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PARAFREE GRAPHS OF GROUPS WITH CYCLIC EDGE
GROUPS

ANDREI JAIKIN-ZAPIRAIN AND ISMAEL MORALES

ABsTrRACT. We establish a combination theorem for parafree groups. These
groups were introduced by Baumslag in the sixties. One of the current moti-
vations for a better understanding of their structure is that they show up nat-
urally in connection with Remeslennikov’s conjecture on the profinite rigidity
of free groups. In this article, we determine when the fundamental group of a
finite graph of groups with cyclic edge groups is parafree.

1. INTRODUCTION

A group is said to be parafree if it is residually nilpotent and its quotients by the
terms of its lower central series are the same as those of a free group. These groups
were introduced by Baumslag [3], who also constructed first examples of non-free
parafree groups. From now on, we will assume that finite generation part of the
definition of parafree groups.

Another motivation for studying parafree groups relates to the following central
open problem in the theme of profinite rigidity, attributed to Remeslennikov [I5]
Question 12]: given a finitely generated residually finite group G with the same
profinite completion as a free group F', does it follow that G = F'?7 The first author
[12] showed that such G must be a parafree group.

Many known examples of parafree groups are isomorphic to amalgamated free
products or HNN extensions of free groups over cyclic edge groups [6]. The purpose
of this paper is to characterize when these constructions yield to parafree groups.

Our first result describes the exact circumstances under which an amalgamated
free product with cyclic amalgam is parafree.

Theorem 1.1. Let U and V be finitely generated groups, 1 #u € U and1 #v € V.
Consider the amalgamated free product W = U x V. Then W is parafree if and

only if the following three conditions hold.

(1) The groups U and V are parafree.
(2) The element uv~! is not a proper power in the abelianization of U * V.
(3) At least one of u or v is not a proper power in U or V, respectively.

A particular case of Theorem [[LT, where U and V are free, follows from the
work of Baumslag [4] and Azarov [I]. The case of HNN extensions with cyclic base
groups is more intricate, and we obtain the following (less explicit) result.
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Theorem 1.2. Let U be a finitely generated group, w € U\ {1} and a : (u) > U a
monomorphism. Put v = a(u). Consider the HNN extension W = Usx,. Then W
is parafree if and only if the following four conditions hold.

(1) The group U is parafree.

(2) The element uv=1 is not a proper power in the abelianization of U.

(3) At least one of u or v is not a proper power in U.

(4) The image of the element u is non-trivial in some finite nilpotent quotient

of W.

In the case where U is a parafree group with abelianisation isomorphic to Z?2,
the last condition of the previous theorem can be replaced by a simpler one.

Corollary 1.3. Let U be a finitely generated group with rap(U) = 2, uw € U \ {1}
and o : (u)y — U a monomorphism. Put v = a(u). Consider the HNN extension
W = Usxy. Then W is parafree if and only if the following four conditions hold.

(1) The group U is parafree.

(2) The element uv=? is not a proper power in the abelianization of U.

(3) At least one of u or v is not a proper power in U.

(4) The images of u and v in the abelianization of U generate a subgroup iso-
morphic to Z2.

It is tempting to try to formulate a general criterion for the fundamental group
of a graph of groups with cyclic edge groups to be parafree. Combining Theorems
[T and [[2] we derive the following result.

Corollary 1.4. Let (G,T") be a graph of groups over a finite graph T' and W =
m1(G,T) be its fundamental group. Assume that all vertex subgroups G(v) (v €
V(T)) are finitely generated and all edge subgroups G(e) (e € E(T)) are cyclic.
Then W is parafree if and only if the following four conditions hold.

(1) All the vertex subgroups G(v) (v € V(I')) are parafree.
(2) The abelianization of W is torsion-free of rank

ra(W) = D rap(G(0) = Y ran(G(e)) + 1= x(T),

veV (D) ecE(T)

where x(I') = |V(T)| — |E(T)].

(3) All the centralizers of non-trivial elements in W are cyclic.

(4) For each non-trivial edge subgroup of G(e) (e € E(T')) there is a finite
nilpotent quotient of W where the image of this edge subgroup is non-trivial.

It is relatively easy to see that the conditions presented in Theorem [L.1] and
Theorem are necessary for W to be parafree and they also imply that the
quotients of W by the terms of its lower central series are the same as those of
a free group. The difficult part in the proofs of both theorems is to show that
W is residually nilpotent. We establish this as an application of recent methods
developed in [12] which were used for constructing abstract subgroups of free pro-p
groups.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section Pl we describe the preliminary
results which we use in the paper. Section [ is devoted to construction of new
examples of Dy, g-torsion-free FG-modules. In Section @ we prove Theorem [IT]
and Theorem and their corollaries.



PARAFREE GROUPS 3

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This paper is partially supported by the Spanish Ministry of Science and Inno-
vation through the grant MTM2017-82690-P and the “Severo Ochoa Programme
for Centres of Excellence in R&D" (CEX2019-000904-S4). The work of the second
author is supported by the collaboration grant JAE Intro SOMdM 2020, associ-
ated to ICMAT. The authors would like to thank an anonymous referee for their
comments and Martin Bridson for pointing out the paper [1].

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. General notation for rings, groups and pro-p groups. All of our rings
R will be associative and unitary. All ring homomorphisms will map 1 — 1. All
R-modules are left R-modules, unless we say that we consider right R-modules.

Given a group G, we will denote by G’ = [G, G] its commutator subgroup and
by Ga, = G/G’ its abelianization. The terms of the lower central series of G are
defined as v1(G) = G and v,41(G) = [vn(G),G] if n > 1 and the terms of the
p-lower central series of G are defined as G1,, = G and Gpy1,p = [Gnyp, GIGh ) if
n > 1. We recall that when G is a finitely generated pro-p group, the groups v, G
are closed normal subgroups of G.

