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Abstract

This paper studies the rigidity properties of the abstract commensurator of the
outer automorphism group of a universal Coxeter group of rank n, which is the
free product W, of n copies of Z/27Z. We prove that for n > 5 the natural map
Out(W,,) — Comm(Out(W,,)) is an isomorphism and that every isomorphism be-
tween finite index subgroups of Out(W,,) is given by a conjugation by an element of
Out(Wy,).

1 Introduction

Given a group G, the abstract commensurator of G, denoted by Comm(G), is the group
of equivalence classes of isomorphisms between finite index subgroups of G. Two such
isomorphisms are equivalent if they agree on some common finite index subgroup of
their domain. Note that every automorphism of G induces an element of Comm(G),
and in particular the action of G on itself by global conjugation gives a homomorphism
G — Comm(G).

The abstract commensurator of G captures a notion of symmetry for the group that
is weaker than its group of automorphisms. For instance, the abstract commensurator
of Z™ is isomorphic to GL(m, Q) while the abstract commensurator of a nonabelian free
group is not finitely generated (see [BB]). However, some groups satisfy strong rigidity
properties and the group Comm(G) is then not much larger than Aut(G) or G itself.
For instance, the Mostow-Prasad-Margulis rigidity theorem and Margulis arithmeticity
theorem (see for instance [Zim]) imply that if T' is an irreducible lattice in a connected
semisimple Lie group G with trivial center and no compact factor, and if G # PSL(2,R),
then I is a finite index subgroup of Comm(I") if and only if I" is not arithmetic, otherwise
Comm(T") is dense in G. In the case of the extended mapping class group of a connected
orientable closed surface S, of genus g at least 3, we have an even stronger result due
to Ivanov [[va] since the natural homomorphism Mod*(S,) — Comm(Mod*(S,)) is
an isomorphism. This result also extends to the case of the mapping class group of
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a connected orientable surface with genus equal to 2 and with at least two boundary
components. In the context of the outer automorphism group of a free group Fy of rank
N, Farb and Handel ([FH]) proved that, for N > 4, the natural map from Out(Fy) to
Comm (Out(Fy)) is an isomorphism and that every isomorphism between two finite index
subgroups of Out(Fy) extends to an inner automorphism of Out(Fy). This result was
later extended by Horbez and Wade ([HW]) to the case N = 3 using a more geometric
approach. Their techniques also enabled them to compute the abstract commensurator
of many interesting subgroups of Out(Fy), like its Torelli subgroup. These rigidity
results have been extended to other groups, such as handlebody groups ([Hen]) and big
mapping class groups ([BDR]).

In this article, we are interested in the outer automorphism group of a universal
Coxeter group. Let n be an integer greater than 1. Let F' = Z/27 be a cyclic group of
order 2 and W,, = 3k, F' be a universal Coxeter group of rank n, that is a free product
of n copies of F'. We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let n = 5. The natural homomorphism
Out(W,,) — Comm(Out(W,,))

s an isomorphism.

The group Out(W5) is finite and the group Out(W3) is isomorphic to PGL(2,Z). This
gives an almost complete classification except for n = 4, where our proof for n > 5 cannot
be immediately adapted to this case as Out(W}) does not contain any direct product
of two nonabelian free groups. Hence the case n = 4 remains open. Theorem [L.T]
is a major improvement of |[Guell Théoréme 1.1] which states that, for n > 5, the
only automorphisms of Out(W,,) are the global conjugations. In turn, Theorem [L]
implies that every isomorphism between two finite index subgroups of Out(W,,) is given
by a conjugation by an element of Out(W,,). The proof of the present Theorem [l
significantly differs from the one of |Guell Théoreme 1.1] since the proof of [Guell
Théoreme 1.1] is based on the study of torsion subgroups of Out(W,,), whereas Out(W,,)
is virtually torsion free (see [GL3| Corollary 5.5]).

We now sketch our proof of Theorem [l It is inspired by the proof of the similar
result in the context of Out(Fy) given by Horbez and Wade ([HW]). However, their
proof relies extensively on the possibility of writing a free group as an HNN extension,
which is not possible in a universal Coxeter group. Instead, we use the fact that W,
can be written as a free product W,, = A = B, where B is a finite abelian subgroup of
W,,. Following a strategy that dates back to Ivanov’s work ([Ival), we study the action of
Out(W,,) on various graphs which are rigid, that is, every graph automorphism is induced
by an element of Out(W),,). These graphs include the spine K, of the Outer space of
W, as defined by Guirardel and Levitt in [GL3], generalizing Culler and Vogtmann’s
Outer space of a free group ([CV]), or the free splitting graph K, of W,, (see [Gue2,
Theorem 1.1 and 1.2] and Section for definitions). The proof of Theorem [L] relies
on the action of Out(W,,) on a subset of the vertices of K, called the set of Wy-stars.
Let k€{0,...,n—1}. A Wy-star is a free splitting S of W,, such that the underlying



graph of the induced graph of groups W),\S is a tree with n — k edges, such that the
degree of one of the vertices, called the center, is equal to n — k, and such that the group
associated with the center is isomorphic to W and the groups associated with the leaves
are all isomorphic to F. The Wp-stars are the analogue for W, of the roses in the Outer
space of a free group. They play a significant role in the proof of other rigidity results
for Out(W,,) (see [Guell [Gue2]).

This allows us to introduce a graph called the graph of one-edge compatible Wy, _o-
stars, and denoted by X,,. It is defined as follows: vertices are W,-equivariant homeo-
morphism classes of W,,_o-stars, where two vertices S and S’ are adjacent if there exist
S e S and S’ € 8§ such that S and S’ have both a common refinement and a common
collapse. We prove the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let n = 5. The natural homomorphism
Out(W,,) — Aut(X,)
s an isomorphism.

Our proof of Theorem requires the rigidity of another graph, called the graph of
Wy-stars, and denoted by X/ . It is the graph whose vertices are the W,-equivariant
homeomorphism classes of Wy-stars with k varying in {0,...,n — 2}, where two vertices
S and &’ are adjacent if there exist S € S and S’ € 8’ such that S refines S’ or conversely.
We first show that every graph automorphism of X,, induces a graph automorphism of
X, and that the induced map Aut(X,) — Aut(X]) is injective. Using the rigidity of
X, (see Theorem [3.4]), we show that any graph automorphism of X, is induced by an
element of Out(W,,).

We then show that every commensuration f of Out(W),,) induces a graph automor-
phism of X,,. Once we have that result, a general argument (see Proposition [21]) gives
the isomorphism between Out(W;,) and Comm(Out(W,,)). In order to construct such
a homomorphism Comm(Out(W,,)) — Aut(X,,), we first give an algebraic characterisa-
tion of the stabilizers of equivalence classes of W,,_s-stars. The characterization relies
on the examination of maximal abelian subgroups of Out(W,,) and of direct products
of nonabelian free groups in Out(W,,). In particular, we prove (see Theorem [5.1]), using
the action of Out(W,,) on a simplicial complex called the free factor complex of W, the
following result.

Theorem 1.3. Letn > 4. The maximal number of factors in a direct product of nonabelian
free groups contained in Out(W,,) is equal to n — 3.

One example of such a maximal direct product of nonabelian free subgroups of
Out(W,,) is the following one. Let W, = {(z1,...,x,) be a standard generating set
for W), and let W = (x1,x9,23). For every i > 4 and every w € W, let Fj,, be the
automorphism which fixes x; for every j # ¢ and which sends z; to wr;w L. Let [Fiw]
be the outer automorphism class of F;,, and let H; = {[Fjw|wew). Then the group
(H;);s,4 is a subgroup of Out(W,) isomorphic to a direct product of n — 3 nonabelian
free groups.



The complete characterisation of stabilizers of equivalence classes of W, _o-stars be-
ing quite technical, we do not give the complete statement in the introduction (see
Propositions and [T7)). However, we remark that this characterisation relies on the
following key points: the fact that stabilizers of equivalence classes of W,, _o-stars contain
a maximal free abelian subgroup and the fact that it contains a direct product of n — 3
nonabelian free groups. The characterisation also features a study of the group of twists
of a W,,_s-star, which is a direct product of two virtually nonabelian free groups by a
result of Levitt ([Lev]) and such that each of which has finite index in the centralizer in
Out(W,,) of the other.

This characterisation being preserved by commensurations of Out(W,,), it induces a
homomorphism from Comm(Out(W,,)) to the group Bij(V X,,) of bijections of the set
of vertices of X,,. In order to show that this map extends to the edge set of X,,, we
also present an algebraic characterisation of compatibility of W, _o-stars, which is es-
sentially based on the fact that if the intersection of stabilizers of equivalence classes
of W, _1-stars contains a maximal abelian subgroup of Out(W,,), then the W, _;-stars
are pairwise compatible (see Propositions and BJ). We deduce that the map
Comm(Out(W,,)) — Bij(VX,) extends to a map Comm(Out(W,)) — Aut(X,,), which
completes our proof.

Finally, we prove in the appendix the rigidity of another natural graph endowed with
an Out(W,,)-action, called the graph of W, _1-stars. It is the graph whose vertices are
W,-equivariant homeomorphism classes of W,,_1-stars, where two vertices S and S’ are
adjacent if there exist S € S and S’ € 8’ such that S and S’ have a common refinement.
This graph arises naturally in the study of Out(WW,,) and its action on the free splitting
graph K, as it is isomorphic to the full subgraph of K, whose vertices are the equivalence
classes of Wy-stars, with k varying in {0,...,n — 1}. This gives another geometric rigid

model for Out(W,,) (see Theorem [AT]).
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Commensurations

Let G be a group. The abstract commensurator of G, denoted by Comm(G), is the
group whose elements are the equivalence classes of isomorphisms between finite index
subgroups of G for the following equivalence relation. Two isomorphisms between finite
index subgroups f: Hy — Hy and f’: H] — H) are equivalent if they agree on some
common finite index subgroup H of their domains. If f is an isomorphism between finite
index subgroups, we denote by [f] the equivalence class of f. The identity of Comm(QG)
is the equivalence class of the identity map on G. Let [f],[f'] € Comm(G), and let
f: Hy — Hy and f’: H{ — H) be representatives. The composition law [f]-[f’] is given
by [f]-[f'] = [f o f'ly=1(t)~m; - Note that if H is a finite index subgroup of G, then
the natural map Comm(G) — Comm(H) obtained by restriction is an isomorphism.



Two subgroups G; and G5 in G are commensurable if G; n G5 has finite index in
both G; and G3. Being commensurable is an equivalence relation. If H is a subgroup
of G, we will denote by [H] its commensurability class in G. The group Comm(G) acts
on the set of all commensurability classes as follows. Let [H] be the commensurability
class of a subgroup H. Let [f] € Comm(G) and let f: H; — Hs be a representative of
[f]. Then we define [f] - [H] by setting [f]- [H] = [f(H n Hy)].

The next result, due to Horbez and Wade, gives a sufficient condition for Comm(G)
to be rigid. It comes from ideas due to Ivanov when studying mapping class groups (see
[Lval). It requires the existence of a graph on which G acts by graph automorphisms.

Proposition 2.1. [HW, Proposition 1.1] Let G be a group. Let X be a graph with no
edge-loops, no multiple edges between pairs of vertices and such that G acts on X by
graph automorphisms. Let Aut(X) be the group of graph automorphisms of X. Assume
that:

(1) the natural homomorphism G — Aut(X) is an isomorphism,

(2) given two distinct vertices v and w of X, the groups Stabg(v) and Stabg(w) are
not commensurable in G,

(3) the sets T = {[Stabg(v)] | ve VX} and J = {([Stabg(v)], [Stabg(w)]) | vw € EX}
are Comm(G)-invariant (in the latter case with respect to the diagonal action).

Then any isomorphism f: Hy — Hy between finite index subgroups of G is given
by the conjugation by an element of G and the natural map G — Comm(G) is an
isomorphism. [

2.2 Free splittings and free factor systems of W/,

Let n be an integer greater than 1. Let F' = 7Z/27 be a cyclic group of order 2 and
W, = %, F be a universal Coxeter group of rank n. A splitting of W, is a minimal,
simplicial Wj,-action on a simplicial tree S such that:

(1) The finite graph W,\S is not empty and not reduced to a point.
(2) Vertices of S with trivial stabilizer have degree at least 3.

Here minimal means that W,, does not preserve any proper subtree of S. A splitting
S of W, is free if all edge stabilizers are trivial. A splitting S’ is a blow-up, or equivalently
a refinement, of a splitting S if S is obtained from S’ by collapsing some edge orbits
in S’. Two splittings are compatible if they have a common refinement. We define an
equivalence class in the set of free splittings, where two splittings S and S’ are equivalent
if there exists a Wy-equivariant homeomorphism between them.

A free factor system of W, is a set F of conjugacy classes of subgroups of W,
which arises as the set of all conjugacy classes of nontrivial point stabilizers in some
(nontrivial) free splitting of W,,. Equivalently, there exist k € N—{0,1} and [A1],. .., [A]



conjugacy classes of nontrivial, proper subgroups of W,, such that W,, = Ay = ... % Ag
and F = {[A1],...,[Ax]}. The free factor system is sporadic if k = 2, and nonsporadic
otherwise. The set of all free factor systems of W,, has a natural partial order, where
F < F' if every factor of F is conjugate into one of the factors of /. Remark that if
{x1,...,x,} is a standard generating set of W,,, then for every free factor system F of
W, and every i € {1,...,n}, there exists [4] € F such that z; is conjugate into A. In
other words, the free factor system {[z1],...,[z,]} is & minimum for the partial order
on the set of free factor systems of W,.

Let F be a free factor system of W,. We denote by Out(W,,, F) the subgroup of
Out(W,,) consisting of all outer automorphisms that preserve all the conjugacy classes
of subgroups in F. If F = {[A1],...,[Ax]}, we denote by Out(W,,, F®)) the subgroup
of Out(W,,, F) consisting of all outer automorphisms which have a representative whose
restriction to each A; with i € {1,...,k} is a global conjugation by some g; € W,.

