. Then every edge of
Z not in one of the subgraphs connects a vertex in p[l(vi) to a vertex in q}l(wj) for
some i and j, and there is exactly one such edge at each vertex in V.

e For a fized L, there is a set P of relative L-quasi-isometries (I'yv) — (I, v;) and
(A, w) = (Aj,v;) for each i and j.

e The graph obtained from Z by collapsing each of the subgraphs to a point is a tree.

Then for Z; = (T',v) * (A,w) and Vi = {v,w}, there is a relative L-quasi-isometry ¢ :

(Z1,V1i) = (Z,V) such that

(1) ¢ induces a one-to-one correspondence between copies of (I,v) ((A,w), resp.) in Zy
and copies of {(I's,v;)} ({(Aj,v5)}, resp.) in Z such that the restriction of ¢ to each
copy is a relative quasi-isometry in P.

(2) Suppose that a copy A of (T,v) and a copy B of (A,w) correspond to a copy A" of

(Ts,v;) and a copy B’ of (Aj,v;), respectively. If A and B are joined by a connecting
2-star, then ¢ maps the connecting 2-star to an edge joining A" and B', and vice versa.

Lemma 2.39 ([PW02], Lemma 1.4). For two pairs of finite graphs with base vertices (T, v)
and (A, w), let

(217 Vl) = ((P,U) * (Avw)v {va}) and (227 VQ) = (*{(F,U), (Avw)v (Al7w1)}7 {an7wl})7

where (A, w') is a copy of (A,w). Then there is a relative quasi-isometry (Z1,V1) — (Z2,Va)
which induces a one-to-one correspondence between copies of (I',v) ((A,w), resp.) in (Z1,V7)
and copies of (T',v) (A, w) or (A, w'), resp.) in (Z2,Va) such that the restriction to each copy

is a relative isometry on the corresponding copy.

For n > 1, let R, be a bouquet of n loops with central vertex r,. Then the role of (R, )
in a free product may not be particularly important while studying the large scale geometry
of the free product in the following sense.

Lemma 2.40. For a set of pairs of finite graphs with base vertices A = {(T'1,v1),...,(Tn,vn)}
(n>2), let

Zi=xA, Zy=xA" and Z3= (Z1,¢) V (R, rm)s
where A" = AU {(Ry,rm)} and denote the subset {vi,...,v,} of each Z; by V. Then for
any pair of 1 < i < j < 3, there is a relative quasi-isometry ¢;; : (Z;, V) — (Z;,V) which

induces a one-to-one correspondence between copies of (I'x,vy) and copies of (', vx) for each
1 <k < n such that the restriction of ¢;j to each copy is a relative isometry.

Proof. By [PW02, Theorem 2.1], for i = 1 and j = 2, there exists a desired relative quasi-
isometry ¢12: (Z1,V) = (Z2,V).

Note that Z; can be naturally seen as a subgraph of either Z, and Zs. As there is a
homotopy equivalence between Zs and Zs relative to Z;, there is a relative quasi-isometry
$23 ¢ (Z2,V) — (Z3,V) such that the restrictions of ¢o3 and %—11)) to copies of (I'g,vi) are
relative isometries. 7

Lastly, it is easily seen that ¢9 3 0 ¢1 2 is the desired relative quasi-isometry for ¢q 3. ]
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Lemma 2.41. Let (I';,v;) be a copy of a pair of a finite graph (T',v) with base vertex for
i=1,2,3. Let

(Z, V) = ((I’l,vl) * (FQ,UQ), {1}1,1)2}) and (Zn, Vn) = ((Pg,?}g) * (Rn,rn), {1)3}).

Then there is a relative quasi-isometry ¢ : (Z,{v1,v2}) = (Zn,{vs}) which induces a one-to-
one correspondence between copies of (I'1,v1) and (T'y,v2) in Z and copies of (I's,v3) in Z,
such that the restriction of ¢ to each copy is a relative isometry.

Proof. Let Z, = «{(T's, v3), (Ry,71), (R}, 7})} for a copy (R}, r]) of (Ry,7r1). By Lemma [239]
there is a relative quasi-isometry

¢: (217{U37r1}) — (2/27 {7}37T17TI1})

such that the restrictions of ¢ and ¢~! to copies of (I',v) are relative isometries and in
particular, ¢ induces a bijection between the preimage of v3 in Z; and the preimage of v3 in
Zl,. As there is a homotopy equivalence between Zo and Z), relative to I's, there is a relative
quasi-isometry

¢ (25, {vs}) = (Z2,{vs})

such that the restrictions of ¢ and ¢! to copies of (I',v) are relative isometries. Thus there
is a relative quasi-isometry

fi=po¢:(Z1,{vs}) = (Z2,{vs})

such that the restrictions of fi and f| L to copies of (T, v) are relative isometries. By induction,

we can also show that there is a relative quasi-isometry f,, : (Zp,{vs}) — (Zn+1,{vs}) such
that the restrictions of f,, and f, ! to copies of m are relative isometries.

Now, it suffices to prove this lemma for n = 1. Let Z' = (T'1,v1) * (['2,v2) * (Ry,71). By
Lemma 2.39] there is a relative quasi-isometry

¢1 : (Zl, {1)3,7“1}) — (Z/, {1)1,1)2,7“1})

such that the restrictions of ¢; and qﬁfl to copies of (I',v) are relative isometries and in
particular, ¢; induces a bijection between the preimage of wg in Z; and the preimage of
{v1,v2} in Z'. By Lemma [Z40] there is a relative quasi-isometry

¢2 : (Zlv {7}177}2}) — (27 {U17U2})

such that the restrictions of ¢2 and ¢5 1 to copies of (T',v) are relative isometries. Therefore,

20 P1: (Z1,{vs}) = (Z,{v1,v2}) is the desired relative quasi-isometry which completes the
proof. O

By combining all the results in this subsection, we have the following conclusion.

Lemma 2.42. Consider two finite sets of pairs of finite graphs with base vertices

A={(T1,v1),...,Cn,vn)} and B ={(A1,w1),...,(Am,wm)} for n,m > 2.

Let P be a set of relative quasi-isometries @, ; : (L'i,vi) = (Aj,w;) for some pairs of i and j
such that any i € I or j € J appears in at least one pair.

Then there is a relative quasi-isometry ¢ : (xA, A) — (xB,B) for A = {v1,...,v,} C xA
and B = {w1,...,wy} C *B such that the restriction of ¢ to each copy of (T's,v;) is a relative
quasi-isometry in P.
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The same holds if (Ry,my) is attached to xA (or xB) by identifying r, with the central
vertex of the connecting star of the free product.

Proof. The first statement holds if we repeatedly apply Lemmas 2.38 and 239 The second
statement hold if we apply Lemma [2.40] ]

3. LARGE SCALE GEOMETRY OF GENERAL GRAPH 2-BRAID GROUPS

This section is devoted to fundamental facts about the large scale geometry of graph 2-braid
groups. Most of these facts will easily be derived from previously known results or graph-
of-groups style decompositions of graph 2-braid groups. These facts will suggest us several
directions for studying the large-scale geometry of graph 2-braid groups and our specific choice
will be initiated from Section Fl

Before we move on to subsections, we first clarify notations and terminologies for graphs
which will be used in this paper.

An n-path or a path on (n + 1) vertices (of length n) is denoted by P,. An n-cycle or a
cycle of length n is denoted by C,. An n-star or the cone over discrete n vertices is denoted
by S,. Given a graph I', a path (a cycle, resp.) in I' is a (possibly non-induced) subgraph of
I which is isomorphic to an n-path (an n-cycle, resp.) for some n.

Let T" be a graph. For a subgraph A C I', the complement A° =T \ A is the subgraph of I
induced by V(A€) = V(I') \ V(A). When A is a single vertex v, each component of A¢ is called
a 0-component A of T" and the subgraph of I' induced by the union of a v-component and {v}
is called an extended ©-component and denoted by A*.

3.1. Configuration spaces of graphs. Let I' be a finite (possibly non-simple) graph with
at least one edge. The ordered and unordered n-configuration spaces of I' are defined as

Co(T) ={(z1,22,...,2y) €I | &y # x; if i # j} and
UCH(F) = {{xlax27"' ,xn} cr | T # Lj if 4 75‘7} = Cn(r)/Sm

where S,, is the symmetric group of n letters acting on I' by permuting coordinates. The
fundamental groups of UC,(I") and C,(T") are said to be the n-braid group and the pure
n-braid group over ', denoted by B, (I') and PB,(T"), respectively. The class of the (pure)
n-braid groups over graphs is called (pure) graph n-braid groups. It is worth noticing that
a (pure) graph n-braid group is determined by n and the homeomorphism type of the base
graph, and any (pure) n-braid group over a path graph is trivial.

By using a cell structure on I', we can define cubical version of configuration spaces of I'
as follows: The ordered and unordered discrete n-configuration spaces of I" are defined as

Dn(P) = {(0’1,...,0’n) el ’ o;MNoj :@lfl#]} and
UD,(T)={{o1,...,on} CT |oiNo; =01if i # j} = D,(I')/S,,
where o; is either a vertex or an edge in I'. Note that D, (') and so UD,(I") admit canon-

ical cube complex structures where each element (o1,...,0,) or {o1,...,0,} defines a k-
dimensional cube for the number k of edges among o;’s.

Theorem 3.1 ([Abr00, [CW04, [Gen21]). Both D, (T') and UD,,(T") are special cube complezes.

By definition, the cube structure on UD,,(I") (or D,,(I")) does depend on the cell structure
on I'. However, its homotopy type will eventually stabilize if I is sufficiently subdivided.
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Theorem 3.2 ([Abr00, KKP12, [PS14]). The discrete n-configuration space UD,,(T") (D, (T),
resp.) is a deformation retract of UC,(T') (Dy(T'), resp.) for each n > 1 if and only if T is
sufficiently subdivided as follows:

(1) Each path between two non-bivalent vertices in I contains at least n — 1 edges;

(2) Each cycle in T' contains at least n + 1 edges.
In particular, UCy(T") (Co(T"), resp.) is homotopy equivalent to UDo(T') (D2(T'), resp.) if and
only if I' is simple.

One may regard UD,,(—) (and thus UC,,(—)) as a functor from the category of finite graphs
with inclusions to the category of NPC cube complexes with locally isometric embeddings as
follows:

Lemma 3.3 ([Abr00], Theorem 3.13). For any subgraph T' of T, the inclusion T < T'
induces a locally isometric embedding ¢ : UD,(I') < UD,(T'). In particular, B, (T) contains
an undistorted subgroup isomorphic to B, (T).

Example 3.4. As in Figure dl UDy(S3) = Cg and UD2(C3) = Cs, and therefore By(S3) =
By(C3) = Z. For any simple graph I' containing either a vertex of valency > 3 or a 3-cycle,
it contains a subgraph I" isomorphic to S3 or C3, and so by Lemma [3.3] we have a locally
convex subcomplex of UDy(T"), which is isomorphic to Cg or Cs, respectively.

a {a,v} b {a,c}
/l\ {a,c} {a,b} / N\ / N\
b c {c,v} {b,v} c a {b,c} {a,b}

{e b}
Ss UDs(S3) Cs U Dy(Cs)

FIGURE 4. Examples of UD,(T").

On the other hand, for finite disjoint subgraphs I'y,..., I, of a sufficiently subdivided
graph [' in the sense of Theorem and nonnegative integers ni,...,n,,, there is a locally
isometric embedding

UDy,(T1) X ++- X UDyp, (T') < UDp, 4..cim,, (D).

If ny =-+- =ny,, =1, then we have a locally isometric embedding I'y x - -+ X Iy, < UD,,,(T"),
whose image will be denoted by I'1 X --- X I',,,. In particular, if m = 2, then the subcomplex
I'y X I'y is a product subcomplex in U Dy(T") as defined in Definition 2121

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that T has disjoint n cycles C*,...C". For m > n, then B,,(T)
contains an undistorted subgroup isomorphic to Z™. In particular, it is not quasi-isometric to
a free group.

Proof. With the suitably subdivided assumption, there is a locally isometric embedding
Cl x o x C" x {wpy1} x - x {vm} = UDy (D),
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which means that B,,(I") contains an undistorted subgroup isomorphic to Z™. Therefore,
B,,(T") is not quasi-isometric to a free group since there is no quasi-isometric embedding from
Z" to any free group. One way to see this is that if there is a quasi-isometric embedding from
72 to a free group, then Z" must be é-hyperbolic in the sense of Gromov [BH99, Theorem
1.9 in Chapter III.H], which is a contradiction. O

3.2. Graph 2-braid groups. Now, we focus on graph 2-braid groups. In the remaining of
this section, a graph I' is assumed to be connected (following Assumption [2.6), simple (based
on Theorem [3.2)), finite (except the universal cover of such a graph) and not homeomorphic
to a path graph. Later, we additionally assume that I' has no leaves since the existence of
leaves only effect on the rank of the free factor of the graph 2-braid group as follows.

Lemma 3.6. Let I be a graph with a leaf w and v € T be the vertex adjacent to w. Let T' be
the complement of w in I". Then By(I") is the free product of Bo(T') and the free group Fy
of rank N where N = valp(v) — 1.

Recall that Lkr(v) is the set of vertices adjacent to v in I' (Example 2.2]).

Proof. According to whether a point is lying on e = [v, w] or not, we have a decomposition

UD,(I")=UDy(I') |J @\{v}) ke |J TSw (3.7)
(P\{v})Rw (M\{v}) %w

Since there is a homotopy equivalence

(T\ {v}) xe U Frsw =~ (T\{v})Xv U Cone(Lkr(v))

(T\{v})Rw Lkp(v) Rv
relative to (I'\ {v}) X v, we have
By(I) & By(T) + 71 (S(Lkr(v))) = Ba(T) * Fu,
where S(Lkp(v)) is the suspension of Lkp(v) and N = valp(v) — 1 as desired. O

Lemma and its proof have two important meanings for us:

(1) The presence of a separating vertex in I' may induce a decomposition of UDy(T") and
thus a decomposition of By(I'). This idea will be elaborated on in Section 3.3
(2) By Theorem [2.:33] there is no significant difference between the large scale geometry
of Bo(T') and By(I”) unless By(I') = Z, i.e, T is either Sg or Cg (Corollary B.12]).
The main theme of the study of the large scale geometry of graph 2-braid groups is how
graph 2-braid groups are determined up to quasi-isometry from their defining graphs. As a
first step, let us see how the (non-)planarity of graphs affects on this theme.

Proposition 3.8. If I" is non-planar, then Bo(I') has an undistorted subgroup isomorphic
to the fundamental group of a closed hyperbolic surface. In particular, Bo(T') is not quasi-
isometric to a free group.

Proof. By Kuratowski’s theorem, a graph is non-planar if and only if it contains a subgraph
that is a subdivision of the complete bipartite graph K33 or the complete graph Ks. Since
UD3(K33) and UDs(K5) are homeomorphic to closed hyperbolic surfaces, by Lemma [3.3]
By(T") has an undistorted subgroup isomorphic to the fundamental group of a closed hyperbolic
surface.

Assume that By(I") is quasi-isometric to a free group. Since Bo(I') contains an undistorted
subgroup isomorphic to the fundamental group of a closed hyperbolic surface, there must
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exist a quasi-isometric embedding from the hyperbolic plane to a free group (equipped with
the word metric). However, this is a contradiction by [BK05, Theorem 1]. Therefore, the last
statement holds. O

It is not known whether there exists a planar I" such that Bo(I") has an undistorted subgroup
isomorphic to the fundamental group of a closed hyperbolic surface.

If T is planer, after fixing an embedding I' < R?, we define a boundary cycle as the
boundary of the closure of a bounded component of R?\ T'. As a corollary of Lemma 3.6, we
can deduce that if I has no boundary cycles, i.e., I is a tree, then Bo(T") is a free group. The
following is a generalization of this fact and Proposition in graph 2-braid groups.

Theorem 3.9 ([KP12], Theorem 4.8). IfT is planar, then Bo(I") admits a group presentation
whose relators are commutators corresponding to unordered pairs of disjoint boundary cycles.
In particular, if T' has no pair of disjoint boundary cycles, then Bo(T") is isomorphic to a free
group.

Example 3.10. For integers n,¢ > 0 with n + ¢ > 1, let A = A(n,¢) be a graph obtained
from an n-star S, with central vertex v by attaching £ copies of 3-cycles at v. That is,

V4
A= (sn]_[q;,) /UNOZ‘,
=1

where Cé is the i-th copy of a 3-cycle C3 and 07 is the designated vertex of Cg. By [KP12],
By(A) is a free group of rank N, where

+1>0.

N(n,0) = (n+£0)(n+20—2) - (”‘2*6 1= (n+€)(n2+3€—3)

Note that
(1) N=0if and only if 1 <n <2 and ¢ = 0, namely, I is a path graph Py or Ps.
(2) N =1if and only if (n,¢) = (3,0) or (0, 1), namely, I is either Sz or Cs.

Example 3.11. For a tree T, by [KP12] or Lemma 3.6 Bo(T) is a free group of rank N,
where

N=Y Nalr(v),0)= 3 (ValT(;’) N 1) > #{v € V(T) | valr(v) > 3}

veV(T) veV(T)

Corollary 3.12. The braid group Bo(T') is isomorphic to Z if and only if T' is homeomorphic
to either Sz or Cs.

