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Abstract

A non-trivial finitely generated pro-p group G is said to be strongly hereditarily self-
similar of index p if every non-trivial finitely generated closed subgroup of G admits a faithful
self-similar action on a p-ary tree. We classify the solvable torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p
groups of dimension less than p that are strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p. More-
over, we show that a solvable torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p group of dimension less than
p is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p if and only if it is isomorphic to the maximal
pro-p Galois group of some field that contains a primitive p-th root of unity. As a key step
for the proof of the above results, we classify the 3-dimensional solvable torsion-free p-adic
analytic pro-p groups that admit a faithful self-similar action on a p-ary tree, completing the
classification of the 3-dimensional torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p groups that admit such

actions.
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Introduction

Groups that admit a faithful self-similar action on some regular rooted d-ary tree T,; form an
interesting class that contains many important examples such as the Grigorchuk 2-group [Grig0],
the Gupta-Sidki p-groups [Gup&3], the affine groups Z" x GL,(Z) [Bru98], and groups obtained
as iterated monodromy groups of self-coverings of the Riemann sphere by post-critically finite
rational maps [Nek05]. Recently there has been an intensive study on the self-similar actions of
other important families of groups including abelian groups [Brul0], wreath products of abelian
groups [Danlg], finitely generated nilpotent groups [Ber(7], arithmetic groups [Kapl2], and
groups of type FP,, [Kocl9]. Self-similar actions of some classes of finite p-groups were studied
in [Sunll] and [Babl6].

We say that a group G is self-similar of index d if G admits a faithful self-similar action on
T, that is transitive on the first level; moreover, we say that G is self-similar if it is self-similar
of some index d. In [Nos19] we initiated the study of self-similar actions of p-adic analytic pro-p
groups. In particular, we classified the 3-dimensional unsolvable torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-
p groups for p > 5, and determined which of them admit a faithful self-similar action on a p-ary
tree. In the present paper, instead, we focus on the study of self-similar actions of torsion-free
solvable p-adic analytic pro-p groups.

It is fairly easy to show that every free abelian group Z" of finite rank r > 1 is self-similar of
any index d > 2 (cf. [Nek05, Section 2.9.2]; see also [Nek04]) Hence, every non-trivial subgroup
of Z" is self-similar of any index d > 2. Similarly, every non-trivial closed subgroup of a free
abelian pro-p group Zj, is self-similar of index p¥, for k > 1. Motivated by this phenomenon we
make the following definitions. A finitely generated pro-p group G is said to be hereditarily
self-similar of index p* if any open subgroup of G is self-similar of index p*. If G and all of
its non-trivial finitely generated closed subgroups are self-similar of index p* then G is said to
be strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p*.

From [Nos19, Proposition 1.5, it follows that any torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p group
of dimension 1 or 2 is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p”* for all k£ > 1. Moreover, it
is not difficult to see that if p > 5 then any 3-dimensional solvable torsion-free p-adic analytic
pro-p group is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p?™ for all m > 1 (see Proposition 2.4).
Observe that the latter class contains a continuum of groups that are pairwise incommensurable
(see [Snol6]), in contrast to the discrete case, where there are only countably many pairwise
non-isomorphic finitely generated self-similar groups (cf. [Nek05, Section 1.5.3]). On the other
hand, it is an interesting problem to understand which pro-p groups have the property of being
strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p, and the main result of this paper is the classification
of the solvable torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p groups with this property.

Theorem A Let p be a prime, and let G be a solvable torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p group.
Suppose that p > d := dim(G). Then G is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p if and only
if G is isomorphic to one of the following groups:

(1) For d > 1, the abelian pro-p group Zg;
(2) For d > 2, the metabelian pro-p group Gd(s) = Zp X Zg_l, where the canonical generator

of Z,, acts on Zg_l by multiplication by the scalar 1+ p®, for some integer s > 1.

Observe that the ‘if” part of the theorem holds in greater generality (Proposition 2.7). It is
worth noting that during the last decade the groups listed in Theorem A have appeared in the



literature in different contexts (see, for example, [Klo11], [Quald], [Klol4], [Snol5] and [Sno09]).
The reader will find a more detailed account of the related results at the end of Section 2.

Let K be a field. The absolute Galois group of K is the profinite group Gx = Gal(K,/K),
where K is a separable closure of K. The maximal pro-p Galois group of K, denoted by Gk (p),
is the maximal pro-p quotient of Gx. More precisely, Gk (p) = Gal(K (p)/K ), where K(p) is the
composite of all finite Galois p-extensions of K (inside K). Describing absolute Galois groups
of fields among profinite groups is one of the most important problems in Galois theory. Already
describing G'i(p) among pro-p groups is a remarkable challenge. Theorem A and a result of
Ware [War92] yield the following.

Theorem B Let p be a prime, and let G be a non-trivial solvable torsion-free p-adic analytic
pro-p group. Suppose that p > dim(G). Then G is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p
if and only if G is isomorphic to the maximal pro-p Galois group of some field that contains a
primitive p-th root of unity.

Similarly to Theorem A, the ‘if’ part holds in greater generality (Proposition 2.8).

The proof of Theorem A is by induction on d = dim(G). As mentioned above, for d = 1,2
matters are trivial, while for d = 3 interesting phenomena start to occur. Indeed, as basis for
the induction, one has to consider the case d = 3, and this leaded us to the classification result
below. This result is interesting on its own right since it completes the classification started
by [Nos19, Theorem B] of the 3-dimensional torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p groups that are
self-similar of index p.

Theorem C Let p > 5 be a prime, and fix p € Z; not a square modulo p. Let G be a 3-
dimensional solvable torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p group. Then the following holds.

(1) G is self-similar of index p?.

(2) Let L be the Z,-Lie lattice associated with G. Then G is self-similar of index p if and only
if L is isomorphic to a Lie lattice presented in the following list (cf. Remark 1.21; the
parameters below take values s,r,t € N, ¢ € Z, and € € {0,1}).

(a) (wo, 1,22 | [1,22] =0, [0, 21] = 0, [0, 22] =0).
(b) For s> 1, (xo,x1,22 | [x1,72] = 0, [T0, 21] = p°T1, [20, 72] = p°22).
(¢) For s,r > 1 and vy(c) =1,

(20, 71,22 | [T1,22] = 0, [m0, 21] = P11 + p* ey, [0, x2] = p Ty + pPay )-
(d) (xo,x1,m2 | [m1,22) = 0, [w0, 21] = P* T p°2, [0, 2] = PPy ).
(e) For s> 1, (xo,x1,22 | [21,72] = 0, [T0, 21] = p°T2, [0, 72] = p°21).
(f) Forr >1 and vy(c) =1,

ey + pPems, [z, 22] = piar ).

(2o, 1,22 | [11,22] = 0, [0, 21] = p°
(9) For s > 1 and v,(1+4c) =1,

To,T1,T2 | [T1,T2] = U, |To,T1| =P T1 T P CT2, |To,T2] =P T1).
{ | [21,22] =0, [20, 1] = p*w1 + pews, [wo, 22] = p*a1)

In dimension 3, Theorem C and [Nos19, Theorem B] yield the following stronger version of
Theorem A.



Theorem D Let p > 5 be a prime, and let G be a 3-dimensional torsion-free p-adic analytic
pro-p group. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) G is hereditarily self-similar of index p.
(2) G is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p.

(3) G is isomorphic to Z or to G*(s) for some integer s > 1.

We believe that one can drop the assumption of solvability in Theorem A even in higher
dimension.

Conjecture E Let p be a prime, and let G be a torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p group of
dimension d. Suppose that p > d. Then G is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p if and
only if G is isomorphic to Zg ford =1 or to G4(s) for d > 2 and some integer s > 1.

Main strategy and outline of the paper. For the proof of the main results we use Lie meth-
ods. More precisely, we use the language of virtual endomorphisms (see, for instance, [Nos19,
Proposition 1.3]) to translate self-similarity problems on p-adic analytic groups to problems on
Zy-Lie lattices (Proposition 2.1). Recall from [Nos19] that a Z,-Lie lattice L is said to be self-
similar of index p* if there exists a homomorphism of algebras ¢ : M — L where M C L is a
subalgebra of index p* and ¢ is simple, which means that there are no non-zero ideals of L that
are (p-invariant.

In Section 1 we prove results on Lie lattices, and for the main ones mentioned here we
assume p > 3. The first main result of that section is Theorem 1.4, where we classify the 3-
dimensional solvable Z,-Lie lattices that are self-similar of index p, complementing the analogue
result for unsolvable lattices proven in [Nos19, Theorem 2.32]. In Definition 1.32 we introduce
the notion of (strongly) hereditarily self-similar Lie lattice. Thanks to the classification result,
we are able to prove Proposition 1.41, which is a classification of the 3-dimensional Z,-Lie
lattices that are (strongly) hereditarily self-similar of index p. This result is particularly relevant
since it is used as the basis of the induction (which is on dimension) for the proof of the second
main result on Lie lattices, Theorem 1.34, which provides a classification of the solvable Z,-Lie
lattices that are strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p. At the beginning of Section 1 the
reader will find a more detailed account of its structure.

In Section 2 we prove the main theorems of the paper, and provide additional results on
hereditarily self-similar groups. We observe that Theorem C follows from Theorem 1.4, Theorem
D follows from Proposition 1.41, and Theorem A follows from Theorem 1.34. In Section 3 we
state some open problems that we consider challenging and that we believe will stimulate future
research on the subject.