A (W,, F)-tree is an R-tree equipped with a W,-action by isometries and such that
every subgroup of W,, whose conjugacy class belongs to F is elliptic. A free splitting of
W, relative to F is a free splitting of W,, such that every free factor in F is elliptic. A
free factor of (W,,F) is a subgroup of W,, which arises as a point stabilizer in a free
splitting of W,, relative to F. A free factor of (W, F) is proper if it is nontrivial, not
equal to W,, and not conjugate to an element of F. An element g € W, is F-peripheral
(or simply peripheral if there is no ambiguity) if it is conjugate into one of the subgroups
of F, and F-nonperipheral otherwise. In particular, for every free factor system F of
W,,, and every element x € W, appearing in a standard generating set of W,, we see
that x is F-peripheral.

2.3 The Outer space of (W,,, F)

We recall the definition of the unprojectivised Outer space of (W,,,F), denoted by
O(W,,, F) and introduced by Guirardel and Levitt in [GL3]. It is the set of all (W), F)-
equivariant isometry classes S of metric trees with a nontrivial action of W,,, with trivial
arc stabilizers and such that a subgroup is elliptic if and only if it is peripheral. The
set O(W,,, F) is equipped with the Gromov-Hausdorff equivariant topology introduced
in [Pau]. The projectivised Outer space of (Wy,F), denoted by PO(W,,, F), is defined
as the space of homothety classes of trees in O(W,,F). The spaces O(W,,, F) and
PO(W,,F) come equipped with a right action of Out(W,,, F) given by precomposition
of the actions.

The space PO(W,,, F) has a natural structure of a simplicial complex with missing
faces. Indeed, every element S € PO(W,,, F) defines an open simplex as follows. Let S
be a representative of S such that the sum of the edge lengths of W,,\S is equal to 1.
We associate an open simplex by varying the lengths of the edges, so that the sum of
the edge lengths is still equal to 1. A homothety class &' € PO(W,,, F) of a splitting S’
defines a codimension 1 face of the simplex associated with S if we can obtain S’ from
some representative S of S by contracting one orbit of edges in S.



The closure O(W,,, F) of Outer space in the space of all isometry classes of mini-
mal nontrivial W,,-actions on R-trees, equipped with the Gromov-Hausdorff equivariant
topology, was identified in [Hor] with the space of all very small (W, F)-trees, which
are the (W, F)-trees whose arc stabilizers are either trivial, or cyclic, root-closed and
nonperipheral, and whose tripod stabilizers are trivial. The space PO(W,,, F) equipped
with the quotient topology is compact (see [Hor, Theorem 1]).

We recall the definition of a simplicial complex on which the space PO(W,,, F) re-
tracts Out(W,,, F)-equivariantly, called the spine of Outer space of (W,,, F) and denoted
by K(W,,F). It is the flag complex whose vertices are the W,-equivariant homeomor-
phism classes S of free splittings relative to F with the property that, if S € S, then all
elliptic subgroups in S are peripheral. Two vertices S and S’ in K(W,,, F) are linked
by an edge if there exist S € S and S’ € 8’ such that S refines S’ or conversely. There
is an embedding F': K(W,,, F) — PO(W,,F) whose image is the barycentric spine of
PO(W,,F). We will from now on identify K(W,,,F) with F'(K(W,,F)). If F consists
of exactly n copies of F', we simply write K,, for K (W, F). In this case the dimension of
the simplicial complex K, is n — 2. Indeed, if S is an equivalence class of a free splitting
S in K,, such that the number of edges of W,,\\S is minimal, then, the number of edges
in W,\S is equal to n — 1. If S is an equivalence class of a free splitting S in K,, such
that the number of edges of W\ S is maximal, then W,,\S has n leaves and every vertex
of W,,\S that is not a leaf has degree equal to 3. As S is a tree, this shows that the
number of edges in W,,\\S is equal to 2n — 3. Since, every splitting S of K,, collapes onto
a splitting S” such that W,,\S” has n — 1 edges, we see that the dimension of K, is equal
to2n—3—(n—1)=n-—2.

Proposition 2.2. Let n > 3. The virtual cohomological dimension of Out(W,,) is equal
ton— 2. In particular, the mazimal rank of a free abelian subgroup of Out(W,,) is equal
ton — 2.

Proof. The group Out(W,,) acts cocompactly on K, with finite stabilizers. Since the
dimension of K, is equal to n — 2, since the Outer space PO(W,,) is contractible (see
[GL3, Theorem 4.2]) and since PO(W),,) retracts Out(W,,)-equivariantly on K, we see
that the virtual cohomological dimension of Out(W),,) is at most equal to n — 2.
Conversely, let {z1,...,2,} be a standard generating set of W,,. For i € {3,...,n},
let F; be the automorphism sending ; to x1xex;x221 and, for every j # 1, fixing z;,
and let [F;] be its image in Out(W,). Remark that, for distinct 7,5 € {3,...,n}, the
automorphisms F; and F}; have disjoint support, hence they commute. Since, for every
i € {1,...,n}, the outer automorphism [F;] has infinite order, the group ([F;]),~5 is
isomorphic to Z"~2. This shows that the virtual cohomological dimension of Out(W,,)
is at least n — 2 and this concludes the proof. O

The free splitting graph of W, denoted by K, is the following graph. The vertices
of K, are the W,-equivariant homeomorphism classes of free splittings. Two distinct
equivalence classes S and S’ are joined by an edge in K, if there exist S € S and §’ € S’
such that S refines S’ or conversely. The free splitting graph of W, is the 1-skeleton



of the closure of K, in the space of free splittings of W,,. The group Aut(W,,) acts on
K,, on the right by precomposition of the action. Aslnn(Wn) acts trivially on K, the
action of Aut(W,,) induces an action of Out(W,,) on K.

2.4 The free factor graph of (W, F)

Let F be a free factor system of W,. We now define a Gromov hyperbolic graph on
which Out(W,,, F) acts by isometries. The free factor graph relative to F, denoted by
FF(W,, F), is the following graph. Its vertices are the W,,-equivariant homeomorphism
classes of free splittings of W), relative to F. Two equivalence classes S and S’ are joined
by an edge if there exist S € S and S’ € &’ such that S and S’ are compatible or share a
common nonperipheral elliptic element. The free factor graph is always hyperbolic (see
[BE], HM| I(GH2]). The next proposition is due to Guirardel and Horbez. Here, if H is a
subgroup of Out(W,,) and if F is a free factor system of W,,, we say that F is H -periodic
if there exists a finite index subgroup H' of H such that H'(F) = F.

Proposition 2.3. [GH2, Theorem 5.1] Let n = 3 and let F be a nonsporadic free factor
system of W,. Let H be a subgroup of Out(W,,F) which acts on FF(W,,F) with
bounded orbits. Then there exists an H-periodic free factor system F' such that F < F'
and F # F'. O

The Gromov boundary of FF(W,,, F) has been described in terms of relatively ara-
tional trees (see the work of Reynolds [Rey| for the definition of an arational tree in the
context of a free group, the work of Bestvina-Reynolds and Hamenstadt ([BR] Ham)| for
the description of the boundary in the case of a free group, and the work of Guirardel-
Horbez [GH2] in the case of a free product). A (W, F)-tree T' is arational if no proper
(W, F)-free factor acts elliptically on T and, for every proper (W, F)-free factor A,
the A-minimal invariant subtree of T' (that is the union of the axes of the loxodromic
elements of A for the action of W,, on T', see [CM, Proposition 3.1]) is a simplicial A-tree
in which every nontrivial point stabilizer can be conjugated into one of the subgroups
of F. We equip each arational (W,,F)-tree with the observers’ topology: this is the
topology on a tree T such that a basis of open sets is given by the connected compo-
nents of the complements of points in 7. We equip the set of arational (W, F)-trees
with an equivalence relation, where two arational (W, F)-trees are equivalent if they
are Wy,-equivariantly homeomorphic with the observers’ topology.

Theorem 2.4. [GH2, Theorem 3.4] Let n = 3. Let F be a nonsporadic free factor system
of Wy,. The Gromov boundary of FE(W,,, F) is Out(W,,, F)-equivariantly homeomorphic
to the space of all equivalence classes of arational (W, F)-trees. Ol

Given T € O(W,,, F), let [T] be the homothety class of T'. The homothetic stabilizer
Stab([T']) is the stabilizer of [T'] for the action of Out(W,,,F) on PO(W,,, F). Equiva-
lently, ® € Out(W,,, F) lies in Stab([T]) if there exists a lift & € Aut(W,,, F) of ® and a
homothety I3 : T'— T such that, for all g € W, and z € T', we have [3(gz) = &)(g)f%(:c).
The scaling factor of Iz does not depend on the choice of a representative of ®, and we

denote it by Ap(®). This gives a homomorphism



Stab([T]) — R%
o > Ar(®).

The kernel of this morphism is called the isometric stabilizer of T and is denoted by
Stab®™(T'). It is the stabilizer of T for the action of Out(W,,, F) on O(W,,, F).

Lemma 2.5. [GH2, Lemma 6.1] Let n > 3. Let F be a nonsporadic free factor system of

W,,. For every T € O(W,,F), the image of the morphism A\r is a cyclic (maybe trivial)
subgroup of R . O

Lemma 2.6. [GHI, Proposition 13.5] Letn = 3. Let F be a nonsporadic free factor system
of Wy, and let H be a subgroup of Out(W,,, F). If H fixes a point in 0, FF(W,,,F), then
H has a finite-index subgroup that fizes the homothety class of an arational (W, F)-tree.

O

Finally, we state a proposition due to Guirardel and Horbez concerning the isometric
stabilizer of an arational tree.

Proposition 2.7. |[GH2, Proposition 6.5] Let n = 3. Let F be a nonsporadic free factor
system of Wy, and let T be an arational (W, F)-tree. Let H be a subgroup of Out(W,,, F)
which is virtually contained in StabiS(T). Then H has a finite index subgroup H' which
fizes infinitely many (W, F)-free splittings, and in particular H fizes the conjugacy class
of a proper (W, F)-free factor. O

Note that the statement of Proposition 2.71in [GH2] only mentions that H' fixes one
(W, F)-free splitting, but the proof uses an arbitrary free splitting of W,,, so that one
can construct infinitely many pairwise distinct free splittings fixed by H' by varying the
chosen free splitting of W,.

2.5 Groups of twists

Let S be a splitting of W,,, let v € V'S, let e be a half-edge incident to v, and let z be an
element of Cg, (G.). We define the twist by z around e to be the automorphism D, . of
W, defined as follows (see [Lev]). Let S be the splitting obtained from S by collapsing
all the half-edges of S outside of the orbit of the initial half edge of e. Then S is a tree.
Let € be the image of e in S and let ¥ be the image of v in S. Let w be the endpoint
of € distinct from v. The automorphism D, . is defined to be the unique automorphism
that acts as the identity on Gy and as conjugation by z on Gw. The element z is called
the twistor of D, .. It is well-defined up to composing on the right by an element of
Cw, (Gw) n Cq,(Ge). The group of twists of S is the subgroup of Out(W,,) generated
by all twists around half-edges of S.

We now give a description of the stabilizer of a point in K,, due to Levitt. If S € VK,,,
we denote by Stab(S) the stabilizer of S under the action of Out(W,,). Let S be a
representative of S. We denote by Stab’(S) the subgroup of Stab(S) consisting of all
elements F' € Out(W,,) such that the graph automorphism induced by F' on W,,\S is the
identity.



Proposition 2.8. [Leu, Propositions 2.2, 3.1 and 4.2] Let n >4 and S € VK,,. Let S be
a representative of S and let vy, ..., vy be the vertices of W,\S with nontrivial associated
groups. Forie{l,...,k}, let G; be the group associated with v;.

(1) The group Stab®(S) fits in an exact sequence

k
1T — Stab’(S) — [ [Out(Gi) — 1,
i=1

where T is the group of twists of S.
(2) The group Stab®(S) is isomorphic to

k
HG?eg(w)_l x Aut(G;),
i=1

where Aut(G;) acts on Glee(vi)—1 diagonally.

i

(3) The group of twists T of S is isomorphic to
T ~ @, G5 ) 7(@y),

where the center Z(G;) of G; is embbeded diagonally in G?eg(vi). O

Remark 2.9. In [Lev, Proposition 2.2], Levitt shows that the kernel of the natural ho-
momorphism Stab®(S) — Hle Out(G;) given by the action on the vertexr groups is
generated by bitwists. Since edge stabilizers are trivial, the group of bitwists is equal
to the group of twists. More generally (see [Leu, Proposition 2.3]), if the outer auto-
morphism group of every edge stabilizer is finite (in particular, if edge stabilizers are
isomorphic to Z or to F') then the group of twists is a finite index subgroup of the group
of bitwists.

Finally, if the centralizer in W, of an edge stabilizer is trivial, then the group of
bitwists about this edge is trivial. Therefore, if the edge stabilizer is not cyclic, then the
group of bitwists about this edge is trivial. In all cases, we see that, for every equivalence
class S of a splitting S of W, the group of twists of S is a finite index subgroup of the
group of bitwists of W,.

We establish one last fact about twists about edges whose centralizer is cyclic (see [CL1,
Lemma 5.3] for a similar statement in the context of the outer automorphism group of
a nonabelian free group).

Lemma 2.10. Let n > 3 and let S be the equivalence class of a splitting S. Suppose that
there exists an edge e of S with cyclic stabilizer and let D be the outer automorphism
class of a twist about e. Let Hs be the subgroup of Stab’(S) which induces the identity
on the edge stabilizer G of e. Then D is central in Hg

In particular, Stab®(S ) has a finite index subgroup Hs such that D is central in Hs.
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Proof. Let U be a splitting onto which S collapses (or S itself if S does not have
a nontrivial collapse), and let U be its equivalence class. Then Stab’(S) < Stab®(U).
Thus, we may suppose, up to collapsing all orbits of edges of S except the one containing
e, that S has exactly one orbit of edges. Let v and w be the two endpoints of e and let G,
and G,, be their edge stabilizers. Let f € Hg and let F' be a representative of f such that
F(Gy) = Gy, F(Gy) = Gy and F|g, = idg, (this representative exists since f € Hg).
Let z € Cg,(Ge) be such that D, , is a representative of D. Then, since F(z) = z, for
every x € Wy, we have D, . o F o D_1(z) = F(z). Hence f and D commutes and D is
central in Hg. Since the outer automorphism group of a cyclic group is finite, we see
that Hy is a finite index subgroup of Stab’(S). This concludes the proof. U

3 Geometric rigidity in the graph of W;-stars

We start by defining Wy, -stars, which are the main splittings of interest in this article.
Definition 3.1. Let n > 3, and let k > 1 be an integer.