Proof. We only need to prove the ‘only if’ direction.

Up to subdivision, we may choose a maximal tree T of I" such that valy(v) > 3 if and only
if valp(v) > 3. Then by Lemma B3] and Example BI1] T has at most one vertex of valency
> 3 and so does I'. By Example BI0 I" is homeomorphic to either Sg or Cs. O

In summary, we have the following theorem completely classifying graph 2-braid groups
which are quasi-isometric to free groups.

Theorem 3.13. Let I' be a graph. Then Bo(T') is quasi-isometric to a free group if and only
if Bo(T") is isomorphic to a free group if and only if T is a planar graph without two disjoint
(boundary) cycles.
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Proof. Suppose that By(T") is quasi-isometric to a free group. By Propositions and B.8
I' must be planar and have no pair of disjoint cycles. And then, Theorem [B.9 implies that
Bo(I") is a free group. Therefore, the theorem holds. O

Let us denote by F the set of graphs which are planar and have no pair of disjoint cycles.
By Theorem B.13], then it is quasi-isometrically rigid up to the 2-braid groups in the sense
that if a graph 2-braid group is quasi-isometric to a free group, then its defining graph belongs
to F.

Remark 3.14. Indeed, (simple) graphs in F are completely classified in a combinatorial
way by Lovasz [Lov65], which are graphs satisfying the following: there exist at most three
vertices such that any (induced) cycle contains at least one such vertex.

3.2.1. The union of mazximal product subcomplexes. By Theorem [3.2] the discrete (unordered)
configuration space UDs(I") is a (weakly) special square complex and therefore Z(U D2 (T"))
and RZ(UDy(T")) are definable. In order to see their structures inherited from I', let us see
how standard product subcomplexes of UDs(I") and UD»(I") look like.

By the paragraph above Proposition B.5 we know that a pair of disjoint subgraphs I'y and
' induces a product subcomplex I'y X 'y of U D (T'). Indeed, this is the only way to construct

product subcomplexes of UDy(T").

Lemma 3.15. A subcomplex K C UDs(T") is a product subcomplex if and only if there exists
a pair of disjoint subgraphs I'y and Ty of T such that K = T'y X I's. In this case, any p-lift of
K is exactly a component of the preimage p&}b(r) (K) of K.

Note that by the definition of UDy(T"), for an edge o X {v} in UDs(T), the carrier of the
hyperplane dual to o X {v} is o X H, where v is a vertex in I, o is an edge of I' and H is a
component of I'\ ¢ which contains v. It follows that if the carrier of two hyperplanes o1 X Hy
and oy X Hy intersect, then oy and oy are disjoint and H; contains o; for {4,5} = {1,2}.

Proof. We only need to prove the ‘only if’ direction.

Let K C Y be a product subcomplex with a product structure ¢ : A; x Ay — UDy(T).
Since ¢ is a local isometry, the carriers of hyperplanes are mapped by ¢ into the carriers of
hyperplanes which are of form o X H as above. It follows by the definition of a product
structure that for any vertex y; € Ao, the restriction of + to Ay x y; is an isomorphism onto
I % wj, where w; is a vertex in I' and I} is a subgraph of a component of T\ w;. Moreover,
the restriction of ¢ to A; x €/ must be an immersion for any edge €’ of As. It means that
I} X w; and Fjl, X w; are parallel and thus I} and Fjl, are identical for any 7, j’. Hence, there
exists a subgraph I'y of T such that for any vertex y € Ao, the restriction of ¢ to A1 X y is
an isomorphism onto I'y X w for some vertex w € I'. Similarly, there exists a subgraph I'y of
I' such that for any = € Aj, the restriction of ¢ to x x Ay is an isomorphism onto v X I'y for
some v € .

Since any hyperplane intersecting (A X y) intersects a hyperplane intersecting ¢(x X Ag)
and vice-versa, I'y and 'y must be disjoint. Thus the restriction of ¢ to the 1-skeleton of
A1 x As is an isomorphism onto the 1-skeleton of I'y X I's. Since ¢ is a local isometry, the
image K of « must be equal to I'y X I's.

Indeed, we have shown that ¢ is a locally isometric embedding. Since a p-lift K of K is the
image of an elevation 7: Ay x Ay — UDy(T) of ¢, K must be a component of the preimage of
K under pyp,(r)- O
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Corollary 3.16. A product subcompler K =T X T'y C UDy(T) is a standard product sub-
complex if and only if each of I'y and 'y has no leaves. In this case, K is maximal if and
only if there is no pair of two disjoint subgraphs T} and Ty without leaves such that T'y C T,
I'y C T, and at least one of T'; is a proper subgraph of T';.

Proof. The proof follows from the definition of standard product subcomplexes, Lemma [3.15]
and Lemma 2171 O

Definition 3.17. We define a subcomplex U P»(T") of UD5(T") as the union of all maximal
product subcomplexes of UDy(T).

It can easily be seen that there is no pair of disjoint cycles of I' if and only if UP,(T') is
empty. If UP»(T) is not empty, then it turns out to be a connected subcomplex of U D5 (T")
(thus Assumption [2.6] still holds for U P (T")) which is special.

Lemma 3.18. If UP»(T') is non-empty, then it is a connected special square complex.

Proof. Tt is obvious that UP,(T") is a square complex. By Lemma [ZT1] moreover, UP,(T") is
special. Thus, it only remains to show that UP,(T") is connected. In order for this, we will
show that any two maximal product subcomplexes I'y X T'y and I'} X T, intersect using the
following observation:

Observation. Let Ay and As be two subgraphs of I without leaves.

(1) If they meet, then their union is also a subgraph without leaves.
(2) Otherwise, for any path P joining A; to Ay such that P meets A; only at its endpoint,
the union of Ay, Ay and P is a subgraph without leaves.

Assume that 'y meets neither I') nor I'y. Since I' is connected, there exists a path P from I'y
to I'; without intersecting I'; for some 7 with j # 4, say i = 1. By Observation ([2), ' UPUT"
is a graph without leaves which properly contains I'j. It means that (I'y UP UTY) X T} is a
standard product subcomplex properly containing I'j % I'y, which is a contradiction. Thus,
I’y meets at least one of I} and I', and similarly for T's.

Suppose that I'; meets both I') and I';,. Assume that I's meets only one of I} and I', say
Iy, Then I' is not properly contained in either 'y or I'y since I, meets both 'y and T's. If T
is contained in I'y, by Observation (), I'; X (I, UT) is a standard product subcomplex which
properly contains I} X T, a contradiction. Otherwise, again by Observation (), (I' UT}) X T’y
is a standard product subcomplex which properly contains I'; X I's, again a contradiction. It
follows that 'y must meet both I'} and I'}, and thus I'y X T'y and T’} % 'y intersect.

Suppose that I'; meets only one of I'} and I'}, say I'}. If I'y does not meet I, as well, then
[} UT; UTe must coincide with I} since I} % '} is maximal and 'y does not meet I'y, I'y or
I'}. But it is a contradiction since I'y % T’y is also maximal. It follows that I'y meets I, and
therefore 'y X I'y and I} X T} intersect. O

However, we do not know if UP,(I") is always locally convex in UDs(I'). The point is
that though Lk(u X v,UP(T"))) is triangle-free, it may not be an induced subcomplex in
Lk(u X v,UD4(T"))). In particular, we can not say that m1(UP(T")) is a subgroup of By(T")
neither. See Question [Il

Remark 3.19. In the next section, we will see that if I" is the minimal simplicial representa-
tive of a graph with circumference one (which is previously mentioned in Remark [Z.28]), then
the embedding U P,(T") < UD5(T") is a local isometry and thus 71 (U P,(I")) can be considered
as a subgroup of Bo(T") (Proposition [A.1]).
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3.3. Graph-of-groups decomposition. This subsection is devoted to a graph-of-groups
decomposition of the 2-braid group over a graph having a separating vertex.

Suppose that T has no leaves. For a vertex v of T', let C(T',v) = {I'; | i € I} and CT(T',v) =
{I’;r | © € I} be the sets of v-components and extended ?-components of I', respectively.
Suppose that 71(T;) is non-trivial if and only if i € I’ C I, and define subcomplexes of
UP,(T) and UDy(T),

UP(T,v) = | JTu XT{  and  UDy(T,v) = <U UDQ(rj)> UUP(T,v),
el’ el’

respectively. Note that |I’| = 0 if and only if UP(T",v) and U Do (T",v) are empty sets; in this
case, I" must belong to F. Otherwise, both are special square complexes by Lemma 2.1T1

Lemma 3.20. Let Bo(I',v) = m(UD2(I',v)). Then for some N > 0, there is an isomorphism
BQ(F) = BQ(F, ’U) * FN.
Moreover, N > 0 if there exists i € I\ I' such that m (I'}") is non-trivial.

Proof. Let us consider a decomposition of UDy(T") as follows:

UDy(T)= | |JTuikT) | U (U U@(pj))
i,jel iel
i#]

=| |J migrf|u U msrf)u| [ UDT)) | uUDT,v).

i,j€INI’ JeI, icI\I ieI\I'
i7#]

X

Y

In particular, if I’ = I, then UDs(T',v) = UDy(T"). For i # j and i’ # j', we observe the
intersections

(1) UDy(TF)NUD(T) = 2,

I % {v} i=1i
- {@ i,

L, x {v} i=1d,5#7
3) (M XTH)N(Ty XT)) = qTi Xy i=j,j =1

%) otherwise.

(2) (Ty XTF)NUDy(T])

In particular, these are either empty or mi-trivial if 4,5 € I'\ I'.
If i € I\ I', then T'j is a tree and hence Bo(T;") is free or trivial by Theorem B.I3] and
Example BI0l It follows by () and () above that for some Ny > 0, we have

m1(X) = Bo(T,v) % (*Z'GI\I/BQ(P;_)) ~ By(T,v) * F,.
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Ifjel"and i € I\I', then ([; XT;)NX = (I'; XT)NUDy(T',v) =T; X T by (B) above,
and hence we have

Y = U I, ¥ E; | UX,
jEI, iel\I’
where E; is the union of edges in £ (Fj) \E(T;). (Note that E; is m-trivial since I is assumed
to be simple.) It follows by the m-triviality of I'; X E; for such a pair of i and j that
m(Y) = m(X) * Fpy, for some N7 > 0.

Finally, if 4,5 € I \ I’ with i # j and 7,5’ € T \ I’ with i’ # j/, the intersections of T'; X I’;‘
with Y and with I'; X F;C are disjoint unions of mi-trivial complexes by ([2]) and (). Since
I'; XTj is m-trivial for such a pair of ¢ and j, we therefore have Bo(T") = 71(Y) *Fy, for some
Ny > 0.

If there exists i € I\ I’ such that 71 (I';") is non-trivial, then Ny must be non-zero. Therefore,
the ‘moreover’ part automatically holds. O

Since we have inclusions
T (UP/(T,v)) <2 7y (D;) = my(D; & {v}) —2s Bo(IY)
for i € I’ and (T'; X {v}) N (Ty %X {v}) =0 for i,7' € I' with i # 4, we have

anuwz<ﬂﬁxmw>*manyrm»/ag

iel’

where ~ identifies the images under «; and 3;. Hence the embeddings
UPy(T,v) < UDs(I',v) and UDo(I'}) — UDy(T,v) fori € I'

induce 7i-injective homomorphisms, and so UP,(I',v) and UDy(T')") can be considered as
subcomplexes of UDs (T, v).

Now, there is a graph-of-groups decomposition G(Bo (T, v)) defined as follows: as By (I",v) =
m1(UDy(T",v)) is generated by subgroups

By 1 (T, T¢) 2 (D) x 7 () or Bo(I'f) = m (UDo(I))

for ¢ € I, these subgroups will be the set of vertex groups. Each edge group is the intersection
of the vertex groups, which are either

By 1 (03, Ty) = Byy (T3, T5) NB1a(T5,T5)  or Bya(Ty, {v}) = Bya(Fy, TF) NBo(T;) = my (1)

for i € I' and j € I’ \ {i}. Then the underlying graph is isomorphic to the complete k-graph
with one edge attached at each vertex where k = |I’|; see Figure [fl when k = 4.

By the construction of G(Bo(T',v)), the (sub)graph-of-groups of G(Bo(T',v)) corresponding
to the complete k-graph (presented in blue in Figure [l) is a graph-of-groups decomposi-
tion G(m(UPy(T',v))) of m(UP»(T',v)). Let us denote the Bass-Serre trees associated to
G(B2(T',v)) and G(m1 (UP(T",v))) by T (B2(T',v)) and T (71 (U Py(T",v))), respectively.

If |I'| > 2, then RZ(UP,(T',v)) is non-empty. In this case, by construction, the graph-
of-groups decomposition G(m1(UP2(T',v))) is exactly the same as RZ(U P»(T',v)) (considered
as a complex of groups based on Theorem 2:24]) and thus by the theory of Bass-Serre tree,
Z(UPy(T',v)) is isomorphic to the Bass-Serre tree T (7w (UP(I',v))). Moreover, infinitely
many (disjoint) copies of Z(U P»(T',v)) sit inside the Bass-Serre tree T (Bo(I",v)) associated
to G(Ba(T,v)).
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By () B1,1(I'1, ) B1,1(I'2,15) By (Ty)
m (') By1(,T2) m1 ()
~ &
= Z
S N\ I
= &Y % —
M N S |
o) @)
m1(Ty) By1(3,Ty) m1(I'3)
Bo(I'}) By (T4, T5) B1,1(T3,T%) Bo(I'y)

FIGURE 5. An example of graph-of-groups decompositions G(Bo(T',v)) and
G(m (UP(I,v))).

On the other hand, the Bass-Serre tree 7 (B2(I',v)) can be inductively constructed as
follows:

(1) Start with Z(UP,(I',v)). At each vertex labelled by By (I';,I'{) in Z(U P (I', v)),
we attach infinitely many edges, labelled by B 1(I';, {v}), whose other endpoints are
labelled by Bo(I';") (the edges correspond to left cosets of By 1(I';, {v}) in By(I'})).
The resulting complex is denoted by To(Bo (T, v)).

(2) At each leaf ¥V in T5(B2(T,v)) labelled by By(I')"), we first attach infinitely many
edges labelled by By ;(I';, {v}) such that the other endpoint of each edge is labelled
by B11(I',I§) (the edges incident to ¥ correspond to left cosets of By 1(I';, {v}) in
B2(T;)). And then we attach a copy of Z(UP»(T',v)) at each new leaf by identifying
it with a vertex labelled by By 1(I';,I'§) in the copy of Z(U P (T, v)).

(3) For a vertex W in every copy of Z(U Py(T", v)) added in (2)), if there is no edge containing

w but not contained in the copy, then we attach infinitely many edges E at w as in
@. If W is labelled by By1(I;,T%), then E is labelled by By (T;,{v}) and the
other endpoint of E is labelled by IBBQ(I’;F). The resulting complex is denoted by
Te+1(B2(L, v)).

(4) By performing the processes (2) and (B]) repeatedly, we obtain T (B2 (T',v)) for each
k> 0, whose direct limit is exactly the same as T (Bo(T',v)).

As each vertex and edge in Z(U P»(T", v)) can be realized as standard product subcomplexes

in UP,(T',v) via the set map gz (see (2.22])), the same holds for 7 (B2(I',v)). Namely, there
is a canonical set map

g7 : T(Bo(T',v)) — 277200 (3.21)

extending g7 : Z(UP (T, v)) — 2UF2() such that
e the restriction to each copy of Z(UP,(T",v)) is gz postcomposed with an embedding
UPy(T',v) into UDy(I", v) and
e the vertex corresponding to a conjugation of BQ(P;_) is mapped to the corresponding
copy of UDy(Tf") in UDo(T, v).
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The upshot of the graph-of-groups decompositions of 71 (U P2(T',v)) and Bo(T', v) is that the
associated Bass-Serre trees are determined by the loop configurations around a given vertex
and the 2-braid groups By(T}") over extended 9-components.

4. BUNCHES OF GRAPES AND THEIR DISCRETE 2-CONFIGURATION SPACES

In this section, we first define a family of graphs, called bunches of grapes I', which contains
trees, and then see some properties of UDs(I") and RZ(U D2 (T")). A speciality of this class of
graphs would be that it satisfies two features which make the study of the large scale geometry
accessible; Section 4.1l focuses on Remark [3.19 and its consequences, and Section 4.2 primarily
deals with Remark

4.1. Bunches of grapes. For a graph A not necessarily simple, the original definition of the
circumference of A is the longest length of cycles in A. Instead of the original one, we will
use the following definition ‘topological circumference’ in this paper as we usually deal with
simple graphs.

Definition 4.1 ((Topological) circumference). Let A be a (possibly non-simple) graph with
at least one vertex of valency > 3. We say that A is of circumference at most n — 1 if there
is no topological embedding

2 1

n 4 A.

Example 4.2. A graph of circumference 0 is a tree, and a graph of circumference 1 is obtained
by attaching cycles to a tree up to smoothing and subdivision.

Definition 4.3 (Bunches of grapes). Let T be a finite tree and £ : V(T) — Z>¢ a function.
A bunch of grapes T' = (T, /) is a graph of circumference at most 1 obtained by attaching ¢(v)
copies of 3-cycles at each vertex v of T. We assume that I" is not isomorphic to a path graph.