We denote by d(G) the minimal number of generators of a group G and we
put 7.p(G) = d(Gap). Similarly, given a pro-p group G, we denote by d(G) the
minimal number of topological generators of G, which also equals the dimension of
its p-abelianisation G/[G, G]GP as an Fp-vector space.

As usual, we denote the free product in the category of pro-p groups by [].

2.2. Parafree groups. If G is a group we denote by G5 the pro-p completion of
G. In this paper we will use the following characterization of parafree groups.

Proposition 2.1. Let G be finitely generated residually nilpotent group. Then G
is parafree if and only if G is a free pro-p group for every prime p. Moreover, a
parafree group is residually-p for every prime p.

Proof. A group is said to be weakly p-parafree if its quotients by the terms of its
p-lower central series are the same as those of a free group. In these terms, a
finitely generated G will be parafree if and only if it is residually nilpotent and it
is weakly p-parafree for every prime p. We know from [I4, Corollary 2.9] that a
finitely generated G is weakly p-parafree if and only if it has free pro-p completion.
This proves the first claim. The second claim of the proposition follows from the
fact that finitely generated torsion-free nilpotent groups are residually-p for every
prime p [I0, Theorem 2.1]. O

The following result provides a useful necessary condition for a group to be
parafree.

Proposition 2.2. The centralizers of non-trivial elements of a parafree group are
cyclic.

Proof. Let A be the centralizer of a non-trivial element u of a parafree group G.
By [B Theorem 4.2], we know that

(a) a two-generated subgroup of G is free and
(b) an abelian subgroup of G is cyclic.

Thus, by (a), A is locally cyclic, and, by (b), A is cyclic. O
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2.3. Group algebra and the augmentation ideal. Let G be a group and k a

commutative ring. The group ring of G over k is denoted by kG. We denote by Ig

the augmentation ideal of ZG and by klg = k ® I¢ the augmentation ideal of kG.
zZ

Given two groups H < G, we denote by kI§ the left ideal of kG generated by
klIg. Since kG is a natural free right kH-module, it follows that the canonical map
of kG-modules

kG @ kly — kIS

is an isomorphism.

2.4. The fundamental groups of graphs of groups. We refer the reader to [§]
for standard definitions and notions related to graph of groups and their fundamen-
tal groups.

By a graph of groups (G,T') we mean a connected graph I' = (V/(T'), E(T"), ¢, 7)
together with a function G which assigns to each v € V(I') a group G(v), and
to each e € E(I') a distinguished subgroup G(e) of G(i(e)) and injective group
homomorphism ¢, : G(e) — G(7(e)). The monomorphisms t. are called the edge
functions.

In this paper we work mostly with two particular cases: amalgamated free prod-
ucts and HNN extensions. The structure of the augmentation ideal of the group
algebra of the fundamental group of a graph of groups is described in [7, Lemma
6]. We will describe this result in the cases that interest us.

Proposition 2.3. Let k be a commutative ring.

(1) Let U and V be two groups, A a subgroup of U and a: A — V' a monomor-
phism. Put W = U x4 V. Then there exists an exact of sequence of kW -
modules.

0— kI L kny @kl & kIy — 0,
where y(a) = (a,—a) if a € kI4 and p(b,c) =b+cifb € kI andc € kLY.

(2) Let U be a group, A a subgroup of U and a : A — U a monomorphism.
Put W =Usx, = (U,t : tg = a(g)t if g € A). Then there exists an exact of
sequence of kW -modules.

0= kLN 4y = kI @ kW 2 kI — 0,

where y(a) = (a(l1—t),a) ifa € kIEEA) and p(b,c) =b+c(t—1) ifb e kI
and c € EW.

The following proposition will be used several times in the paper.

Proposition 2.4. |2, Corollary 1.14 and Proposition 1.20] Let (H, A) be a subgraph
of groups of a graph of groups (G,T), i.e.
(1) A is a connected subgraph of a finite connected graph T';
(2) H(v) < G(v) if v e V(A), H(e) < Gle) if e € E(A) and the edge functions
of (H,A) are the restrictions of the edge functions of (G,T).
Assume that

H(e) = G(e) NH(w(e)) and te(H(e)) = te(G(e)) NH(r(e)) if e € E(A).

Let Ag be a maximal subtree in A and Ao C I'g a maximal subtree in I'. Then the
canonical map between the fundamental groups of graphs of groups

™ (Hv Av AO) — m (g7 Fa FO)
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18 injective.
2.5. The induced map between the augmentation ideals. Given a group
homomorphism G — G, we obtain an induced map between the augmentation

ideals Iz — Ig. Here we will explain how one can derive information from this
induced map back to the initial group homomorphism.

Proposition 2.5. Let ¢ : G— Gbea surjective group homomorphism of kernel
K. Suppose that the natural homomorphism of kG-modules

a: kG @ klz — klg,
kG

defined by the k-linear extension of a @ b— a@(b), is an isomorphism. Then
k ®z Kap, = 0.
Proof. Observe that by Shapiro’s lemma
k ©z Kap = Hy (K, k) 2 Hy (G, kG) = Tor*S (kG, k).
Applying the right-exact functor kG®, 5 to the exact sequence of left kG-modules
0—>k]5—>k6~¥—>k—>0,

we get the exact sequence

0 = Tork9 (kG, k) = kG @, kI5 = kG — k — 0,
Since « is injective, Tor’fé(kG, k) = {0} and we are done. O

2.6. D-torsion-free modules. Let R — D be an embedding of the ring R into a
division ring D. Let M be an R-module. We say that M is D-torsion-free if the
canonical map M — D ®M is injective.

R

The following provides a more flexible criterion for verifying whether a module
is torsion-free.

Lemma 2.6. [12, Lemma 4.1] Let M be an R-module. Then M is D-torsion-free if
and only if there exists a D-module N and an injective homomorphism of R-modules
M — N.