(1) A free splitting S is a k-edge free splitting if W,\S has exactly k edges.

(2) Suppose that 0 < k <n —2. A Wi-star is an (n — k)-edge free splitting such that:

e the underlying graph of W,,\S has n — k + 1 vertices and one of them, called the
center of W,,\S, has degree exactly n — k,

e the group associated with the center of W,,\S is isomorphic to W} (we use the
convention that Wy = {1} and that W, = F),

e the group associated with any leaf of W,,\'S is isomorphic to F.

(3) A W,_1-star is a one-edge free splitting S such that one of the vertex groups of
W,\S is isomorphic to W,,_; while the other vertex group is isomorphic to F.

Note that, in [Gue2|, a W,,_;-star is called an F-one-edge free splitting. Using Propo-
sition 2.8 (2), we see that, if k € {0,...,n — 2}, and if S is the equivalence class of a
Wi-star, then the group Stab®(S) is isomorphic to F™*F~1 x Aut(W}).

Note that, if S is a Wy-star with k € {0,...,n — 2} and S’ is a splitting on which S
collapses, then there exists ¢ € {k,...,n — 1} such that S’ is a Wy-star. In particular, for
every k € {0,...,n — 2}, if S is a Wy-star, then every one-edge free splitting on which
S collapses is a W,,_1-star. A similar statement is also true for refinements of Wp-stars

(see Lemma [B.§]).

3.1 Rigidity of the graph of IW,-stars

We introduce in this section a graph, the graph of one-edge compatible W, _s-stars,
on which Out(W,,) acts by simplicial automorphisms. We prove that this graph is a
rigid geometric model for Out(W,,). The proof relies on the study of the rigidity of
an additional graph on which Out(W,,) acts, the graph of Wy-stars, to be defined after
Theorem [3.31

11



Definition 3.2. (1) The graph of W,,_s-stars, denoted by )Z'n, is the graph whose vertices
are the Wj,-equivariant homeomorphism classes of W, _s-stars, where two equivalence
classes S and S’ are joined by an edge if there exist S € S and S’ € 8’ such that S and
S’ are compatible.

(2) The graph of one-edge compatible W, _o-stars, denoted by X, is the graph whose
vertices are the W,,-equivariant homeomorphism classes of W,,_o-stars where two equiv-
alence classes S and S’ are joined by an edge if there exist S € S and S’ € 8§’ such that
S and S’ have a common refinement which is a W,,_3-star.

Note that the adjacency in the graph X, is equivalent to having both a common
collapse (which is a W;,_;-star) and a common refinement. The graph X, is a subgraph
of X,,. The group Aut(W,,) acts on X, and X, by precomposition of the action. As
Inn(W,,) acts trivially on X,,, the action of Aut(W,,) induces an action of Out(W,,). We
denote by Aut(X,,) the group of graph automorphisms of X,,. In Section B.2], we prove
the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let n = 5. The natural homomorphism
Out(W,,) — Aut(X,)
s an isomorphism.

In order to prove this theorem, we take advantage of the action of Out(W,,) on another
graph, namely the graph of Wy-stars, denoted by X/ . The vertices of this graph are the
Wy-equivariant homeomorphism classes of Wy-stars, with & varying in {0,...,n — 2}.
Two equivalence classes S and 8’ are joined by an edge if there exist S € S and S’ € &’
such that S refines S’ or conversely. Note that we have a natural embedding X/, — K.
We identify from now on X/, with its image in K,,. In this section, we prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Let n = 5. The natural homomorphism
Out(W,,) — Aut(X))
s an isomorphism.

Theorem 3.4 relies on the fact that X/ contains a rigid subgraph, namely the graph
of {0}-stars and F-stars, and denoted by L,. The vertices of this graph are the W,-
equivariant homeomorphism classes of {0}-stars and F-stars. Two equivalence classes S
and S’ are joined by an edge if there exist S € S and S’ € &’ such that S refines S’ or
conversely.

We recall the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. [Gue2, Theorem 3.1, Corollary 3.2] Let n = 4. Let f be an automorphism
of L, preserving the set of {0}-stars and the set of F-stars. Then f is induced by the
action of a unique element v of Out(W,,). In particular, for every n =5, the natural
homomorphism

Out(W,,) — Aut(L,,)

s an isomorphism. [
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The strategy in order to prove Theorem [3.4] is to show that every automorphism of
X preserves L, and that the natural map Aut(X]) — Aut(L,) is injective.

Remark 3.6. Using the same techniques, we may prove that the graph of W, _i-stars is
rigid. This is done in the appendiz (see Theorem [A.1]).

First we recall a theorem due to Scott and Swarup.

Theorem 3.7. [SS, Theorem 2.5] Let n = 4. Any set {S1,...,Sk} of pairwise nonequiva-
lent, pairwise compatible, one-edge free splittings of Wy, has a unique refinement S such
that W,\S has ezxactly k edges. Moreover, the equivalence class of S only depends on the
equivalence classes of S1,...,Sk. If S is a free splitting such that W,\S has exactly k
edges, then S refines exactly k pairwise nonequivalent one-edge free splittings. [

We also need the following lemma concerning refinements of Wy-stars.

Lemma 3.8. Let k¢ € {0,...,n — 1} and let S and S’ be respectively a Wy-star and a
Wy-star. If S and S’ have a common refinement, then there exists j € {0,...,n—2} and
a Wj-star 8" which refines both S and S’. Moreover, S” can be chosen such that S” is
a refinement of S and S’ with the minimal number of orbits of edges.

Proof. Let Si,...,S,—k be n—k W,_i-stars onto which S collapses and let S,..., S/ _,
be n — ¢ W;,_1-stars onto which S’ collapses. Then the set {S1,...,S,—k,S1,..., 5 _,}
is a set of pairwise compatible W,,_i-stars. For every s € {1,...,n — k} and every
te{l,...,n—/}, let S be the equivalence class of Sy and S/ be the equivalence class of .S;.
Let n—j = [{S1,...,Sn—k,S1,-.-.,S),_;}|. By Theorem BT, there exists a free splitting
S” with n— j edges which refines every W,,_;-star of the set {S1,...,S,_%,57,...,5,_,}.
But, as F' is freely indecomposable, a common refinement of two W,,_i-stars U and U’ is
obtained from U by blowing-up an edge at the vertex of W,\U whose associated group
is isomorphic to W,,_1. Since U’ is also a W, _;-star, this common refinement has two
orbits of edges and the two corresponding leaves have a stabilizer isomorphic to F', hence
it is a W,,_o-star. The same argument shows that, if Uy is a W,,_i-star and if U; is a
Wi-star with k € {1,...,n — 1} compatible with Uy, then a common refinement of Uy
and U; with a minimal number of orbits of edges is either a Wi-star (if the equivalence
classes of Uy and U; are adjacent in Fn) or a Wy_q-star. Therefore, by induction on

ie{l,...,n—{}, we see that a common refinement of {S,...,S,_,S7,...,5,,_,} with
the minimal number of orbits of edges is a Wj-star. This shows that S” is a Wj-star.
This concludes the proof. O

Lemma B.8 implies that the set of Wy-stars with k varying in {0,...,n — 1} is closed
under taking collapse and taking refinement with a minimal number of orbits of edges.

Lemma 3.9. Let n = 5. For every f € Aut(X)), we have f(L,) = L,. Moreover, if
f|Ln = idLn; then f = ldXél

Proof. Let f € Aut(X]). The fact that f(L,) = L,, follows from the fact that vertices
of K,, n X/, in X] are characterized by the fact that they are the vertices with finite
valence. The proof is identical to the proof of [Gue2, Proposition 5.1].

13



Now suppose that f|r, =idz, and let S be the equivalence class of a W,,_o-star S.
Let us prove that f(S) = S. Let {x1,...,2z,} be a standard generating set of W,, such
that the free factor decomposition of W,, induced by S is

Wy ={x1) (X9, ..., xn_1)*{Tp).

Let X be the equivalence class of the F-star X depicted in Figure [l

(z1) (x1)
(x3) ,
@ e @

Figure 1: The F-stars X (on the left) and X’ (on the right) of the proof of Lemma

We see that S and X are adjacent in X . Therefore, as f(X) = X, we see that f(S)
and X are adjacent in X .

Let S8’ be the equivalence class of a W,,_o-star adjacent to X and distinct from S.
Then, as X and &’ are adjacent, there exist distinct 4,5 € {1,...,n} and a representative
S’ of 8 such that the free factor decomposition of W,, induced by S’ is

Wy = @) #{x1, ., Tiy ooy Ty oo T (T )

Since S # &', we may suppose that i ¢ {1,n}. But then S is adjacent to the equivalence
class X’ of the F-star X’ depicted in Figure [[] whereas &’ is not adjacent to X”. Since
F(X') = X', this shows that f(S) # §'.

Finally, let k€ {2,...,n — 3} and let S@ be the equivalence class of a Wj-star S
which is adjacent to X. We prove that f(S) # S@. Since k < n — 3, the underlying
graph of W,,\S® has at least 3 edges. Therefore, there exists i ¢ {1,n} and a leaf v of
the underlying graph of W,,\S (®) such that the preimage by the marking of Wy\S @) of
the generator of the group associated with v is x;. But then the equivalence class S®)
is not adjacent to the equivalence class X’ of the F-star X’ depicted in Figure[Il As S
is adjacent to X’ and as f(X’) = X', we see that f(S) # S®). Therefore, f(S) = S.

The above paragraphs show that f fixes pointwise the set of equivalence classes of
Wy, —o-stars. Let k€ {2,...,n—3} and let T be the equivalence class of a Wy-star T'. By
Theorem B7, the equivalence class 7 is uniquely determined by the set of W,,_i-stars
on which T collapses. Since two distinct equivalence classes of W,,_o-stars are adjacent
in K, to distinct pairs of equivalence classes of W,_-stars, the equivalence class T
is uniquely determined by the set of W,,_s-stars on which it collapses. Since f fixes
pointwise the set of equivalence classes of W,,_o-stars, we see that f(7) = 7. Hence
J =idx:. This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem B4l Let n > 5. We first prove the injectivity. The homomor-
phism Out(W,,) — Aut(L,) is injective by Theorem Moreover, the homomorphism
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(@a, 3, 24) (wa, T3, 24)

/N /N
(r1,73,74) (3,74, T5) (x1,73,74) (x1,T2,74)
(@s5) (w2) (@1) (o) (xs) (w2) (@s) (x3)

Figure 2: Two triangles in X,,, one corresponding to a W,,_s-star (on the left) and one
corresponding to a W;,_s-star (on the right).

Out(W,,) — Aut(L,) factors through Out(W,,) — Aut(X}) — Aut(L,). We therefore
deduce the injectivity of Out(W,,) — Aut(X]). We now prove the surjectivity. Let
f € Aut(X]). By Lemma B.9] we have a homomorphism ®: Aut(X]) — Aut(L,) de-
fined by restriction. By Theorem .5 the automorphism ®(f) is induced by an element
v € Out(W,,). Since the homomorphism Aut(X}) — Aut(L,,) is injective by Lemma [3.9]
f is induced by . This concludes the proof. O

3.2 Rigidity of the graph of one-edge compatible W,,_,-stars

In this section, we prove Theorem B3l In order to do so, we construct an injective
homomorphism Aut(X,) — Aut(X]). First, we need to show some technical results
concerning the graph X,,. Indeed, let A be a triangle (that is, a cycle of length 3) in
X,, and let S, S and S3 be the vertices of this triangle. By Theorem [B.7), for every
i €{1,2,3}, there exists S; € S; such that S;, S and S5 have a common refinement
S, and we suppose that S has the minimal number of orbits of edges among the com-
mon refinements of S7, Sy and S3. Since S7, So and S3 are W, _o-stars, there exists
k€ {0,...,n — 3} such that S is a Wy-star. By definition of the adjacency in X,,, the
splitting S is either a W,,_s-star or a W,,_4-star (see Figure 2]). Our first result shows
that we can distinguish these two types of triangles.

Lemma 3.10. Let n > 5. Let 81,82 and S3 be three equivalence classes of W,,_o-stars
which are pairwise adjacent in X,. Let S1, So and S3 be representatives of S1, So and
S3 which have a common refinement S. Suppose that S is the refinement of Sy, Sy and
S3 which has the minimal number of orbit of edges. Then S is a Wy,_4-star if and only if
there exists an equivalence class Sy of a Wy_o-star Sy distinct from S1, So and Ss such
that, for every i € {1,2,3}, the equivalence classes S; and Sy are adjacent in X,,.

Proof. Suppose first that S is a W,,_4-star. Let {z1,...,2,} be a standard generating
set of W, such that the free factor decomposition of W,, induced by S is

Wn = <$1> * <$2> ES <$3> * <,I4> ES <$5, e ,,In> .
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Since being adjacent in X, is equivalent to having a common refinement which is a
W,,_s-star and having a common collapse which is a W,,_1-star, the W, _o-stars S7 and
Sy share a common collapse S’ which is a W,,_q-star. Let S’ be the equivalence class
of §’. We claim that there exists an orbit of edges E in S3 such that the splitting
obtained from S3 by collapsing every orbit of edges of S3 except F is in &’. Indeed,
suppose towards a contradiction that this is not the case. Then, as for every i € {1, 2},
the equivalence classes S; and S3 are adjacent in X,,, we see that, for every i € {1,2},
the splittings .S; and S3 share a common collapse onto a W,,_;-star S,. Recall that we
supposed that there does not exist an orbit of edges E in S3 such that the splitting
obtained from S5 by collapsing every orbit of edges of S3 except F is in 8&’. This implies
that for every i € {1,2}, the equivalence class S; of S! is distinct from S’. Since Sy
and Sy are W,,_o-stars, they collapse onto exactly 2 distinct W,,_i-stars. Therefore,
for every i € {1,2}, the equivalence classes S’ and S/ are the two equivalence classes of
W,,—1-stars onto which S; collapses. It follows that a common refinement of S7, S, and
S’ is also a common refinement of Sy, S and S3. But a common refinement of Sj, S5
and S% is a W,,_g-star. This contradicts the fact that S has the minimal number of edges
among common refinements of Si, S9 and S3. Thus S3 collapses onto a W,,_i-star in
the equivalence class S’. Let j € {1,...,4} be such that the free factor decomposition of
W,, induced by S’ is:
Wn = <$J>*<$1,,J’T},,$n>

Let &4 be the equivalence class of the W,, _s-star S4 whose induced free factor decompo-
sition is:

Wn :<$j>*<a?1,...,@,...,@,...,$n>*<$5>.
Then, for every i € {1,2,3}, the equivalence classes S; and S; are adjacent in X,.