Remark 4.4. Any graph of circumference at most 1 which is not a path is the same as a
bunch of grapes (T,¢) for some T and ¢ up to smoothing and subdivision on loops.

We define several terminologies related to a bunch of grapes I' = (T,¢). The tree T is
called a stem of I and each cycle C attached at a vertex v € T is called a grape. A substem
T’ C T is a subtree of T and I'tv = (T, £|7/) is a bunch of grapes over the substem T’; for
convenience’s sake, I'(,y, which is a bouquet of £(v) cycles, is denoted by I'y. For a subset
V C V(T) or a substem T C T, we define (V) or £(T') as

(V) => tv), or LT)=LV(T)).
veV
A twig of ' (or T) is a path substem [vg,...,v,] in T such that valp(v;) = 2 if and only if
0 < i < n; it is said to be empty if it starts or ends at a leaf of I'. See Figure[6 (empty) twigs
are indicated by thick (red) lines.
For a path substem P = [vg,...,v,] (n > 1) of T, P-components of T are defined as
components of Ty containing either vy and v, where Tg C T is the (disconnected) substem

induced by V(Ty) = V(T) \ {v1,...,v,-1}; there are always two IS—COInponents, denoted by

Te 1 Teo (Note that if P is a single edge, then ls—components of T are the complement of
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FIGURE 6. A bunch of grapes, its stem and twigs.

o

the interior of the edge in T, viewed as topological spaces.) Similarly, P-components of I are
defined as I'r, . or simply I's .. See Figure [l for an example.

(Tp,) =5, UTp,) =1

)

FIGURE 7. Is—components of a bunch of grapes I

We define several adjectives to refer to a specific bunch of grapes as follows:

(1) large if there are at least two distinct vertices vy, vy of T with £(v;) > 0, and small
otherwise;
(2) normal if valp(v) > 3 for all v € V(T), and rich if £(v) > 1 for all v € V(T).

Based on these adjectives, we define the sets

Grape = {bunches of grapes}, Grape®® = {large bunches of grapes},
Grape,omal = {normal bunches of graphs}, Grape,icp, = {rich bunches of graphs},
| |
Grape & | = Grape®®® N Grape,omals Grape ;e = Grape'™® N Grapey;,.

Note that for Grape’ and Grape” in Section [LLZ we have Grape®  C Grape’ C Grape'aee

normal

large
rich
Observation. Let I' = (T, /) € Grape.
o If I' € Grape
T. Moreover, for any path substem P of T, P-components I'

and Grape” = Grape. > . See Figure [8 for examples.

then the set of twigs is the same as the set £(T) of edges of

|§,71,I‘|§,,2 of I belong to
Srapenomal and thus I'p | X I's , is a standard product subcomplex of UDy(I") by
Corollary

e If " € Grape,ich, then 't € Srape,icp, for any substem T’ C T. Hence Grape,;, is closed
under taking a restriction over a substem (but Srape | is not).

normal»

norma

Lemma 4.5. For T' = (T, /) € Srape, the following are equivalent.
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FiGURE 8. Normal and rich bunches of grapes

(1) T is small,
(2) T is in F (defined in the paragraph below Theorem[313), and
(3) UPs(T') (Definition [3:17) is empty.

Proof. The equivalence [(1)<(2)] and the implication [(2)=-(3)] are obvious from the defini-
tions of F and UP,(T").

In order to prove the implication [(3)=(1)], suppose that I" is large. For i = 1,2, let v;
be a vertex in I' with ¢(v;) > 1 and C; a grape at v; (v; and vy are chosen to be distinct).
By Lemma [B.I5] then C; X Cy is a standard product subcomplex, and any standard product
subcomplex must be contained a maximal one. Therefore, U P5(I") is non-empty. U

The main goal of this paper to classify the 2-braid groups over bunches of grapes up to quasi-
isometry, and by Theorem B.I3] the 2-braid group over any small bunch of grapes is not quasi-
isometric to the 2-braid group over any large bunch of grapes. Hence, in the remaining
of this section, we fix and focus on a bunch of grapes I' = (T, /) € Srapelfc:f;:qal. Large
but non-normal bunches of grapes will be dealt with in the beginning of Section[fl Large and
rich bunches of grapes will step into the spotlight starting from Section

Our main tool for the goal will be the (reduced) intersection complex of (the universal cover
of) the unordered discrete 2-configuration space over a bunch of grapes. In order to use this
quasi-isometry invariant, our first step will be to know how maximal product subcomplex
of UDy(T") are distributed inside UDy(I"). This indeed comes from the fact that maximal
product subcomplexes of UDs(I") can be characterized from (the stem of) T'.

Lemma 4.6. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of twigs t of I' and the
set of mazimal product subcomplexes M(t) of UD2(I') (and thus UP»(T")).

Proof. As standard product subcomplexes of UP,(T") are exactly standard product subcom-
plexes of UDy(I") by Lemma 2:29] we will show that the lemma holds for UDy(T").

For a twig ¢ of I' which is a path substem of T, let T, = Ti, be a t-component of T for
i = 1,2. Since t is an edge, by Corollary and normality of I' (and thus I'y, is normal), it
is obvious that ', X I't, is a maximal product subcomplex.

Suppose that I'y X T'ys C UDs(T") is a maximal product subcomplex. By the maximality of
I'y X Ty, if a vertex v in T is contained in I'y (I'y, resp.), then I', must be contained in T'y
(T, resp.); otherwise, I'y (I'y, resp.) may not be a graph without leaves. It follows that each
I'; is I't, for a substem T; C T. By Corollary and normality of I', therefore, there exists
a unique twig ¢ such that T and T are i-components of T. ]
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Based on the previous lemma, in this subsection, we first show that UP(T") is locally
convex in UDy(T"), which is an affirmative answer for Question[Il This leads our study of the
large scale geometry of Bo(I') to the study of the structure of U P (I') and UP5(I"). And then
we will see how maximal product subcomplexes of UP»(I") or UP,(T") intersect.

Let us start with the local convexity.

Proposition 4.7. The subcomplex U Pa(T") is locally convez in UDy(I"). Moreover, the braid
group Bo(TI") is isomorphic to w1 (U Ps(I')) x F,, for some n > 2.

Proof. For any vertex u % v in UP»(T"), Lk(u X v,UP»(T"))) can be considered as a subcomplex
of Lk(u X v,UDs(T")). For the first statement, it suffices to show that Lk(u X v,UP(T))) is
an induced subcomplex of Lk(u X v, UDy(T))).

Let I be the distance in I' between u and v. If [ > 3, then there exists a maximal product
subcomplex M C UP(T") which contains Str(u) X Str(v) (recall that Str(u) is the subgraph
of T' induced by Lkr(u) U {u}) and thus both Lk(u %X v,UP(T')) and Lk(u X v,UDy(T))
are isomorphic to Join(Lkp(u), Lkp(v)). If I = 1, then u and v must be the endpoints of
a twig and thus there exists a unique maximal product subcomplex M C UP,(T") which
contains u X v. In particular, both Lk(u X v, UP(T")) and Lk(u X v, UDo(T")) are isomorphic
to Join(Lkp(u) \ {v}, Lkr(v) \ {u}). Thus the remaining case is when [ = 2.

Let x and y be distinct vertices in T such that v € I'; and v € I'y. If  and y are not
adjacent, then © = x and v = y, and there are two twigs ¢, ' between u and v such that u X v
is contained only in the maximal product subcomplexes M = M(t) and M’ = M (t'). Thus,

Lk(u X v,UP>(T")) = Lk(u % v, M) ULk(u %X v, M")
= Join(Lkr(u) \ {z}, Lkp(v)) U Join (Lkr (u), Lk (v) \ {z})
=~ Lk(u x v,UDy(T))),
where z is the vertex adjacent to both z and y.

If x and y are adjacent via a twig ¢, then we may assume that u = z,v # y. Since u X v is
contained in the unique maximal product subcomplex M = M(t), we have

Lk(u X v,UP5(T")) = Lk(u X v, M) = Join(Lkp(u) \ {y}, Lkp(v))
Lk(u X v,UD5(T))) & Join(Lkp(u) \ {y}, Lkp(v)) U Join(Lkp(u), Lkp(v) \ {y}),
where the intersection of the latter two joins is Join(Lkp(u) \ {y}, Lkr(v) \ {y}); in this case,
Lk(u X v,UP(T"))) is an induced subcomplex of Lk(u % v,UDs(T"))). Therefore UP,(T') is
locally convex in UDy(T").
From the fact that a vertex u X v in UDy(T") is not in U P,(T") if and only if there exists a
vertex x in T such that both v and v are in Iy, we have a decomposition
UDy(T) =URM)U ) UDy(T, UStr(v)),
veT, £(v)>1
such that
UPQ(F) N UDQ(FU U StT(U)) = LkT(?}) X I'y, and

UDy(I', UStt(v)) NUDy(Ty, U StT(w)) =

O .
{v X w v and w are adjacent;

0 otherwise.

By Example B0, 71(UDy(T', U Sty(v))) is isomorphic to a non-abelian free group since
¢(v) > 1. Moreover, by the decomposition given in (B in the proof of Lemma 6] the
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inclusion map from a component of Lk (v) X T, to U Do (T, UStT(v)) induces a non-trivial free
factor of w1 (UD3(T', UStt(v))). It follows that 1 (UPy(I') UU Do (I", U Stt(v))) is isomorphic
to m (UP(T")) * F,, for some n, > 1. Inductively, we can show that Bo(T") is isomorphic to
m1(UPy(T")) * F,,, where n is greater than or equal to the cardinality of V(T). O

By Theorem 2.33], we immediately obtain the following fact.

large

Corollary 4.8. For I'y,T'y € Grape_ . ., the 2-braid groups Bo(I'1) and By(I'z) are quasi-
isometric if and only if 1 (UPy(I'1)) and m1(UPy(I'2)) are quasi-isometric.

For twigs t; of I', let M(t;) C UP,(T") be the corresponding maximal product subcomplexes.
Then the intersection M (t;) N M (¢;) for any two twigs ¢;,t; is I'y X I'y, where I'y (I'9, resp.)
is a t;-component (ty-component, resp.) of I' which does not contain ¢, (¢, resp.). Indeed,
I’y and I'y are IS—COInponents of I, where P is the minimal path substem containing ¢; and .
This observation can be generalized as follows.

Lemma 4.9. Let {M(t1),...,M(ty)} be a finite collection of maximal product subcomplezes
of UPy(T") corresponding to twigs {t1,...,tm} of T'. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) Ny M(t;) is non-empty.

(2) Allt;’s are colinear and ();-y M(t;) is a standard product subcomplex corresponding to

the minimal path substem P of T containing all t;’s, namely, (-, M (t;) = | X Is o

o

where I'y . ’s are P-components of T.
Y2

Proof. We only need to show the implication [(1)=(2)].

Suppose that ¢;’s are non-colinear in T, i.e., there exist non-colinear twigs t1,ts, and t3
(after reordering the indices). For each i € {1,2,3}, let I'; be the t;-component of I', which
is away from other t; for j € {1,2,3} \ {i}. As observed in the paragraph above this lemma,
M(t;) N M(t;) is the standard product subcomplex I'; X I'; for two distinct i,j € {1,2,3}.
Since I'y and I'3 are disjoint, I'1 X 'y and I'; X I's are also disjoint and thus, the intersection
of M(t1), M(t2) and M (t3) is empty. In particular, (-, M(¢;) is empty. O

Combining with Lemma [2.20] we also have an analog of Lemma [£.9] for U P,(T").

Lemma 4.10. Let {M(t1),...,M(tm)} be a finite collection of pairwise intersecting mawi-

mal product subcomplezes of UP(T') such that each M(t;) is a p-lift of the mazximal product
subcomplex M(t;) C UPy(T") corresponding to a twig t; of I'. Then t;’s are colinear. More-

over, (it M(t;) is a standard product subcomplex which is a p-lift of the standard product
subcomplex of UP,(T") corresponding to the minimal path substem containing all t;’s.

Note that a CAT(0) cube complex satisfies the Helly property: if Y7,...,Y,, are convex
subcomplexes in a CAT(0) cube complex such that Y;NYj is non-empty for all 1 <i < j < m,
then (), Y; is non-empty.

Proof. By Lemma .15 any two p-lifts of M (t;) in UP,(T') are components of p~1(M(t;)),
and in particular, if ¢; = t;, then M (¢;) and M(t;) must be identical.
Since we have (;2; M (t;) # @ by the Helly property, we have

ZF#p (ﬂ M@z‘)) C (p(M(t:) = () M(t:)-
i=1 i=1

i=1
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By Lemma 9] the intersection ();*, M(t;) must be the standard product subcomplex K
corresponding to the minimal path substem containing all ¢;’s. It follows that there exists

a unique p-lift K of K which contains ([*; M (t;). Moreover, since K is contained in each

M (t;), K is contained in each M (t;) as well. Therefore, (", M (t;) must be equal to K. [

4.2. (Reduced) intersection complexes for bunches of grapes. In this subsection, we
elaborate on the (local) structure of RZ(UP,(I")) and Z(UP,(I")). Especially, we focus on
the developability of RZ(UP»(I")) and then the order on the vertices of each simplex which
is preserved (or reversed) by semi-isomorphisms.

Let us start with the connectivity of RZ(U P(I")) and Z(U P(T)).

Proposition 4.11. Not only gz(Z(UP»(I"))) is equal to UPy(T") but also both RZ(UP»(T"))

and Z(UPy(T")) are connected simplicial complezxes. In particular, UPy(T") is one-ended.

Proof. By Lemma and Definition BI7 UP,(T") is equal to the union of all standard
product subcomplexes of UP,(I"). By Lemma B.I8] moreover, UP;(T") is a connected special
square complex. By Lemmas [£.9] and 23] therefore, the proposition holds.

By Lemma [2:32], one-endedness of U Py(T") is shown. O

Example 4.12. Let A = (S3,¢) € Srapelnac:rg:1a| such that Sg is an 3-star with leaves v1, v9, v3.
Then RZ(UP,(A)) is given as follows:

Ay, XA
RI(UP(A)) = Ay, X Ay, Ay, X Ay
sz X AQCJQ AU2 ) o Avs X Ag;,»

=

Note that there is no 2-simplex in RZ(UP,(A)) and A, C AG, for i # j.

As seen in the previous example, RZ(U P»(I")) may be neither simply connected nor a flag

complex. However, Z(U P»(I")) is always a simply connected flag complex as follows.

Theorem 4.13. For T' € SrapeIarge RZ(UP»(T)) is a developable complex of groups and

normal’
Z(UPy(T)) is the development of RZ(UPx(T)). In particular, Z(UP(I")) is a flag complex
which is connected and simply connected.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition [4.11] and Lemma E.T0 that Z(U P»(T")) is a connected flag
complex. By Theorem [2.26]and Theorem [2.24] thus, it only remains to show that RZ(U P (T"))
can be considered as a developable complex of groups.

As previously mentioned in Section [22] if the label of each simplex in RZ(UP(T")) is
replaced by its fundamental group, then RZ(UP»(T')) can be considered as a complex of
groups. Lemma [L.9] implies that UP,(T") is the geometric realization of RZ(UP,(T")) such
that the fundamental group of RZ(U P,(I")) is isomorphic to 71 (UP,(I")). By Theorem 2.25]
hence RZ(UP,(T")) is developable. O

Let us see the detailed features of RZ(U P»(T")) based on the correspondence between its
simplices and path substems of T given by Lemma
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Remark 4.14. For a simplex A = {vy,...,v,} C RI(UP,(T)), its label corresponds to
the minimal path substem P C T containing the twigs corresponding to vg,...,v,. By
Lemma B9, the fundamental group of the label of A is w1 (I's | x I'g 5) = (T ;) x m1(Lp ),
which is isomorphic to Fy,, X Fyn,, where I'y ; = Ir, and m; :7€(T|57i) for i = 1,2. In
particular, the fundamental group is quasi-isometric to G, where

Z x7Z  if the endpoints v,w of P are leaves of T and ¢(v) = {(w) = 1;
G =< Z xFy if only one endpoint v of P is a leaf of T and ¢(v) =1

?

s x F5  otherwise,

Let /A" C A be a sub-simplex and P’ C P the minimal path substem of T containing all
twigs corresponding to vertices of AA’. Then the labels of A and A’ have a common factor if
and only if P and P’ share an endpoint, and in particular, the labels of A and A\ coincide if
and only if P = P’. Tt means that for a path substem P of length (k + 1), a maximal simplex
Ap C RZ(UP,(T")) whose label is Ly, X I's , is a uniquely determined k-simplex. Thus, such

Ap will be said to be induced from P. Similarly, a simplex A C Z(UP(T")) with p(A) = Ap

will be said to be induced from P, which is consistent with Lemma E.10l

With Remark .14l we can see that the stem T of I induces the (semi-)isomorphism type
of RI(UP(T')) as RZ(UP»(I")) encodes the colinearity of twigs of I'.