Notation. Throughout the paper, p denotes a prime number, and =, denotes equivalence
modulo p. For p > 3 we fix p € Z not a square modulo p. We denote the p-adic valuation
by v, : @, = Z U {oo}. The set N of natural numbers is assumed to contain 0. For the
lower central series 7, (G) and the derived series §,,(G) of a group (or Lie algebra) G we use
the convention 7(G) = G and 6y(G) = G. By a Zy-lattice we mean a finitely generated free
Zy-module. Let L be a Zjy-lattice. When M C L is a submodule, we denote the isolator of M
in L by iso (M) :={zx€L:3keN pFxre M}. We denote by (x1,...,x,) the submodule of L
generated by x1,...,z, € L. When L has the structure of a Lie algebra, we denote its center by
Z(L).
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1 Results on Lie lattices

In this section, which is self-contained, we prove results about self-similarity of Z,-Lie lattices.
The main results, mentioned in the Introduction, are proved under the assumption that p > 3.
On the other hand, most of the auxiliary results are valid and proved for any p, and we believe
that they constitute a large part of the work needed to generalize the main results to p = 2.
The structure of the section is as follows. In Section 1.1 we prove some basic results on Z,-Lie
lattices that admit an abelian ideal of codimension 1; these results are used both for the study
of 3-dimensional lattices and of lattices in higher dimension. After two preparatory technical
sections (Sections 1.2 and 1.3), in Section 1.4 we prove the main Theorem 1.22. After another
preparatory section (Section 1.5), in Section 1.6 we prove the main Proposition 1.41 and The-
orem 1.34. Apart from the main results, a few statements are worth to be mentioned here, for
instance, Propositions 1.6, 1.13, and 1.36. The most difficult technical results are the proofs of
non-self-similarity of Propositions 1.20 and 1.25.

We will be dealing with several families of Z,-Lie lattices, which we list in the definition
below. For p > 3, families from (0) to (5) are needed for the classification of 3-dimensional
solvable Z,-Lie lattices (see Remark 1.21). Family (6) generalizes families (0) and (1), while
family (7) generalizes families (4) and (5).

Definition 1.1 We define eight families of 3-dimensional solvable Z,-Lie lattices through pre-
sentations.

(0) Lo = (wo,r1,72 | [21,22] = 0, [20,21] = 0, [20,72] = 0).
(1) For s €N, Li(s) = (xo, 21,22 | [¥1,22] = 0, [x0, 1] = p°x1, [0, 72| = p°2).
(2) For s,r € N and c € Zy,

La(s,r,¢) = (@0, 1,22 | [x1, 2] =0, [20, 1] = p°w1 + p* " Cws, (w0, 2] = p* w1 + p°aa).

(8) For s € N, Ls(s) = (xg,x1,22 | [x1,22] =0, [x0,21] = 0, [0, 22] = p°271).
(4) Forp >3, s,t €N ande € {0,1},

L4(8,75,5) = <x07$17$2 | [33175172] =0, [33075171] :PSHP%% [$0,$2] :PSZL"1>-

(5) For s,r € N and c € Zy,

L5(87T7 C) = <$0,$1,$2 | [$1,$2] =0, [iﬂo,xl] :PS+T$1 + p®caa, [$0,$2] =p'xy >-

(6) For a € Zy, L¢(a) = (xo, 1,22 | [21,22] = 0, [0, 21] = ax1, [v0,22] = axy).
(7) For s € N and a,c € Zy,

L7(s,a,c) = (xo, 21,22 | [x1,22] = 0, [0, 21] = p°axy + p°cxa, (20, 2] = p°21).



1.1 On a class of metabelian Lie lattices

Given an integer d > 1, we are going to consider (d+ 1)-dimensional Z,-Lie lattices that admit a
d-dimensional abelian ideal. Greek indices will take values in {0, ...,d}, while Latin indices will
take values in {1,..,d}. For matrices in gly+1(Q,) we use a notation like U = (Uy,g); moreover,
for such a matrix, we denote U = (Uy;) € glq(Qy).

Let L be a (d + 1)-dimensional antisymmetric Zy-algebra. Observe that L admits a d-
dimensional abelian ideal if and only if there exists a basis @ = (zg,..,z4) of L and a matrix
A € glg(Zy), A = (Ajj), such that for all 7,5 we have

[J}i, JZj] =0

[JZQ, LEZ] = Zl Alia:l.
In this case, (x1,...,x4) is a d-dimensional abelian ideal. It is immediate to see that, for such a
L, the Jacobi identity holds, and that do(L) = {0}; in other words, L is a metabelian Lie lattice.
When it exists, a basis as above is called a good basis of L, and A is called the matrix of
L with respect to the (good) basis «. Observe that A is the matrix of the homomorphism of
lattices [zg, -] : (x1,...,2q) — (21, ..., z4) With respect to the displayed bases.

Let L be a (d 4 1)-dimensional Z,-Lie lattice that admits a d-dimensional abelian ideal, let

x be a good basis of L, and let A be the corresponding matrix. Observe that rk(A) = dim[L, L],
so that rk(A) is an isomorphism invariant of L. In particular, A is invertible over Q, if and
only if dim[L, L] = d, a relevant special case. Let M C L be a finite-index submodule, let
Yy = (Yo, -, ya) be a basis of M, and let U = (U,p) € gla+1(Z,) be the matrix of y with respect
to «, namely, yg = Y, UapZq. Observe that M N (x1,...,zq) = (Y1, ...,yq) if and only if Uy, =0
for all 4; moreover, there exists a basis of M such that U,g = 0 for all o < 3. We also observe
that dim[M, M| = dim|[L, L].

Lemma 1.2 Let d,L,x,A,M,y,U = (Uapg) be as above. Assume M N (x1,...,xq) = (Y1, -, Yd)-
Then U = (Uyj) is invertible over Q, (it is a d x d matriz), and we may define B € glg(Qp) by
B = UypU'AU. Then the following holds.

(1) M is a subalgebra of L if and only if B has entries in Zy,.
(2) Assume that M is a subalgebra of L. Then y is a good basis of M and B is the matriz of
M with respect to y.

PRrROOF: Since y; = ), Ujjx;, it follows that [y;,y;] = 0. Over Q,, we have

[0, y;] = Uoo Z Uijlzo, x5 = Uno Z Uij Az = Ugo Z Ui AUt e,
i il ik

so that [yo, y;] = D1 Bkjyk. The lemma follows. O

Observe that the case M = L is included in the above discussion. In this case, U is invertible
over Zjy, and the defining formula of B is the change-of-basis formula for the matrix of L (under
lower block-triangular changes of basis).

We now study homomorphisms of algebras.

Lemma 1.3 Let L, M be (d+ 1)-dimensional Z,-Lie lattices endowed with good bases x,y, and
let A, B be the respective matrices. Let ¢ : M — L be a homomorphism of modules, and let
F € glgy1(Zy) be the matriz of ¢ with respect to the given bases, namely, ¢(yg) = >, Fapa-
Then the following holds.



(1) The homomorphism ¢ is a homomorphism of algebras if and only if, for all i, j:

(a) 32, Faby; = 0.
(b) FOi(AF)kj — FOj(AF)kZ’ = 0, fOT’ all k.
(¢) (FB)ij = Foo(AF)i; — Foj 32 AuFlo-
(2) Assume @ is a homomorphism of algebras and dim [M, M| = d. Then Fy; =0 for all i.
(8) Assume Fy; = 0 for all i. Then ¢ is a homomorphism of algebras if and only if FB =
FooAF.

PRrROOF: The homomorphism ¢ is a homomorphism of algebras if and only if, for all 4, j,
[o(yi), (y;)] = 0 and ©([yo,y5]) = [¢(yo), ¢ (y;)]. One computes,

le(v)s olyy)] = > (FoiFij — FojFu)lwo, i) = Y (Foi(AF)xj — Foj(AF i)y,
l k

oo ) = > BijFuza = (Z FOlBlj> vo+ Y _(FB)jxi,
l,a l 7

lo(yo), (y)] = Z(Foonj — FioFyj)[zo, z1] = Z <FOO(AF)ij + Fo; ZAZ‘IFIO) z;,
]

l i

from which item (1) follows. For item (2), one observes that B is invertible over Q, and applies
item (la). Item (3) follows directly from item (1). O

Corollary 1.4 Let L be a (d + 1)-dimensional Z,-Lie lattice with dim[L, L] = d, and let ¢ :
M — L be a virtual endomorphism of L. Let x be a good basis of L. Then the following holds.

(1) Lety be a basis of M with the property M N {(x1,...,xq) = (Y1,...,yq). Then FB = FyAF,
where A, B and F are as in Lemma 1.3.

(2) Assume (x1,..,xq) C M. Then (x1,...,xq) is a @-invariant ideal of L.

Remark 1.5 Any 3-dimensional solvable Z,-Lie lattice admits a 2-dimensional abelian ideal.

1.2 Self-similarity results

When ¢ : M — L is a virtual endomorphism of a Lie lattice L, we denote by D,,, n € N, the
domain of the power ¢", and we define Do, = (), ey Dn- We recall that, by definition, Dy = M
and D, y1 ={z € M : o(x) € D,} (see, for instance, [Nos19, Definition 1.1]).

Proposition 1.6 Let k,d > 1 be integers, and let L be a Zy,-Lie lattice of dimension d + 1.
Assume that L admits o d-dimensional abelian ideal. Then L is self-similar of index p®.