Given a homomorphism R — D, where D is a division ring, we define D-
dimension of M to be the dimension of the D-vector space D @ g M. We denote it
by dimp M.

Lemma 2.7. [12| Lemma 4.2] Let 1 — M; — My — M3 — 0 be an exact sequence
of R-modules. Assume that

(1) My and M3 are D-torsion-free;

(2) dimp M; and dimp Ms are finite; and

(3) dimp M, + dimp M3 = dimp M.
Then Ms is also D-torsion-free.

The following lemma will be used in the computation of dimp M.

Lemma 2.8. [12, Lemma 4.3] Let M be a D-torsion-free R-module of finite D-
dimension. Let L be a non-trivial R-submodule of M. Then dimp(M/L) <
dimp (M). Moreover, if dimp L = 1, then dimp(M/L) = dimp M — 1.
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2.7. The universal division rings of fractions of the group algebra of a
subgroup of a free pro-p group. Let F be a finitely generated free pro-p group.
If G is an abstract subgroup of F, then it turns out that F,G has a universal
division ring of fractions, denoted by Dr,g. We will not give a formal definition
of universal field of fractions which can be found in [I3], but we will describe the
main properties of the embeddings F,G C D,g, which we will use in this paper.

If H is a subgroup of G, then the division closure of F, H in Dr ¢ is the universal
division ring of fractions of F;, H, and, therefore, we will denote it by Dy, .

If N is a normal subgroup of G such that G/N = Z, then F,G is a free F,N-
module with the basis {t' : i € Z}, where t € G and Nt generates G/N. Thus F,G
is isomorphic to a skew-polynomial ring F, N [tT1, o] with the indeterminate ¢ and
coefficients in F,N. Here o is an automorphism of the ring F,N, induced from the
automorphism of conjugation-by-t.

Let R be a subring of Dp,¢ generated by Dp,nx and ¢. It turns out that {ti :
i € Z} is also a Dy, y-basis of R (this is so called the Hughes-free property of the
embedding F,G C Dy, ¢, see [11,[]). thus R is isomorphic to Dy, v [t!, o].

The following result gives a lower bound for the Dy ¢-dimension of F)/g.

Proposition 2.9. [I2, Corollary 3.7 and the discussion afterwards| Let G be a
finitely generated dense subgroup of a free pro-p group F. Then dimDFpG Folg >
d(F). Moreover, if G is parafree and F = Gp, then dimp, . Fplg = d(F).

The following result provides an important example of Dy, g-torsion-free-module.

Proposition 2.10. [12, Proposition 4.8] Let F be a free pro-p group, H < G < F
two subgroups of F, and A a mazimal abelian subgroup of H. Then the F,G-module
Fplg /Fplg is Dy, g-torsion-free.

2.8. Embeddings of abstract groups into free pro-p groups. In this subsec-
tion we detail a method introduced in [I2] for ensuring that a map from an abstract
group G to a free pro-p group is injective. We are particularly interested in the
problem of producing families of parafree groups. Let G be a candidate to being
parafree, meaning that CNJI,; is free for every prime p. We want to study whether the
canonical map G — (N?ﬁ is an embedding for some suitable prime p. This would
establish the residual nilpotence of G and we could conclude that G is parafree.

Proposition 2.11. Let G bea finitely generated group, F a finitely generated free
pro-p group and ¢ : G — F a group homomorphism. Suppose that we have the
following conditions.

(1) The image G = ¢(G) is dense in F.

(2) The F,G-module F,G ® F,I5 is Dy,q-torsion-free and

F,G
dimp, ,Fp,G ® Fpls= d(F).
Fp,G

(3) The kernel of ¢ is free.
Then the map ¢ is an embedding.
Proof. We will prove that the surjective map ¢ : G — G verifies the assumption of

Proposition to deduce that ker ¢ has trivial p-abelianization. Since ker ¢ is free,
the latter would imply that ker ¢ = 1 and the conclusion would follow.
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It is clear that the natural homomorphism of IF,G-modules
FPG ® Ié — Fpla,
F,G
defined by a ® b — ad(b), is surjective. If it was not injective, naming its kernel by
L and naming M =F,G ® Iz, we would deduce, after applying Lemma 2.8]
d(F) = dimDFPG M > dimDFPG (M/L) = dimDFpG(]FPIG)7
which would contradict Proposition 2.9 O

In the setting of our problem, that is, taking some G with free pro-p completion
and studying whether G — éﬁ is injective, we make a few comments about the
three conditions of Proposition 211l We take G to be the image of G inside éﬁ.

(1) The first condition will be naturally ensured.

(2) The second condition is the hardest part and requires the most technical
arguments presented in Section

(3) The third condition is natural from the point of view of the Bass-Serre
theory. If we take G to be the fundamental group of a graph of groups,

and we ensure that ker ¢ intersects trivially every vertex subgroup, then
the ker ¢ will necessarily be free.

3. EXAMPLES OF D, ¢-TORSION-FREE MODULES

In this section we construct two families of examples of Dy,g-torsion-free mod-
ules. The first result is a slight generalization of [12], Proposition 4.10].

Proposition 3.1. Let Hy and Hz be two finitely generated subgroups of a finitely
generated free pro-p group F. Consider A = Hi N Hy and suppose that A is a
mazimal abelian subgroup of Hy. Let G = (Hy, Hs) and let
J={(z,—z):w € Fplg} < Fplgl @Fplg2'

Then the Fp,G-module

. Fplgl ®FPII§2

N J
is Dy, -torsion-free and

dimDFpG M = dimprHl IE‘;DIH1 + dimprH2 IFPIH2 —1.