Lemma 4.15. Let T = (T,0),I" = (T,¢) € Grape™®®  be two large and normal bunches of

normal
grapes over the same stem T. Then there exists a canonical semi-isomorphism

S : RI(UP(T)) — RL(UP(T))

which is an isomorphism if and only if min{¢(v),2} = min{¢'(v),2} for each leaf v € T.
Moreover, ® induces a (semi-)isomorphism @ : Z(UP(T)) — Z(UPx(T)) such that ®op =
plod.

Proof. Since vertices of RZ(U P»(TI")) correspond to twigs of I and a finite collection of vertices
spans a simplex if and only if the corresponding twigs are colinear, we have an obvious
combinatorial map ® : RZ(UP(T")) — RZ(UP»(I")). By Remark F.14] and Definition 2:21]
® must be a semi-isomorphism and it becomes an isomorphism if and only if min{¢(v),2} =
min{¢'(v), } for each leaf v € T.

By Proposition and Theorem HI3] there is a (semi-)isomorphism Z(UP(I')) —

Z(UPy(I")) which is induced from . O

Indeed, there are two natural orders on twigs in any path substem of T depending on the
choice of the initial vertex of the path substem. Then it is natural to consider the order on
vertices of a simplex of RZ(U P2(T")) induced from a natural order on the twigs corresponding
to the vertices and then ask whether it is preserved by semi-isomorphisms. In the remaining
of this subsection, we will show that this turns out to be true by extracting this order from the
information of the labels of the vertices and this fact will be significantly used in Section

For each 2 < k < diam(T), let RZ<,(UP(T")) and Z<,(UP>(I')) be subcomplexes of

RZ(UP(I")) and Z(U Py(T")), respectively, which are the unions of simplices induced from path

substems of length at most k. In particular, the dimension of RZ<y(U P (I")) or Z<,(U P> (I"))
is k — 1. Then we have the following strong deformation retractions.
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Lemma 4.16. For each k > 2, there are strong deformation retractions

<k - RI(UPQ(F)) — RISk(UPQ(F)) and ng I(UPQ(F)) — ISk-(UPQ(F))

which fit into the following commutative diagram:

I(UPQ(F)) E—— ng UPQ(P))

0| I

RI(UP(T)) —55 RI<(UP(T)).

Moreover, for T € 9rapelna<;rg:w|, any semi-isomorphism 1 : RZ(UPy(T')) — RZ(UP(T"))

() : Z(UPy(T)) — Z(UP(T)), resp.) has a restriction <y : RI(UPy(T')) — RI<(UPo(I"))

(b<p, : ZUPT)) = Z<x(UP(I")), resp.) which commutes with the deformation retracts
given above.

Proof. Since p preserves labels, the codomain of the restriction py, of p to Z<,(UP»(I')) could
be chosen as RZ<,(UP»(I")) for each k > 2. Hence, there is a commutative diagram with
rows which are strictly increasing filtrations as follows:

I<o(UPR(T)) —— Z<3(UP(I)) < e Zn(UR(T)) Z(UR(T))
I s ow Is
RISQ(UPQ(F)) —> Rzgg(UPQ(F)) — o —> RISN(UPQ(F)) _ RI(UPQ(F)),

where NV is the diameter of T.

For k > 2,let A = {vq,...,vi} C RZ<;4+1(UP(I")) be the k-simplex induced from a path
substem P? = [vg,...,vpy1] C T such that the twig [v;,v;11] C T corresponds to v;. Let
A1 = {vp, v} be an edge of A. By Remark [£T4] any sub-simplex A’ with Ay C A" C A has
the label T's X I'go 5. By the definition of RZ<j11(UP,(I')), moreover, A is a unique maximal
simplex of RZ<j41(UP(I")) containing A;. Hence, one can find a strong deformation retract
ra from A to the union of sub-simplices A,_; ; and Ay_1 2, which can be extended to a map
RI<k+1(UP(T)) = RI<k41(UP(T)) fixing all simplices but A.

On the other hand, any sub-simplex of A not containing both vg and v belongs to one of
the two (k — 1)-simplices Ag_1 1 = {vo,...,vg_1} and Ap_12 = {Vv1,...,V}} corresponding
to two path substems P! = [vg, ..., vx] and P? = [vy, ..., vr41] of length k, respectively. Note
that Ag_1; and Ag_; 9 belong to RZ<i(UP(T)).

By combining ra for every k-simplex A in RZ<j41(UP(T")), we therefore have a strong
deformation retract ry from RZ<j11(UP>(I')) onto RZ<,(UP>(I")). Then there is a strong
deformation retraction r<j : RZ(UP(I')) = RZ<x(UP(T")), where r<j =rgpo---ory.

Suppose that A = {¥g,...,Vi} C Z<py1(UP(T)) is a k-simplex such that p(A) = A with
p(V;) = v; for each 0 < i < k and let A, = {¥V,V}. For a simplex A with A C AN Ch,
the stabilizers of A and A’ under the group action given in Theorem coincide and A
is a unique maximal simplex containing p(zl), which means that A is a unique maximal

simplex containing N Hence, a strong deformation retract 7x from A to the union of
two sub-simplices Ay 1 = {Vo,...,Vk—1} and ;5 = {¥1,...,Vp41} is well-defined and
extends to a map Z<p1(UP(T)) — Z<p41(UP(T)) fixing all simplices but A. By combining
75 for all k:—simpli_ces in I§k+1(UP2(_F)), we therefore have a strong deformation retract
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Ti : I<kp1(UP(T)) = T<,(UP(T)) satistying py o T = 74 © pry1 since p(Fx) = ra for each

k-simplex A C Z(UP,(T)). Similar to r<j, then we have a strong deformation retraction
T<i : Z(UP(T")) = Z<x(UP(I')), where F =T 0--- o Tp.

Now let IV = (T',¢') € SrapeLa;rgnial and suppose that there is a (semi-)isomorphism 1 :
RI(UP(T)) — RI(UP,(I")). Since RZ(UP(T)) and RZ(UP2(I')) have the same di-
mension, the diameter of T must be N. Then the restriction ¢<j : RI<x(UP((T)) —
RI<(UPy(I")) is well-defined for k = N (trivially) and k = N — 1 by the definition of a
(semi-)isomorphism. By induction, we can easily see that the restriction is well-defined for
any k > 2.

Note that for A and A given above, the images 1¥(A) and ¢ (A1) are a k-simplex and an
edge whose labels coincide by the definition of a (semi-)isomorphism. Thus we have 7} 4109

Y<py1 = Y<k 0 Th41, Where T//c+1 is the the strong deformation retract of RZ<j41(UP(I")).

Similarly, if there is a (semi-)isomorphism 1 : Z(UPy(T')) — Z(UPy(I")), then the assertion
holds by the same argument, and we are done. O

Note that the image of a simplex A C RZ(UP,(T")) induced from a path substem of T
under r<g is a path subgraph Pa C RZ<2(UP»(I)).

Definition 4.17. A canonical order on the set {vq,...,vi} of vertices of a simplex A C
RZ(UPy(T")) is given by vg < vi < --- < vy, if the image of A under the strong deformation
retraction < is the path subgraph Pa = [vo,...,Vvi] C RZ<2(UP(T")), which is unique up

to reversing. Similarly, a canonical order on the set of vertices of a simplex A C Z(U P, (T))
is defined using 7<s.

As previously mentioned, the canonical order on the set of vertices of a simplex A C
RZ(UP(I")) is the same as the natural order on the set of the twigs corresponding to the
vertices up to reversing. The point is that the labels of simplices of RZ(UP»(I')) contain
pretty much information of (the stem of ) I' in the sense that Definition [£.17is defined without
mentioning the stem of T'.

The following lemma summarizes the above discussion and we omit the proof.

Lemma 4.18. Let I,T" € Grape™®  Then any (semi-)isomorphism ¢ : RI(UPy(T)) —

normal *

RI(UPy(I")) or ¢ : Z(UP(T)) — Z(UP(T")) preserves a canonical order on the vertices of
each simplex up to reversing.

Before we finish this subsection, as a by-product of canonical order, we give a criterion
when RZ(U P»(T")) is simply connected.

Proposition 4.19. The following are equivalent.

(1) The stem T is a path graph.
(2) The reduced intersection complex RZ(UPy(I")) is a simplex.
(8) The reduced intersection complex RZ(UPy(I")) is simply connected.

Proof. 1t is obvious that the first implies the second as observed in Remark [4.14] which implies
the third.

Suppose that RZ(U P»(I")) is simply connected. Then so is the subcomplex RZ <5(U P(T"))
by Lemma For each maximal product subcomplex M (t) C UP,(T'), there are a unique
twig ¢ in T and a unique vertex v; € RZ<3(UP,(T')) by LemmaL@such that M(t) = T';; XT;,.
Namely, the set of vertices in RZ<o(UP»(T")) is the same as the set of edges in T, and two
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distinct vertices vi and vy in RZ<2(UP»(I')) are adjacent if and only if the corresponding
distinct twigs ¢; and t9 share one vertex in T.

Notice that whenever T has a vertex of valency m > 3, there is an embedded complete
graph K, in RZ<3(UP(I")), which is never simply connected. Hence this contradiction
prohibits the existence of a vertex of valency > 3 in T, which implies that T is a path graph
as desired. O

5. OPERATIONS ON LARGE BUNCHES OF GRAPES

This section is devoted to three operations on I' = (T,¢) € Grape'®8® which are removing
irrelevant parts of I' in the sense that these operations turn out to be quasi-isometry invariants
for the 2-braid groups.

5.1. Pruning empty twigs and smoothing twigs. The first operation is easily derived
from Lemma B.6] which says that attaching an edge to a graph A by identifying one endpoint
of the edge with a vertex in A only increases the rank of the free factor of the 2-braid group
unless the identified vertex was a leaf of A.

Definition 5.1 (Pruning empty twigs and smoothing twigs). Let I' = (T,¢) € Grape'®®® and
t = [vo,...,vk| a twig.
e Suppose that ¢ is an empty twig with valp(vg) = 1. A bunch of grapes I" is obtained
by pruning an empty twig t if IV = I't/, where T’ is the induced subgraph of T with
V(T) =V(T)\ {v1,..., v}
e A bunch of grapes I'' is obtained by smoothing a twig t if it is obtained by replacing
the twig ¢ by an edge joining vg and wvy.

The following lemma is obvious and we omit the proof and instead provide Algorithm [ in
Appendix [Al

Lemma 5.2. Let I' € Grape'®'8. Then pruning empty twigs and smoothing twigs terminate
in finite time, and the uniquely determined resulting graph Unormal becomes a large and normal
bunch of grapes.

The bunch of grapes I'normal will be called the normal representative of I'.

large
norma

Theorem 5.3. Let T' € Grape®® and Tnomal € Grape
Then Bo(T') is quasi-isometric to Bo(T).

| the normal representative of I.

Proof. Since smoothing twigs does not change the isomorphism type of the 2-braid groups
over bunches of grapes, without loss of generality, we assume that I' has no twigs of length
> 2. Let I'; be the bunch of grapes obtained from I' by only pruning an empty twig ¢. Then
by Lemma [3.6] Bo(T") = Bo(T'y) * F, for some k > 1.

Suppose that I is a large and normal bunch of grapes which is obtained from I' by re-
peatedly pruning empty twigs and smoothing twigs. Namely, based on Algorithm [I we have
bunches of grapes I' = T'g,...,I';, = I'" such that I';;; is obtained from I'; by pruning an
empty twig in I'; and then smoothing twigs in I';. Then Bo(T") = Bo(I"”) #Fg, * - - - xF . Since
Proposition [L7] implies that Bo(I") = m(UPy(I")) * F,, for some n > 2, we conclude that
Bo(T") and By(I”) are quasi-isometric by Theorem [2.331 O

In the upcoming two subsections, we use the notation W(—), a subset of the vertex set V(—),
which is defined for objects related to I' = (T, ¢) € Grape large s follows: First, we let W) =
) C

normal

V(T) and W(UDo(T)) = {u £ v | u,v € V(T) and u # v} C UDo(T). Then W(UDo(T)
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UDy(I") is the preimage of W(UD2(I'")) under the covering map. For any subcomplex X of
UDy(I") (UDy(T), resp.), W(X) is defined as W(UD2(I')) N X (W(UD2(I')) N X, resp.). If
X is the domain of a standard product subcomplex K, then W(X) is the preimage of W(K)
under the standard product structure.

In this section, whatever X and Y are chosen, there is a constant C such that X and Y
are contained in the C-neighborhoods of W(X) and W(Y'), respectively. Thus, by a relative
L-quasi-isometry ¢ : X — Y, we mean that ¢ is a relative L-quasi-isometry (X, W(X)) —

(Y,W(Y)) in Definition 234 which is an (L, 2C)-quasi-isometry.

5.2. Picking over-grown grapes. This subsection is devoted to the operation “picking over-
grown grapes” on I' = (T, /) € Srapelnac:rgr‘f1a| and show that this operation is a quasi-isometry

invariant for the 2-braid groups, following the theme of Theorem [5.31

FIGURE 9. A bunch of grapes I obtained from I' by picking over-grown
grapes.

large

Definition 5.4 (Picking over-grown grapes). Let I' = (T,¢) € Grape =" .

We say that a grape C at v € T is over-grown if ¢(v) + valy(v) > 4. We say that a bunch
of grapes I is obtained from I' by picking an over-grown grape C at v if C is an over-grown
grape and IV =T\ (C\ {v}), or IV = (T', '), where

ToT and e/<w>:{§§;”)>_l W

large
normal”

Note that in the above definition, I'V again belongs to Grape

large
normal

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that a bunch of grapes I is obtained from T' € Grape
an over-grown grape. Then Bo(T') and Bo(I) are quasi-isometric.

by picking

Example 5.6. Let I'y and I's be large and normal bunches of grapes over Sg as depicted
in Figure [I0 respectively. Since UP,(I'y) contains maximal product subcomplexes quasi-
isometric to Fy x Fy but U P»(T'1) does not, there is no isomorphism between Z(U P,(I'1)) and

Z(UP»(I'y)) and therefore Bo(I'1) and By(I'y) are not quasi-isometric by Theorem 2.23] and

Corollary .8 However, |Z(UP,(T'1))| and |Z(U P»(T'2))| are both locally (countably) infinite
trees of infinite diameter and thus isometric.

The process of picking or attaching grapes does not change the stem of the initial bunch of
grapes. Moreover, changing the order of picking or attaching grapes at two different vertices
does not effect on the resulting graph. Therefore the following lemma is obvious and instead
of the proof, we provide Algorithm 2lin Appendix [Al
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FiGure 10. Picking non-over-grown grapes changes the quasi-isometry type.

Lemma 5.7. LetI' = (T,{) € Srapelrfc:rgrial.l Then there exists a uniquely determined large and
arge

rich bunch of grapes Uyicn = (T, ') € Grape;;~ such that (1) it has no over-grown grapes and
(2) it is obtained from T' by repeatedly pruning over-grown grapes or attaching grapes in finite
time, 1.e.,

() = {min{f(v),Q} valt(v) = 1;

1 valt(v) > 2.

The bunch of grapes I'yich will be called the rich representative of I.

FIGURE 11. The rich representative IV of T'.

Corollary 5.8. Let I' € 9rapeIarge and IV € 9rapeIarge the rich representative of I'. Then

norma rich
Bo(T') and Bo(I”) are quasi-isometric.

Proof. Based on Algorithm 2l we have bunches of grapes I' = T'g, ..., I, = I such that T';y;
is obtained from I'; by picking one grape or attaching one grape (which then becomes an
over-grown grape). By Theorem [5.5] Bo(T';) and Bo(T';41) are quasi-isometric, and therefore,
the corollary holds. O

Throughout the remaining of this subsection, as we will prove Theorem [5.5] we assume that
I'=(T,0) e 9rape|:<:rg:w| is obtained from I' = (T, ?¢) € 9rape|:<:rg:w| by picking an over-grown
grape at v € T. Additionally, we use the following notations.

e v-components and extended v-components of T are denoted by T; and T;r,
tively, such that T; C T;‘ fori=1,...,n.

e The complement of T; in T is denoted by Tf.

e For each 1 <i < n, the twig of ' (or ') joining T, and v is denoted by t; = [v, v;].

e The set of twigs of T is denoted by {t, | a € I}.

respec-
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Lemma 5.9. If K = I't, X ['r, is the intersection of mazimal product subcomplezes of
UP,(T'), then one of the following holds:

(1) Both T, and T, are contained in T; for some 1 <i < n.

(2) One of T, and T, is contained in T; and the other is contained in T; for distinct
1<i#j5<n.

(3) One of T, and T, is contained in T; and the other contains TS for some 1 < i <n.

Proof. If v is a leaf of T, then Item (Il) or Item (B]) automatically holds. Otherwise, let P
be the path substem corresponding to K obtained by Lemma [£9] and v’ the nearest point

projection of v onto P. When v’ is a leaf of P (or v belongs to a Is—component of T), Item (B
holds. When ¢’ is not a leaf of P, Item (2] holds if v = v, and Item (I]) holds otherwise. [

Let ® : RZ(UP2(T")) — RZ(UP2(I'")) be an isomorphism obtained by LemmaL.T5l We first
construct a quasi-isometry between the universal covers of maximal product subcomplexes
corresponding to a vertex of RZ(UP2(T')) and its image vertex in RZ(UP,(I”)) under ®.
And then we obtain a quasi-isometry U P»(I") — U P»(I") by patching together the previously
obtained quasi-isometries while constructing an isomorphism ® : Z(UPy(T')) — Z(U P»(T"))
such that p’ o ® = ® o p. Lastly, Corollary B8 will complete the proof.