Proor: If L is abelian, it is easy to see that L is self similar of index p™ for all m > 1.
Assume that L is not abelian. There exists a basis (xo, z1, ..., z4) of L such that [z;,z;] = 0 and
[xo,x;] = Zle Az for all 1 < i,j < d, and some Ay; € Z,. We define M = (g, pFz1, ..., pFz4),
and observe that M is a subalgebra of L of index p®. We define a homomorphism of algebras
@ : M — L by ¢(xg) = 29 and @(pFz;) = x; for 1 < i < d. We are going to show that ¢
is simple. One sees that Do, = (x0). Let I be a non-trivial ideal of L. We show that L is



not g-invariant by proving the existence of w € I such that w ¢ D,. Indeed, there exists
0+# z=apzo+ ...+ agrqg € I. If a; # 0 for some i > 0 then one may take w = z. Otherwise
z = apxg with ag # 0. Since L is not abelian, there exists ¢ > 0 such that [zg,z;] # 0. In this
case one may take w = [z, x;]. O

Corollary 1.7 Let k > 1 be an integer, and let L be a 3-dimensional solvable Z,-Lie lattice.
Then L is self-similar of index p*.

PROOF: Since L admits a 2-dimensional abelian ideal, the corollary follows from Proposition
1.6. O

In order to have a more elegant proof of simplicity in Lemma 1.9 below, we observe that the
following generalization of [Nek(5, Proposition 2.9.2] holds. Let R be a PID, and let K be the
field of fractions of R. We identify R C K. Let d € N, ® : K - K% be a K-linear function,
and pa()\) € K[\ be the characteristic polynomial of ®. Let M be the set of z € R? such
that ®(x) € R?. Then M is a sub-R-module of R% and the restriction ¢ : M — R% of ® may
be interpreted as a virtual endomorphism of the R-module R? (in the application below, R? is
thought of as an abelian R-Lie lattice).

Proposition 1.8 In the context described above, Do, = {0} if and only if there are no monic
irreducible factors of pe(\) with coefficients in R.

PROOF: The proof of [Nek(5, Proposition 2.9.2] works in this more general context. O

Lemma 1.9 Let k > 1 be an integer. Then the following Lie lattices are self-similar of index
k

pr.
(1) Lo(a).
(2) Lo(s,r,c) with vy(c) = 1.
(3) Lz(s,a,c) with vy(c) =1 and vy(a) = 1, or with vy(4c + a?) = 1, vy(a) = 0 and v,(c) = 0.
(4) For p >3, L7(s,0,1).

PROOF: Let (xg,x1,x2) be the basis of the relevant Lie lattice as given by its presentation
in Definition 1.1. We begin with L = Lg(a), where we exhibit a simple virtual endomorphism
¢ : M — L of index pF. Define M = (xq,z1,p"z3). For a = 0, the abelian case, define
p(xo) = w1, p(21) = w9 and p(pFra) = xo. For a # 0, define p(xo) = w0, p(z1) = w2 and
@(pFxe) = x1. Recall that D is the intersection of the domains of the powers of . In the
abelian case one shows that Do, = {0}, while in the non-abelian case one shows that Do, = (z0).
Since a -invariant subset of L has to be a subset of D, in both cases one shows that a non-zero
ideal of L is not g-invariant (cf. proof of Proposition 1.6).

We now denote by L any of the Lie lattices that remain to be analyzed. From Corollary 1.7, it
is enough to treat the case where k = 2] 4+ 1 is odd. We exhibit a simple virtual endomorphism
@ : M — L of index p?*'. For Lo(s,r,c), define M = (xq,p'x1, p!Tlas) and p(zg) = o,
o(p'e1) = x1 + p~lexs and p(p!Tlag) = @1 + pre. For Li(s,a,c) with vy(c) = 1 and vy(a) > 1,
define M = (xg,plo1, p'Tlas) and p(xg) = zo, p(p'r1) = p~leas and p(p'*as) = 21 — axs.
For Lz(s,a,c) with v,(4c + a?) = 1, vy(a) = 0 and wvy(c) = 0 (necessarily p > 3), define
M = (zo,p'(z1 — 27 axa), p T ag) and p(z0) = mo, p(p'(x1 — 27 axg)) = p~'(c + 47 a%)xy
and p(p"tas) = 21 — 27 ax,. Finally, for Ly(s,0,1), define M = (xg, p'(z1 — x2), p!Tlas) and
o(x0) = —w0, (P! (x1 — 22)) = 21 + 29 and @(p!T'wy) = 1 — (1 + p)z2. The proof of simplicity



of ¢ may go as follows. Let ¢ : M N (xq1,x2) — (x1,22) be the restriction of ¢. Let Do, be as
above, and E4 be the intersection of the domains of the powers of 1. We have Dy, = (z¢) ® Foo
(indeed, ¢ is the direct sum of ¢ and a homomorphism that sends (zg) to (zp)). We claim that
E = {0}, from which the simplicty of ¢ follows. Observe that in each of the cases at hand ¥
is an isomorphism. Because of that, one can see that the the virtual endomorphism associated
with @ := ¢ ® Q, (as described above Proposition 1.8) may be identified with ). Hence, by
the proposition itself, it sufficies to show that the characteristic polynomial p(X) € Qp[A] of
¢ : Qpr1 ® Qura — Qpxr1 ® Qpzo has no monic irreducible factors with coefficients in Z,,.
We treat the case of La(s,r,c); the other cases are similar and are left to the reader. We have
O(x1) = p~lay+p " ewy and ®(xy) = p~tlay +p ey, Then p(\) = N2 —2p A p~ 2 —cp= 22,
Observe that v,(p~% —cp=272) = —2/ —1 < 0 so that in case p()\) is irreducible there is nothing
left to prove. Assume that p(\) is reducible. The proof of the lemma is concluded once we prove
that this assumption leads to a contradiction. Indeed, p(A) = (A — p)(A — v) with p,v € Q,.
We have 1+ v = 2p~! and pv = p=2 — ep=2=2. Since v, (1) + vp(v) = —21 — 1 then, without
loss of generality, we can assume that v,(p) < v,(v), so that vy(p) < —1 — 1. It follows that
vp(p+v) < =1 —1<v,(2p~") = vp(u + v), a contradiction. O

1.3 Non-self-similarity results in dimension 3

The main results of this relatively long technical section are Propositions 1.13, 1.16 and 1.20.

Remark 1.10 Let L be a 3-dimensional Z-lattice endowed with a basis (zo,x1,22). For e, f €
Z, we define index-p submodules of L by LO = (pzg,z1,22), L® = (29 + exy, pr1,x3) and
Lef) = (xo + exa,x1 + fra, pra). Any index-p submodule of L is isomorphic to L& for some
¢ =(),(e), (e, f). By changing e or f modulo p, L(®) and L/ do not change (cf. [Nosl9,
Definition 2.22, Lemma 2.23]). Observe that when L¢ is displayed as above, it is endowed with
a basis.

Assume that M is an index-p submodule of L endowed with a basis (yo,y1,y2), and let
¢ : M — L be a homomorphism of modules. We denote by F = (F,g) € gl3(Z,) the matrix of
¢ relative to the respective bases, namely, p(yg) = >, Fapxa (cf. Section 1.1).

First, we treat the case where dim [L, L] = 1.

Lemma 1.11 Let L be a 3-dimensional Z,-Lie lattice with dim[L, L] = 1. Then the following
holds.

(1) dimZ(L) = 1.
(2) Let M C L be a subalgebra of index p. Then Z(L) C M or [M,M] = [L,L].

PROOF: There exist s € N, r € NU {oco} and a basis (xg,x1,x2) of L such that [z, 2] =0,
[0, 1] = p*(p"x1 + 22) and [zg,x2] = 0, where p™ := 0. For item (1), one easily checks that
Z(L) = (x3). For item (2), one observes that if M is of type LU or L(®) (cf. Remark 1.10) then
Z(L) € M. On the other hand, if M is of type L&) then it is a straightforward computation
to show that [M, M] = [L, L]. O

Lemma 1.12 Let L be a 3-dimensional Z,-Lie lattice with dim[L, L] =1. Let ¢ : M — L be a
virtual endomorphism of L. If ¢ is simple then ¢ is injective.



PROOF: Assume that ¢ is not injective. We exhibit a non-trivial ¢-invariant ideal I of L.

Case 1: kerp C Z(L). Since dim Z(L) = 1 then dimker ¢ = 1, so that there exists kK € N
such that p*Z (L) C ker ¢. Thus, it suffices to take I = p*Z(L).

Case 2: kero ¢ Z(L). There exists z € ker ¢ such that z ¢ Z(L), so [w, z] # 0 for some
w € L. Since M has finite index in L, there exists k& € N such that p*w € M. Hence, pFlw, 2] # 0
and p*lw, 2] € ker ¢. By taking x € L such that isor[L, L] = (z), one sees that p*[w, z] = az for
some a € Z;, with a # 0. Thus, it suffices to take I = (ax). O

Proposition 1.13 Let L be a 3-dimensional Z,-Lie lattice with dim[L, L] = 1. Then L is not
self-similar of index p.

PrOOF: Let ¢ : M — L be a virtual endomorphism of L of index p. We prove that ¢ is not
simple by either referring to a previous result or by exhibiting a non-trivial p-invariant ideal I
of L. If [M,M] = [L, L] then it suffices to take I = [L, L]. Otherwise, by item (2) of Lemma
1.11, we have Z(L) C M. Then Z(L) = Z(M). Also, if ¢ is not injective then ¢ is not simple
(Lemma 1.12); hence, we can assume that ¢ is injective. Then dim p(M) = dim L, so that
©(Z(M)) C Z(L). Thus, it suffices to take I = Z(L). O

Next, we treat the case where dim [L, L] = 2.

Lemma 1.14 In the context of Remark 1.10, assume that Fyy = Fyo = 0. Then the following
holds.

(1) Assume that M = LU. Then (x1, ) is p-invariant.

(2) Assume that M = L\®), p|F1y and p|Fa. Then (pxy,pxs) is p-invariant.

(8) Assume that M = LF) | p|Fio and p|Fys. Then (pxy,pxs) is p-invariant.

(4) Assume that M = L&) f =, 0, p|F51 and p|Fy. Then (x1,pxa) is p-invariant.