Before giving the proof, we shall make an observation. If A is an abelian sub-
group of F, as occurs in the previous proposition, the universal division F,A-ring
of fractions D, 4 is the field of fractions Qore(IFpA) of the commutative domain
F,A. Given a nontrivial ideal I of F,A, we see that the Qore(IFpA)-vector space
Qore(FpA) ]F®A I is one-dimensional. This implies that

P

(1) dimDFpA 1= dionrc (F,A) Qore(FpA) ]F®A I1=1.

p

Proof of Proposition[31l We consider the F,G-submodule of M defined by
L= (FpI§ ®F,I5)/J.
We want to apply Lemma 2.7 to the short exact sequence
0—-L—->M-—>M/L—0
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of F,G-modules. Since L = Fplgz < F,G, then it is Dy, g-torsion-free and
dimp, , L = dimp, ,, Fplq,.
By the observation (),
1 = dimp, , Fyla = dimp, , F,I§ = dimp, , J.

So it is clear, by Lemma 2.8 that

dimp, , M = dimp, , F,I5, + dimp, ,FpIf, —1=

dimp, ,, Fplg, +dimp, ., Fplg, —1.

On the other side, the quotient M/L is isomorphic to Fplgl JF,I§, which is

Dy, -torsion-free by Proposition .10l Again, by Lemma 2.8
dimp, , M/L = dimp, , Fplf, —dimp, ,F,I§ = dimp, , Fplu, — 1.

Therefore, the short exact sequence 0 = L — M — M/L — 0 of F,G-modules
satisfies the requirements of Lemma 2.7t and the conclusion follows. O

We now turn to the study of torsion-free modules that have the form of an
augmentation ideal of a cyclic HNN extension.
Our point is to prove that a certain module, which may have the form

Rm/R(ulv R u’m)

for some group ring R, is Dg-torsion-free. When extending this R-module with co-
efficients in a bigger ring, some u; may become invertible. The following elementary
lemma simply studies this scenario, which we shall encounter many times.

Lemma 3.2. Let R be a unital ring and M be an R-module. Let mg € M and let
u be a unit of R. Then there is an isomorphism of R-modules
MeR

: — M
(m07 u)

given by
y(m,r) =m —ru" myg,
with inverse
7~ (m) = (m,0).

We can now state the second result of this section.

Proposition 3.3. Let H < G be subgroups of F. Suppose that we can write
G = N x (t) = (N,t) for some H < N < G and some t € G. Let w € H be
an element which generates a mazimal abelian subgroup (u) in H and suppose that
v=tut™* € H. Then the F,G-module M defined by

FpI5 ® F,G
F,G(v—1—-t(u—1),v—1)

M =

is Dy, g -torsion-free.

Proof. The proof is relatively long and, for convenience, it is divided in several
intermediate claims.

Let R be the subring of Dg,c generated by Dg,y and t. The structure of this
ring is explained in Subsection 2.7
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Claim 3.4. The natural map
R ® M —Dp,c @ M
F,G F,G
18 injective.

Proof. Since v € H, v — 1 is invertible in D ) (and hence in R). Directly from
the definition of M, we can rewrite, using Lemma [3.2]

) e (R e, In) © R
@ ]F(?G S R(w-1-t(u—1),v-1)

~R @ F,I§
e ptH
Similarly, Dr,¢ ® M = Dp,¢ ® Fplg. Observe that
F,G FpG
R ® F,J$~R @ F,Iy and D @ F, IS ~D @ F,Iy.
g P H wop P H an ]FPG]FPG ptH ]FPG]FPH plH

Since N < G is normal, R is a right Dg,yj-module. In particular, it is a right
D]FP[H]—module. So R is a direct Dy,y-summand of Dg,c and it follows directly
that the map

R @ Fplg — D]FpG ® Fply
F,H F,H
is injective. This proves the claim. (I

Claim 3.5. We have the following equality of subsets of Dp, N & F,I¥,
Fp N

N —
(3) 1 FS;N Fply () Dr,n ]F?N(u —1) = 1F<§>N F,N(u—1).

Proof. By assumption, (u) is a maximal abelian subgroup of H. By Proposition
210, the F, N-module

__ By

- FyN(u-1)

is Dy, n-torsion-free. This implies that the canonical map

My

My — Dyp,n ® My
F, N

is injective. This gives the claim. ([

We denote by H'" the conjugation t"Ht " (which may not be the standard
way). The H " are also subgroups of N having (utn> as maximal abelian subgroup.

Claim 3.6. For alln € Z, we have the following equality of subsets of Dp,n ® Fplg,
F, N

4 1 ® F "I D t"u—1)=1 @ F,t"N(u—1).
(4) FE@N ot Iy m FPNF?N (u—1) F‘?N pt"N(u—1)

Proof. The same way we had the equality ([B]), we can derive, for the same reasons,

N t— " _ "
(5) 1F§NFlet,n N DFPN]FS@N(U —1)—1]F<5§>NIE‘pN(u —1).
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Notice that F,, I has a right (¢)-module structure by multiplication. This induces

a right (t)-module structure on Dy, vy ® F,Ig. Since N <G, then ¢ normalises N.
FyN

We have the equations of subsets of Dy, vy ® Fjlg:
Fp, N

(1 ® F,N(u— 1)) tm =1@F, "Nt " —1),
FpN

and
N _
(1 ]FSQN IF,,IH> " =1 F, t" I —m.
As a consequence, applying the multiplication-by-t" automorphism of Dr v ® F,lg
F,N
to the equation (@), we get (). O

Notice the following decomposition of I, N-modules
F,If = €P Fpt"Iy,
nez
which yields to the following decomposition of [F)-vector spaces
Dy, n @ Fpolff 2 €D De,n @ Fpt"Ihy.
FpN]FpN piH neeaz ]FpN]FPN D H

Claim 3.7. We have the following equation of subsets of Dp,Nn ® Fplg,
F, N

(6) 1 ® FIf (| Dr,v @ FpGu—1—tu—1)=1 @ F,G(v—1—tu—1)).
FpN FpN FpN

Proof. Let us take an element w that belongs to the left-hand side. This element
will have the form

no
w= Z ek @t"(v —1—t(u— 1)), for some c; € Dr, v,

k:n1
and will also belong to 1 ® F,I5. We rewrite
FpN
na

W= ¢y, Q" (v—1)+ Z (ck @th(v—1) —cpg1 @7 (u— 1))+cn2®t”2+1(u—1).
k=ni+1

Since w € 1 ® F,I§, we can look at the highest power ¢"2+1 to deduce that

P

Cny @t (u—1) €1 ]F®N F 2ty m DFPN]F@)Nt"QH(u —1).