We start with a (relative) quasi-isometry between I' and I which will be an ingredient
of the construction of quasi-isometries between maximal product subcomplexes. Recall that

(T,V) = (T, V) where V = p~ (V).

Proposition 5.10. For each 1 <i < n, there are a constant L; > 0 and a relative L;-quasi-
isometry p; : I' = I which induces a one-to-one correspondence between copies of I'tr and

copies ofFTT, for any substem T' C T containing T or contained in T; with any 1 < j <n

such that the restriction of @; to a copy of I't is the same as a relative L;-quasi-isometry
@LT/ : FT/ — IVT’

Proof. We will only construct @, since the others can be constructed similarly. Note that up
to smoothing the connecting 2-stars

I'= (Prs,v) * (Trp,01) and I = (Te,v) « (D, 1)

Claim 5.11. There is a relative Lq-quasi-isometry Ei : F—T? — FTTg such that for k > 2, Ei

induces a one-to-one correspondence between copies of I't, and copies of I”Tk such that the
restriction to each copy is the identity map.

Suppose that the claim holds. Since I't, and F’Tl are identical, there is a relative isometry
El : Ty, — I’TTI._By LeEuna 238, then there is a relative Li-quasi-isometry ®; : [ —
IV obtained from ¢i and v, which is constructed by inductively patching copies of quasi-
isometries ¢§ and 9. During the construction, by fixing a base point of I're and tracking

the base points across all the copies of F—Tg in T', we may assume that $; has the following

property: For any two copies A and B of F—T?’ there exists an isometry f of I mapping the
base point in A to the base point in B such that pr» o ¢, = prv 0 p; o f; this is possible since
1)y is the identity.

Let T C T be a substem of T. If T' C T, for any j, then the restriction of @; to a copy of

T'7/ is the restriction of either Ei or 1), to a copy of I't.. Hence we are done by Claim [5.11] or
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the construction of ¥,. If T/ contains T, up to smoothing the connecting 2-stars,

~Y

FT/ = (FT/ﬂTpUl) * (FTfﬂj) and I, r = ( ,T’f"ITNUl) * (F'Ti,v)

Since v, is the identity map, the construction of @, implies that the restriction of %, to a

copy of 't/ is a relative L;-quasi-isometry P — I'",. By the aforementioned property
of P, above, p; 1+ does not depend on the choice of a copy of Tt/ in T, and therefore we are
done.

Finally, it suffices to prove Claim G511l As there is an over-grown grape at v, £(v) is assumed
tobe>3ifn=1,>2ifn=2or >1if n> 3.
When n = 1. We have I're = T, and F/Tg = I'}, each of which is a bouquet of at least

two cycles. By the result in [Pap02], there is a relative quasi-isometry b, :_(Fv, v) = (I, v).

Since there is no proper substem in I';,, the claim holds vacuously if 1/1(1: =1
When n > 2. If n = 2, then we have up to smoothing the 2-stars

PTi = (FTQ,UQ) * (FU,U) and PlTi = (F,TQ,UQ) * (PZ),U)

v

If n > 3, then both I'r¢ and F/Ti are obtained from *j;ﬂ(I’Tj,vj) by attaching 3-cycles at
the central vertex of the connecting star. In either case, by Lemma 2.41] we have a relative
L -quasi-isometry

¢ (Tre {vj [ #1}) = (Tpe, {v; [ 5 #1})

for some L} > 0 such that for each j # 1, ¢ induces a one-to-one correspondence between
copies of FTj and copies of FTj and the restrlctlon of ¢ to each copy of FTj is the identity map.
However, ¢ is not yet the desired relative quasi-isometry since Pr 1(v) may not be bijectively
mapped to p;/l (v).

On the other hand, in either F—Tg or FTT?, there exists a one-to-one correspondence between

the preimage of v and the preimage of vy as follows: for each vertex v in the preimage of v,
there is a unique vertex vs in the preimage of vy such that v is adjacent to v, and vice-versa.
Consider a map wi : e — F/T? which is obtained from ¢ by replacing the image of such

7 under ¢ by a vertex in pp'(v) C PTT; which is adjacent to ¢(73). Since the restriction of
¢ to p~'(va) is bilipschitz onto pp! (va), Y7 is the desired relative L;-quasi-isometry, which
completes the proof. O

In the above proposition, the following is implicit: If T” € T’ is a substem of T containing
T§ or contained in Tj, then the restriction of p; ++ to any copy of I'tv is @, 1u.

Consider the sets of the universal covers of labels of vertices of Z(UPy(I")) and Z(U P»(I7))

(M, =T xT;,lael} and {M,=T; xT}  |acl},

respectively. According to Proposition (.10l and Lemma [2.37, we have the set of relative
L?-quasi-isometries

{60 : (Mo, W(M,)) — (M,, W(M,)) | a € I} (5.12)

for L = max{Ly,...,L,} such that if ¢, is contained in TZTF, then ¢, is the product of two
relative quasi-isometries each of which is the restriction of ®; defined in Proposition 5.10 to
a copy corresponding to a coordinate of M,.
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Suppose that there are two distinct maximal product subcomplexes of U P,(I") with stan-
dard product structures 7y : M, — UP(T) and 7y : M, — UP(T) such that 75(M,) N
w(M,) = K is a standard product subcomplex with the domain K = I'r, x I’—Ty If ¢,
and t, are contained in T;, then T, and T, satisfy Item () or Item (B) of Lemma E.9l
If t, and t;, are contained in T;r and T;r, respectively, for distinct 1 < 4,57 < n, then T,
and T, satisfy Item (2)) of Lemma [5.9 By Proposition 510l and the construction of ¢, and
gbb, we thus have the commutative diagram represented by solid arrows in Figure [[2] where
K = I‘/ X I‘/ and the four diagonal arrows are canonical (relative) isometric embeddings.
By the paragraph below Proposition [5.10, moreover, there is a universal property as follows:
Let Ko = I’—Tp X I’—Tq be the domain of a standard product subcomplex contained in K such
that T, and T, satisfy Lemma Then there are canonical (relative) isometric embeddings

of K¢ and K{) = I‘/ X I‘/ such that the whole diagram in Figure [[2] commutes.

K
/ x.
M, $e Ny J6 M,
J/ e KO (/
¢a } (z)b
. |
K l
K. ‘
= / \ M.
Ma €~\~\~ Y } ~ Mb
Tee N, v -7
N -
KO

FIGURE 12. A universal property of the embedding of the intersection of max-
imal product subcomplexes.

For a pair of a vertex v € Z(UP,(T)) and a vertex ¥/ € Z(UPy(I")) with ® o p(¥) = p/(¥),
we have a relative L2-quasi-isometry ¢g : My — M—/ such that the diagram in Figure [I3]
commutes, where 7y : M, — UP(T) (7. g Ma — UP,(TV), resp.) is the standard product
structure of My (M%/, resp.). If we fix one such relative L2?-quasi-isometry, then the following
lemma says that we can canonically find a one-to-one correspondence between Z(0) (U Py(T))

and ZO)(UPR(T")), and a relative quasi-isometry between maximal product subcomplexes
corresponding to vertices in each correspondence.

Lemma 5.13. Let v, V' and ¢y be gz’ven as above. For any vertex u € N1(¥) \ {V}, then
there are a uniquely determined vertex @ € T(UPy(I")) adjacent to ¥’ and a relative L?-quasi-

isometry ¢g : Ma — My such that the restrictions of ¢y and ¢y to Mg N M~ are identical
relative L?- quasi-isometries.

Moreover, if vertices Uy, Uy, ..., in N1(V) form a simplex in Z(UPy(T')), then the re-
strictions of aﬁ_ to n?:o Mﬁ. for 0 < j <k are identical relative L?-quasi-isometries.

Proof. Let Ty : M, — UP,(T) be the standard product structure of My. By Lemma FI0,
My N My is a standard product subcomplex K with domain K = I't, x PT By the
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Mo(c TRT)) — 2 T (c TB(T)

— i
LVT LVIT

~

M, P M,

FicURE 13. A relative quasi-isometry between maximal product subcom-
plexes is induced from an element in Set (5.12)).

commutative diagrams in Figures[I2] and [[3] we have the diagram represented by solid arrows
in Figure[[4l It easily follows that there is a relative isometric embedding 7’ : M;, — UPy(I)
which is represented by the dashed arrow in Figure[I4lsuch that the whole diagram commutes.

UP,(T) - UP,(T)
T, Ly <
- V a . /’ 7\\\\ y
M, = > M, .
\ Zb \ ®
~ b ~i
Mb > Mb
/ \
K K ~

FIGURE 14. The commutative diagram describing how to glue two relative
quasi-isometries sharing the domains.

Let @' € Z(UP»(I")) be the vertex corresponding to Z’(M;). It follows that @' is adjacent
to ¥/ and p/(@) = ®(p(7d)). Then using the diagram in Figure [3] (after changing the indices
properly), we have a relative L?-quasi-isometry ¢z : My — My, and the diagram in Figure 4]
implies that ¢g and ¢g coincide on My N M.

Suppose that vertices U, Uy, ..., Uy in N (V) form a simplex in Z(U P(T")). By the univer-
sal property described in the commutative diagram in Figure [12], Eﬁj ’s coincide on ﬂ?:o Mﬁj,
which completes the proof. O

Consider the set of relative L-quasi-isometries which are quasi-inverses of elements in
Set (5I12). Then the same argument as in Lemma [B.I3] after switching the role of I" and
I'” holds and Eﬁ; will be a quasi-inverse of ¢g. By virtue of the uniqueness in Lemma 513
thus we have an isomorphism N; (V) — Ni(V') and a relative map

61 - 91(M1(¥))) = az(M1(¥)).

By Lemma [Z36] and the fact that A7 (¥) is countably infinite, ¢; turns out to be a relative
L?-quasi-isometry.

Proof of Theorem [2.3. For apathy = (V= ¥y,...,V,) inZ(UP(T)), by applying Lemma[5.13]
along consecutive vertices in v, we can construct a relative quasi-isometry ¢, : My, — M v -
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If there is a path § in Z(UP(I")) from ¥, to V,, which is homotopic to 7, since Z(UP»(I"))
is a simply connected flag complex by Theorem [£.13], we can find a sequence of two kinds of
elementary homotopies from v to § as follows:

(1) one is to cancel a back-tracking,
(Vi Vie1, Vi) o (V)
(2) the other is to replace two edges by an edge
(Vi Vie 1, Viga, ) & (Vi Viga, .. )
when V;,V;11 and V;,o form a triangle in 7 (W(F))

Then it easily follows from Lemma [5.13] that both elementary homotopies do not change the
quasi-isometry induced from a path and thus ¢, and ¢; are identical.

By Lemma [L15] there is an isomorphism Z(U Py(T")) — Z(U P»(I'")) sending ¥ to ¥'. Com-
bining this fact with the previous paragraph, we can inductively construct a relative map

b1t IZNai1(9)) = gz(Nos1 (7))

which induces an isomorphism N, 11(¥) — N,41(¥') from the relative map ¢,. By Propo-

sition 11}, Z(UP,(T")) is connected and gz(Z(UP(I'))) = UP»(T"). It follows that the di-
rect limit of ¢, is a relative map ¢ : UPy(I') — UP,(I”) which induces an isomorphism
3 I(UR(T)) — Z(UR(T)).

Since N, 11(¥) \ NV,,(¥) is countably infinite, by Lemma 236, if ¢,, is a relative L2-quasi-
isometry, then ¢, 41 is also a relative L?-quasi-isometry. From the fact that ¢, = ¢y is a

relative L2-quasi-isometry, it follows that ¢ is a relative L?-quasi-isometry. By Corollary A8
therefore, By(T") is quasi-isometric to Ba(I). O

5.3. Pruning over-grown substems. In this subsection, we define the last operation, called
pruning over-grown substems on I' € Srapelr?gﬁe, which is a quasi-isometry invariant for the 2-
braid groups as well. This operation is particularly applied to I' which has a kind of symmetry
and leads to a more simplified bunch of grapes.

Definition 5.14 (Pruning over-grown substems). Let I' = (T, /) € Srape:r?crﬁe and v € V(T)
a vertex. Consider the set CT(T',v) of extended #-components of I' which are not grapes and
an equivalence relation on the set defined by the presence of isometry.

Suppose that there exists an equivalence class {T'{,...,T;.} on CT(T,v) such that m > 3.
Then each I’j is called an over-grown stem at v and the union of the Fj’s is called a scope
of pruning. In this case, the complement of 'y (the 9-component of I' contained in I'{) in T
is said to be obtained from I' by pruning an over-grown stem Ff at v.

We say that a bunch of grapes I'' is obtained from I' by pruning over-grown substems at
v if I is obtained from I' by repeatedly pruning an over-grown stem from a given scope of
pruning at v till the scope is no longer considered as a scope.

It is worth noticing that in the above definition, IV again belongs to Gra pelr?gﬁe.

As in Theorem B3l or (.5l pruning over-grown substems does not change the quasi-isometry
type of the 2-braid group as follows.
Theorem 5.15. For I € 9rapeIarge let A be a bunch of grapes obtained from I' by pruning

rich 7
an over-grown substem. Then Bo(T") is quasi-isometric to Ba(A).
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v Pruning v Pruning Pruning v
- — - —> - — - > .. - — -
Im Fm-1 s

FIGURE 15. Pruning over-grown substems; at v, there is at least one grape.

Throughout the remaining of this subsection, we assume that A is obtained from I' by
pruning an over-grown substem I at v € T and '], ... ,F;t_l are the remaining extended
t-components of I' in C*(T",v). We denote by I'; the #-component of " contained in FZ‘.F. Note
that there is an obvious embedding ¢ : A < I'. Then we let w = ¢~!(v) and A; = .71(T;)
for j = 1,...,n — 1. Additionally, we let v; € I'; be the vertex adjacent to v in in T" for
i=1,...,n,and wj = Yv;) € Ajfor j=1,...,n— 1.

Here, we use the decompositions of UDs(I") (and thus the graph-of-groups decompositions
of B2(I')) obtained in Section B3l Recall that the subcomplex UP»(I',v) is the union of
[; X T¢’s and the subcomplex U Dy (T, v) of UDs(T) is the union U Py (T, v) UJ; UD2(T'}"). By
Lemma 3201 and the fact that there is at least one grape at v, we have Bo(I') = Bo(T', v) * Fy,
where Bo(I',v) = m(UD2(T',v)) and N > 0. Thus we will only focus on the structures of
UDs(T',v) and its universal cover.

The intersection UDo(I';) N UDQ(F}) is empty for i # j, and UP»(T,v)NUDo(T'}) = T'; X
{v}. From this fact, a graph-of-groups decomposition G(Bo(T',v)) of By(T',v) is constructed
from RZ(UP(T",v)) by attaching one edge to each vertex such that additional vertices are
labelled by UDs(I';")’s and edges labelled by I';’s. Moreover, the Bass-Serre tree T (Ba(I', v))
associated to G(Ba(I',v)) is the union of copies of Z(UPy(I',v)) and the additional vertices
and edges labelled by lifts of UD(T}") and I'; X {v}, respectively, for some 1 < i < n. There

') sending (the interiors of) simplices

is also a canonical set map g7 : T(Bo(T,v)) — 2UD2(
to the corresponding subcomplexes (see (B3.21])).
Now, we will construct a specific quasi-isometry UP,(I',v) — UPy(A,w) using finitely

many quasi-isometries defined below. For each (i,7) € R = {(i,7) | I'] = A;."}7 let ¢; ; :

(s, {vi}) = (Aj,{w;}) be a relative isometry. Note that ¢; ; can also be seen as a relative

isometry I'; — A;. Then there are a relative isometry %, ; : (I'y, {vi}) — (Aj,{w;}) which
is an elevation of ¢; ;, and the set Qp of ©;,;'s. By Lemma [2.42] moreover, there is also a
relative L'-quasi-isometry

fig = (CEWIE) N\ A{v}) = (AF, W(AG) \ {w})

with the property that the restriction to a copy of (I'y, vy) for any i’ # i is a relative isometry

in (Qr onto a copy of (Aj,v;) for some 5/ # j. Then we slightly modify f;; to a relative
L-quasi-isometry &7 ; : I’_f — A_§ which satisfies the property f; ; does and maps the preimage
of v to the preimage of w. This is possible since any vertex of the preimage of v in I'¢ (the
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preimage of w in A¢, resp.) is adjacent to a vertex of the preimage of vy (the preimage of wjr,
resp.) for some i’ # i (j' # j, resp.). We refer to the construction in the case of n > 2 in the
proof of Proposition .10l

Lemma 5.16. There exists a quasi-isometry ¢, : UPy(T',v) — UPy(A,w) such that
e a mazimal product subcomplex of UPy(T',v) which is a p-lift of T; X T¢ is mapped to
a mazimal product subcomplex of UPs(A,w) which is a p-lift of Aj X A for some j
satisfying (i,j) € R, and
e the restriction to the intersection of two mazimal product subcomplezxes is an isometry.
Proof. Let M, M cU P,(T',v) be two intersecting maximal product subcomplexes with stan-
dard product structures 737 : I'; x I'¢ — UP(I',v) and Iap IS x Ty — UP(T,v) for some

i # 1. Then their intersection K = MNDM' admits two identical standard product structures

ZM’Z;_}(F) o (id; x Zi/) = ZM”z%,(F) o (Zi X idy) : (Fi,vi) X (Fi/,vi/) - KC UPQ(F,U),

where id; and idy are isometries on (T';,v;) and (I'yr, vy ), respectively, and 7; : T; — F_f, and
7y Ty — F_f are elevations of embeddings.