Conversely, suppose that S is a W,,_s-star. Let {x1,...,x,} be a standard generating
set of W, such that the free factor decomposition of W,, induced by S is

W, = {w1) * (@) x {wg) * (g, ..., Tpy.

Then, up to reordering, we may suppose that, for every i € {1,2,3} the free factor
decomposition of W), induced by S; is:

Wn :<$i>*<$i+1>*<$1,---,@,IE/Z‘-\H,---,(E”>,

where, for 7 = 3, the index 7 + 1 is taken modulo 3. Let S’ be the equivalence class of a
W, _o-star S’ adjacent to S; in X,, and distinct from Sy and S3. Then, up to changing
the representative S’, there exists j € {1,2} such that S’ collapses onto the W,,_-star
whose associated free factor decomposition is:

Wy, ={xjy«{x1,...,Tj,...,Tn).

If j =1, then, as &’ is distinct from S; and S3, we see that S’ is not adjacent to S in
X,. If j = 2, then, as &’ is distinct from S; and S, we see that S’ is not adjacent to Sz
in X,,. In both cases, we see that there exists i € {2,3} such that &’ is not adjacent to
S;. This concludes the proof. O
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Corollary 3.11. Letn = 5. Letk = 4 and let Sy, ..., Sk be k equivalences classes of Wy, _o-
stars which are pairwise adjacent in X,. Fori € {1,... k}, let S; be a representative
of S;. Let S be a refinement of S1,...,Sk whose number of orbits of edges is minimal.
Then S is a W,,_j_1-star.

Proof. For every distinct 4,j € {1,...,k}, the equivalence classes S; and S; are adjacent
in X,,. Hence, for every distinct ,j € {1,...,k}, there exists a common refinement of .S;
and S; which is a W,,_g-star. This implies that, for every p € {1,...,k} and for every
i1,...,0p € {1,...,k}, a common refinement of S;,,...,S;, is obtained from a common
refinement of S;,,...,S;,_, whose number of orbits of edges is minimal by adding at most
one orbit of edges. We claim that a common refinement of S;,...,S;, whose number
of orbits of edges is minimal has exactly p + 1 orbits of edges. Indeed, otherwise there
would exist 4, j,¢ € {1,..., k} pairwise distinct such that a W,,_s-star which refines both
S; and S also refines Sy. This is not possible by Lemma B.I0 since & > 4. This proves
the claim. Taking p = k concludes the proof of the lemma. ]

Proposition 3.12. Let n > 5. There exists a Out(W,)-equivariant injective homomor-
phism ®: Aut(X,) — Aut(X)).

(Tpt1) (Tryi)

<$17---7xn—1> <I1,H‘,Ik,...,

<I1’.”7xk> m7~“7xn71>

(&) S ) 8y (Tn) S,
Figure 3: The construction of the map Aut(X,) — Aut(X)).

Proof. We first explicit a map ®: Aut(X,,) — Bij(VX]). Let f € Aut(X,). Let
k€ {0,...,n—2} and let S be the equivalence class of a Wy-star S. If k = n— 2, then we
set ®(f)(S) = f(S). If k < n—3,let Sy be a W,,_1-star refined by S. Let Sy,..., S, k1
be the W,,_o-stars such that, for every i € {1,...,n — k — 1}, S refines S; and S; refines
So (see Figure B)). For every i € {1,...,n — k — 1}, let S; be the equivalence class of
Si, and let T; be a representative of f(S;). By Corollary BIIl if n — k — 1 > 4, the
W, _o-stars Ti,...,T,,_r_1 are refined by a Wy-star T'. This Wj-star is unique up to
W,-equivariant homeomorphism by Theorem 371 In the case where k = n — 3, we have
n—k —1 =2 and, since f(S1) and f(S2) are adjacent in X,,, the splittings 77 and T»
are refined by a W,,_3-star 7" and it is unique up to W,,-equivariant homeomorphism by
Theorem 3.7l Finally, when k& = n — 4, Lemma [3.10] implies that a common refinement
of T, T» and T3 with the minimal number of orbits of edges is a W,,_4-star T”, and it
is unique up to W,-equivariant homeomorphism by Theorem 3.7 In all cases, let T’ be
the equivalence class of T'. We set ®(f)(S) = T".

We now prove that ® is well-defined. Let k£ € {0,...,n — 2} and let S be the
equivalence class of a Wy-star S. Let Sy and S, be two distinct W,,_;-stars onto which
S collapses and let Sp and S be their equivalence classes. Let Si,...,S,__1 be the
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W, —o-stars such that, for every i € {1,...,n— k — 1}, S refines S; and S; refines Sy and
let S7,...,S! _,_, be the W,_s-stars such that, for every i € {1,...,n—k—1}, S refines
S! and S! refines S). For i € {1,...,n —k — 1}, let S; be the equivalence class of S;
and let S/ be the equivalence class of S.. For every i € {1,...,n — k — 1}, let T; be a
representative of f(S;) and let T} be a representative of f(S!). Let T' be a Wy-star which
refines 11, ..., T,,—,—1 and let 7" be a Wy-star which refines 77,...,7) , ;. Finally, let
T be the equivalence class of T' and let 7’ be the equivalence class of T7. We claim
that 7 = 7'. Indeed, we first remark that there exist i,5 € {1,...,n — k — 1} such that
S; = Sj’»: it is the equivalence class of the W), _o-star which refines both Sy and Sf. Up to
reordering, we may suppose that i = j = 1, that S; = S and that 77 = T}. Therefore,
both T and T” collapse onto T;.

Let Us,...,U,_k_1 be the W,,_s-stars such that, for every j € {2,...,n—k — 1}, the
W, —s-star U; refines S; and Uj is refined by S. For every j € {2,...,n —k — 1} there
exist £,¢' € {2,...,n — k — 1} such that S; and S}, are refined by U;. Therefore, the
application g: {2,...,n—k—1} > {2,...,n—k—1} sending ¢ to ¢’ is a bijection. Thus,
we may suppose that g is the identity, that is, we may suppose that j = £ = ¢’. It follows
that for every j € {2,...,n—k — 1}, the equivalence class of the W,,_s-star which refines
S1 and S; is the same one as the equivalence class of the W, _s-star which refines Sy
and S;-. Therefore, for every i € {2,...,n — k — 1}, the set {S1,S;, S/} defines a triangle
in X,, which corresponds to the equivalence class of a W, _s-star. By Lemma [B10]
for every i € {2,...,n — k — 1}, the set {f(S1), f(Si), f(S])} defines a triangle in X,
which corresponds to the equivalence class of a W, _s-star. Thus, up to changing the
representative 17, for every i € {1,...,n—k—1}, the W,,_g-star which refines T} and T; is
the same one as the W,,_g-star which refines T} and 7}. As T and 7' are characterized
by the set of equivalence classes of W,,_s-stars which collapses onto 77 and on which
T and T" collapse, we see that 7 = T’. Therefore, the map ®(f): VX — VX] is
well-defined. As ®(f) o ®(f~!) = ®(fo f~') = id, we see that ®(f) is a bijection.

We now prove that the application ®: Aut(X,) — Bij(VX]) induces a monomor-
phism ®: Aut(X,) — Aut(X’). Let f € Aut(X,) and let us prove that ®(f) pre-
serves FX/. Let 8,8 be adjacent vertices in X/. Up to exchanging the roles of
S and S’, we may suppose that there exist S € & and S’ € & such that S" col-
lapses onto S. Let k,¢ € {1,...,n — 2} be such that S is a Wy-star and S’ is a
Wi_p-star. Let Sy be a W, _i-star such that S refines Sy. Let S1,...,S5,_r_1 be
the W,,_o-stars such that, for every i € {1,...,n — k — 1}, S refines S; and S; re-
fines Sy. As S’ refines S, there exist £ W,,_o-stars S,,_x,...,Sp_r4+¢—1 such that the
Wy —o-stars S1,...,S,_g1¢—1 are the n — k + ¢ — 1 W, _o-stars which collapse onto Sy
and which are refined by S’. For every i € {1,...,n —k + ¢ — 1}, let S; be the equiv-
alence class of S;. By definition of ®(f), there exist a representative T of ®(f)(S)

and representatives T71,...,T,_x—1 of f(S1),..., f(Sp—g—1) such that T is a common
refinement of T7,...,T,,_k_1. Moreover, there exist a representative 7" of ®(f)(S’) and
representatives Ty, g, ..., Tn_k1o-1 of f(Sn—k)s--- [(Sn—kre—1) such that 77 is a com-

mon refinement of f(S1),..., f(Sn—k+e—1)- As {f(S1),..., f(Sn—k—1)} is a subset of
{f(S1),.., f(Sn—k+e—1)}, we see that f(S) and f(S’) are adjacent. This shows that the
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application ®(f): VX, — VX! induces a homomorphism ®: Aut(X,) — Aut(X/). Fi-
nally, the facts that @ is injective and is Out(W),)-equivariant follow from the fact that,
for every equivalence class S of W,,_o-stars, we have f(S) = ®(f)(S). This concludes
the proof. O

Proof of Theorem B3l Let n > 5. We first prove the injectivity. The homomor-
phism Out(W,,) — Aut(X),) is injective by Theorem [3.4l Moreover, the homomorphism
Out(W,,) — Aut(X)) factors through Out(W,,) — Aut(X,) — Aut(X]). We therefore
deduce the injectivity of Out(W,,) — Aut(X,). We now prove the surjectivity. Let
f € Aut(X,). By Proposition BI2, we have a homomorphism ®: Aut(X,) — Aut(X?).
By Theorem [3.4] the automorphism <T>( f) is induced by an element v € Out(W,,). Since
the homomorphism Aut(X,) — Aut(X)) is injective by Proposition BI2] f is induced
by . This concludes the proof. U

4 The group of twists of a WW,,_;-star

In this section, we study the centralizers in Out(W,,) of twists about a W,,_;-star. We
first need some preliminary results about stabilizers of free factors of W,, isomorphic to
Wih_1.

Let {z1,...,z,} be a standard generating set of W,,. For distinct 7,5 € {1,...,n},
let oj;: W,, — W), be the automorphism sending x; to z;z;x; and, for k£ # j, fixing x.
For distinct 4,7 € {1,...,n}, let (i j) be the automorphism of W,, switching x; and z;
and, for k # i, 7, fixing x. The following theorem is due to Miihlherr.

Theorem 4.1. [Mih, Theorem B] Let n = 2. The set {o;;|i # j} v {(i j)|i # j} is a
generating set of Aut(W,).

We now introduce a finite index subgroup of Out(W,,) which will be used throughout
the remainder of this paper. For every 4,5 € {1,...,n} distinct, both o;; and (i j)
preserve the set of conjugacy classes {[z1],...,[xn]}. Since {o;;|i # j} v {(i j)|i # j}
generates Aut(WW,,) by Theorem 1] we see that we have a well-defined homomorphism
Out(W,,) — Bij({[z1],...,[zn]}). Let C, be the kernel of this homomorphism. The
group C), has finite index in Out(W,,). We will mostly work in (), from now on because
of the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let n = 3 and let f € C,,. Suppose that f fixes the equivalence class S of a
free splitting S. Then the graph automorphism of the underlying graph of W,\S induced
by f is the identity. Therefore we have Stabg, (S) = Stab%n (S).

Proof. The underlying graph W,\S of W,,\S is a tree. Moreover, since S is a free
splitting, if L is the set of leaves of W,,\S, then the set {|Gy]}ver is a free factor system
of W,. Note that, as {[z1],...,[z,]} is a free factor system of W, which is minimal
for inclusion, for every i € {1,...,n}, there exists one v € VS such that x; € G,.
Since S is a free splitting, for every i € {1,...,n}, the element z; is contained in a
unique vertex group. Moreover, for every v € L, there exist k € {0,...,n — 1} and
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{i1,...,ix} < {1,...,n} such that G, is isomorphic to Wy and {[z;, |nG,, ..., [z |Gy}
is a free factor system of GG,,. As f € C, and as f fixes S, it follows that, for every v € L,
we have f([Gy,]) = [Gy]. Hence the graph automorphism fof Wp\S induced by f acts
as the identity on L. As any graph automorphism of a finite tree is determined by its
action on the set of leaves, it follows that fz id. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 4.3. The subgroup C, of Out(W,) is our (weak) analogue of the subgroup
IAN(Z/3Z) of Out(Fy), which is defined as the kernel of the natural homomorphism
Out(Fn) — GL(N,Z/3Z). Indeed, the group IAN(Z/37Z) satisfies a statement similar to
Lemma[].3, but it has the additional property that if ¢ € IAN(Z/3Z) has a periodic orbit
in the free splitting graph of Fy, then the cardinality of this orbit is equal to 1. In the
context of Cp, we do not know if C,, contains a torsion free finite index subgroup which
satisfies this property.

The next lemma relates the stabilizer of a free factor of W,, isomorphic to W,,_1 and
the stabilizer of a W,,_;-star.

Lemma 4.4. Let n > 3. Let A be a free factor of W, isomorphic to W,,_1. Then, up
to Wy,-equivariant homeomorphism, there exists a unique free splitting S in which A
is elliptic. In particular, if f € Out(W,,) is such that f([A]) = [A], then f fizes the
equivalence class of S.

Proof. By definition of a free factor, there exists a free splitting S of W,, such that A
is elliptic in S. This proves the existence. We now prove the uniqueness statement. We
may assume that {z1,...,2,-1} is a standard generating set of A and x,, € W), is such
that

Wy = Ax{x,).