By (@), this implies that
Cy @t (u—1) €1 @ Fpt™ I N(u—1),
F, N
SO Cp, € FpN. Let nqy + 1 < k < ny. Inspecting again the expression of w at the
component with power t*, we have that

@t —1)—cp 1@t (u—1) €1 @ FtFIy.
F,N

p
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If we knew that c;, € F, N, then it would follow that
L @ttu—1)el @ FtIfy (\De,nv @ th(u—1).
o1 @t (u—1) €1 @ Fpt'liy (\De,n @ thu—1)

By (@), this means that

o1 @tF(u—1) €l ® Ft"N(u—1),
F,N

and this implies that ¢;_1 € F,N.

We have proven that if ¢ € F, NV, for n; < k£ < ng, then cx_1 € F, N. Since we
also know that c,, € F, N, an inductive argument gives that c; € F, N for every &,
meaning that

wel @ FNitt ol(v—1—tu—-1)=1 ® F,G(v—1—t(u—1)).
Fp,N Fp N

This proves that

G
1 F?N FpIfi () Dr,v ]F;X)NFPG(U —1—t(u—1))C1 F?N F,G(v—1—t(u—1)),

one inclusion of (@). The reverse inclusion is trivial, so equation (@) is proven. O
Claim 3.8. The natural map

a:M—-R ® M
F,G

s injective.
Proof. As discussed during Subsection 2.7 there is a canonical isomorphism of

F,N-modules
R:,D]FPN[t ,0]:DFPNFS§J)VFPN[t ,U] :'D]FPN]FS%VFPG.

This extends to a canonical isomorphism of F,/N-modules

R F,IG D F,IG
F?G plH ]FPN]FS@N p'H

VR e F,Gu-1-tu=-1) Dy & F00—1-t-1)
F,G Fp N

Therefore, there is a commutative triangle of canonical IF, N-homomorphisms

Fplf
Fp,G(v—1—t(u—1))

la/ X
R @ F,IS
FPGPH ¥

R]Fl?ngG(vflft(ufl)) DFPNF;@NIFPG(vfl—t(ufl))’

G
DFPN ]F?N]FPIH

The canonical map 7 is injective due to [@)). Since v is an isomorphism, this implies
that o/ is injective.

Let (z,y) € F,I§®F,G be such that (z,y)+F,G (v — 1 — t(u — 1),v — 1) belongs
to the kernel of a. Then 1® (z,y) =c¢® (v —1—t(u—1),v — 1) for some ¢ € R.
Notice that

1 = —1-tlu—1))el @ F,IS(R —1—t(u—1)).
@z =c® (v (-1 el @ B[R (v (u=1)
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From the injectivity of o, this implies that
c®v—1—-tlu—-1)) €l ® F,Gv—1—t(u—1)),
FpG

so ¢ € F,G and then (z,y) € F,G(v — 1 —t(u — 1),v — 1). Thus « is injective and
the claim is demonstrated. (I

From Claims [3.8 and 3.4} we conclude that M is Df,g-torsion-free. O

4. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

4.1. Amalgamated products. Now we are ready to prove Theorem [T}

Theorem 4.1. Let 171 and 172 be finitely generated groups. Let 1 # up € 171 and
let 1 # ug € Hy. Consider the following amalgamated product of cyclic amalgam

Gof . me P
s (e )

Then G is parafree if and only if the three following conditions hold.
(1) Hy and Hy are parafree.
(2) The element ulugl ofE * I/TQ is not a proper power in the abelianization
of }z * LAI;
(3) There is at least one i € {1,2} such that u; is not a proper power in H;.

Remark. The condition (2) can be substituted by the condition

(2) 7ab(G) = rap(H1) + ran(Ha) — 1.
The proof of the theorem shows that the condition (8) can be substituted by the
condition

(3) All the centralizers of non-trivial elements in G are cyclic.

Proof. We first prove that the conditions are necessary. Let us assume that G is
parafree.

Both H1 and H2 are subgroups of G and hence they are residually nilpotent.
We want to show that, for all prlmes P, H, 15 and ng are free. By Proposition 2.1]
this would imply that H, 1 and H2 are parafree.

Fix a prime p. Recall that the rank of a pro-p group G equals the rank of its
p-abelianisation G/[G, G]GP. From this, we observe that

(7) d(Gp) = d(Hyp) + d(Hap) - 1.

Consider the closure H; of the image of E under the canonical map G — éﬁ. Since
G is parafree, éﬁ is free pro-p, and so both H; and H, are free pro-p, because any
closed subgroup of a free pro-p group is again free. Note that I?l and ﬁ; generate
G. Hence the canonical map f: H, 11 H, — GA is onto.

Since G is parafree, the images of u; and ug in GA are non-trivial. Therefore,

ker f # {1}. We also recall that the groups H; [[ H2 and Gﬁ are free pro-p. So,
by the Hopfian property, for the surjection f between free pro-p groups to have
non-trivial kernel we must have

(8) d(Gyp) < d (i [[H2) 1 = d(H) + d(H2) -
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Moreover, since H; is a quotient of Hlp, d(H;) < d( ;7). The latter observation
in combination with (7)) and (8) yields d(H;) = d( iﬁ). The pro-p group H; is free,
so the canonical map I‘I:ﬁ — H; is an isomorphism. Hence Eﬁ is free pro-p and
the first condition is proved.