By the assumption on I' (and A), there exists A; which is isometric to I'; via a relative
isometry p; ; in Qp. Then there exists a maximal product subcomplex N C U Py (A, w) with
standard product structure 7 : A_JXA_j — UP2(A,w). By Lemmal[2.37] then ; ; X} ; induces

a relative L2-quasi-isometry ¢g : M — N. Moreover, there is a unique copy of A in A_g such
that I'y is isometric to Ay via @, ;; and ¢o(K) is isometric to a standard product subcomplex
K’ with standard product structure A; x Aj — UPy(A,w). Let N c UPy(A, w) be the
maximal product subcomplex containing K with standard product structure i : A_;XA_]/ —

UPy(A,w). As before, 5 g X Pt g induces a relative L2-quasi-isometry b M’ — N'.

Vi MUM/ 7’*****77——?99?,0 77777777777 N NUN/

FIGURE 16. Gluing of two relative L2-quasi-isometries

Consider the commutative diagram in Figure where all maps except for ¢g U ¢, are
known to be either quasi-isometric embeddings or quasi-isometries. By Lemma[2.36], then the
map ¢ U ¢y : M U M’ — N U N’ is a relative L?-quasi-isometry. Combining this fact with
the fact that the intersection of three distinct maximal product subcomplexes in U P, (T, v)
or UPy(A,w) is empty, we obtain a relative L2-quasi-isometry

o1 : 97N (V7)) = 9z(MN1 (V)
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where V7 and Vi are the vertices of Z(UP(T',v)) and Z(UP(A,w)) corresponding to

M and N, respectively. By iterating this process, we can construct a relative L2-quasi-
isometry ¢y : g7(Ny (V7)) — 9z(Ni(V5)), whose direct limit is a relative L?-quasi-isometry

¢ : UPy(T,v) — UPy(A,w), and this is the desired relative quasi-isometry ¢,. O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [.15]

Proof of Theorem [5.13. By the paragraph above reviewing U Dy (T, v), we know that
]BQ(P) = BQ(F,U) * FN and BQ(A) = BQ(A,U}) * FM,

where N, M > 1. By Theorem [2.33] thus it suffices to prove that Bo(I',v) and Ba(A,w) are
quasi-isometric, or equivalently, UDy(I",v) and U Dy (A, w) are quasi-isometric.

Now, we fix a copy Zy of Z(U Py(T",v)) in T (Bo(T',v)) and call it a 0-level copy. Then 1-level
copies of Z(UP,(T",v)) are defined as copies of Z(U Py(I",v)) whose distance from the 0-level
copy is 2. Inductively, n-level copies of Z(UPy(I',v)) are defined as copies of Z(UP,(T",v))
whose distance from (n — 1)-level copies of Z(U P»(T",v)) is 2 and which are not k-level copies
for k < n. Similarly, we fix a copy Z{, of Z(U P»(A,w)) in T (B2(A,w)) and then define n-level
copies of Z(UPy(A,w)) in T (Ba(A,w)).

Let L;(B2(I',v)) be the minimal subcomplex of 7 (Bo(I',v)) containing all m-level copies
for m < k. Then we will inductively construct an isomorphism and a relative quasi-isometry

P+ Li(T (B2(T,v))) — Li(T(B2(A, w))) and ¢, : g7(Ly(B2(T,v))) — g7 (Li(B2(A, w))).

The case when k& = 0 is shown by declaring ¢, as the relative L-quasi-isometry ¢, in
Lemma [5.16] and @ as the isomorphism induced by ¢, .
Let v € T(BQ(F v)) be a vertex labelled by a p-lift of UDs(I'j") which is adjacent to the

0-level copy and let Zy = gT(IO) Ngr(v ) By the construction of ¢,, the restriction of ¢, to
Z is an isometry onto a p-lift ZO of Aj X {w} in g7(Zy) for some 1 < j < n—1; the isometry
is the restriction of ; ; € Q. Then there exists a p-lift U of U DQ(A;—) in UDy(A,w) such
that U N o7 (Zy) = Zy. Moreover, there is a relative isometry ‘P;L] (T, {v}) = (A+, {w})

which extends ¢; ; such that <p - induces a (relatlve) isometry U DQ(P+) — UDy (A+) Let v/

be the vertex in T (Ba(A,w)) correspondmg to U, i.e., g7(V)) = U'. Then we can naturally
extend ®¢ and ¢, to an isomorphism and a relatlve L- qua81—1sometry (by Lemma [2:30])

ToU{¥} > Tou{¥} and ¢g : g7 (¥) Uz, UR(T,v) = g7(¥) Uz, UR(A,w)  (5.17)

such that the restriction of 53_ to g7(V) is an isometry onto g7 (V'). Here, Zy U {¥V} and
T U {¥v'} mean their induced subcomplexes.

Let vi € T(B2(I',v)) be a vertex in a 1-level copy Z; of Z(U P»(T")) adjacent to V. Then the
edge [V, V1] corresponds to a p-lift Z; of T'; X {v} in g7(¥) and V; corresponds to a maximal
product subcomplex which is a p-lift of I'; X I'¢ in UDy(T,v). In UDy(A,w), there exists a
p-lift of A; X {w} which is the image of Z; under E(J]r , and thus there is a maximal product
subcomplex which is a p-lift of A; X A and corresponds to a vertex ¥ € T(Bz(A,w)). Then
we can naturally extend maps in (5.I7) to an isomorphism and a relative L-quasi-isometry

Lo UL U{¥} = Ly UL U{¥'} and g7(Zo) U g7(¥) U g7(Z1) — 97(Z5) U g7 (V') U g7 (Z7).
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Since this process can be repeated for any 1-level copies independently, we have an isomor-
phism and a relative L-quasi-isometry

Py : L1(Bo(D,v)) = L1(Ba(A,w)) and ¢y : g7(L1(Ba(T,v))) — g7 (L1(Ba(A, w))).

From the fact that 7 (B2(I', v)) and T (B2(A, w)) are the Bass-Serre trees, we can inductively
define ®;, and ¢,. Since each ¢, is a relative L-quasi-isometry by Lemma 236} so is the direct
limit of ¢j. As in Proposition EIT] it can easily be shown that 7 (UDo(T,v)) is connected
and g7 (T (UD2(T,v))) = UDo(T,v). Tt follows that the direct limit of ¢ is a relative quasi-
isometry from U Dy (T, v) to UDs(A,w), and therefore we are done. O

6. QUASI—ISOMETRIC RIGIDITY OF 2-BRAID GROUPS OVER BUNCHES OF GRAPES

large

In this section, we show that for any I' € Grape'@'8¢, there is a uniquely determined 'y, €

Srapelr?crﬁe which is minimal in the sense that there are no other large and rich bunches of
grapes obtained from I'n, by the operations defined in the previous section. Using this fact,
we show that the set of the 2-braid groups over I' € Grape'®®¢ is quasi-isometrically rigid in
the sense that for I',T” € Grape'®&, two 2-braid groups Bo(I") and Bo(I") are quasi-isometric
if and only if I'y,j, and I" . are isometric.

6.1. Quasi-minimal representatives. In the previous section, from I' € Grape'®®®, after
obtaining I'normal by repeatedly picking an empty twig and then smoothing twigs, we obtained
the rich represntative I'yic, of I'normal Such that the 2-braid groups over these three graphs are
quasi-isometric to each other. It was obvious that such I'omal and thus I'yie, are uniquely
determined.

On the other hand, uniqueness of the terminal bunch of grapes under the iterated process
of pruning over-grown substems is not clear since it is not sure whether pruning two different
over-grown substems could be interchangeable. However, the following proposition provides
an affirmative answer and the uniqueness of the terminal bunch of grapes under this process.

large

Proposition 6.1. For ' € Grape; ., let IV and T be two bunches of grapes each of which is
obtained from I' by pruning over-grown substems repeatedly as many times as possible. Then
IV and T are isometric.

Proof. We first claim the following: If IV and I'” are obtained from I' by pruning over-grown
substems at v and v’, which are not necessarily distinct, then there is a bunch of grapes I'y
obtained from both I'y and T's by (repeatedly) pruning over-grown substems.

If the claim is true, then the set of all bunches of grapes identical to I' up to (repeatedly)
pruning over-grown substems has a unique bunch of grapes which can be obtained by (re-
peatedly) pruning over-grown substems from others. The existence follows easily from the
induction argument on the number of vertices of valency > 3 in the stem.

Now, let us prove the claim. Let A and A’ be the scopes of pruning at v and v" in T,
respectively. Then there is a trichotomy as follows:

(1) Two scopes A and A’ are disjoint;
(2) Two scopes A and A’ intersect exactly at v = v';
(3) One contains the other, say A" C A.

For the first two cases, it is easy to see that by pruning over-grown substems from both I’
and I, we have a bunch of grapes I'g as desired. See Figure [7
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Pruning

FIGURE 17. Pruning over-grown substems whose scopes are disjoint or inter-
sect at one vertex; at v (v, resp.), there is at least one grape.

Suppose that A’ C A. Then there are distinct copies A© = A/, A’M ... A of A" in A,
where k+1 is the number of (extended) 0-components in A and the vertices corresponding to
v’ will be denoted by v/(©) = o/, v/ ... /*) Then in I", we can prune over-grown substems
at 'O /M ... /() with scopes A A’ ... A'K) | respectively, to obtain I, where it is
still possible to prune over-grown substems at v. Hence we obtain a grape I'y, which can be

obtained from I by repeatedly pruning over-grown substems at the vertices corresponding
to v’. See Figure I8 O

Definition 6.2. For I € Grape'®'8®, the quasi-minimal representative I'min of I' is a bunch of
grapes in Srapelr?gﬁe obtained as follows: Let I'normal be the normal representative of I' as in
Lemma and let I'yic, be the rich representative of I'hormal @s in Lemma [5.71 Then Iy is
a bunch of grapes obtained from I'je, by repeatedly pruning over-grown substems until the
process terminates.

We say I' is quasi-minimal if I' = ', and denote the set of quasi-minimal bunches of
grapes by 9rape|r:'ir§e.
Theorem 6.3. Let I' € Grape8. Then there is a unique quasi-minimal representative T min
up to isometry.

Proof. This follows from Lemma [5.2] Corollary 5.8 and Proposition O

In Appendix [Al we provide Algorithm [B] to obtain the quasi-minimal representative I'nin
of ' € Grapelaree,
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FIGURE 18. Pruning over-grown substems whose scopes are nested

Theorem 6.4. For each T’ € Grape'®®®, By(T) is quasi-isometric to Ba(Tmin)-
Proof. This is a consequence of Theorems £.3] 5.5 and 515 and Algorithm Bl O

Therefore we have the following commutative diagram.

9rapelarge/ o~

{Ba(I') | T € Grapepn&®}/ ~q..

min

%’JCor. Z3

()

{m1(UPy(I")) | T € Srape e}/ ~q..

min

iThm. 223

Grapepree / = e {Z({UP(T)) | T € Grapepie®}/ =

Our goal of this section is to show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between

Srapelr:'irfe and {Z(UP,(T")) | T € 9rape|niriﬁe} up to isomorphism, which implies the injectivity
of the bottom map Z(U P»(—)) and therefore not only the vertical maps on the right but also
all maps from Gra pelna:iie 2 are bijective in the above diagram.

Theorem 6.5. Let I',T” € 9rape|:1ri§e be quasi-minimal. If there is an isomorphism between

Z(UP(T)) and Z(UP2(T")), then T and T are isometric.
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We defer the proof of Theorem to Section while we consider its consequences.
Corollary 6.6. For I',T" € Grape'?e®, By(T') and By(I") are quasi-isometric if and only if

Z(UP(T)) and Z(UPx(I'")) are isomorphic if and only if the quasi-minimal representatives

Cmin and I/ . are isometric.

By Example BI0land Lemma[3:6] if I' = (T, ¢) € Grape is small, then it is the free group of
rank N (valt(v),£(v)), where N(n,{) = (n+O(nt363) 4 Combining this fact with
veV(T) 2
Lemma and Corollary [6.6] we have the following theorem and provide Algorithm Ml in
Appendix [Al

Theorem 6.7. LetI' and I be bunches of grapes. Then there exists an algorithm to determine
whether Bo(T') and Bo(TY) are quasi-isometric by looking at T' and T".

6.2. Proof of Theorem Throughout this subsection, we assume that I' = (T,¢) and

I = (T',¢) are in Srapelnigﬁe but both have two grapes at each vertex which is not a leaf

of the stems, and there is an isomorphism ® : Z(UP2(T)) — Z(UP»(I")). Note that adding
grapes at a vertex of valency at least 2 does not change the isomorphism type of Z(U Py(—))
by Theorem and incur additional process of pruning over-grown substems.

For simplicity, we denote RZ(UP,(T")), Z(UP»(I")), RZ(UP2(I'")) and Z(U P,(I")) by RZ,
T, RT' and T’, respectively. Since Z and Z’ have the same dimension, which is exactly the
same as diam(T) — 1, both T and T’ have the same diameter D = diam(T) which is at least
1 since I" and I" are large.

Note that any maximal simplex of Z is induced from a path substem whose endpoints
are leaves of T (see Remark B.14). Combining this fact with the fact that ® sends maximal

simplices to maximal simplices, we can easily obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 6.8. If there is no maximal simplex in T of dimension < (D — 1), then Theo-
rem holds.

Proof. If D is odd, then both T and T’ are paths of length D, and thus, by Remark T4l and
the quasi-minimality assumption, I' and I must be isometric.

If D is even, then each of T and T’ must be the union of m rays of length D/2 issuing
from the same vertex for some 2 < m < 4. Then we have the following observation which is
preserved by the isomorphism ®.

e 7 has no vertex whose label has the fundamental group having Z as a direct factor if
and only if there is no leaf of T which has one grape.

e There is a maximal simplex in Z whose label has the fundamental group Z x Z if and
only if there are at least two leaves of T having one grape.

e Every vertex in Z has a label whose fundamental group has Z as a direct factor if and
only if there is no leaf of T which has two grapes.

e There is a maximal simplex in Z whose label has the fundamental group not having
Z as a direct factor if and only if there are at least two leaves of T having two grapes.

Combining this observation with the quasi-minimality assumption, it can be easily seen that
I’ and I are isometric. O

The fact we used in the proof is that ® sends maximal simplices to maximal simplices
preserving the quasi-isometric type of the fundamental groups of their labels and each maximal
simplex is induced a path substem of length D. In order to resolve the general case, we delve
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into what ® preserves, relate it to a sub-bunch of grapes, and then conclude that I" and I
are isometric by the quasi-minimality assumption.

Before we move on, let us see how the embedding of a disjoint union of sub-bunches of grapes
into a given bunch of grapes characterize the induced maps on RZ(U Py(—)) and Z(U Py(—)).
Let S be the disjoint union of substems Tq,--- ,T,, of T, where each T; has diameter at least
1. We define I's as the disjoint union of I't,’s for ¢ = 1,...,n. Then we define UP»(I's) as
the disjoint union of UP»(I'r,)’s, and RZ(U P2(I's)) as the disjoint union of RZ(U P2(I't,))’s.
Then the canonical embedding ¢ : I's — I' induces a map on RZ(U Py(—)) as follows.

Lemma 6.9. The embedding v given above induces an injective morphism
t: RZ(UP(T's)) = RT

such that for each component A of p~'(Image(r)) C I, there is an isomorphism T4 from
Z(UP(I't,)) to A for some 1 <i <n such that poTa=top on Z(UP(I'1,)).

Such a component A will be said to be a block (with respect to S) induced from T;.

Proof. Since ¢ maps not only twigs to twigs but also a finite collection of colinear twigs in T;
to such a collection in T, by mimicking the proof of Lemma 15}, we can obtain an injective
morphism ¢ : RZ(UP,(I's)) — RZ. We note that it can easily be checked that for each i,
Ui = grz(t(RZ(I'7,))) is a special square complex and the embedding f; : U; — UP»(I') is a
local isometry. By Lemma [A15, moreover, t|rz s Py(I'y,)) Can be seen as an isomorphism from
RI(UP(I'r,)) to RZ(U;) by identifying RZ(U;) with «(RZ(UP2(T'T1,))).

Let A C Z be a component of p~!(Image(¢)). Indeed, gz(A) C UPy(I') is equal to the image

of an elevation of f; for some 4, and thus Z(U;) can be identified with A. By Lemma T3]

therefore, there is an isomorphism 74 : Z(UP(T't,)) — Z(U;) such that poZgq = top on
Z(UPy(I'(T;))), which completes the proof. O

Recall in Lemma that the isomorphism ® : Z — 7’ induces an isomorphism ®<5 :
T<o — I.,, where <5 and Z_, are subcomplexes of Z and Z’, respectively, such that their
any simplex is induced from a path substem of length at most 2. In summary, we have the
following diagram:

I 2 7 .