Then, the free factor system F = {[A],[{zn)]} is a sporadic free factor system which
contains [A]. Let F’ be a free factor system of W,, which contains [A]. Since the free
factor system {[{x1)],...,[{x,)]} is the minimal element of the set of free factor systems
of W, we see that there exists [B] € F’ such that x, € B. As F’ contains [A] and as
W, = A = (x,), it follows that W,, = A * B and that B < (z,,). Therefore [B] = [{z,)]
and F' = {[A], [{(xn)]}. We deduce that F is the unique nontrivial free factor system
which contains [A]. But the spine K (W, F) of the Outer space relative to F is reduced
to a point, i.e. it is reduced to a unique equivalence class of free splittings. This proves
the uniqueness statement. ]

Remark 4.5. In the context of Out(Fy ), the analogue of the splitting given by Lemma[{.4)
is the following one. Let [A] be the conjugacy class of a free factor of Fxn isomorphic
to Fn_1. Then the canonical splitting associated with A is the splitting corresponding
to the HNN extension Fy = Ax over the trivial group. However, there does not exist
a natural choice (up to conjugacy) of an element g € Fy such that {[A],[g]} is a free
factor system of Fy.

Let S be a splitting with exactly one orbit of edges, whose stabilizer is root-closed
and isomorphic to Z. Then the group of twists of S is isomorphic to Z by a result of
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Levitt (see [Lev, Proposition 3.1]). The next proposition is similar to a result in the
case of the outer automorphism group of a free group (see [CL2] and [HW| Lemma 2.7]).
Recall that an element w € W, is root-closed if there does not exist wy € W,, and an
integer n > 2 such that w = wy.

Lemma 4.6. Let n > 3. Let A be a free factor of Wy, isomorphic to W,,_1 and let we A
be a root-closed element of infinite order. Let x € W,, be such that W,, = A x(x). Let S
be the equivalence class of a splitting S whose associated amalgamated decomposition of
W, is the following:

Wi = Ay, (w) #{2)) .

Let D be a nontrivial twist about S. Let R be the equivalence class of a free splitting R
of Wy, such that D(R) = R. Let R’ and S’ be metric representatives of R and S, let R/
and S’ be their Wy, -equivariant isometry classes and let [R'] and [S'] be their homothety
classes.

(1) In PO(W,,), there exists an increasing function v¥: N — N such that

lim DY™([R]) = [S].

n—o0

(2) The splittings S and R are compatible.

Proof. We prove the first part. As PO(W,,) is compact, up to passing to a subsequence,
there exists a sequence (A,)nen € (Ri)N and an W,,-equivariant isometry class 7 of an
R-tree T such that

lim \,D"(R') =T.

n—00
Since translation length functions are continuous for the Gromov-Hausdorff topology
(see [Paul), for every g € W,,, we have:

Jim A [[gl| pr ey = 91l

where ||g||; is the translation length of g in 7. Hence, for every g € W, the limit
limp o0 An [|9]| pn(yy s finite. But as D has infinite order, we have lim, o A = 0. As
there exists a representative ¢ € Aut(W,,) of D such that ¢4 = id4, for every g € A, we
have:

T A 9] gy = Jim A [lgllr = 0.

Hence every element of A fixes a point in T'. As A is finitely generated, this implies that
A fixes a point in T' (see [Ser), 1.6.5 Corollary 2]). Similarly, we see that (w) % (x) fixes
a point in T. As W,, = A = (x), we see that A and {(w) * (x) cannot fix the same point
in T. Let U be the free splitting of W,, associated with the free factor decomposition
Wy, = Ax{x). Let vy be the vertex of U fixed by A, let v; be the vertex fixed by =
and let vy be the vertex fixed by wzw™!. Let e; be the edge between vy and v; and ey
be the edge between vy and vy. The arguments above show that we have a canonical
Wp,-equivariant morphism from U to 7. This morphism is obtained by a fold of the
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edges e; and ey of U and this fold is extended W,,-equivariantly. Since w is root-closed,
there is no other edge of U that can be folded as otherwise the stabilizer of an edge of T'
would not be cyclic. Therefore the R-tree T is simplicial and the decomposition of W,
associated with W,\T is

Wi = Ay (w) = (@) -
Hence 7 = &’ and the first statement follows.
Let us prove the second statement. For every n € N, the equivalence classes A\, D" (R)

and R have compatible representatives. But as lim, o A, D"(R) = S, it follows from
[GLI], Corollary A.12] that, in the limit, the splittings S and R are compatible. U

Lemma 4.7. Let n = 3 and let S be the equivalence class of a W,_1-star S. Let T be
the group of twists of S and let f € T be an element of infinite order. Let R be the
equivalence class of a Wy, _1-star R such that f(R) = R. Then S and R are compatible.

Proof. Let
Wy = Asx{xy)

be a free factor decomposition of W,, associated with S and let zf € A be the twistor of
f. Let z be a root-closed element of A such that there exists m > 1 with 2™ = zy. Let
h € T be the twist about 2. We see that h"™ = f. Let S’ be the splitting associated with
the following amalgamated decomposition of W,,:

Let 8’ be the equivalence class of S’. Let T” be the group of twists of §’. Since A is
isomorphic to W,,_; and since z is root-closed, we see that C4(z) = (z). Therefore T’
is isomorphic to Z and a generator of 7" is h. As f(R) = R, Lemma implies that
S" and R are compatible. Let U be a common refinement of S’ and R whose number of
orbits of edges is minimal. Since both S’ and R are one-edge splittings and are different,
the splitting U has 2 orbits of edges. It follows that W,\U is obtained from W,\S’
by blowing-up an edge at one of the two vertices of W,,\S’. Let ¥ be the vertex of S’
whose stabilizer is A and let v be its image in W,\S’. Let @ be the vertex of S’ fixed
by {x,) = (z) and let w be its image in W,\S".

Claim. Either & = R or the splitting W,,\U is obtained from W, \S’ by blowing-up an
edge at v.

Proof. Suppose that W,,\U is obtained from W,,\S’ by blowing-up an edge at w. Then,
since the group G, associated with w is (x,) * (z) and since z must fix an edge of U,
we see that a free splitting of G,, such that z fixes a vertex is a (G, {(z),{zn)})-free
splitting. But (G, {{(z),{x,)}) has exactly one such equivalence class of one-edge free
splitting: the one with vertex stabilizers conjugated with (z) and {z,). This implies
that R = §. The claim follows. O

Suppose that R # S. The claim implies that the amalgamated decomposition of W,
associated with U is

Wy, =B=xC *(2) (<Z> * <$n>) ’
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where B and C are free factors of W,, such that A = B+ C and z € C. Let U’ be a
refinement of U whose associated amalgamated decomposition of W, is:

Wy, = B C*<z> <Z> * <$n>,

that is, z and z,, fix distinct points in U’. Then, since A = B % C, the splitting U’ is a
refinement of S. This concludes the proof. O

Proposition 4.8. Let n > 3. Let S be a W,,_1-star and let f € Out(W,,) be a twist about
the unique edge of Wy\S. Let g € Cy, be such that g € Coyyw,)(f). Then g(S) = S.

Proof. Let
Wy, ={x1,...,2n_1)*{Tp)

be the free factor decomposition associated with S and let & be the equivalence class of
S. By Lemma 4] in order to prove that g(S) = S, it suffices to show that g preserves
the conjugacy class of A = (x1,...,2,-1). Let f be a representative of f such that
.]? |4 =ida. Let g be a representative of g. Suppose towards a contradiction that § does
not preserve the conjugacy class of A. By hypothesis, there exists I € Inn(W,,) such that
fog=1TIogof. Thus,

fog(A)=TIogo f(A)=10g(A).
Therefore, f preserves the conjugacy class of §(A). By Lemma 4] f fixes the unique
equivalence class R of the W, _j-star R associated with §(A). By Lemma [£7] the
splittings S and R are compatible. Since we suppose that G(A) ¢ [A], there exists a
common refinement S’ of S and R which is a W,,_s-star. Thus, there exists vy, € W,
such that the free factor decomposition associated with S’ is

W, = <xn> * B # <yn>a

where B is such that A = B * (y,) and B = {(z,) is a conjugate of g(A). Up to
changing the representative §(A), we may suppose that g(4) = B = (x,). This im-
plies that z,, € §(A), that is §~'(z,) € A. But, since A = {(z1,...,2,_1), we see that
[ (zn)] € {[21],.-.,[*n_1]}. This contradicts the fact that g € Cp,. O

Combining Lemma 7] and Proposition 8], we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.9. Let n = 3. Let S and R be two distinct W, -equivariant homeomorphism
classes of two Wy,_1-stars S and R. Let f and g be twists about respectively S and R
such that f and g commute. Then S and R are compatible.

Proof. Let k > 1 be such that ¢* € C,,. By Proposition A8 since g* and f commute,
we have ¢*(S) = S. Since ¢* is a twist about R, by Lemma BT, we have that S and R
are compatible. O

Let S be the equivalence class of a W,,_1-star S and let

Wy, ={x1,...,2n_1)*{Tp)
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be the free factor decomposition of W,, associated with S. Let A = (x1,...,x,_1). Let
[ € Staboyew,)(S). Then any representative of f sends A to a conjugate of itself. Let

f’ be a representative of f such that f’(A) = A. Since the vertices in S fixed by A and
T, are adjacent, and since the stabilizer of every vertex in S adjacent to the vertex fixed
by A is a conjugate of {x, ) by an element of A, we see that jN”(xn) = TTpT” I with z € A.
Therefore, there exists a representative f of f such that f(A ) =Aand f (acn) = Zp. The
automorphism f is the unique representative of f such that f ( )=Aand f (mn) = Tp.

We have a similar result for W,,_o-stars. Indeed, let S’ be the equivalence class of a
W,—a-star S” and let

Wy ={1) «{xo,. .., Tp_1) *{Tpn)

be the free factor decomposition of W, associated with S’ and let B = (xg,...,z,_1).
Let f € Stabc, (S'). A similar argument as in the case of a W,,_;-star shows that there
exists a representative f of f such that f(B )=DBand f (xn) = I,.

Lemma 4.10. Let n > 4. Let S be the W,-equivariant homeomorphism class of a
Wy_1-star S. Let T be the group of twists of S. Let S’ be the W, -equivariant homeo-
morphism class of a Wy,_a-star S" which refines S. Let e be the edge of W,\S" such that
a representative of S is obtained from W,\S’ by collapsing the edge distinct from e. Let
T" be the group of twists of S about the edge e. Then T n Stabg, (S') < T".

Proof. Let
Wy ={1) «{xa, ..., Tp_1) *{Tpn)

be the free factor decomposition of W,, induced by S’ and let A = (x9,...,2,_1). Let
Wn = B« <yn>

be the free factor decomposition associated with S. Up to changing the representative
S, we may suppose that B = (z1,...,2,-1) and that y, = z,. Let f € T n Stabc, (S').
Let f be the representative of f such that f( ) = B and f(xn) = x, which exists
since f € Staboyyw,)(S). Since f € T, there exists g € B such that ﬂB is the global

conjugation by g. Let f’ be a representative of f such that f’( ) = A and f’(xn) = Iy,
which exists since f € Stabg, (S'). Since the centralizer in W, of x, is (z,,) and since A
is malnormal in W,,, we see that f f’ Hence f ( ) = A, and, since A is malnormal,
we see that g € A. Therefore, f € T', which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 4.11. Let n = 3. Let S be the equivalence class of a W,,_1-star S and let

Wy ={x1,...,xp-1)*{xpn)

be the free factor decomposition associated with S. Let A = (x1,...,xp_1). Let T be the
group of twist of S. For feT, let zy € A be the twistor of f. Let g € Stab(S) and let g
be a representative of g such that g(A) = A and §(v,) = xn. Then g € Couew,)((f)) if
and only if §(z¢) = z¢.
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Proof. By Proposition 2.8 (2), the group Stab(S) is isomorphic to Aut(A). The isomor-
phism Stab(S) — Aut(A) is defined by sending f € Stab(S) to its representative f such
that f(A) = A and f(z,) = z,. In particular, for every hy, hy € Out(W,,) n Stab(S),
we see that hy and he commute if and only if there exist representatives hi and he of
h1 and hs respectively such that ?Ll (A) = A, %Q(A) = A, ﬁl(xn) = ?LQ(CCn) = z, and
hiohy = heohy. Moreover, Proposition 28] (2) identifies the group of twists 7" with the
group Inn(A). For a € A, let ad, be the inner autmorphism of A induced by a. Since, for
every h € Aut(A) and every a € A, we have had, h™! = adp(q), we see that h commutes

with ad, if and only if h(a) = a. Hence g € Couyw,)((f)) if and only if §(zy) = zp. O

5 Direct products of nonabelian free groups in Out(W,,)

Following [HW, Section 6], we define the product rank of a group H, denoted by
tkprod (H), to be the maximal integer k such that a direct product of k nonabelian free
groups embeds in H. Note that, if H’ is a finite index subgroup of H, then rkyoq(H') =
tkprod (H ). Moreover, if ¢p: H — 7 is a homomorphism, then rkpoq(ker(¢)) = rkproa (H).
The aim of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. (1) For every n = 3, we have rkproq(Aut(Wy,)) = n — 2.
(2) For every n =4, we have rkproq(Out(W,,)) = n — 3.

(3) Suppose that n = 5. If H is a subgroup of Out(W,,) isomorphic to a direct prod-
uct of n — 3 nonabelian free groups, then H has a subgroup H' isomorphic to a direct
product of n — 3 nonabelian free groups which virtually fizes the W, -equivariant homeo-
morphism class of a Wy,_1-star. In addition, H does not virtually fix the W, -equivariant
homeomorphism class of any one-edge free splitting that is not a W,_1-star.

We first recall an estimate regarding product ranks and group extensions due to
Horbez and Wade.

Lemma 5.2. [HW, Lemma 6.3] Let 1 - N — G — Q — 1 be a short exact sequence of
groups. Then rkprod(G) < rkprod (V) + tkprod (Q)- O

In order to compute the product rank of Out(W,,), we take advantage of its action
on the Gromov hyperbolic free factor complex. We recall a general result concerning
actions of direct products on a hyperbolic space.

Lemma 5.3. [HW, Proposition 4.2, Lemma 4.4] Let X be a Gromov hyperbolic space,
and let H be a group acting by isometries on X. Assume that H contains a normal
subgroup K isomorphic to a direct product K = 1_[?:1 K;.

If there exists j € {1,...,k} such that K; contains a loxodromic element, then
H#j K; has a finite orbit in 0 X.

If there exist two distinct i,j € {1,...,k} such that both K; and K; contain a lozo-
dromic element, then H has a finite orbit in 0 X .