PRrROOF: We leave the simple proof to the reader. ]

Lemma 1.15 Let L be a 3-dimensional Z,-Lie lattice with dim[L, L] = 2, and x = (zo, x1, x2)
be a good basis of L. Let M = (xo+ex1,pxy1,z2) for some e € Z,, assume that M is a subalgebra
of L, and let ¢ : M — L be a homomorphism of algebras. Let

A:ps[z Z] seN, a,becdecZ,

be the matriz of L with respect to . Moreover, assume that one of the following conditions is
true:

(1) vp(b) =0; or
(2) a=d=1, vy(b) < vp(c) and b # 0.

Then (px1,pxa) is a p-invariant ideal of L.

Proor: Clearly, I = (px1,pxs) is an ideal of L. Let B be the matrix of M with respect to
the displayed basis, and F be the matrix of ¢. From item (1) of Corollary 1.4 it follows that

10



FB = FyAF, and this matrix equation is equivalent to the system of scalar equations

a(l — Fyo)F11 + pcFia — bFyoFyy = 0 (1.1)
—cFyoF11 + (a — dFyg) Fo1 +pcFoe = 0 (1.2)
bF11 +p(d — aFpo) Fi2 — pbFooFa2 = 0 (1.3)

—pclooFia + bF1 + pd(1 — Foo)Fhe = 0 (1.4)

From item (2) of Lemma 1.14 it is enough to show that p|Fi; and p|F»;. Indeed, we claim that
p|F11 and p|F31, and we proceed to prove the claim. In case v,(b) = 0, the claim follows from
equations (1.3) and (1.4). Assume a = d = 1 and 7 = v,(b) < vp(c). If vp(1 — Fyo) = r the
claim follows again from equations (1.3) and (1.4). In case v,(1 — Fyo) < r the claim follows
from the equations (1.1) and (1.2). O

Proposition 1.16 Let s,r € N with r > 1, and ¢ € Z,, with v,(c) # 1. Then La(s,r,c) is not
self-similar of index p.

PROOF: Observe that dim[L, L] = 2. Let ¢ : M — L be a virtual endomorphism of L of
index p. We will show that there exists a non-trivial ¢-invariant ideal I of L, from which the
proposition follows. Observe that (x1,xz2), (pr1,prs) and (x1,prs) are non-trivial ideals of L.
The @-invariance of the various I defined below follows from Lemma 1.3(2) and Lemma 1.14.
Observe that the matrix equation FB = FyoAF of item (1) of Corollary 1.4 holds. We divide
the proof in four cases.

Case 1: M = LU. Tt suffices to take I = (x1,2z2). Case 2: M = L. Tt suffices to
take I = (px1,pre) (Lemma 1.15). Case 3: M = L&F) with f #, 0. The matrix equation
FB = FyAF implies that the following equations hold true:

p(L+p"f = Foo)Fii + (—f =" f* + p"c+ p* ) Fia — p" ' Foo Fon = 0

—p M eFyoFi1 4+ p(1+p"f — Foo)For + (—f = p" f2+p'c+ p* ) Faz = 0,
from which we can see that p|Fi2 and p|Fye. Thus, it suffices to take I = (pxq,pxs). Case 4:
M = L9, The matrix equation F'B = FygAF is equivalent to the equations

(1= Foo)Fi1 +p"'eFis —p FooFor = 0 (1.5)
—p cFooFi1 + (1 = Foo)For +p" 'eFay = 0 (1.6)
PR+ (1= Foo)Fiz —p FooFoe = 0 (1.7)
—p"cFooFia +p T o 4+ (1 — Foo)Foa = 0 (1.8)

If v,(1 — Fyo) < r then equations (1.7) and (1.8) imply that p|Fi2 and p|Fh2, and we can take
I = (pz1,pxe). Assume | := vy(1 — Fyo) = r. Observe that, since r > 1, Fyo € Z,. We divide
the proof into two cases, according whether v,(c) > 2 or v,(c) = 0.

(1) Assume vp(c) > 2.

(a) Assume ! > r+ 1. From equation (1.7), we have p|Fbs, so that p|Fy; (equation (1.8)).
Thus, it suffices to take I = (z1, px2).

(b) Assume [ = r. From equation (1.8), we have p|Fh,, so that p|Fi2 (equation (1.7)).
Thus, it suffices to take I = (pxy, pxs).

11



(2) Assume v,(c) = 0. From equation (1.5), we have p|Fi2; from equation (1.6), we have p|Fhs.
Thus, it suffices to take I = (pxq, pxs).

0

Lemma 1.17 Let s € N and a,c,e, f € Z, with ¢ # 0. Define L = Lz(s,a,c), where L is
endowed with the basis (xo,x1,x2) given in Definition 1.1. Let M = (xg + exs,x1 + fxo, pro)
and assume that M is a subalgebra of L. Let ¢ : M — L be homomorphism of algebras, and F
be the matrixz of ¢ with respect to the given bases. Then

pFo1 — FoolpfFii + (¢ —af — f*)Fa] = 0 (1.9)

Foy — FoolpFi1 — (a+ f)Fi2] = 0 (1.10)

(Foo — D)[—=p(1 + Foo)Fi1 + (f(1 + Fog) + aFoo)Fia] = 0 (1.11)

(Foo = Dp(a+ F(1+ Foo)) Fur + (1 + Foo)(c —af = [*)Fra] = 0 (1.12)

PRrROOF: The result follows from Corollary 1.4(1). O

Lemma 1.18 In the context of Lemma 1.17, the following holds.

(1) Assume p|Fia. Then (pxy,pxa) is a p-invariant ideal of L.

(2) Assume ¢ —af — f2 =0, a # 0, 2f +a #, 0, and Fia € Zy. Then (x1 + fx2) is a
p-invariant ideal of L.

(3) Assumep >3, f = —27ta, vy(a) = 0, vy(dct+a?®) = 2 and Fia # 0. Then (x1—2"taxs, pra)
s a p-invariant ideal of L.

PROOF:

(1) From equation (1.10) of Lemma 1.17 it follows that p|Fbe. Now the item follows from item
(3) of Lemma 1.14.

(2) Observe that f # 0,—a, since ¢ # 0. One checks directly that [zg,z1 + fxa] is a Z,-
multiple of x1 + fxzo, hence, I = (x1 + fx3) is an ideal of L. We have ¢(z1 + fxg) =
Fii(z1 + fro) + (Fo1 — fFi)xs.

(a) Case Fyp = 1. From equation (1.9) of Lemma 1.17 we have Fy; = fFi, hence, [ is

(p-invariant.

(b) Case Fpo # 1. Since Fi2 € Zj, equations (1.11) and (1.12) of Lemma 1.17 have a
non-trivial solution in the variables Fj; and Fyo. It follows that [f (14 Fyo)+aFpol[a+
J(1+ Fy)] = 0.

(i) Case f(1+ Foo) + aFpo = 0. Hence,

a+2f

Foo = —
00 a+ f

a+f(1—|—F00):a

a+ f’ 7 0.
Hence Fj; = 0 (equation (1.12)), so that F; = 0 (equation (1.9)). Hence, I is
p-invariant.

(ii) Case a + f(1 4+ Fyp) = 0. We show that we have a contradiction. Indeed,
Fyo = —%, so that a[pFi1 —(2f+a)Fi2] = 0 (equation (1.11)), and consequently
pFi1 = (2f + a)Fi2 € Z;, which is a contradiction.
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(3) By applying [z, -] to its generators, one sees that I = (z; — 27 axy, pr2) is an ideal of L.
We have (cf. item (2) of Lemma 1.3)
(,D(l‘l — 2_1a:172) = F11($1 — 2_161332) + (F21 + 2_1(1F11)$2
@(px2) = Fia(z1 — 27 awy) + (Fao + 27 aF1g)ws,
from which we see that to show that I is p-invariant is equivalent to show that p|(Fa; +
271aF1) and p|(Fhe + 27 'aF13). We claim that, indeed, p|(Fb; + 27 'aF11) and p|(Foo +
27'aFyy). In fact, equations (1.9) and (1.10) of Lemma 1.17 are equivalent to
For +27 aF = —(Foo — 1)27 aFyy + Foop~ e+ 47 1a?) Fia
Fyo + 27 aF1y = pFooFi1 — (Foo — 1)27 aFys.
(a) Case Fyg = 1. The claim is obviously true.
(b) Case Fyp # 1. Since Fia # 0, equations (1.11) and (1.12) of Lemma 1.17 have a non-

trivial solution in the variables F}; and Fjo. Hence, the determinant of the coefficient
matrix has to be zero, which implies that

a*(Foo — 1) — (Foo +1)*(4c + a*) = 0.
It follows that p|(Fpo — 1), so the claim is true.
U

Corollary 1.19 In the context of Lemma 1.17, assume that a # 0 and that f is a simple root
modulo p of the polynomial P(k) = k> + arx — c. Then ¢ is not simple.

ProOOF: From Hensel’s Lemma it follows that there exists f & Z,, such that f =, [ and
P(f) = 0. Clearly, 2f +a %, 0 and M = (x0 + exa,z1 + fra,pr2). In other words, we can
assume ¢ —af — f2 =0 and 2f + a #, 0. In case p|Fia, (px1,prs) is a non-trivial ¢-invariant
ideal of L by Lemma 1.18(1). In case p { Fi2, (x1 + fx2) is a non-trivial ¢-invariant ideal of L
by Lemma 1.18(2). Hence, ¢ is not simple. O

Proposition 1.20 Let s € N and a,c € Z, with ¢ # 0. Assume that one of the following
conditions is satisfied:
(1) vp(a) =1 and vp(c) > 2.
(2) vp(a) =0 and vp(c) > 1.
(3) p=3,a+#0, vy(a) =1 and v,(c) = 0.
(4) a =0, v,(c) =0 and ¢ is not a square modulo p.
(5) vp(a) =0, vp(c) =0 and vy(de + a?) # 1.