— <2
ka T<o Do | \ I/§2

/
—= l‘@

where r<9, o, T<9 and T, are the deformation retractions given in Lemma [T, and p<o
and p', are the restrictions.

Since ¢ maps path substems to path substems, the morphism ¢ in Lemma commutes
with the deformation retraction RZ(—) — RZ<3(—) defined in Lemma by construc-
tion. Moreover, there is a one-to-one correspondence, induced by the deformation retraction
r<g : RZ — RZI<2, between components of Image(:) and components of Image(t<2), since
Image(¢) is a union of simplices of RZ induced from path substems contained in S and the
images of such simplices under r<o are connected path graphs in RZ<5. Similarly, there is
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a one-to-one correspondence between components of p~!(Image(:)) in Z and components of
p<y(Image(i<2)) in T

Corollary 6.10. Let ¢ be the injective semi-morphism given in Lemma [6.9. Then there
is a ome-to-one correspondence between components of p~'(Image(t)) and components of
p=s(Image(i<2)), given as follows:

mo (p~*(Image(¢))) +— mo (pgé(lmage(gg)))

Deformation retract
A | -A<2

Induced subcomplex -
Remark 6.11. The way to use Corollary .10 will be the following. Suppose that there
are sets V and V' of vertices in RZ and RZ', respectively, such that ® maps p~1(V) to
p'~1(V) bijectively. Consider the union S of twigs of I' which are not contained in the twigs
corresponding to vertices in V and the injective semi-morphisms ¢ : RZ(I's) — RZ obtained
by Lemma Then we have p_s(Image(i<2)) = Z<2 \ p~ (V). From V', similarly, S’ and
J: RT' (') — RI' are defined and thus p's_; (Image(tly)) = Thy \ p/~ (V). As ® induces
an isomorphism ®<y : <y — IL, and ®(p~1(V)) = p~1(V’), Corollary implies that the
restriction of ® to any block (with respect to S) in Z is an isomorphism onto a block (with
respect to ') in Z'.

One main characteristic of ® that can be derived from Z and Z’, apart from the fact that
® is an isomorphism, is that ® preserves a canonical order (up to reversing) on the vertex
set of each simplex, which is defined in Definition 171 Using this fact, we will find classes of
vertices in Z and Z’ such that ® preserves these classes, and thus we can apply Remark

Now, we decompose T as a union of a kind of spheres as follows. Let St(1) = Bt (1) be the
intersection of the union of path substems of length D and the star of the central vertex in T
if D is even, or the twig containing the center of T if D is odd. For k > 2, let St(k) be the set
of twigs of T which intersect Br(k — 1) at its leaves but are not contained in By(k — 1), and
let Br(k) = Br(k—1)USt(k) and Bt = Br([(D +1)/2]). When D is even, T(0) is defined as
the union of extended 0-components of T not containing rays of length D/2 issuing from v,
i.e., the closure of the complement of Bt in T, viewed as topological spaces. See Figure [[9

(2,5)

o1 2,2 t31

t1’0 t2,3

FiGURE 19. Examples of sphere decompositions; the left stem is when D is
odd and the right stem is when D is even. For each stem, St(i) consists of
twigs ¢; j, and the unlabelled blue edges in the left stem belong to T(0).

Let Vr(k) be the set of vertices in Z(UP,(T)) induced from twigs in St(k). Then the
following lemma says Vr(k) is the desired class.
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Lemma 6.12. For each k > 1, ® induces a bijection between Vr(k) and Vi (k).

Proof. Let A C I be a (D —1)-simplex. If D is odd, then there is a vertex in A induced from
a unique twig in St(1) which is exactly the middle vertex with respect to a canonical order
on V(A). If D is even, then there are two vertices in A induced from two twigs in St(1) and
they are exactly the middle vertices with respect to a canonical order on V(A). Conversely,
if a vertex v € Z is in Vp(1), then it must be a unique middle vertex (if D is odd) or one of
two middle vertices (if D is even) in any (D — 1)-simplex containing v. By Lemma I8] thus
@ induces a bijection between Vr(1) and Vr(1).

Inductively, we have that a vertex v € Z is in Vr(k) if and only if it is contained in a
maximal simplex A which contains one vertex (if D is odd) or two vertices (if D is even)
in Vr(1) such that it is a predecessor or a successor of V(A) N Ui-:ll Vr(i) in V(A). By
Lemma I8 again, ® induces a bijection between Vr(k) and Vv (k) for each k > 2, which
completes the proof. O

Convention. We denote by a O-tuple the center vertex of Bt if D is even, or an empty
set if D is odd. For k > 1, leaves of Bt (k) are denoted by distinct k-tuples such that if a
leaf vq of Bt (k) is adjacent to a (k — 1)-tuple v, then v is the prefix of v;. For instance, if
vi = (a1,...,ak_1,ax), then v = (ay,...,ar_1); see the labels of vertices of the left stem in
Figure [19

For a k-tuple v € By, let Ty be the union of extended v-components of T except one
containing Br(k) if £ > 1 (see Figure 20), or the whole stem T if £k = 0.

Lemma 6.13. Suppose that v € By is a k-tuple for k > 0. Then there exists a k-tuple w € Bt
such that ® induces an isomorphism

@, : I(UP(I'1,)) = Z(UP(TY, )

which sends vertices induced from twigs in Ty N St(k + 1) to vertices induced from twigs in
T, NSt (k+1).

Moreover, if vi is a (k + 1)-tuple which has v as a prefiz, then ®, induces an isomorphism
IU0P(Tr,,)) = I(UPQ(IYI—@I)) for a (k + 1)-tuple w1 having w as a prefiz.

If T(0) ewists, so does T'(0) and there is an isomorphism (U Py(T'y(g))) — I(UPQ(F’T,(O)))
induced by ®.

Proof. If k = 0, then T, = T and T/, = T’, and thus, the first statement holds since ®
induces a bijection between V(1) and V1/(1) by Lemma By Remark [6.11] moreover,
the restriction of ® to a block (with respect to S) in Z is an isomorphism onto a block (with
respect to S’) in Z' where S is the union of twigs of ' not in Bt(1) and S’ is the union of twigs
of I not in Br(1).

We define a specific simplex of Z whose feature is preserved by ® as follows. For any
maximal (D — 1)-simplex A in Z, its sub-simplex spanned by vertices all less than or all
larger than vertices in A N V(1) will be called a partial simplex. Then it is easily seen that
partial simplices are mapped by @ to partial simplices.

If a block A in Z has no partial simplices, by Lemma and the definition of partial
simplices, it must be induced from T(0). Since ®(.A) also has no partial simplices, it follows
that T’(0) exists and ®(A) is a block induced from T’(0). This completes the proof of the
third statement of the lemma.
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If a block A in 7 has a partial simplex, then it must be induced from T, for some 1-tuple
v € Br. It follows that ®(.A) is a block induced from T/, for some 1-tuple w € By, and thus
the second statement of the lemma holds for k = 0.

Let v be a 1-tuple in By. By the previous paragraph, there exists a 1-tuple w in Bt/ such
that ® induces an isomorphism between Z(UPy(I't,)) and Z(U P» (I}, ). Since @ induces a

bijection between Vr(2) and Vr/(2) by Lemma 6.I2] we can do the same process above in
order to show that the second statement of the lemma holds for £ = 1 by defining the union of
twigs in Ty not contained in St(2) and the union of twigs in T,, not contained in St/(2). The
only difference is that we do not have to define partial simplices for this case. By induction,
we can show that the second statement holds for any k and this completes the proof. O

Remark 6.14. One may think that we can finish the proof of Theorem by inductively
applying Lemma More precisely, we wish that for a 1-tuple v € By, there was a 1-tuple
w € By such that an induction argument would imply that there was an isometry from I't,
to FIT@ sending v to w. However, this is not true since we only know that the quasi-minimal

representatives of I'r, and I'}, are isometric and I't, does not have to be quasi-minimal.

For a k-tuple v € By with & > 1, an extended ¥-component of T, will be called a ray
substem if it is a ray issuing from v, and a non-ray substem otherwise.

')
1
:
:VO
o----- — -

\\._.

FIGURE 20. An example of a non-ray substem of T,, where v is a prefix of v;.
The blue subgraph is the union of ray substems of Ty, and the red subgraph
is a non-ray substem of T,,.

Lemma 6.15. For a k-tuple v € T with k > 1, suppose that w € T’ is a k-tuple obtained
in Lemma [6.13 such that there is an isomorphism @, : Z(UPy(I'1,)) — Z(UPs(T'%, )). Let
U C T, be the union of ray substems of T. Then for the union U’ of ray substems of T.,,
there exists an isometry from T'y to I, sending v to w.

Proof. For any maximal simplex in Z(UP(I't,)) (I(UPQ(IVT\/N)), resp.) containing vertices
induced from St(k+1) (St (k+1), resp.), its sub-simplex spanned by vertices all less than or
all larger than the vertices induced from St(k+ 1) (St (k + 1), resp.) will be called a partial
simplex. (This definition is similar to ‘partial simplices’ defined in the proof of Lemma [6.13]
for Z and Z’, but a little bit different since there is no restriction on the dimension of maximal
simplices in this case.) It is easily seen that ®, maps partial simplices to partial simplices by
Lemmas .18 and

Let S be the union of Ty,’s for (k4 1)-tuples v; in Ty and S’ the union of Ty, s for (k+1)-
tuples w; in T,,. By Remark and Lemma [6.13] it follows that @, maps blocks (with
respect to S) to blocks (with respect to ).
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In order to finish the proof, we need the following observation, which is about the relation
between ray substems of T, and partial simplices or blocks in Z(U P»(I'(Ty))):

(i) There is a ray substem of length n > 2 if and only if there is a block which is the
union of partial simplices of dimension (n — 2). There is a ray substem of length 1 if
and only if there is a maximal simplex which has at most one partial simplex.

(ii) There are at least two ray substems of length n > 2 if and only if there is a maximal
simplex of dimension (2n — 1) such that it intersects two distinct blocks each of which
is the union of partial simplices of dimension (n — 2). There are at least two rays
substems of length 1 if and only if there is a maximal simplex which does not have
any partial simplices.

(iii) There are three (four, resp.) ray substems of length n > 2 if and only if the labels
of the maximal simplices given in () have the fundamental groups quasi-isometric to
two (three, resp.) of Z x Z, Z x F and Fy x Fy; this is due to the quasi-minimality
of I'. There are three (four, resp.) ray substems of length 1 if and only if there are
three maximal simplices which does not have partial simplices such that their labels
have the fundamental groups quasi-isometric to two (three, resp.) of Z x Z, Z x F and
FQ X FQ.

(iv) Since I and I" are assumed to be quasi-minimal, there are no more than four ray
substems of the same length.

Note that this observation is invariant under ®, since ®, is an isomorphism and both partial
simplices and blocks are invariant under ®,.

By looking at the quasi-isometric types of the fundamental groups of the labels appeared
in the above observation, we can also know that the numbers of ray substems of the same
length with the same number of grapes at leaves are equal. For instance, in (), the labels
of the partial simplices in Z(UP2(I't,)) of dimension (n — 2) have the fundamental groups
quasi-isometric to Z x Fq if and only if the leaf of T, in the ray substem has one grape.
Therefore, we can conclude that there exist an isometry from I'y to I'{; sending v to w. O

Proof of Theorem[6.3. If D < 2, then Proposition implies that the theorem holds. Thus
it suffices to only consider the case when D > 3.

For a 1-tuple v € B, let w be a 1-tuple in By which is obtained in Lemma By
Lemma [6.T5] if there is a non-ray substem in T, then T, also has a non-ray substem. In
order to determine the number of non-ray substems, we need the following observation.

Observation. Let v € Bt be a k-tuple and w be a k-tuple in Bt/ which is obtained in
Lemma For a block A; induced from Ty, for some (k + 1)-tuple v; having v as a prefix,
if a block Aj is adjacent to A; in Z(UP(I'r,)), then it must be induced from T, for another
(k 4 1)-tuple vo having v as a prefix. Thus, ®(A;) and ®(A,) are blocks induced from T/,
and T, for two distinct (k 4 1)-tuples wq and wy having w as their prefix, respectively.

Claim 6.16. There is an isometry between I't, and I't; sending v to w.

Proof of Claim[6I6. For any k-tuple u € By, we say u has Property () if there is a non-ray
substem in Ty,.

If T, has no vertex having Property (x), by Lemma [6.15] the claim holds.

If Ty has only one vertex having Property (%), then the vertex must be v and for any
2-tuple v; € Ty, Ty, is the union of ray substems. By Lemma [6.15] there exists a 2-tuple wy
in T,, such that there is an isometry between I'r,, and F’qu sending v; to wi. By the above
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observation and the assumption that I' and I” are quasi-minimal, we deduce that the claim
holds in this case.

Suppose that T, has at least two vertices having Property (x). Then one of them, say vy,
must be v. Let vo be a 2-tuple in T,. Since T, has less vertices having Property () than T,
by induction, there must be a 2-tuple ws in T, such that there is an isometry between I'r,,
and FIT(WQ sending vy to wg. By the above observation, we deduce that I't, and F'T\,w must be

isometric. This completes the proof of the claim. O

Let v; be a 1-tuple in Bt. By Claim [6.16] and the above observation, there exists a 1-tuple
w; such that there is an isometry between I'r, and I',  sending v; to w;. Therefore, by the
j

quasi-minimality assumption and the above observation, we can conclude that I'z, and I’%T/
are isometric.

The remaining case is when T(0) exists. In this case, by Lemma[6.I3] T’(0) also exists and
there is an isomorphism between Z(U P2 (I'(g))) and I(UPQ(F’T,(O))) induced by ®.

Now, define St(g) (1) as the set of twigs in T(0) incident to v. Then a vertex ¥ € T induced
from a twig in St(g)(1) can be characterized as follows: there is a maximal simplex of Z which
contains only one vertex U in V1(1) such that ¥ is (1) a predecessor or a successor of U and
(2) not in V1(2). By Lemma 612, then ®(V) is contained in a maximal simplex of Z' which
contains only one vertex in V1/(1), which is ®(W), such that ®(¥) is (1) a predecessor or a
successor of ®(1) and (2) not in V1/(2). It follows that ® induces a bijection between vertices
induced from St(g)(1) and vertices induced from St/(g)(1).

After inductively defining ST(O)(k:) and Sty (k), we can apply all the lemmas, the obser-
vation in this subsection and Claim to show that there is an isometry between I'r () and
F/T'(o) such that the 0-tuple of T is mapped to the O-tuple of T'. As I' and I are assumed to

be quasi-minimal, therefore I" and I'” must be isometric. O

7. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we will introduce two applications of our study on the 2-braid groups over
bunches of grapes. One is to determine whether the 2-braid group of a bunch of grapes is
quasi-isometric to a right-angled Artin group, and the other is the quasi-isometry classification
of the 4-braid group over trees.

7.1. Quasi-isometric to RAAGs. Recall that the right-angled Artin group (RAAG) Ay
associated to a (possibly disconnected) simple graph A is the group admitting the following
group presentation:

(VA | [vi,v] =1 V{wi, v} € E(A)).
In [Oh22], it was shown that there are two families of the 2-braid groups over bunches of
grapes, which are quasi-isometric and not quasi-isometric to RAAGs, respectively, as below.

e For example, the 2-braid group over a bunch of grapes such that its stem is a star
graph S,, for some n > 3 and every leaf of the stem has exactly one grape (see
Figure is quasi-isometric to a RAAG Ap *Z for a tree A of diameter at least 3
[Oh22l Proposition 5.16].

e For non-example, consider a bunch of grapes I', whose stem is a tree with two vertices
of valency 3 and four leaves that looks like an affine Dynkin diagram D,, with (n+ 1)
vertices for some n > 5 (see Figure . If every vertex of valency < 2 in the
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stem has exactly one grape, then B(T") is not quasi-isometric to any RAAG [Oh22,
Corollary 5.18].

(a) A bunch of grapes over a star graph Sn  (b) A bunch of grapes over a affine Dynkin diagram D,,

F1GURE 21. An example and a non-example of bunches of grapes, whose 2-
braid group is quasi-isometric to a RAAG

In this subsection, we will slightly extend both classes of the 2-braid groups over bunches of
grapes. Throughout this subsection, let I' = (T, ¢) € Grape.

Let us first see the case when By(I") is quasi-isometric to a RAAG. If T is an n-star such
that each leaf has one grape, then the quasi-minimal representative of I' has a stem which
has length 2. This case can easily be generalized as follows.

Lemma 7.1. Let T' = (P,¢) be a bunch of grapes over the path graph P. Then Bo(T') is
isomorphic to a RAAG.

Proof. If T is not large, then I' is homeomorphic to a graph in Example B.J0] and thus Ba(T")
is isomorphic to a free group. Otherwise, after smoothing twigs, by Lemma [B.6] we assume
that I' is rich. By Proposition 7] it suffices to show that 71 (UP,(I")) is isomorphic to a
RAAG.

Let P = [vg, ..., vy,] and denote the induced subgraph [v;,...,v;] C P for 0 <i < j <n by
[i, 7]. By Lemma [£.6] there are n maximal product subcomplexes of U P,(T"):

KZ' = F[O,Z’]%F[Z?Fl,n} for i = 0, e, — 1.
Let U; = KoU---UK; and so Uy = Ky and U, 1 = UP(T).