If, for every j € {1,...,k}, the group K; does not contain a loxodromic element, then
either K has a finite orbit in 0, X or H has bounded orbits in X . U
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We will also use a theorem due to Guirardel and Horbez which assigns to every
nonempty collection of free splittings whose elementwise stabilizer is infinite a canonical
(not necessarily free) splitting.

Theorem 5.4. [GH3I] Let n = 3. There exists an Out(W,,)-equivariant map which assigns
to every monempty collection C of free splittings of W, whose elementwise Out(W),)-
stabilizer is infinite, a nontrivial splitting Uc of W, whose set of vertices VU has a
Wy -tnvariant partition VUe = Vi 11 Vy with the following properties:

(1) For every vertex v € Vi, the following holds:

(a) either some edge incident on v has trivial stabilizer, or the set of stabilizers
of edges incident on v induces a montrivial free factor system of the vertex
stabilizer G,

(b) there exists a finite index subgroup Hq of the elementwise stabilizer of the
collection C such that every outer automorphism in Hy has a representative
in Aut(W,,) which restricts to the identity on G,,.

(2) The collection of all conjugacy classes of stabilizers of vertices in Va is a free factor
system of Wy, U

Proof of Theorem 5.1l The proof is inspired by [HW], Theorem 6.1] due to Horbez and
Wade and [HHW!| Theorem 4.3] due to Hensel, Horbez and Wade.

We first prove that if n > 4, then rkypoq(Out(Wy,)) = n — 3 and that, if n > 3, then
tkprod (Aut(W,)) = n — 2. Pick a standard generating set {x1,...,2,} of W,. Then the
group H generated by {zixe,xox3} is a nonabelian free group (see [Miih, Theorem A]).

Suppose first that n > 4. For i € {4,...,n} and h € H, let F;} be the automorphism
sending x; to ha;h~! and, for j # i, fixing z;. Then, for every distinct 4,5 € {4,...,n}
and for every g, h € H, the automorphisms F; ; and F} ;, commute, giving a direct product
of n — 3 nonabelian free groups in Out(W,,). Moreover, for every g,h € H, and every
i € {4,...,n}, the inner automorphism ad, commutes with F;j, which yields a direct
product of n — 2 nonabelian free groups in Aut(W,,). In the case where n = 3, the group
Aut(W3) contains the subgroup {adp )z, which is a nonabelian free group.

We now prove that, if n > 3, then rkpoqa(Aut(Wy)) < n —2, if n = 3, then
tkproa (Out(Wy,)) = 1 and if n > 4, then rkyoq(Out(Wy,)) < n — 3. The proof is by
induction on n. The base case where n = 3 follows from the fact that the group Aut(Ws)
is isomorphic to Aut(F:) (see [Varl Lemma 2.3]) and the fact that the group Aut(F)
does not contain a direct product of two nonabelian free groups (see [HW), Lemma 6.2]).
Moreover, by [Guell, Proposition 2.2], the group Out(W3) is isomorphic to PGL(2,Z)
which is virtually free.

Let k > max{n — 3,2} and let H = Hy x Hy x ... x Hy be a subgroup of Out(W,,)
isomorphic to a direct product of k nonabelian free groups. Note that k =n—3ifn =5
and k = 2 if n = 4. We prove that there exists a subgroup K of H isomorphic to a direct
product of k£ nonabelian free groups which virtually fixes a one-edge free splitting of W,,.
Let F be a maximal H-periodic free factor system. If F is sporadic, then H virtually
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fixes a one-edge free splitting, so we are done. Therefore, we may suppose that F is
nonsporadic. As F is supposed to be maximal, by Proposition 23] the group H acts on
FF(W,,, F) with unbounded orbits. Lemma [5.3] implies that, after possibly reordering
the factors, the group H' = Hj x Hy x ... x Hj_1 has a finite orbit in 0, FF(W,,, F).
By Lemma [Z6] the group H' virtually fixes the homothety class [T] of an arational
(W, F)-tree T.

Let Hy be a normal subgroup of finite index in H’ that is contained in Stab([T7]).

Claim. The group H contains a subgroup isomorphic to a direct product of k£ nonabelian
free groups, which fixes the equivalence class of a one-edge free splitting.

Proof. By Lemma [Z5] the morphism Ar|g, from Hy to R¥ given by the scaling factor
has cyclic image. As Hy contains a direct product of k& — 1 nonabelian free groups, so
does P = ker(Ar|m,) (see the beginning of Section [l). As P is contained in the isometric
stabilizer of T', Proposition 2.7 implies that P contains a finite index subgroup Py which
fixes infinitely many (W, F)-free splittings.

Let C be the (nonempty) collection of all (W,,, F)-free splittings fixed by the infinite
group Py, let Ue be the splitting provided by Theorem 5.4 and let Ue be its equivalence
class. Since Py commutes with Hy, the equivalence class Uc is (Py x Hy)-invariant.

Suppose first that the splitting Ue contains an edge e € EUg with trivial stabilizer.
Let U’ be the splitting obtained from Ug by collapsing every edge of Ue that is not
contained in the orbit of e, and let I/’ be its equivalence class. Then U’ is the equivalence
class of a one-edge free splitting virtually fixed by Py x Hj. Since Py contains a direct
product of £ — 1 nonabelian free groups, the claim follows.

Thus, we can suppose that all edge stabilizers of Ug are nontrivial. We show that this
leads to a contradiction. Let VUg = V111V, be the partition of VU given by Theorem [5.41
Let P’ be a finite index subgroup of Py which acts trivially on the quotient W;,\Uc. We
claim that the intersection of P’ with the group of twists of Ug is trivial. Indeed, let
e be an half-edge of Ug. As every subgroup of W,, with nontrivial centralizer is cyclic,
if the edge stabilizer G, of e is not cyclic, the group of twists around this half-edge is
trivial. Thus, half-edges with nontrivial group of twists have cyclic stabilizers. But twists
about edges with cyclic stabilizers are central in a finite index subgroup of StabO(Uc) by
Lemma 2I0. As the center of every finite index subgroup of P’ is trivial, we see that
the intersection of P’ with the group of twists is trivial. By Remark 2.9, up to passing
to a further finite index subgroup of P’, we may suppose that the intersection of P’ with
the group of bitwists is trivial.

By Proposition 2.8 (1) and Remark 2.9] the fact that the intersection of P’ with the
group of bitwists is trivial implies that we have an injective homomorphism

P— J] Out(Gy).
vEWn\VUC

By Theorem [5.4] (1)(b), for every vertex v € Vi, the homomorphism P’ — Out(G,) has
finite image. Therefore, up to passing to a finite index subgroup of P’, we have an
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injective map
P~ J] Out(G,).
’UEWn\VQ
By Theorem [£.4] (2), for every v € Va, the vertex stabilizer G, is an element of a free

factor system of W,,. Therefore, there exists k such that G, is isomorphic to Wy. By
Lemma [5.2] we have:

n—4<k—1=rkpoa(P) < Y rkproa(Out(Gy)).
UEWn\VQ

By induction, we see that, if |IW,\Va| = 2, then

Z rkprod(out(Gv)) sSn— 67
vEWn\VQ

which leads to a contradiction. Thus |[W,,\Va| = 1. Let v € W,\V,. Then there exists
¢e{l,...,n — 1} such that G, is isomorphic to Wj. If £ < n — 2, then

rKprod (Out(Gy)) < n — 5,

which leads to a contradiction. If £ = n — 1, then the free factor system F contains a free
factor isomorphic to W,,_; and is therefore a sporadic free factor system, which leads to
a contradiction. O

Therefore, we see that there exists a subgroup K of H isomorphic to a direct product
of k nonabelian free groups such that K fixes the W,-equivariant homeomorphism class
of a one-edge-free splitting S. We now prove that S is the equivalence class of a W,,_1-
star. Let S be a representative of S, let v1 and vy be the vertices of the underlying graph
of W,\S and, for i € {1,2}, let k; be such that Wy, is isomorphic to G,,. Let Ky be the
finite index subgroup of K which acts as the identity on W,\S. Then Ky < Stab’(S). By
Proposition 8] (2), the group Stab’(S) is isomorphic to Aut(Wy, ) x Aut(Wy,). Suppose
towards a contradiction that, for every i € {1,2}, we have that k; # 1. Suppose first
that, for every i € {1,2}, we have k; = 3. Then, by Lemma [5.2] we see that:

k= I‘kprod(KQ) < rkprod(Au‘c(Wkl)) + I‘kprod(Aut(WkQ)) <k —2+ky—2=n—4,

where the second inequality comes from the induction hypothesis. If there exists i € {1, 2}
such that k; = 2, then, as Aut(Ws) is virtually cyclic (it is isomorphic to Wy by [Thol,
Lemma 1.4.2]), we see that:

k= rkprod(Ko) < rkprod<Aut<Wk1)) + rkprod(Aut(WkQ)) <k —-2<n-4.

In both cases, we have a contradiction as k > n — 3 when k > 5 and £k = n — 2 when
n = 4. Thus, there exists i € {1,2} such that k; = 1. This shows that S is a W,,_1-star.
In particular, when k& = n — 3, that is, when n > 5, this proves Theorem [G5.1] (3).
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Since Ko < Stab’(S), Proposition 28 (2) implies that
k = rtkproa (Ko) < tkprod(Aut(Wy,—1)) =n—1—-2=mn —3.

When n = 4, then kK = 2 = n — 2. Therefore, we have a contradiction in this case. This
shows that, for all n > 4, the product rank of Out(W,,) is equal to n — 3. This concludes
the proof of Theorem .11 (2).

It remains to prove that, if n > 4, we have rkppoq(Aut(W,)) < n — 2. We have the
following short exact sequence

1 - W, — Aut(W,,) - Out(W,) — 1.
By Lemma 5.2 as W, is virtually free, we see that
rkprod (Aut(W,)) < rkprod (W) + tkproa(Out(Wy,)) =1+ n -3 =n—2.

This concludes the proof of Theorem [E.1] (1). O

6 Subgroups of stabilizers of 11/,,_;-stars

In the next two sections, we prove an algebraic characterisation of stabilizers of equiva-
lence classes of W,,_o-stars. In this section, we take advantage of properties satisfied by
stabilizers of equivalence classes of W,,_s-stars which are sufficiently rigid to show that a
subgroup H of Out(W,,) which satisfies these properties virtually fixes a W,,_;-star. In
the next section, we will take advantage of the fact that stabilizers of equivalence classes
of compatible W,,_,-stars have large intersections to give a characterisation of stabilizers
of equivalence classes of W,,_o-stars.

Let T be a finite index subgroup of the group C,, (defined after Theorem [4.1]). We
introduce the following algebraic property for a subgroup H < I.

(Pw,,_,) The group H satisfies the following three properties:

(1) The group H contains a normal subgroup isomorphic to a direct product K; x K5 of
two normal subgroups such that each one contains a nonabelian finitely generated
normal free subgroups of finite index and such that for every i € {1, 2}, for every
nontrivial normal subgroup P of a finite index subgroup K| of K;, and for every
finite index subgroup P’ of P, the group C¢, (P’) contains K;1 as a finite index
subgroup (where indices are taken modulo 2).

(2) The group H contains a direct product of n — 3 nonabelian free groups.

(3) The group H contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z"2.
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Remark 6.1. (1) Notice that property (Pw, _,) is closed under taking finite index sub-
groups.

(2) Hypothesis (Pw, _,) (1) implies that, if for every i € {1,2}, the group P; is a finite
index subgroup of a nontrivial normal subgroup of a finite index subgroup of K;, the
centralizer in C, of P x Py is finite.

We first prove that the stabilizer in I" of the equivalence class of a W,,_s-star satisfies
(Pw,_,). We then show that a group satisfying (P, ,) virtually fixes the equivalence
class of a W, _q-star.

6.1 Properties of Zi--factors

In order to prove that the stabilizer in I' of the equivalence class of a W,,_s-star satisfies
(Pw, _,), we first need some background concerning Zrc-splittings. Let G be a finitely
generated group. A Zpro-splitting of G is a splitting of G such that every edge stabilizer
is either trivial or isomorphic to Z and root-closed. A Zgrc-factor of G is a subgroup
of G which arises as a vertex stabilizer of a Zrc-splitting of G. Note that since edge
stabilizers are root-closed, so are the vertex stabilizers. We outline here some properties
of Zrc-factors (see e.g. [HW. Proposition 7.3]).

Proposition 6.2. Let n > 3. The Zgrc-factors of W, satisfy the following properties.

(1) Let H be a finitely generated subgroup of Wy, which is not virtually cyclic. There
exists g € H which is not contained in any proper Zrc-factor of H.

(2) There exists C' € N* such that, for every strictly ascending chain G1 < ... < Gk of
Zro-factors of Wy, one has k < C.

(3) If a subgroup K of Wy, is not contained in any proper Zrc-factor of Wy, and if P
1s either a finite index subgroup of K or a montrivial normal subgroup of K, then P is
not contained in any proper Zrc-factor of Wy,.

(4) A subgroup K of W, is contained in a proper Zrc-factor of Wy, if and only if every
element of K is contained in a proper Zrc-factor of W,.

Proof. The first assertion is a consequence of [GeH, Lemma 4.3] due to Genevois and
Horbez.

For the second assertion, let G; < ... & G be a sequence of strictly ascending Zrc-
factors. Then, since Zgro-factors are root-closed, for every ¢ > 3 the group Gj; is not
cyclic. Thus, as we want an upper bound on the number of subgroups of such a sequence,
we may suppose that for every i € {1,...,n}, the group G; is not cyclic. We claim that,
for every i € {1,...,k}, there exists ¢; € Aut(W,,) such that Fix(¢;) = G;. Indeed, let
S; be a Zro-splitting of W,, such that there exists v € V.S; whose stabilizer is equal
to G;. Up to collapsing edges, we may suppose that every vertex of S; has nontrivial
stabilizer. Let eq,...,e; be the edges with origin v. Let F' < {eq,...,es} be the subset
made of all edges with nontrivial stabilizer. By the definition of a Zgrc-splitting, for
every es € I, the group Ge, is cyclic. For every e € F, let z5 be a generator of G,,. For
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every ey € {e1,...,es} — F, let zg € G; be such that, if wy is the endpoint of ey distinct
from v, we have 24Gy, zs_,l # Gu,,. Let ¢; = De, ;0 ...0 Dy, ., be a multitwist about
every edge with origin v. Then, as the centralizer of an infinite cyclic subgroup of W, is
infinite cyclic, we have Fix(¢;) = G;. Therefore, in order to prove the second assertion,
it suffices to prove that there exists C' € N* such that for every strictly ascending chain
Fix(¢1) < ... < Fix(¢y) of fixed points sets of automorphisms of W,,, one has k < C.