Then Ly (s,a,c) is not self-similar of index p.

Z
Z

PROOF: Observe that dim[L, L] = 2. Denote L = L7(s,a,c), and let ¢ : M — L be a
virtual endomorphism of L of index p. We will show that ¢ is not simple by either applying
a previously proven result, or by exhibiting a y-invariant ideal I of L. Recall Remark 1.10.
If M = (pxg,x1,z2) then it suffices to take I = (x1,z2) (Corollary 1.4(2)). If M = (z¢ +
exry,pry1,x2), where e € Z,, then it suffices to take I = (pz1,pre) (Lemma 1.15). Assume
M = (xo+exq,x1 + fro, pra), where e, f € Z), (the last case to be treated). By Lemma 1.18(1),
we can assume Fip € Z;. We observe that this implies that ¢ —af — f2 =, 0. We divide the
proof in several cases, depending on which assumption of the statement holds.
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(1) Assume vp(a) > 1 and vy(c) > 2. Hence, f =, 0, and it follows that p|F5; and p|Fas. Thus,
it suffices to take I = (x1, px2), which is an ideal of L (since, in particular, v,(c) > 1) and
is p-invariant by Lemma 1.14(4).

(2) Assume that vy(a) = 0 and vy(c) > 1, or that p 3,a#0, vp(a) > 1 and vy,(c) = 0. Then
f is a simple root of the polynomial P(x) = k% 4+ ax — ¢ modulo p. Applying Corollary
1.19, we see that ¢ is not simple.

(3) Assume a = 0, v,(c) = 0 and ¢ is not a square modulo p. This case contradicts c—af—f? =,
0.

(4) Assume v,(a) = 0, v,(c) = 0 and vy(4c + a?) # 1. Case 1: vy(4c +a*) = 0. Then f is
simple root of the polynomial P(x) = x? 4+ ak — ¢ modulo p. Applying Corollary 1.19, we
see that ¢ is not simple. Case 2: vy(4c + a?) > 2. Then p > 3, and f =p —271a. We can
assume f = —27'a. From Lemma 1.18(3), we can take I = (x; — 2" 'axy, pzs).

O

1.4 Self-similarity of 3-dimensional solvable Lie lattices

Remark 1.21 Assume p > 3. Any 3-dimensional solvable Z,-Lie lattice is isomorphic to ex-
actly one of the Lie lattices in the list below (see Definition 1 1 for the notation and [Gon09
Proposition 7.3] for the proof). We also give necessary and sufficient conditions for the respec—
tive Lie lattice to be residually nilpotent (cf. [Gon09, page 731]). For p > 5 the residually
nilpotent Lie lattices in the list provide a classification of 3-dimensional solvable torsion-free
p-adic analytic pro-p groups (cf. [Gon09, Theorem BJ).

Ly. Tt is residually nilpotent (abelian).
Li(s
Lo
Ls(
(
(

). It is residually nilpotent if and only if s >
s,r,c) with r > 1. Tt is residually nilpotent if and only if s >

)
s). It is residually nilpotent (nilpotent).

h

4(s,t,¢). Tt is residually nilpotent if and only if s ort>1.

)
)
)
)
) >1
) Ls(s,r,c). It is residually nilpotent if and only if s > 1 holds, or » > 1 and v,(¢) > 1 hold.

Recall that the self-similarity index of a self-similar Z,-Lie lattice L is the smallest power
of p, say p¥, such that L is self-similar of index p*.

Theorem 1.22 Assume p > 3. Let L be a 3- dzmenszonal solvable Zp-Lie lattice, and let o
be the self-similarity index of L. Then o = p or o = p*>. Moreover, ¢ = p if and only if L
18 isomorphic to one of the Lie lattices that appear in the following sublist of the list given in
Remark 1.21.

(0) Lo.

(1) La(s).

(2) La(s,r,c) with vy(c) =1 (and r > 1).

(4) La(s,t,e) witht =1, or witht =0 and € = 0.

(5) Ls(s,r,c) withr > 1 and vy(c) =1, or with r =0 and vp(4c+ 1) = 1.
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PrOOF: By Corollary 1.7, ¢ = p or 0 = p?. Observe that Ly = Lg(0), L1(s) = Lg(p®),
Ly(s,t,e) = L7(s,0,p'p?) and Ls(s,r,¢) = L7(s,p",c). The claim that the Lie lattices in the
statement are self-similar of index p follows from Lemma 1.9. The remaining Lie lattices of
Remark 1.21 (the ones not in the statement) are not self-similar of index p by Propositions 1.13,
1.16 and 1.20. O

1.5 Non-self-similarity results in higher dimension

The main results of this section are Proposition 1.25 and Corollary 1.26; the latter is a key
ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.34.

Let d > 2 be an integer. As in Section 1.1, Greek indices will take values in {0, ...,d}, while
Latin indices will take values in {1,...,d}. We denote the p-adic valuation by v instead of vy,

Definition 1.23 Let a = (aq,...,aq) € Zg and b= (by,....,bg_1) € Zg_l. We define an antisym-
metric (d + 1)-dimensional Zy,-algebra L(a,b) as follows. As a Zy-module, L = Zg“. Denoting
by (zo,...,xq) the canonical basis of L, the bracket of L(a,b) is induced by the commutation
relations

[:Ei, :Ej] =0
[0, 1] =D, a;x;
(20, Zit1] = by if i<d.

Remark 1.24 L(a,b) is a metabelian (possibly abelian) Lie lattice.
We will prove the following proposition at the end of the section.
Proposition 1.25 Let a € Zg and b € Zg_l be as in Definition 1.23. Assume that:
(1) aq # 0.
(2) v(b;i) < v(bit1) wheneveri < d— 1.
(3) v(b;) < v(a;) whenever i < d.
(4) v(ba-1) +1 < v(aq).

Then L(a,b) is not self similar of index p.

Corollary 1.26 Let a € Zg and b € Zg_l be as in Definition 1.23. Assume that ag # 0 and
by = ... =bg_1 = 1. Then L(a,b) admits a finite-index subalgebra that is not self-similar of
ndex p.

PRrROOF: Let L = L(a,b) and take ko, ..., kg € N as follows. Choose

k0>g, k1 > max <(i_1)ko_w>
2 2 i=1,....d

=Ly

and, for ¢ > 2, define
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It is not difficult to show that ko + ky — k; > i — 1 for all 4. Define M = (p*ox, ..., p*éz4). Then
M is a finite-index subalgebra of L which is isomorphic to L(a’,b’), where

_ il e
b, =p' if i<d
a; — pk0+k1—kiai_
By Proposition 1.25, M is not self-similar of index p. U

The remainder of the section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 1.25.

Remark 1.27 Let a € ZZ, b € ZZ_I and L = L(a,b) (Definition 1.23). We define [y =
(x1,...,xq) and I; = (1, ..., Ti—1, pTi,...,pTq). Hence, Iy = ply and Iy C I C ... C Iy C Iy.
Moreover, Iy and I; are ideals of L.

Lemma 1.28 Let i > 1 and I; be defined as in Remark 1.27. Then I; is an ideal of L if and
only if pla; for all j > i.

PROOF: It suffices to observe that I; is an ideal of L if and only if [zg,y| € I; for all the
generators y of I; displayed in the definition of I;. O

Lemma 1.29 Let ay,...,aq4,b1,...,b4—1 € Zy, and define A = (A;;) € gla(Zy) by

ai if j=1
0 if j>landj#1i+ 1.

Letig € {1,....d} and fi,..., fiy—1 € Zy (no choice of coefficients ‘f’ has to be made when ig = 1).
Define U = (Us;) € gla(Zy) by

p if i=j =1

L af i=7%#1

Uij: —fj if 1> 7 and i =1
0 if i>7andi#ip
0 if i<j.

Let U be the cofactor matriz of U. Let Fyy € Zy and F = (Fij) € gla(Zy). Assume that
FUT A = FyoAFUT, and that the a;’s and b;’s satisfy the four assumptions in the statement of
Proposition 1.25. Then the following holds.

(1) Assume that fi, = 0 for all k <iy. Then p|Fj; for i > i and j < .
(2) Assume that there ezists ko < ig such that fr, Zp 0 and fr = 0 for all k < ko. Then p|F; ;,
fori > ko, and p|Fy; fori> ko and j < ko.

Proor: We have
if i=7=/1

p if i=j#io

UL =1 f; if i>jandi=q
0 if ¢>jandi#ig
0 if i<j.
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A straightforward computation gives

> icioPaiFij + fiaiF ) + aigFiig + 35, pajFy  if k=1

~ bp—1F; -1 + fr_1bp_1F;; if 1<k<ig+1
(FOT )y = Pbr—1F; k-1 + fr—1bp—1F7;, ! P <o
bio Fi i if k=ip+1
pbk—1F; k1 if k>ig+1
and
Foopa; Fi + Foo fraiF1 iy + FoopbiFipa ik + FoofrbiFiv1, if i <dand k <ig
FooaiFy iy + FoobiFita,i, if i<dandk=1io
~ Foopa; F: Foopbi F; if i<dandk >
(FOOAFUT)“C _ 00Pa; F1k + FoopOil'iy1,k 1 z an z'o
FoopaaFik + Foo fraaFh i if i=dandk < i
FooagFh 4, if i=dandk=1
FoopaaFig if i =dandk > i.

We denote by F(i, k) the equality (FUT A);, = (FooAFUT);j,, which is true for all i and k by
assumption. Observe that b; % 0 whenever i < d. We divide the proof of the two items of
the statement of the theorem in four cases. The fourth case will be treated in detail, while the
details of the other cases are left to the reader.