Suppose that ¢(v;) = 1 for 0 < i < n. Then m(K;) = (ag,...,a;) X (biy1,...,b,), and in
particular m1(Kp) = (ag) X (b1,...,b,) = As_ . By induction on i and the Seifert-van Kampen
Theorem, one can easily prove that

7T1(UZ‘) = <a0, ceey Qg bl, . ,bn ’ [aj, bk] =1 V] < k> = ASnU---USn,p

where the central vertex and leaves of S,_; are given by a; and bjt1,...,b,, respectively.
Therefore 71 (UP(T")) = m1(Up—1) = As, ...us, , and so we are done.

The proofs when ¢(v;) > 2 for some i’s are essentially the same as above and we omit the
detail. O

Proposition 7.2. Let I" be a large bunch of grapes. If the quasi-minimal representative of I’
has a path stem, then Bo(T') is quasi-isometric to a RAAG.

Proof. This is done by a combination of Theorem [6.4] and Lemma [7.1] O
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Now, let us see the case when By(I") is not quasi-isometric to any RAAG. Before we move
on, we need some preliminaries about RAAGs starting with well-known facts about ends of
RAAGsS.

e A, is one-ended if and only if A is connected and has at least two vertices.

e A, is two-ended if and only if A is a single vertex.

e A, is infinite-ended if and only if A is disconnected. In this case, Ay = Ap, *---*xAp,,
where Aq,...,A, are all the components of A.

For any (possibly disconnected) simple graph A, the RAAG A can be considered as the
fundamental group of the Salvetti complex Sa, whose universal cover will be denoted by Xjy.
The dimension of Sy or Ay is equal to max{n | K,, — A}, where K,, is a complete graph with
n vertices, and therefore S is a special square complex if and only if A is triangle-free and
has at least one edge. In this case, we can define both RZ(Sx) and Z(X,) using the fact that
each standard product subcomplex of Sj corresponds to an induced subgraph of A which
admits a join decomposition. See [Cha(7] and [Oh22| §4.1] for more about RAAGs and the
structures of RZ(Sy) and Z(Xy), respectively.

Lemma 7.3. Let A be a triangle-free connected simple graph with at least two vertices. Then
Z(Xn) is the union of copies Ry of RZ(Sp) where x corresponds to a vertex of Xy.

Proof. For each vertex z € Xy, let R, be the induced subcomplex of Z(X,) spanned by the
vertices corresponding to the maximal product subcomplexes of X containing z. Then it
is obvious that Z(Xy) is covered by R,’s for all x € V(X,). Since Sp has one vertex, the
restriction of the canonical quotient map p : Z(Xa) — RZ(Sa) to Ry is an isomorphism.
Therefore, each R, can be seen as a copy of RZ(Sy). O

We remark that R, and R, are identical if and only if any maximal product subcomplex
of XA containing x also contains y and vice versa.

Lemma 7.4. Let A be given as in Lemma[7.3. If Z(X\) is a flag complex, then so is RZ(Sy).

Proof. By Propositions 4.3 and 4.6 in [Oh22], it is shown that both Z(X,) and RZ(Sy) are
simplicial complexes.

Assume that RZ(Sy) is not a flag complex, i.e., there exists a complete subgraph with
vertices vy, ..., vy, (n > 3) in RZ(S) which does not span a simplex. Consider the preimage
of the complete subgraph in RZ(Sy) under the restriction of p to R, for any x € X, obtained
in Lemma[7.3l Since Z(X,) is assumed to be a flag complex, the intersection of the maximal
product subcomplexes of X corresponding to the vertices of the preimage contains a standard
product subcomplex. It follows that there is a standard product subcomplex contained in the
intersection of the maximal product subcomplexes of Sy corresponding to vy, ...,v,. By the
definition of RZ(Sy), it is a contradiction, and therefore, RZ(Sy) is a flag complex. O

An affine Dynkin diagram D,, is obtained from two path graphs Pé of length 2 and a path
graph P,,_4 of length (n — 4) by identifying each central vertex of P4 with each leaf of P,,_4.
If T is an affine Dynkin diagram of diameter > 3 and I' is normal, then RZ(UP»(T")) has
at least two maximal edges such that any path joining these two edges must pass through
a simplex of dimension > 1. Indeed, this is a sufficient condition for Z(U P»(T")) to be not
isomorphic to Z(X,) for any simple graph A.

Proposition 7.5. Let ' = (T,¢) be a bunch of grapes. Suppose that there are four leaves in
T such that the minimal substem Tog C T containing these four leaves is isometric to D, for
some n > 5 and I't, is normal. Then Bo(T") is not quasi-isometric to any RAAG.
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Proof. Having such a minimal substem Tg isometric to D,, is preserved by any operations
on bunches of grapes defined in Section Bl By Theorem [6.4] thus, we can assume that T is
quasi-minimal.

Assume that there exists a RAAG is quasi-isometric to Bo(I'). By Proposition (.7, Bo(I")
is isomorphic to m(UP,(T)) * F,, for some n > 2 such that 7 (UP(I")) is one-ended by
Proposition 11l It follows from [PW02, Theorem 0.4] that the defining graph of the RAAG
must have a component A such that Ap is quasi-isometric to m(UP>(T")). By [Hual7bl
Theorem 1-3], moreover, A must be 2-dimensional, i.e. it is triangle-free and has at least two
vertices. By Theorem [2.23] thus, we assume for contradiction that there is an isomorphism
O :Z(UP(T)) — Z(Xy).

Let v, w, z, and y be four leaves in T corresponding to leaves in Ty, and let P, P!, P2, and
P3 be the path substems joining v to w, w to x, = to y, and y to v, respectively. Let A\; be
the maximal simplex in RZ(UP(T)) corresponding to P for each i. We may assume that
both P? and P? are of length 2 and both P! and P? are of length n — 2 > 3. Then both A
and A9 are one-dimensional, and both A; and Aj are (n — 3)-dimensional.

Consider | J_, A; in RZ(UP,(T)). Then it forms a non-trivial loop in RZ(U P(T')) since
both A and Ay are maximal edges. On the other hand, by Theorem E.I3l Z(UP»(T')) is
simply connected. It follows that there is a bi-infinite sequence of distinct maximal simplices

in Z(UP,(T))

DB By B B

such that p(A,) = A; and A; N A; = if |i — j| > 2. Note that A, for any integer n satisfies
the following property: there is no path joining two endpoints of A, without passing through
Ny,

Note that since ® is an isomorphism and Z(UP,(T")) is a flag complex by Theorem [£.13]
so is Z(Xp), and thus by Lemma [74] so is RZ(Sy). Moreover, ®(A;) and ®(A;11) have
different dimensions for any ¢. Combining these two facts with the fact that the canonical
quotient map p : Z(Xa) — RZ(SA) is a combinatorial map, it follows that the restriction of
p to ‘I)(U?:o Ziﬂ») is injective for any 1.

Suppose that £ > 3 is the minimal integer such that the restriction of p to ‘I)(U?:o Ny j) is

not injective for some i. By the assumption on k, p(®(A,,;)) must be incident to p(®(A;))
and p(®(A;,j_1)). However, it means that ®(Ay,) for i < 2k < i+ k — 1 does not have
the property that there is no path joining two endpoints of ®(A,,) without passing through
®(A,;), which is a contradiction. It follows that the restriction of p to ‘I)(Ufzo A\,) is injective
for any integer k£ > 0 and any ¢ but it is also a contradiction since RZ(Sy) is finite. Therefore,
there is no RAAG quasi-isometric to Bo(T"). O

In summary, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 7.6. There are infinitely many graphs with circumference one whose 2-braid groups
are quasi-isometric to RAAGSs; this class properly contains the class in [Oh22l, Proposition
5.16].

There are also infinitely many graphs with circumference one whose 2-braid groups are not
quasi-isometric to RAAGSs; this class properly contains the class in [Oh22, Corollary 5.18].

7.2. 4-braid groups over trees. In this subsection, we apply the methods in Section [G] to
the 4-braid groups over trees.
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Definition 7.7 (Bunches of grapes grown from trees). Given a tree A, we construct a bunch
of grapes T'(A) = (A, £) over the stem A such that ¢(v) = (ValA(Zv)fl) for each vertex v € V(A).
We say that T'(A) is grown from A, or A is obtained from I'(A) by crushing grapes. See
Figure 22] for example.

FIGURE 22. A tree A and a bunch of grapes I'(A) grown from A

Then we have the following observation:

(1) T'(A) contains A and the sets of essential vertices of A and I'(A) are identical.
(2) Any grape in I'(A) adjacent to v could be identified with an embedding of the star
3-graph into A near v, which defines a natural isomorphism

B ([(A) = By(A) = Fu,
where N = ZueV(A) (ValA(ZU)_l).

(3) For each subtree A’ C A, I'(A’) is a sub-bunch of grapes of T'(A).
(4) For each n >3 and ¢ = ("51), both B4(S,,) and B2(I'(S,,)) are free groups of rank

(”‘3*2>(n—2)— (”12> +1  and (”M)(”;?’f_?’) +1,

respectively, which are at least £.
(5) For every edge e € A, there are edge stabilization maps described in [ADCK20)]

ex : BI(D(A)) = By(I'(A)  and €2 :By(A) — By(A),

which are injective if e is an edge adjacent to a leaf.

Proposition 7.8. Let A be a tree and T' = T'(A) be a small bunch of grapes grown from A.
For each edge e € A adjacent to a leaf, there is a triple (F,F', f) of free groups F, F' and an
isomorphism f : Bo(I'(A)) — B4(A) depending on e, which make the following commutative:

By(A) — s By(A) — > By(A) # F

I 5

Bi(T) —=— By(I') — By(I') + F’

IR

Moreover, if A is a star graph, then the images of €2 and e, are free factors of their ranges.

Proof. We will use the induction on the number N of essential vertices of A or I'.

Suppose that N = 1. By the discrete Morse theory and the definition of the stabilization
map, the images under e? and e, of critical cells in UDy(A) and UD;(T) could be realized
as critical cells in UDy(A) and UDy(T"), respectively. Since both B4(A) and By(I') are free
since A is a star graph, both e2(B2(A)) and e, (B1(I')) are free factors of B4(A) and By(T),
respectively.
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Since both €2 and e, are injective as seen in the observation above, we may write
B4(A) = ]BQ(A) * F/ and BQ(F) = IBBl(I“) * F,
for some free groups F and F/, and we are done by defining fa as the composition of isomor-
phisms
fA : B4(A) *F — ]BQ(A) «F' «F — IB%l(F) xF«F — ]BQ(P) *« .
Now assume that N > 2. By subdividing edges of A if necessary, we can pick a bivalent

vertex v of A, which separate A into two parts A; and Ay by cutting e as seen in the picture
below

€1 €2 cutting €1 €2
. —— A = —euv v o = Ay

A=

so that both A; and As has at least one essential vertices. Then we have triples (F, T, f1)
and (G, G/, f2) by the induction hypothesis.

We denote two bunches of grapes grown from A; and As by I'y and I's. Since I' is ob-
tained by identifying two leaves of I'; and I'y, we decompose the configuration space UCy(A)
according to whether the vertex v is occupied or not by a point in UC4(A) as follows: for

Ai = A\ {v},

UC4(A) =UC4(A1) U (UC3(A1) x UC(Ag))
UC3(A1)x{x}
U <UCQ(/O\1) X UCQ(;XQ))
UCo (A1) x{*}xUC1 (Az)
U (UCl(Al) X UCg(AQ)) U UC4(A2),
UC1 (A1) x{*}xUC2(Az) {x}xUC3(Az)

which yields an iterated amalgamated free product decomposition of By(A)
By(A) = Ba(A1) *By (A1) xBo(A2) (B3(A1) X B1(A2)) *m,y(A1)xB; (Ag) (B2(A1) X B2(A2))
*B1 (A1) xBa(Az) (B1(A1) X B3(A2)) *By(A;)xBs(A2) Ba(A2).
Here, two images of B;(A1) x Bs_;(A2) under (e1). and (e2), are identified for each 0 <14 < 3.
Since B;(A1) and B;(Ag) are trivial for ¢ < 1 and both B3(A;) and B3(A2) are subgroups of
B4(A1) and By(As), respectively, as observed before, we have
Ba(A) = Ba(A1) *,(a,) (B2(A1) x Ba(A2)) *py(a,) Ba(A2),
where Bo(A;) is identified with the subgroup of B4(A;) via (e;)? for each i = 1,2.
On the other hand, the decomposition on UCs(I") gives us the following:
Ba(T') = Ba(I'1) *8, (1) xBo (r2) (B1(I'1) X B1(I'2)) *By (1)) xBy (1) B2(I'2)
= By(I'1) g, (ry) (B1(I'1) x B1(I'2)) *p, (r,) B2(I'2)

since By(I'1) and By(I'9) are trivial and Bo(T'y) = By (I'y) = F.
Moreover, the commutative diagrams for Ay and A, imply that

B4(A) xFxG= (F * 1534(/\1)) *Bg(Al) (]BQ(Al) X ]BQ(AQ)) *Bg(Az) (B4(A2) * G)
= (F" % Ba(T'1)) *5,(ry) (B1(T'1) x B1(T'2)) *B,(ry) (B2(T'2) * G)
> By(T) * F + G-
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Hence we have an isomorphism f : By(A) *F +« G = Bo(T') « F' x G'.
Finally, we have decompositions of By(A) and B (I") as follows:

Ba(A) 2 Ba(A1) 5, (a,)xBo(ar) (B1(A1) X Bi(A2)) 4, (a,)xBo(ar) Ba(As)
o BQ(Al) *BQ(AQ)
By (T) & By (I'y) x By (T2),

which have isomorphic factors.

Now let e be an edge adjacent to any leaf of A, say *. We may assume that e is an edge
of Aj. Then there is a unique edge path v from * to v, and we define A, = Ay U+, which is
homeomorphic to Ay. This homeomorphism & : Ay — A), induces an equivariant isomorphism
so that (e4)?hs = hi(e2)? : Bo(Ag) — By(AL). Similarly, if we define IV = T'(A%), then there
is an induced homeomorphism h : I'y — T, such that e h, = hy(ea)s : B1(T2) — Ba(T%).

However, the map e, is indeed a conjugate of (e2). by a path between two basepoints of
UC5(A1) or UC1(I'1), one of which has an additional point near the leaf % and the other has
an additional point near the vertex v. Roughly speaking, e?(x) can be obtained by dragging
two points closest to v in e3(x) to the leaf x for each x € UCs(A1).

More precisely, we have the commutative diagram in Figure 23] where ¢ € UC1(T") and
xp € UCy(A) are basepoints and f, is the composition of f and two isomorphisms coming from
dragging isomorphisms. Then the outer hexagon is the desired commutative diagram. O

Bi(A,e2(xg)) — By(A, e%(x0)) *F+ G

63/7

BQ (A, X()) >~ | dragging

<>2\)

By(A, e3(x0)) — By(A, e3(x0)) *F * G

14

1%
IR

=\ f Je

BQ(P, 62(:]30)) — IBQ(F, 62(.7:0)) *F G’

(62)*

~

]Bl (F, .%'0) >~ | dragging

o

BQ(F, 6(:130)) — ]BQ(F, 6(370)) * ' x G/

IR

FiGure 23. Changing basepoints

As a direct consequence of the previous proposition, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 7.9. Let A be a tree and T' = T'(A) be a bunch of grapes grown from A. Then the
braid groups B4(A) and Bo(T') are isomorphic up to free groups. Namely,

B4(A) xF = ]BQ(P) * F/

for some free groups F and F’.
In particular, B4(A) and By(T") are quasi-isometric.
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By the aid of the above theorem, we have the following corollaries:

Corollary 7.10. Let Ay and As be trees, and I'y and I's be two bunches of graphs grown from
Ay and As, respectively. Then By(A1) and By(A2) are quasi-isometric if and only if so are
]BQ(Pl) and ]BQ(PQ)

Corollary 7.11. Let Ay and Ay be trees. Then there exists an algorithm to determine whether
B4(A1) and B4(A2) are quasi-isometric.

Proof. The proof is a combination of Theorem and Corollary [(.101 0

APPENDIX A. ALGORITHMS

Algorithm 1 An algorithm producing the normal representative

Require: A large bunch of grapes I' = (T, /)
Output: The normal representative I'ormal = (Tnormals £normal)
Tnormal — Ta fnormal — /L

for all t = [vp,...,vk] C Thormal 1S an empty twig with £,ormal(vr) = 0 do
Tnormal — Tnormal \ {’Ul, cee ,’Uk}
end for

for all t = [vp,...,vk] C Thormal iS & twig of length at least 2 do
Thormal < the replacement of ¢ by an edge [vg, vg]

end for

return (Tnorma|7€norma|)

Algorithm 2 An algorithm producing the minimal rich representative

Require: A large bunch of grapes I' = (T, ¢)
Output: The minimal rich representative I'vich = (Tyich, Crich)
(Trich, %rich) < the normal representative of T
for all v € Tyich do
if valy,, (v) > 2 then
Erich (U) 1
else
Lrich (U) — min{Q, rich (U)}
end if
end for
return (Tyich, rich)
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or not
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