Let {z1,...,zn} be a standard generating set of W,. By [Miih, Theorem A] the
kernel K’ of the homomorphism W,, — F' which, for every i € {1,...,n}, sends z; to the
nontrivial element of F is a nonabelian free group on n — 1 generators. Remark that K’
does not depend on the choice of the basis since, for every element x of order 2, there
exists i € {1,...,n} and g € W, such that z = gz;g~!. Moreover, K’ is a characteristic
subgroup of index 2 of W, and the natural homomorphism ®: Aut(W,,) — Aut(K’)
given by restriction is injective. Then Fix(®(¢1)) < ... € Fix(®(¢y)) is an ascending
chain of fixed points sets.

Claim. For every i € {2,...,k — 1}, the set {Fix(®(¢;_1)), Fix(®(¢;)), Fix(P(¢i+1))}

contains at least 2 elements.

Proof. Suppose towards a contradiction that

{Fix(®(hi-1)), Fix(®(¢s)), Fix((¢ir1))}] = 1.

As Fix(¢i—1) < Fix(¢;) and Fix(®(¢;—1)) = Fix(®(¢;)), there exists a € W,, — K’ such
that ¢;(a) = a and ¢;_1(a) # a. Since the index of K’ is equal to 2, we see that
¢i—1(a?) = a®. Therefore, ¢;_1(a)? = a® and ¢;_1(a) is a square root of a®. If a? has
infinite order, its only square root is a. This implies that ¢;_1(a) = a, a contradiction.
Thus we can assume that a has order 2 and, up to changing the basis {z1,...,2,}, we
may suppose that a = x;.

As the index of K’ is equal to 2, we have W,, = K' 1121 K’. Let x € Fix(¢;41) — K'.
Then there exists y € K’ such that = z1y. As z; € Fix(¢;) and Fix(¢;) < Fix(¢;4+1), we
have that ¢;+1(z1) = z1. Hence ¢;11(y) =y. Asy € K’ and Fix(®(¢;)) = Fix(®(¢i+1)),
we see that ¢;(y) = y and ¢;(x) = ¢;(z1y) = 1y = x. Therefore we have that Fix(¢;) =
Fix(¢;+1), which is a contradiction. The claim follows. O

The claim implies that the length of the strictly ascending chain associated with
Fix(®(¢1)) € ... < Fix(®(¢x)) is at least equal to £. But any strictly ascending chain of
fixed subgroups in a free group on n — 1 generators as length at most 2(n — 1) (see [MV],
Theorem 4.1]). Therefore, there exists C' which depends only on n such that & < C.
The second assertion of Proposition follows.

We now prove the third assertion. Let P and K be as in Proposition 3). If K
is a virtually infinite cyclic group, then K is either isomorphic to Z or to Ws. Let a be
a generator of the subgroup of K isomorphic to Z and root-closed in K. Since {a) is
a finite index subgroup of K and since K is not contained in any proper Zrc-factor of
W,,, then neither is a. Remark that any nontrivial normal subgroup of K intersects the
subgroup {a) non trivially. Therefore, if P is contained in a proper Zrc-factor of W,
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then a is elliptic in a Zgc-splitting. This contradicts the fact that a is not contained in
any proper Zgrc-factor of W,.

So we can assume that K is not virtually cyclic. As every finite index subgroup
contains a nontrivial normal subgroup of K, we may assume that P is a nontrivial
normal subgroup of K. Notice that P is necessarily noncyclic. Suppose towards a
contradiction that P is contained in a Zro-factor. Then there exists a Zro-splitting S
of W, such that P is elliptic in S. Since edge stabilizers are cyclic, the group P fixes a
unique vertex x of S. But, as P is normal in K, for every k € K, we have that kx is
also fixed by P, hence we have kx = x. Therefore, x is fixed by K, which contradicts
the fact that K is not contained in any proper Zgrc-factor.

We finally prove Proposition (4). Suppose that K is contained in a proper Zgc-
factor. Then it is clear that every element of K is contained in a proper Zgc-factor.

Conversely, assume that K is not contained in any proper Zgro-factor of W,,. Let us
prove that there exists g € K such that g is not contained in any proper Zrc-factor. By
Proposition (2), there exists a bound on the length of an increasing chain of Zrc-
factors of W,,. Therefore, the group K contains a finitely generated subgroup K’ which
is not contained in any proper Zgrc-factor. By Proposition (1), there exists g € K’
such that ¢ is not contained in a proper Zgrco-factor of K’. Let S be a Zgc-splitting
of W,. As K’ is not contained in any proper Zgrc-factor of W, the group K’ has a
well-defined, nontrivial minimal subtree Sgs with respect to the action of K’ on S. As
S is a Zgc-splitting of W, the splitting Sk is a Zgc-splitting of K’. Since g is not
contained in any proper Zgrc-factor of K, it follows that g is a hyperbolic isometry of
Sk and is not elliptic in S. As S is arbitrary, it follows that g is not contained in any
Zrco-factor of W,. O

Proper Zrc-factors appear naturally when studying stabilizers of conjugacy classes of
elements as shown by the following theorem. Recall that, if H = {H1,..., Hy} is a finite
family of finitely generated subgorups of W;,, the group Out(W,,, ’H(t)) is the subgroup
of Out(W,,) consisting of all outer automorphisms ¢ € Out(W,,) such that, for every
i €{1,...,k}, there exists a representative 5, € Aut(W,,) of ¢ such that (ZZ(H,) = H; and
Gilm; = idpy,.

Theorem 6.3. [GL2, Theorem 7.14] Let n > 3 and let g € W,,. Then the subgroup
Out(W,,,{g)) of outer automorphisms which preserve {g) up to conjugacy is infinite if
and only if g is contained in a proper Zrc-factor of Wi,.

More generally, if H is a finite family of finitely generated subgroups, then the group
Out(Wn,’H(t)) is infinite if and only if there exists a nontrivial Zro-splitting S of W,
such that every subgroup of H fizes a vertex of S. U

6.2 Stabilizers of WW,,_,-stars satisfy (P, ,)

Lemma 6.4. Let n = 5 and let I be a finite index subgroup of Cy,. Let S be the equivalence
class of a Wy,_g-star S. Let ey and ez be the two edges of W\S and, forie {1,2}, let T}
be the group of twists about e; in Stabp(S). Let i € {1,2}, let T; be a finite index subgroup
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of T! and let P" be a finite index subgroup of a nontrivial normal subgroup of T;. Then
for every finite index subgroup Py of P', the group Py fizes exactly one equivalence class
of Wy, _o-stars.

Proof. Let
Wy = 1) % (X3, ..., xn) * {T2)

be a free factor decomposition associated with W;,\S and A = {(x3,...,2z,). Up to ex-
changing the roles of e; and es, we may suppose that P’ is contained in the group of twists
of the equivalence class of the W,,_i-star 57 whose associated free factor decomposition
of W, is, up to global conjugation:

Wy, ={x1)y * (T2, T3,...,Tpn).

Let B = {(x9,x3,...,x,) and let S; be the equivalence class of S;. Finally, let So be the
equivalence class of the W,,_{-star S whose associated free factor decomposition of W,,
is, up to global conjugation:

Wi, = (xa)y % {x1,23,...,Tpn).

Let C = <.%'1,.%'3, ‘e ,$n> = A= <1‘1>

We claim that the only equivalence classes of W,,_;-stars fixed by any finite index
subgroup of P’ are 8; and Ss. Indeed, fix i € {1,2}. The group T; is isomorphic to a
finite index subgroup N of W, _5. By Proposition (3) applied with K = W,,_5 and
P = N, asn =5, the group N is not contained in any proper Zgrc-free factor of W,,_s.
By Proposition (4), there exists g € N such that W,,_s is freely indecomposable
relative to g. Hence there exists g € A such that A is freely indecomposable relative to
g and P’ contains the twist about e; whose twistor is g. Note that this twist can be
seen as a twist about the W,,_1-star Sy. Let S] be the equivalence class of the one-edge
cyclic splitting S] whose associated amalgamated decomposition of W, is, up to global
conjugation:

Wy = (1) *{9)) *¢¢ B.

Let &3 be the equivalence class of a W, _1-star S3 fixed by some finite index subgroup
of P’ and distinct from S;. Let
Wy ={yy* D

be the free factor decomposition associated with S3. We claim that S3 = Sy. As P’
contains the twist about g, by LemmaA7], the splitting Ss is compatible with S{. Let U
be a two-edge refinement of S| and Ss3. Then U is obtained from S3 by blowing-up an
edge at vertices whose stabilizers are conjugate to D. Moreover, U is obtained from S}
by blowing-up an edge at vertices whose stabilizers are conjugate to B or by blowing-up
an edge at the vertices whose stabilizers are conjugate to {(x1) * (g). But, the second
case can only occur when S3 = S; (see the claim in the proof of Lemma [£7)). Therefore,
we may suppose that U is obtained from S] by blowing up an edge at vertices whose
stabilizers are conjugate to B. Thus, up to applying a global conjugation, we may assume
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that (x1) * (¢g) € D. But, as g is not contained in any proper Zgc-factor of A and as
An D is a free factor of A, we see that An D = A. Hence A={(x1) € D, and, as A ={x1)
is isomorphic to W,,_1, we have in fact A = (x1) = D. It follows that C' = D and, by
Lemma [4.4] we see that So = S3. Thus the only equivalence classes of W,,_i-stars fixed
by finite index subgroups of P’ are S; and Ss.

Therefore the only equivalence classes of W,,_s-stars fixed by finite index subgroups
of P’ are the equivalence classes of the W, _s-stars which refine S; and Ss. As S
and S are refined by a unique (up to Wy-equivariant homeomorphism) W,,_s-star by
Theorem 377, we conclude that S is the only equivalence class of W,,_o-star fixed by
finite index subgroups of P’. This completes the proof. O

Proposition 6.5. Let n = 5 and let I' be a finite index subgroup of C,. Let S be the
equivalence class of a Wy,_o-star S. Then Stabr(S) satisfies (Pyw,,_,). Moreover, we can
choose for the subgroup Ky x Ko of Property (Pyw, _,) (1) the direct product of the groups
of twists of S about the two edges of S.

Proof. The fact that Stabr(S) satisfies (Py,,_,) (2) follows from the fact that Stabp(S)
contains the stabilizer in I' of the equivalence class of a Wj-star obtained from S by
blowing-up n — 5 edges at the center of W,,\S. Indeed, Proposition 2.8 (3) ensures that
the group of twists of a Wj-star is isomorphic to a direct product of n — 3 copies of Wj.

The fact that Stabr(S) satisfies (Pw, ,) (3) follows from the fact that Stabr(S)
contains the stabilizer in I' of the equivalence class of a Whs-star obtained from S by
blowing-up n — 4 edges at the center of W,,\S. Indeed the group of twists of a Wy-star
is isomorphic to a direct product of n — 2 copies of Wy by Proposition 2.8 (3).

Let us now prove that Stabp(S) satisfies (Py,,_,) (1). Let T” be the group of twists
of Sand let T = T' nT. The group T is normal in Stabp(S) since I' < C,,. By
Proposition [ (3), the group 7" is isomorphic to 77 x Ty, where, for i € {1,2}, T/ is the
group of twists in Out(W,,) about one edge of W;,\S. For i € {1,2}, let T; = T/ nT". For
every i € {1,2}, the group 7; is a normal subgroup of Stabp(S) and the group T} x T
is a normal subgroup of Stabp(S). Let T1(2) be a finite index subgroup of 7} and let

P’ be a finite index subgroup of a nontrivial normal subgroup of T} 1(2). We prove that
the centralizer of P’ in I" contains 75 as a finite index subgroup. This will conclude the
proof of the proposition by symmetry of 77 and T5. By Lemmal6.4], the equivalence class
S is the only equivalence class of W,,_o-star fixed by every finite index subgroup of P’.
Hence Cp(P’) fixes S.

Let H be a finite index subgroup of Cp(P’) which fixes S. Let

Wy ={x1) «{x3,...,2n) *{x2)

be a free factor decomposition associated with W,,\S and A = (x3,...,z,). By Propo-
sition 28 (1), the kernel of the natural homomorphism H — Out(A) is isomorphic to
H nT. We claim that the image of H in Out(A) is finite. Indeed, as P’ is a finite
index subgroup of a nontrivial normal subgroup of a finite index subgroup of 77 and as
T, is isomorphic to a finite index subgroup of W,,_s, we see that P’ is isomorphic to a
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finite index subgroup N of a nontrivial normal subgroup of a finite index subgroup of
W, —_2. By Proposition (3), N is not contained in any proper Zrc-factor of W, _s.
By Proposition (4), there exists g € N such that g is not contained in any proper
Zpro-factor of W,,_5. Thus, there exists g € A such that g is not contained in any proper
Zgrco-factor of A and the twist about g is contained in P’. As H commutes with the
twist about g, Lemma [Z.1T] implies that H preserves the conjugacy class of g. Hence, by
Theorem [6.3] the image of H in Out(A) is finite.

Thus, H N T has finite index in H and in Cp(P’). But, as H commutes with P’ < T7,
and as 17 is virtually a nonabelian free group, the intersection H n 75 has finite index
in H n T, hence has finite index in Cp(P’). This completes the proof. O

6.3 Groups satisfying (Py,_,) and stabilizers of V,,_;-stars

We prove in this section that if H is a subgroup of Out(W,,) which satisfies (Pw,_,),
then H virtually fixes the equivalence class of a W,,_i-star. We first recall a general
lemma.

Lemma 6.6. Let G be a group and let N be a finitely generated normal subgroup of G.
Let n e N*,

(1) There exist only finitely many subgroups of N of index equal to n.

(2) For every finite index subgroup N’ of N there exists a finite index subgroup G' of G
such that N’ is a normal subgroup of G'.