(1) Item (2) of the statement, proof of p|F; ;,. The claim p|F; ;, follows from F'(i, ko +1). The
proof has to be done by descending induction on i, since for ¢ = kg one needs to use that
PlFko+1,i0-

(2) Item (2) of the statement, proof of p|Fi;. The claim p|F;; follows from F(i,j +1). We
observe that for i = kg and j = ko — 1 one has also to use that p|Fj, 11 ., which was proven
in previous item.

(3) Item (1) of the statement, case ig < d. The claim p|F;; follows from F'(i, j+1). The proof
has to be done by descending induction on j, since for ¢ = ig and j = ip — 1 one needs to
use that p|Fi;41.40-

(4) Item (1) of the statement, case igp = d. We have to prove that p|Fy; for all j.

(a) Assume j < d — 1. The equation F(d,j + 1) reads pb;Fy; = FoopaqFi j+1. Hence,
v(Fyi) = v(aq) —v(b;). In particular, p|Fy;.

(b) Assume j = d — 1. The equation F(d,j + 1) reads pbg_1Fy4-1 = FooaqF 4. Hence,
v(Fga—1) = v(ag) —v(bg—1) — 1. In particular, p|Fy 4.

(¢) Assume j = d. The equation F(d, 1) reads Zj<dpadej +agFyy = FoopagFi1. For all
Jj <d—1, we have v(pa;Fy) = 14+ v(a;) +v(Fg) > 1+v(aj) +v(aq) —v(bj) > v(ag).
For j = d — 1, we have v(pag—1Fya-1) = 1+ v(ag-1) + v(Fga-1) = 1+ v(ag-1) +
v(ag) —v(bg—1) — 1 > v(agq). Hence, p|Fyq4.

O

Remark 1.30 Let L be a (d + 1)-dimensional Z,-lattice endowed with a basis (o, ..., z4), and
let M C L be an index-p submodule. Exactly one of the following cases holds (cf. [Nosl19,
Lemma 2.23)):

(1) (yo,...,yq) is a basis of M, where yg = pxo and y; = z;.
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(2) There exist ig € {1,...,d} and fo € Z, such that (yo,...,yq) is a basis of M, where yy =
xo — foxi, and
yi = { xX; if 4 75 i()

Pxy, if 1= i().

(3) There exist ko, i € {1,...,d} and fo, fiy, .-, fip—1 € Zp such that kg < ig, fi, is invertible
in Zj, and (yo, ..., yq) is a basis of M, where yo = xo — fox;, and

T; if 7 < kg

o a:,-—f,-a;,-o if ko <i<ig
A it i =i
Z; if 7> .

Lemma 1.31 Let L be a (d + 1)-dimensional lattice, let M C L be an index-p submodule, and
let ¢ : M — L be a homomorphism of modules. Let (xg, ...,x4) be a basis of L, let (yo, ...,yq) be
a basis of M, and let yg =), FopTa. Assume Fy; =0 for all i. Let I; := (21, ..., zq), where
L i<
T b df Gz
(cf. Remark 1.27). Then the following holds.
(1) Assume that (yo,...,yaq) has the form displayed in case (2) of Remark 1.30. Then:
(a) IZ'O - M.
(b) ¢(li,) C Liy if and only if p|Fij for i =iy and j < ip.
(2) Assume that (yo,...,yq) has the form displayed in case (3) of Remark 1.30. Then:
(a) Iko - M.
(b) o(Ir,) C Iy, if and only if p|F;;, for i > ko, and p|Fy; for i > ko and j < ky.

PROOF: We prove item (2), leaving item (1), which is similar, to the reader. Since

Yj it j<ko
o= Pt fiyio 3 Ko < <o

Yj if j=1o

PY; if j > o,

we have Iy, € M. Observe that ¢(Iy,) C Iy, if and only if ¢(z;) € Iy, for all j. Since

> Fija if 7 <k
o(27) = >i(PFij + fiFii)ze i ko <j <io
’ i Fiioi if j =i
i PEijzi if j > o,
item (2) follows. O

Proof of Proposition 1.25. Let L = L(a,b), M C L be a subalgebra of index p, and
@ : M — L be a homomorphism of algebras. We have to show that there exists a non-trivial

18



p-invariant ideal I of L. Observe that any b; is non-zero, and that dim[L, L] = d. Moreover,
v(a;) > 1 for all ¢, and any I, is a non-trivial ideal of L (see Remark 1.27 and Lemma 1.28).
Let = (zg,...,zq4) be the canonical basis of L, and let y = (yo, ..., y4) be a basis of M in one
of the forms given in Remark 1.30. The bases « and y are good bases for L and M respectively
(cf. Lemma 1.2). Let A be the matrix of L with respect to @ (cf. Section 1.1), and observe that
it is equal to the matrix A of Lemma 1.29. Let yg = Y UapZa, and let o(yg) = >, FapZa-
By Lemma 1.3(2), Fy; = 0 for all i. The proof is completed below by considering each one of
the three cases of Remark 1.30. For the last two cases, in order to apply Lemma 1.29, we have
to make some observations. In those cases, Uyy = 0 and the d x d matrix U = (U;;) has the
format of the one of Lemma 1.29. The matrix of M with respect to y is B = g_lAU; moreover,
FB = FyoAF (Lemma 1.3(3)). An easy computation gives FUT A = FooAFUT, where U is the
cofactor matrix of U.

(1) For case (1) of Remark 1.30 we take I = Iy, which is invariant by Corollary 1.4(2).

(2) For case (2) of Remark 1.30 we take I = I;,, which is invariant by Lemma 1.29(1) and
Lemma 1.31(1).

(3) For case (3) of Remark 1.30 we take I = I,, which is invariant by Lemma 1.29(2) and
Lemma 1.31(2). O

1.6 Strongly hereditarily self-similar Lie lattices
Definition 1.32 Let L be a Zy-Lie lattice, and let k € N.

(1) L is hereditarily self-similar of index p* if and only if any finite-index subalgebra of
L is self-similar of index p*.

(2) L is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p* if and only if L is self-similar of
index p* and any non-zero subalgebra of L is self-similar of index p*.

The main result of this section is as follows, and the proof of the theorem will be given at
the end of the section.

Definition 1.33 Let d > 2 be an integer, and let a € Z,. We define an antisymmetric d-
dimensional Z,-algebra L%(a) as follows. As a Z,-module, L(a) = Zg. Denoting by (g, ..., xq—1)
the canonical basis ong, the bracket of L%(a) is induced by the commutation relations [x;,x;] = 0
and [zg, ;] = ax;, where i,j take values in {1,...,d — 1}.

Theorem 1.34 Assumep > 3. Let d > 2 be an integer, and let L be a solvable Z,-Lie lattice of
dimension d that is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p. Then L ~ L(p*) for a unique
s € NU{oo} (with p*> :=0).

Before proving the theorem we provide some examples and make some remarks on hereditarily
self-similar Lie lattices.

Remark 1.35 Let L be a Z,-Lie lattice. Clearly, if L is strongly hereditarily self-similar of
index p* then L is hereditarily self-similar of index p*. From [Nos19, Remark 2.2] it follows
that if L has dimension 1 or 2 then L is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p* for all
k > 1. Consequently, if L has dimension 3 and L is hereditarily self-similar of index p* then L
is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p*. Proposition 1.41 below classifies, for p > 3, the
3-dimensional Lie lattices that are hereditarily self-similar of index p.
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Proposition 1.36 Let m > 1 be an integer, and let L be a 3-dimensional solvable Z,-Lie lattice.
Then L is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p*™.

PRrROOF: The proposition follows from Corollary 1.7 and Remark 1.35. U

Proposition 1.36 and [Snol6, Proposition 3.1] have a consequence that we find worth to state
explicitly. We recall that, by definition, two Lie lattices L1 and Lo are incommensurable if there
are no finite-index subalgebras My C Ly and My C Lo such that My ~ M.

Corollary 1.37 There exists a set H of the cardinality of the continuum such that any element
of H is a Zy-Lie lattice that is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p*™ for each m > 1,
and such that any two distinct elements of H are incommensurable.

The next results are interesting on their own and they are a preparation for the proof of
Theorem 1.34.

Remark 1.38 We list some properties of L = L%(a) that the reader may easily prove. The
Lie lattice L belongs to the class discussed in Section 1.1; in particular, L is a Lie lattice and
6o(L) = {0}. We have L%(a) ~ Lé(b) if and only if d = e and v,(a) = v,(b); moreover, L is
abelian if and only if a = 0. If a # 0 then isor[L, L] = (x1,...,24-1). Any submodule of L is a
subalgebra, and any 2-generated subalgebra of L has dimension at most 2. Finally, note that
Lo = L3(0), L1(s) = L3(p®), and Lg(a) = L3(a) (see Definition 1.1).

Lemma 1.39 Let d > 2 be an integer, let a € Z,, and let M be a subalgebra of L%a) of
dimension e = 2. Then M ~ L¢(p°a) for some s € NU {o0}.

PROOF: Denote L = L%a) and recall that L is endowed with the basis (2, ...,24_1). Let
Jr, = isor[L,L]. If M C Jg then one takes s = oco. Assume M ¢ Jp. Hence, a # 0 and
L/Jy, ~ Z,, generated by the class of zg. Let ¢ : M — L/Jy, be the canonical map. Then ¢(M)
is non-zero, hence, there exists € M such that the class of x in L/Jy, is a basis of p(M) over
Zy. Also, [L/Jr : p(M)] = p® for some s € N. Let @ = cxg + _; ¢jz;j, where the index takes
values in {1,...,d — 1}. Observe that v,(c) = s. One proves that M = (z) & (M N Jp), from
which the conclusion M ~ L.(ca) ~ L.(p®a) follows. O

Proposition 1.40 Letd > 2 and k > 1 be integers, and let a € Z,. Then:

(1) L%a) is self-similar of index p*.
(2) La) is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p*.