The previous argument also shows that, for all primes p,
d(éﬁ) = d(H1’p‘) + d(HQ’ﬁ) -1,
and this implies the second condition. .
Finally, suppose that w; = v]" in Hj, and that us = v5? in Ho with ny,ny >
2. Since u; # 1 and H; is torsion-free, then (v;) are infinite cyclic. Consider

the subgroup A generated by v; and vs. By Proposition 2.4 A is isomorphic
to (v1) #,m1_y2 (v2). This group is non-abelian and belongs to the centralizer of

UL = Ug in G. This contradicts Proposition[2:21 This shows that the third condition
holds.

We now verify that the three given conditions are sufficient. There is a canonical
isomorphism

~ H, Hy
(9) Gab o lab D Qab
U1 — U2

From the fact that u; —us is not a proper power in Gab, we see that Gab is torsion-
free of rank rab(Hl) + ’I”ab(HQ) — 1. Therefore for any prime p,

d(GA) = d(Hrﬁ) + d(Hzﬁ) —1.
Let us fix an arbitrary prime p from this point on. Consider the canonical map
¢ G—)GA We denote G = ¢(G).
Claim 4.2. The pro-p group Gﬁ 18 free.

Proof. Since 1‘71 and 1‘72 are parafree, the pro-p groups Efl 5 and 1‘725 are free. Thus

(N?ﬁ is a quotient of the free pro-p group 1‘71 511 1‘725 by the closed normal subgroup
generated by ujug ! Recall that an element u of a pro-p group G is primitive if
and only if it is primitive in the p-abelianisation G/[G, G]GP. By assumption, the
element u1u2 € Hy H2 is prlmltlve in the abelianisation, so it must be primitive
in its pro-p completion Hlp 11 ng Hence, Gp is free pro-p. ([

Claim 4.3. The restrictions of ¢ to each Hl- are injective.
Proof. To check this claim, we consider each restriction
i = ¢l + H; — H,
where H; = ¢(H ) The subgroups H; and H, of the free pro-p group GA are closed.

Hence they both are free pro-p groups.
Since the induced ¢;5: Hiy — H; are surjective maps of free pro-p groups,

(10) d(H,3) > d(H;), for alli € {1,2}.

Furthermore, by the universal property of the coproduct, there is a continuous
homomorphism

f5F1HF2—>C~v'§
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which sends H; to each corresponding copy in éﬁ. Notice that Im f contains both
H, and Hs, so G < Im f. Since G is dense in éﬁ, f is surjective. By assumption,
the element ulugl € Hy x Hs is primitive in its abelianisation. So, for some i,
u; is non-trivial in the abelianisation of G, and hence wu; is non-trivial in H;. In
particular, ujug 1'is a non-trivial element in the kernel of f. Arguing exactly as
we did in deriving equations () and (®]), we conclude that the induced maps bigp -
(171-)5 — H;j; are isomorphisms. This implies that the surjections ¢; are injective
because the groups 171 are residually-p. (|

Claim 4.4. The map ¢ : G — éﬁ 18 injective.

Proof. We want to apply Proposition 211 to the map ¢ : G — G C éﬁ.

Notice first that, by Claim 3] the kernel of ¢ intersects trivially the subgroups
171 and ﬁ; Therefore, by the Bass-Serre theory, the kernel acts freely on a tree,
and so it is free.

We consider the corresponding F\,G-module

M=TF,G ® Fylz.
F,G

p

Consider A = (¢(u1)) and
J={(z,—x):x € FI{} < F,If ®F,I5,.
Then, by Proposition 2:3|(1),

ijlc‘;l @ FZDIIC‘TVIQ

Note that we did not use the fact that G is an amalgamated product of H; and Hs
along the cyclic subgroup (¢(uy)) (which, in fact, we do not know yet to be true).
We derived the isomorphism of (IIl) applying Proposition 23(1) to the splitting
of the group W = G to obtain the corresponding expression for its augmentation
ideal I, 1. The expression for M is now derived from its very definition M =
FPG P FZDI@'
P

Without loss of generality, we suppose that u; is not a proper power in I?l By
Claim [4.3] H, =~ H;, so H; (i = 1,2) are parafree and ¢(u;) is not a proper power
in Hy. Hence A = (u;) is a maximal abelian subgroup of H;.

By Proposition B1l M is Dr,g-torsion-free with dimension

(11) M =

dimDFPG M = dimDFle FpIHl + dimDFsz FpIH2 —1.
In addition, by Proposition 2.9]
dimDFle FpIHl + dimDFpH2 F;DIH2 —1= d(Hlﬁ) + d(HQﬁ) —1= d(Gﬁ)

It follows that dimpr « M = d(Gz). We can apply Proposition 211l to conclude
that ¢ : G—Gis injective. O

The last claim implies that G is residually nilpotent. Moreover, we already know
that each Gy is free, so G is parafree by Proposition 2.1 O
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4.2. HNN extensions. Now we prove Theorem

Theorem 4.5. Let H be a finitely generated group. Let u,v € EI\ {1}. Consider
the following cyclic HNN extension of H

G H = (t)

~ ((tut—To 1y
Then G is parafree if and only if the four following conditions hold.
(1) The group H is parafree.
2) The element uv=" is not a proper power in H,y,.

(2)
(3) At least one of u or v is not a proper power in H.
(4) The image of the element u is non-trivial in some finite nilpotent quotient

of G.
Remark. The condition (2) can be substituted by the condition
(2’) Tab(G) = Tab(H).
The proof of the theorem shows that the condition (8) can be substituted by the
condition

(3") All the centralizers of non-trivial elements in G are cyclic.

Proof. First let us show that the given conditions are necessary. Assume that G is
parafree.

The group His a subgroup of G and hence it is residually nilpotent. We want
to show that, for all primes p, flﬁ is free. By Proposition 211 this would imply that
H is parafree.