PRrROOF: Item (2) is a consequence of item (1) and Lemma 1.39. We prove (1). For d = 2
see Remark 1.35. Assume d > 3. Let L = L%a), and let M = (xq,p"z1,29,...,24_1). Then
M is a subalgebra of L of index p*. The module homomorphism ¢ : M — L determined by
©(x0) = 0, p(pFr1) = 29, (1) = 2441 for 2 <i < d—1, and @(x4_1) = 1 is a homomorphism
of algebras. We prove that ¢ is a simple. Indeed, the intersection of the domains of the powers
of ¢ is Dy = (xg). Let I be a non-trivial ideal of L. Similarly to what has been done in the
proof of Proposition 1.6, one shows that L is not ¢-invariant by proving the existence of w € I
such that w ¢ Dy. O

Proposition 1.41 Assume p > 3, and let L be a 3-dimensional Zy-Lie lattice. The following
are equivalent.

20



(1) L is hereditarily self-similar of index p.
(2) L is isomorphic either to Lo or to Li(s) for some s € N.

PrOOF: Remark 1.38 and Proposition 1.40(2) show that the implication ‘(2)=(1)" holds
even in greater generality than stated here. For the other implication, we assume that (2) does
not hold, and we show that there exists a finite-index subalgebra M of L that is not self-similar
of index p. We divide the proof into two parts according to whether L is solvable or unsolvable.

Assume that L is solvable. The following observations are enough to cover all the cases
(cf. Remark 1.21). If dim[L,L] = 1 then L itself is not self-similar of index p (Proposition
1.13). If r > 1 then M = (xq,px1,x2) is a subalgebra of La(s,r,c) and M ~ Lo(s,r — 1,p%c).
If r > 2 then M is not self-similar of index p by Proposition 1.16. If » = 1 one shows that
Lo(s,0,p%c) ~ Ly(s,1,47 (p?c — 1)), so that M is not self-similar of index p by item (5) of
Proposition 1.20. Now, let L = L7(s,a,c) with ¢ # 0. Observe that pL is subalgebra of L
and that pL ~ L7(s + 1,a,c); hence, we can assume that s > 1. Then M = (xg, pzr1,22) is a
subalgebra of L and M ~ L;(s — 1, pa, pc), so that M is not self-similar of index p by item (1)
of Proposition 1.20.

Now, assume that L is unsolvable. There exists a basis (zg, 1, x2) of L such that [z;, z;4;] =
ai+2T;+2, where the index i is interpreted in Z/3Z, and the a;’s are non-zero p-adic integers
with vp(ag) < vp(ar) < vp(az); see [Nos19, Proposition 2.7]. It is not difficult to see that one
can choose kg, ki,ky € N such that, defining y; = p¥x;, one has [Yis Yitri] = bit2Yire, where
the b;’s are non-zero p-adic integers and v,(by) < vp(b1) < vp(b2). Hence, M = (yo,y1,y2) is a
subalgebra of L that is not self-similar of index p by [Nos19, Theorem 2.32]. O

Proof of Theorem 1.34. Uniqueness of s is easy to prove (cf. Remark 1.38). The proof of
existence is by induction on d. For d = 2 the theorem is easily proven, while for d = 3 it follows
from Proposition 1.41 and Remark 1.38. For the induction step, let d > 4 and assume that the
theorem holds with d' in place of d, where d’ < d. Let £ = L ®z, Q,. Since L is a solvable Lie
algebra over a field of characteristic 0, Lie’s theorem implies that the Q,-Lie algebra [L, L] is
nilpotent. Hence, the Z,-Lie lattice [L, L] is nilpotent as well.

We prove that [L, L] is abelian. Denote temporarily M = [L, L], and assume by contradiction
that M is not abelian. Hence, M is a non-abelian nilpotent Lie lattice. Let ¢ be the nilpotency
class of M; then ¢ > 2. We claim that there exists z,y € M such that [z, y] # 0 and [z,y] € Z(M)
(the center of M). Indeed, {0} # v.—1(M) C Z(M). Hence, there exist x € M and y € v.—2(M)
such that [z,y] # 0. Since [z,y] € v.—1(M), it follows that [z,y] € Z(M), and the claim is
proven. Let N be the subalgebra generated by = and y. Then N is a nilpotent non-abelian
subalgebra of L with dim[N, N] = 1. The dimension of N is either 2 or 3. Since no non-abelian
Lie lattice of dimension 2 is nilpotent, we have dim N = 3. Hence, N is not self-similar of index
p by Proposition 1.13, a contradiction.

Let m = dim[L, L]. Note that m < d, since otherwise L would not be solvable. If m =0 (L
abelian) then one takes s = co. Assume m > 0 (L not abelian). Let J = isor[L, L], which is an
isolated abelian ideal of L. Hence, dim J = m, and there exists a basis (21, ..., Zg—m, Y1, -, Ym)
of L such that (y1,...,ym) is a basis of J. Let greek indices take values in {1,...,d — m}, and
latin indices take values in {1,...,m}. We have [y;,y;] = 0, and any commutator in L is a linear
combination of the y;’s. Let M, = (o, y1,...;Ym). Then M, is a subalgebra of L of dimension
m-+12>2 Forze J, 2 #0, define M, to be the subalgebra of L generated by z; and z.
Observe that M. has dimension n, > 2. Moreover, observe that all M,’s and M/’s are solvable
and strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p. We divide the proof in two cases.
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(1) Case m < d —1. Then m + 1 < d and M, ~ L™!(p) for some s, € N U {oo}.
Since (zq,y;) is a subalgebra of M, [xq,yi] = caiyi for some cq; € Z,,. By contradiction,
assume Cq; # Co; for some i,j. Since (zq,y; + y;) is a subalgebra of My, [zq,y;i + ;] =
cai(Yi + yj) + (caj — €ai)yj € (Ta,yi + yj), which is a contradiction. It follows that
[T, Y;] = cqy; for all indices i and some ¢, € Zy, with v,(cq) = Sq. Observe that d—m > 2,
and that ¢y, # 0 for some ap.

(a)

(b)

Case [zq,25] = 0 for all a, 3. Let N = (2q,,%a,,¥1) With a1 # ap. Then N is a
subalgebra of L of dimension 3, and dim[N, N] = 1. Hence, N is not self-similar of
index p, a contradiction.

Case [xg,,xp,| # 0 for some Sy, 5. Let z = [xg,,2p,], and let N = (xg,,x3,,2).
Then N is a subalgebra of L of dimension 3, and dim[N,N] = 1 (observe that
[zp;,2] = cp;2). Hence, N is not self-similar of index p, a contradiction.

(2) Case m =d — 1. Recall the notation n, = dim M.

(a)

Case n, = d for some z. Let M = M/ and Jy; = isop[M, M]. Observe that dim Jy; =
d — 1. Define by recursion z; = z and z;41 = [z, %] for i« > 1. One can show that
Jy = (z; 11 > 1). We claim that {z1, ..., 241} is a basis of Jy;. Indeed, denoting by w
the residue of w € Jys in Jas/pJar, we show that {Z1, ..., Z4—1 } is linearly independent
over F), = Z,/pZ,. 1f it was not independent, some Zj;, would be a linear combination
of Z1,..., Zj,—1, and one could prove (from the recursive definition of the z;’s) that any
Zi, © = jo, would be such a linear combination, so that the dimension of Jy;/pJys over
[F,, would be less than d—1, a contradiction. The claim that {z1, ..., 24— } is a basis of
Ju over Z, follows, and from it we get a basis {x, 21, ..., 24—1 } of M where [2;, z;] = 0,
[2, 2] = zi1 for i <d—1, and [z, z4-1] = D] a;2; for some a; € Zy. We claim that
a; # 0. By contradiction, assume a3 = 0. Then N := (z, 29, ..., 24_1) is a subalgebra
of L of dimension d — 1 > 3. Moreover, N is solvable and strongly hereditarily
self-similar of index p. Thus, there exists s € N U {oo} such that N ~ LI~1(p*).
Then (z,z9) is a subalgebra of N, a contradiction (since d > 4). Hence, a3 # 0.
By Corollary 1.26, there exists a non-zero subalgebra of M that is not self-similar of
index p, which gives a contradiction.

Case n, < d for all z. Then M, ~ L™ (p*) for some s; € NU{oo} (for all 7). Hence,
(z1,9:) is a subalgebra of M, , and so [z1,y;] = biy; for some b; € Z,. Assume by
contradiction that bj, # bj, for some jo, ji. Let zg = yj, +y;,. Then M/ ~ Lo (p").
On the other hand, [z1, z0] = bj,20 + (bj, — bj,)y;, vields that the 2-generated algebra
L™= (p') has dimension greater than 2, which is a contradiction. Thus, [x,v;] = by
for all indices i and some b € Z, with b # 0. Hence, L ~ L%(b) ~ L(p*), where
s =vp(b). O

2 Results on groups

In this section we prove the main theorems of the paper, stated in the introduction. Essentially,
the proofs follow from the results on Lie lattices of Section 1, and from the following slightly
generalized version of [Nos19, Proposition A].

Proposition 2.1 Let G be a torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p group. Assume that any closed
subgroup of G is saturable, and that any 2-generated closed subgroup of G has dimension at most
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p. Let Lg be the Zy-Lie lattice associated with G, and assume that any 2-generated subalgebra
of Lg has dimension at most p. Then, for all k € N, the following holds.

(1) G is a self-similar group of index p* if and only if Lo is a self-similar Lie lattice of index
.

(2) G is hereditarily self-similar of index p* (respectively, strongly hereditarily self-similar of
index p¥) if and only if Lg is hereditarily self-similar of index p* (respectively, strongly
hereditarily self-similar of index p* ).

PROOF: The proposition follows from Lazard’s correspondence [L.az(5], Theorem E of [Gon09],
the argument proving [G : D] = [Lg : Lp| in the proof of [Nos19, Theorem 3.1], and [Nos19,
Proposition 1.3]. O

Remark 2.2 Let G be a torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p group. If G is saturable and dim(G) <
p then the hypotheses of Proposition 2.1 are satisfied; if dim(G) < p then the same conclusion
holds without assuming a priori that G is saturable [Gon09, Theorem A]. We will also use the
fact that if G is saturable and L is the associated Z,-Lie lattice then G is solvable if and only
if L is solvable [Gon07, Theorem B].

Remark 2.3 This remark is the analogue of Remark 1.35 in the context of groups. Let G be
a finitely generated pro-p group. For k£ € N, if GG is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index
pF then G is hereditarily self-similar of index pF. Assume, moreover, that G is torsion-free and
p-adic analytic. From [Nos19, Proposition 1.5] it follows that if dim(G) = 1,2 then G is strongly
hereditarily self-similar of index p* for all £ > 1. Consequently, if G' has dimension 3 and G is
hereditarily self-similar of index p* then G is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p*.

Proposition 2.4 Let m > 1, and let G be a 3-dimensional solvable torsion-free p-adic analytic
pro-p group. Assume either ‘p > 5" or ‘p = 3 and G is saturable’. Then G is strongly hereditarily
self-similar of index p*™.

PROOF: The proposition follows from Propositions 2.1 and 1.36. O

Proof of Theorem C. Let L be the Z,-Lie lattice associated with G. Then L is a residually
nilpotent 3-dimensional solvable Lie lattice [Gon09, Theorem B]. From Corollary 1.7, L is self-
similar of index p?. Hence, by Proposition 2.1, G is self-similar of index p?. The statement on
self-similarity of index p follows from Proposition 2.1, Theorem 1.22 and Remark 1.21. O

Proof of Theorem D. The theorem follows from Remark 2.3, Proposition 2.1, and Proposition
1.41. O

Remark 2.5 A similar result to Theorem C holds for p = 3. Let GG be a 3-dimensional solvable
saturable 3-adic analytic pro-3 group. Then G is self-similar of index 9. Let L be the Zs-Lie
lattice associated with G. Then G is self similar of index 3 if and only if L is isomorphic to a
Lie lattice appearing in the list of Theorem 1.22.

Remark 2.6 Let G be one of the groups in the list below, where d is an integer. Observe that
this list extends the one appearing in the statement of Theorem A (here there is no assumption
p>d).

(1) For d > 1, the abelian pro-p group ZZ;
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(2) For d > 2, the metabelian pro-p group Gd(s) = ZLp X Zg_l, where the canonical generator

of Z, acts on Zg_l by multiplication by the scalar 1+ p® for some integer s such that s > 1
ifp>3,and s > 2 if p = 2.

Then G is a uniformly powerful p-adic analytic pro-p group of dimension d. Let L¢ be the Z,-Lie
lattice associated with G. Observe that if G is abelian then Lo ~ L%(0), while if G = G%(s)
then Lg ~ L%(p®). One can show that any subgroup of G’ generated by two elements is powerful.
It follows that any closed subgroup of G is uniformly powerful, hence, saturable. Clearly, any
2-generated closed subgroup of G has dimension at most 2.

Proposition 2.7 Let k > 1 be an integer, and let G be a group isomorphic to one of the groups
in the list of Remark 2.6. Then G is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p*.

Proor: If d := dim(G) = 1 then G ~ Z,, and the result is clear. Assume d > 2. The result
follows from Remark 2.6, Remark 1.38, Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 1.40. O

Under the assumption that p > dim(G) we can prove the converse of Proposition 2.7, which
is the main result of the paper.

Proof of Theorem A. The ‘if’ part follows from Proposition 2.7. For the ‘only if’ part, ifd = 1
then G ~ Z,. Assume d > 2. Observe that in this case p > 3. By Remark 2.2 we can apply
Proposition 2.1. Let Lg be the Z,-Lie lattice associated with G, which is residually nilpotent.
From Theorem 1.34, Lg ~ L(p*) for some s € N U {oco}, while from residual nilpotency we
deduce that s > 1. Now, the theorem follows from Remark 2.6. O

Assume that p is odd, and let K be a field that contains a primitive p-th root of unity
(necessarily, K has characteristic different from p). In [War92], Roger Ware proved that if
G (p) is finitely generated and it does not contain a non-abelian free pro-p subgroup, then
G (p) is either a free abelian pro-p group of finite rank, or it is isomorphic to G¢(s) for some
integers d > 2 and s > 1. In particular, the same conclusion holds if Gk (p) is solvable or p-adic
analytic. Indeed, Ware proved this result under the additional assumption that K contains
a primitive p?-th root of unity, and conjectured that the result should be true without this
assumption. The conjecture was proved by Quadrelli in [Qual4]. As a direct consequence of
Proposition 2.7 and the result of Ware, we have the following.

Proposition 2.8 Assume p > 3, and let K be a field that contains a primitive p-th root of
unity. Suppose that G (p) is a non-trivial finitely generated pro-p group that does not contain
a non-abelian free pro-p subgroup. Then Gk (p) is strongly hereditarily self-similar of indez p.

Conversely, assuming p-odd, it is shown in [War02] that any group in the list of Remark 2.6
is isomorphic to G (p) for some field K that contains a primitive p-th root of unity. We recall
the construction of K for the non-abelian groups G¢(s), in which case d > 2 and s > 1. Let 7 be
a prime with r =, 1, and let F' = F,(w,), where F, is a finite field with r elements and w, is a
primitive p*-th root of unity. Then one may take K = F((x1))--- ((x4—1)), the field of iterated
formal Laurent series.

Proof of Theorem B. For p > 2 the result follows from Theorem A and the above discussion.
When p = 2, we observe that Gr,(2) ~ Zy for any finite field F, with ¢ elements; this follows

24



from the well-known fact that the absolute Galois group of [, is isomorphic to 7 = IL, Z,, where
the product ranges over all primes r.

As mentioned in the Introduction, during the last decade the groups listed in Theorem A have
been object of study. We recall the related results, and we complement them with the results of
this paper. A pro-p group G is said to have a constant generating number on open subgroups
if d(H) = d(G) for all open subgroups H of G, where d(G) is the minimum number of elements
of a topological generating set for G. Pro-p groups with constant generating number on open
subgroups were classified by Klopsch and Snopche in [[<lo11]. On the other hand, a Bloch-Kato
pro-p group is a pro-p group G with the property that the F,-cohomology ring of every closed
subgroup of G is quadratic. In [Qual4], Quadrelli described explicitly all finitely generated
Block-Kato pro-p groups that do not contain a free non-abelian pro-p group. Finally, a pro-p
group G is said to be hereditarily uniform if every open subgroup of G is uniform. Hereditarily
uniform pro-p groups were classified by Klopsch and Snopche in [Klo14]. The results of Klopsch,
Snopche and Quadrelli ([[Klo11, Corollary 2.4}, [[<lo14, Corollary 1.13] and [(Qual4, Theorem BJ)
together with Theorem B yield the following.

Theorem 2.9 Let G be a non-trivial solvable torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p group, and sup-
pose that p > dim(G). Then the following are equivalent.
(1) G is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p.

(2) G is isomorphic to the mazximal pro-p Galois group of some field that contains a primitive
p-th root of unity.

(3) G has constant generating number on open subgroups.
(4) G is a Bloch-Kato pro-p group.
(5) G is a hereditarily uniform pro-p group.

3 Open problems

This paper deals with as-yet-unexplored directions about self-similar groups, so there are many
interesting open problems that one may consider. The following two questions are quite natural.

Question 1. Classify the strongly hereditarily self-similar pro-p groups of index p.
Question 2. Classify the hereditarily self-similar pro-p groups of index p.

All the examples of strongly hereditarily self-similar pro-p groups of index p that we know
are p-adic analytic.

Question 3. Is there a finitely generated strongly hereditarily self-similar pro-p group of index
p which is not p-adic analytic?

Let K be a p-adic number field, that is, a finite extension of Q. It is well known (see [Neu0s,
Theorem 7.5.11]) that if K does not contain a primitive p-th root of unity then G (p) is a free
pro-p group of finite rank. On the other hand, if K contains a primitive p-th root of unity then
Gg(p) is a Demushkin group, that is, a Poincaré duality pro-p group of dimension 2. Pro-p
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completions of surface groups are also Demushkin groups. Inspired from Proposition 2.8, we
raise the following questions.

Question 4. Does a free pro-p group of finite rank admit a faithful self-similar action on a
p-ary tree?

Question 5. Does a Demushkin pro-p group admit a faithful self-similar action on a p-ary tree?

Note that an affirmative answer to Question 4 would imply that a free pro-p group of finite
rank is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p. On the other hand, since every open subgroup
of a Demushkin group is also Demushkin, an affirmative answer to Question 5 would imply that
Demushkin groups are hereditarily self-similar of index p. Moreover, since every infinite index
subgroup of a Demushkin group is free pro-p, an affirmative answer to both questions would
imply that Demushkin groups are strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p. Note that if G
is a Demushkin group with d(G) = 2, then it is a torsion-free p-adic analytic pro-p group of
dimension 2, and therefore it is strongly hereditarily self-similar of index p. Thus Question 5 is
open only for Demushkin groups G with d(G) > 2.
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