Fix a prime p. Observe that

d(G5) > d(Hsy).
Consider the closure H of the image of H under the canonical map G — GA

Since G is parafree GA is free pro-p, and so H is also free pro-p. Note that H
and t generate G. Hence, the canonical map f : H[[Z, — Gp, which sends the
generator 1 of Z,, to t, is onto.

Since G is parafree, the images of v and v in GA are non-trivial. Therefore,
ker f # {1}. Thus, since the groups H [][Z, and Gp are free pro-p,

d(G5) < d(H).

Since H is a quotient of ﬁ , d(H) = d(I;TA), and since, H is free pro-p, the

canonical map HA — H is an 1somorph1sm Hence, HA is free pro-p, and the first
condition is proved
The previous argument also shows that for all prime p,

d(Gp) = d(Hp).
This implies the second condition.

Now suppose that u = w™ and v = wy? in H with ni,ng > 2. Since u,v # 1
and H is torsion-free, then (w;) are infinite cyclic. Consider the subgroup A of
G generated by wi, we and t. By Proposition 2.4} A is isomorphic to the HNN
extension A’ = (wy, wa, t|tw]"t~! = wy?). The centralizer of wy* = (t~'wat)™ in
A’ contains w; and t~'wst, so it is not abelian. Thus the centralizer of w in G is
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not abelian. This contradicts Proposition 2.21 This shows that the third condition
holds. The forth condition holds because G is parafree.

Now we are going to verify that these four conditions are sufficient for G to be
parafree. First of all, it is clear that

_ .
Gab = b

@ ().

(u—w)

From the fact that u — v is~n0t a proper power in fNIab, we see that CNJab is torsion-
free of the same rank as Ha,. Therefore, d(G5) = d(Hp). In addition, we also
see that t is primitive in G,5. Let us fix a prime p such that the image of the

element w is non-trivial in some finite p-quotient of G. Consider the canonical map
¢: G — Gp.

Claim 4.6. The pro-p group (N?ﬁ is free and the element ¢(t) is primitive in CNJ@

Proof. The pro-p group éﬁ is the quotient of ﬁg]_[ Z, by the closed subgroup
generated by tut~v~L. Since H is parafree, Hﬁ, is free pro-p. Thus ﬁg]_[ Zy is
free pro-p. Observe also that the element tut—'v~! is primitive in Hﬁ]_[ Z, (since
it is primitive in its p-abelianisation). Hence, éﬁ is free pro-p. O

We name H = ¢(H).
Claim 4.7. The restriction of ¢ to H is injective.

Proof. To verify this, consider the closed subgroup H < éﬁ. Since éﬁ is free, the
pro-p group H must be free. We notice that the epimorphism ¢ : H — H induces
a continuous epimorphism ¢z : Hy — H. In particular,

(12) d(Hp) > d(H).

Furthermore, by the universal property of the coproduct, there is a continuous
homomorphism

f:HHZP — éﬁ,

which sends H to 65, by inclusion; and Z, to the cyclic pro-p group generated by
@(t). Since the image of f contains both H and ¢(¢), it follows that Im f contains
qﬁ(é), so f must be a surjective. In addition, it has a nontrivial kernel; since
d(t)p(u)p(t) " 1d(v)~! = 1 and ¢(u) # 1, by assumption. Here we have used that
the canonical map ¢ : H * Z, — H [[Z,, is injective.

This verifies that f is a surjective and non-injective continuous homomorphism
between free pro-p groups. Hence,

d(H) + 1= d(H) +d(Z,) = d (EHZP) > d(Gp).

This, in addition to (I2)), implies that d(fNIﬁ) = d(H). So ¢ : flﬁ — His a
continuous epimorphism between free pro-p groups of the same rank, which implies
that it is an isomorphism. Since H is parafree, it is residually-p. Hence ¢ is also
injective. O

Claim 4.8. The map ¢ : G — éﬁ 18 injective.
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Proof. We denote G = gb(é) We want to apply Proposition 2.I1] to the map
o : G — G C éﬁ. We already know, from Claim (.6 that éﬁ is free. Notice
also that, by Claim [£7] the kernel of ¢ intersects trivially the subgroup HofG. A
standard Bass-Serre theoretic argument proves that the kernel is free.

We define a continuous homomorphism ¢ : CNJI,; — Z,, such that ¢(¢(¢)) = 1, and
q(é(h)) =0if h € H. The restriction ¢|¢ verifies that its its kernel ker ¢|¢ contains
H = ¢(H).

We now consider the F,G-module

M=F,G @ Fplz.

We apply Proposition [Z3](2) in a similar way to how we obtained (IIl) to deduce
the following isomorphism of F,[G]-modules:

F,I§ ®F,G
FpG (d(v) — 1= ¢(t)(d(u) — 1), d(v) — 1)

Without loss of generality, we suppose that u is not a proper power in H. Since
¢ : H — H is an isomorphism, H is parafree and ¢(u) is not a proper power in H.
From Proposition 222, we deduce that that (¢(u)) is a maximal abelian subgroup
of H. By Proposition [3.3} this implies that M is Dr,g-torsion-free.

Using Lemma[3.2] similarly as in (2)), we have the following isomorphisms of left
Dr,g-modules

M =

Y G ~Y ~J
’D]FPG ]F?GM = D]FPG ]F?GFPIH - DFPG ]F?HFPIH = D]FPG D® (DFPH ]F(?HFPIH> .

Fp H
The combination of these isomorphisms with Proposition 2.9 yields to

dimp, , M = dimp, ,, Fpln = d(Hp) = d(Gy).
We can apply Proposition 211 to conclude that ¢ : G—Gis injective. O

The last claim implies thatNé is residually nilpotent. Moreover, we already know
that every pro-p completion Gy is free, so G is parafree by Proposition 2] O

We are now ready to prove Corollary [[L3] where we the fourth condition of
Theorem 4.5 is replaced by a very simple one.

Proof of Corollary[L.3. Tt is not hard to see that the four given conditions imply
the conditions of In fact, under these assumptions, the image of w is non-trivial
in the abelianisation of W.

In order to prove that they are necessary, let us suppose that W is parafree. By
Theorem [0 all the properties (1) — (3) hold. For the sake of a contradiction, we
assume that (4) does not hold. Then, by (2), the image of uv~! in Uy}, generates a
subgroup which contains both u and v. So there exists ¢ € Z such that u = (uv~=1)¢
mod [U,U]. In addition, since Uy is free of rank 2 and the image of uv~! is primitive
in Up; we can denote by N the closed normal subgroup generated by wo~ ! in Us
and observe that Us/N = Z,,. Thus [U,U] C N and, in particular, u € N.

Denote by N; the closed normal subgroup of W5 generated by wv™!. Then
u € Nj by the previous argument. Now observe that uv™! = [u=!,t71]. We are
going to verify that w € (), 7%Ws = {1}. This would result in the contradiction
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u = 1, finishing the proof. We proceed inductively to check the claim. The base
of the induction is trivial because u € yyW5; = Wp. If u € Wy, then uv™?
[u=t t71 € [viWgs, W5 = y+1Wp. Since 74 Wp is a closed normal subgroup of
W, then Ny C vy,11Wp and hence u € 7141 Wp, completing the inductive step. In
conclusion, we have proven that 1 # u € W is trivial in W, which gives the desired
contradiction. (]

4.3. The fundamental group of graph of groups. In this subsection we prove
Corollary [[4] from the introduction. Recall that this gives a general criterion for a
graph of groups with cyclic edge groups to be parafree.

Proof of Corollary[1.7. First, we assume that W is parafree. We want to show
that the four conditions of the corollary hold. The conditions (3) and (4) are a
consequence of W being parafree. Now we show the conditions (1) and (2) arguing
by induction on the number of edges |E(T')|. If |[E(T")| = 0, the claim is obvious.

Recall that every spanning tree of a simplicial graph I" has |V(T')| — 1 edges, and
hence H;(T; Q) has rank 1 — x(T'). This explains the contribution of the underlying
graph to the abelian rank in equation (2) of Corollary [L4l

Now we assume that we have proved that (1) and (2) hold if |[E(T')| < n and we
consider the case |[E(T')]=n+ 1. Let e € E(T).

If T\ {e} = A; U Ay is disconnected then, by Proposition 24]

w=U *g(e) V, where U = Wl(g,Al) and V & Wl(g,AQ).

If Gle) = {1}, then W = U %V, and so, since W is parafree, U and V are
also parafree. If G(e) = Z, then U and V are parafree by Theorem Il Since
|E(A1)], |[E(A2)| < n, we can apply the induction. Thus, the four conditions of
Corollary [[.4 hold for U and V. This implies immediately that conditions (1) and
(2) also hold for W.

If T\ {e} = A is connected, then, by Proposition 2.4]

W 2 U %, where U 2 (G, A).

If G(e) = {1}, then W = U % Z, and so, since W is parafree, U is also parafree.
If G(e) = Z, then U is parafree by Theorem Since |E(A)| < n, we can apply
the induction. Thus, the four conditions of Corollary [[.4] holds for U. This implies
immediately that the conditions (1) and (2) holds also for W.

Now we assume that the four conditions of the corollary hold. We want to show
that W is parafree. We will argue by induction on the number of edges |E(T")|. If
|E(T)| = 0, the claim is obvious.

For the induction hypothesis, we suppose that we have shown that W is parafree
if |E(T")| < n and we consider the case |[E(T')] =n+ 1. Let e € E(T).

If T\ {e} = A1 UA; is disconnected and so x(I") = x(A1) + x(Az) — 1. Further-
more, by Proposition 2.4]

w=UuU *g(e) V, where U = Wl(g,Al) and V = Wl(g,AQ).
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We have that
Tab(W) Z Tab(U) + Tab (V) - Tab(g(e)) Z
Do oran(G) = D ran(G() + 1= x(An)+

veV (A1) fEE(A)
> (@) = D ran(G(F) +1 - x(Az) — ran(G(e)) =
veV (A2) feE(A2)
> ran(G) = > ran(G(f) +1-x(T)
veV (D) feE()

Since Tab(W) = 32, cv(r) Tab(G(v) = 32 pepery Tab(G(f)) + 1 — x(I), we obtain
that

ran(U) = Y 1an(G) = Y ran(G(F) +1—x(Ay),

vEV (Ay) fEE(A1)
rn(V) = D> map(G) = Y ran(G(f) +1 - x(A2) and
veV (Az) fEE(A2)
Tab(W) = ran(U) + rab (V) — ran(G(e€)).

Thus, U and V satisfy the four conditions of the corollary and, by the inductive
hypothesis, they are parafree. If G(e) = {1}, then W = UxV, and so, W is parafree.
If G(e) = Z, then W is parafree by Theorem [£.]] and the remark afterwards.

If T'\ {e} = A is connected then x(I") = x(A) + 1. by Proposition [Z4]

W 2 U %y, where U 2 m(G, A).
We have that

rab(W) > rab(U) - Tab(g(e)) +1>
Do (@) = D ran(G(f) + 1= x(A) —ran(G(e) + 1=

VeV (A) fEE(A)

D ra(G@) = D ran(G(f) +1—x(T).
vev(r) FEE(D)

By assumption, ra,(W) = ZUGV(F) ran(G(v)) — ZfeE(F) ran(G(f)) + 1 — x(I).
So we deduce that

rav(U) = Y rap(G(0) = D ran(9(f)) — x(A) and

vEV(A) fEE(D)
rab(W) = rap (U) — ran(G(e)) + 1.
Thus, U satisfies the four conditions of the corollary and, by the inductive hypoth-
esis, it is parafree. If G(e) = {1}, then W = U x Z, and so, W is parafree. If
G(e) 2 Z, then W is parafree by Theorem and the remark afterwards.
O
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