Proof. Assertion (1) is well known, we only prove assertion (2). Let N’ be a subgroup
of N of index n and let ¢ € G. As N is a normal subgroup of G, the automorphism
adg: G — G induces an automorphism adg|y: N — N by restriction. Therefore, ad,
permutes the subgroups of index n in IN. Since there exists a finite number of subgroups
of index n in N by the first assertion, we see that there exists a finite index subgroup
G’ of G such that, for every g € G’, we have ady(N’) = N'. Therefore N’ is a normal
subgroup of G’. This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 6.7. Let n > 5. Let H be a subgroup of C,, satisfying (P, _,). Let K; x Ky be
a normal subgroup of H given by (Pyw.,_,) (1). Then one of the following holds.

(1) For every i € {1,2}, the group K; does not virtually fiz the equivalence class of a
free splitting.
(2) The group H virtually fizes the equivalence class of a one-edge free splitting.

Proof. Suppose that there exists i € {1,2} such that K; virtually fixes the equivalence
class of a free splitting. Up to reordering, we may assume that ¢ = 1. Let K] be a finite
index subgroup of Kj which fixes the equivalence class of a free splitting, and let C be
the set of all equivalence classes of free splittings fixed by K. Since K; is a finitely
generated normal subgroup of H, by Lemmal[6.0] (2), there exists a finite index subgroup
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Hy of H such that K] is a normal subgroup of Hy. In particular, the set C is preserved
by HQ.

Suppose first that the set C is finite. Then the set C is virtually fixed pointwise by
Hy. Hence the group H virtually fixes the equivalence class of a free splitting.

So we may assume that the set C is infinite. Let U be the splitting provided by
Theorem (5.4l and let Ue be its equivalence class. By the equivariance property in The-
orem [5.4] the equivalence class Ue is Hp-invariant. Suppose first that the splitting Ue
contains an edge e € EUe with trivial stabilizer. Let U’ be the splitting obtained from
Uc by collapsing every edge of Ue that are not contained in the orbit of e, and let U’
be its equivalence class. Then U’ is the equivalence class of a one-edge free splitting
virtually fixed by H.

Thus, we may assume that all edge stabilizers of Uy are nontrivial. We show that
this leads to a contradiction. Let H’ be the subgroup of finite index in Hy which acts
trivially on W,,\Uc. We claim that the intersection of H' with the group of twists of Ue
is finite. Indeed, let e be a half-edge of Ug. As W, is virtually free, if the edge stabilizer
G of e is not cyclic, the group of twists about this half-edge is trivial. Thus, as we
suppose that all edge stabilizers are nontrivial, half-edges with nontrivial group of twists
have cyclic stabilizers. But by Lemma 210 twists about edges with cyclic stabilizers are
central in a finite index subgroup of Stab’(U¢). Note that Remark (2) implies that
the center of every finite index subgroup of H’ is finite. Therefore the intersection of H’
with the group of twists is finite. By Remark [Z9] the intersection of H' with the group
of bitwists is finite. Thus, up to passing to a finite index subgroup, we may suppose that
the map

H— [] Out(Gy)
veV (Wn\Ue)

given by the action on the vertex groups is injective.

Let VUz = Vi 11V, be the partition of VUe given by Theorem [£.4] and, for ev-
ery i € {1,2}, let H; be the subgroup of H' made of all automorphisms whose image
in HUEWn\Vi Out(Gy) is trivial. Then H; and Hjy centralize each other and, by Theo-
rem [5.4] (1)(b), the group Hy n K7 is a finite index subgroup of K{. Thus Hs centralizes
a finite index subgroup of K{. We prove that rkprod (H2) = 2, which will contradict the
fact that the centralizer of every finite index subgroup of K7 is virtually free.

By Theorem [5.4] (2), the set of all conjugacy classes of groups G, with v e V3 is a
free factor system of W,,. In particular, for every v € Vs, there exists k, € {0,...,n — 1}
such that G, is isomorphic to Wy, . Suppose first that |W,\Va| = 3. In this case, by
Theorem 5,11 (2) and since rkproq(Out(Ws)) = 1 and rkproq(Out(Wa)) = 0, for all v € V5,
we have rkproq(Out(Wy,)) < k, — 2. Hence

rkproa [ [[ Out(Gy) | <n—6.
UEWn\VQ

Since rkproa(H') = n — 3, using Lemma [5.2], we see that rkpyoq(H2) = 3. This leads to a
contradiction. Suppose now that |W,,\Va| = 2 and let vy, vy € W,,\V3 be distinct. Then
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for every i € {1,2} there exists k; € {1,...,n — 1} such that G,, is isomorphic to W,. If
W,, = Wy, * Wy,, then the group H' virtually fixes the equivalence class of the one-edge
free splitting determined by this free factor decomposition of W,,. So we may assume
that W,, # Wy, * Wy,. This implies that k; + k2 < n — 1. Hence

rKprod H Out(Gy) | <n —5b.
UEWn\VQ

Since rkprod(H') = n — 3, using Lemma [5.2] we see that rkypoq(H2) = 2. This leads to
a contradiction. Suppose now that |[W,\Vz| = 1, and let v € W;,\Va. Then there exists
k e {1,...,n — 1} such that G, is isomorphic to Wj. Suppose first that k¥ < n — 2.
Then by Theorem (.11 (2), and since rkproq(Out(Ws)) = 1, rkproa(Out(W)) = 0 and
tkproa (Out(Ws)) = 0, if n # 5, we have

tkprod (Out(Wy)) < n —5.

Thus, by Lemma (.2, we see that rkpoq(H2) = 2. When n = 5, the case where k = 3
and rkppoq (Out(Wy)) = 1 = n — 4 can occur. But by Property (Pw,_,) (3), the group
H' contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z3. Since Out(W3) is virtually free, the group Ho
contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z2?. This contradicts the fact that the centralizer of
every finite index subgroup of K{ is virtually nonabelian free. Hence we have k = n — 1.
But then, by Lemma E4] the group H' (and hence the group H) virtually fixes the
equivalence class of a W,,_j-star. This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 6.8. Let n > 5. Let F be a nonsporadic free factor system. Let H be a subgroup
of Cp, 0 Out(W,,, F) containing a direct product of n — 3 nonabelian free groups. Then
H cannot contain a finite index subgroup which fixes the homothety class of a (Wy, F)-
arational tree.

Proof. Suppose towards a contradiction that H has a finite index subgroup which fixes
the equivalence class of a (W, F)-arational tree. Up to passing to a finite index sub-
group, we may suppose that H itself fixes the homothety class of a (W, F)-arational
tree. By Lemma [2.5] there exists a homomorphism from H to Z whose kernel K’ is
exactly the isometric stabilizer of a (W, F)-arational tree. Note that K’ contains a
direct product of n — 3 nonabelian free groups as it is the kernel of a homomorphism
from H to Z. By Proposition 2.7 there exists a finite index subgroup K of K’ such that
K fixes infinitely many equivalence classes of free splittings. Let C be the collection of
all equivalence classes of free splittings fixed by K.

We claim that C is in fact finite, which will lead to a contradiction. Since K < C,,,
Lemma implies that if S is the equivalence class of a free splitting S fixed by K,
then the group K fixes the equivalence class of every one-edge free splitting onto which
S collapses. By Theorem [B.7] if S is the equivalence class of a free splitting S, then S is
determined by the finite set of equivalence classes of one-edge free splittings onto which
S collapses. Therefore, it suffices to show that K can only fix finitely many equivalence
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classes of one-edge free splittings. Let S be the equivalence class of a one-edge free
splitting fixed by K. Since K contains a direct product of n — 3 nonabelian free groups,
Theorem [5.1] (3) implies that S is a W,,_;-star. Let

Wy ={x1,...,2pn_1)*{xpn)

be a free factor decomposition associated with S and let A = (x1,...,z,_1). By Propo-
sition 2.8] (1), the kernel of the natural homomorphism K — Out(A) is the intersection
of K with the group of twists T' of S. By Theorem [5.1] (2), the product rank of Out(A)
is equal to n — 4. Since K contains a direct product of n — 3 nonabelian free groups,
we see that K n T is infinite. Therefore, for every equivalence class S of a W,,_q-star .S
fixed by K, the group K contains an infinite twist about S.

Let S and S’ be two distinct equivalence classes of W, _i-stars fixed by K. Let S
be a representative of S and let S’ be a representative of S’. We claim that S and S’
are compatible. Indeed, by the above, there exists f € K of infinite order such that f
is a twist about S. Since f fixes §’, Lemma 7] implies that S and S" are compatible.
Therefore, for every distinct equivalence classes S and S’ of one-edge free splittings fixed
by K, there exist S € S and S’ € §’ such that S and S’ are compatible. By Theorem [3.7,
this is only possible when C is finite. This leads to a contradiction since K must fix
infinitely many equivalence classes of free splittings. This concludes the proof. U

Proposition 6.9. Let n > 5. Let H be a subgroup of C,, satisfying (Pw, _,). Then H
virtually fixes the equivalence class of a W, _1-star.

Proof. The proof is inspired by [HW| Proposition 8.2] and [HHW., Proposition 6.5].
We prove that H virtually fixes the equivalence class of a one-edge free splitting. Since
H contains a direct product of n — 3 nonabelian free groups, we will then conclude by
Theorem [B.1] (3). Suppose towards a contradiction that H does not virtually fix the
equivalence class of a one-edge free splitting. Let F be a maximal H-periodic free factor
system. We can assume that F is nonsporadic otherwise H virtually fixes the equivalence
class of a one-edge free splitting and we are done. As F is maximal, by Proposition 2.3
the group H acts with unbounded orbits on FF(W,,, F).

Let K; x K3 be a normal subgroup of H given by (Pw, ,) (1). Suppose first that
K, x K, does not contain a loxodromic element on FF(W,,, F). As H has unbounded
orbits on FF(W,,, ), Lemmal[b.3limplies that K; x K5 has a finite orbit in 0o FF(W,,, F).

By Lemma [2.6] there exists a finite index subgroup Ki x K} of K; x Kj such that
K{ x K} fixes the homothety class of an arational (W,,, F)-tree T. Since K; x Ks does
not contain a loxodromic element, K| x K} fixes T' up to isometry, not just homothety
(see e.g. [GH2, Proposition 6.2]). By Proposition 2.7] the group K| x K} virtually fixes
infinitely many equivalence classes of (W,,, F)-free splittings. By Lemma [6.7] the group
H virtually fixes the equivalence class of a one-edge free splitting of W,,.

So we may suppose that there exists a loxodromic element ® € K7 x Ko. First suppose
that there exists a unique i € {1, 2} such that the group K; contains a loxodromic element
®;. We may assume, up to reordering, that only Ko contains a loxodromic element ®.
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Therefore by Lemma [5.3] the group Kj virtually fixes a point in d,FF(W,,F). By
Lemma [Z8] the group K virtually fixes the homothety class an arational (W,,, F)-tree
T. Let K] be a normal subgroup of K of finite index that is contained in Stab([T7]).
As K{ does not contain any loxodromic element, as in the above step, K fixes T' up to
isometry. By Proposition [Z7] the group K] fixes the equivalence class of a free splitting
relative to F. By Lemma [6.7 the group H virtually fixes the equivalence class of a
one-edge free splitting of W,,.

Now suppose that for every i € {1, 2}, the group K; contains a loxodromic element. By
Lemma [5.3] the whole group H virtually fixes a point in 0 FF(W,,, F). By Lemma 2.6,
the group H virtually fixes the homothety class of an arational tree. This contradicts
Lemma

Therefore, in all cases, the group H virtually fixes the equivalence class S of a one-
edge free splitting S. By Theorem [B.] (3), since H contains a direct product of n — 3
nonabelian free groups, the group H virtually fixes the equivalence class of a W,,_1-star.

O

We now prove a proposition which gives a sufficient condition for equivalence classes
of W,,_1-stars provided by Proposition to be compatible.

Proposition 6.10. Letn > 5 and let T be a subgroup of C, of finite index. Let k € N* and
let Hy,...,Hy be subgroups of I' which satisfy (Pw, _,) and such that the intersection

le H; contains a subgroup H isomorphic to Z" 2. For i € {1,...,k}, let S; be the
equivalence class of a W,_1-star S; which is virtually fixed by H;. Then, for every
i,je{l,... .k}, the Wy,_1-stars S; and S; are compatible.

Proof. Let 4,5 € {1,...,k} be distinct integers. Let H’ be a finite index subgroup
of H contained in Stabp(S;) n Stabr(S;). Let A; and A; be the vertex groups iso-
morphic to W,,_1 of respectively W,\S; and W,\S; (well defined up to conjugation).
By Proposition 2.2 the rank of a maximal abelian subgroup of Out(W,,_1) is equal to
n — 3. Therefore, the kernel of the homomorphisms H" — Out(4;) and H — Out(4;)
given by the action on the vertex group contains an element of infinite order. Let
fi € ker (H' — Out(A4;)) and f; € ker (H' — Out(4;)) be infinite order elements. By
Proposition 28 (1), f; and f; are twists about respectively S; and S;. As f; and f;
commute, by Corollary 49| S; and S; are compatible. This concludes the proof. O

7 Algebraic characterization of stabilizers of 1V, _,-stars

In this section, we give an algebraic characterization of stabilizers of W,,_s-stars. By the
previous section, we know that groups which satisfy (P, _,) virtually stabilize equiva-
lence classes of W,,_1-stars, and we have given an algebraic criterion to show that these
W,,—1-stars are compatible. In order to prove that a group H which satisfies (P, _,)
virtually stabilizes the equivalence class of a W,,_s-star, we study the intersection of a
normal subgroup K; x Ky of H given by (P, ,) (1) with the group of twists of the
equivalence class of a W,,_1-star virtually fixed by H.
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7.1 Groups of twists in groups satisfying (P, ,)

We start this section with a lemma which gives a sufficient condition for a group H
satisfying (P, _,) to be the stabilizer of a W,,_o-star.

Lemma 7.1. Let n = 5 and let I' be a subgroup of finite index of C,,. Let H be a
subgroup of T' which satisfies (Py, _,) and let K1 x K5 be a normal subgroup of H given
by (Pw,_,) (1). Let Si be the equivalence class of a Wy_1-star Sy virtually fized by H
and let Ty be the group of twists of Sy.

Suppose that Ty n K7 s infinite and that there exists an equivalence class Sa of a
Wi_1-star So such that the intersection of Ko with the group of twists Ty of Ss is infinite.
Then S1 and Sa are compatible and H virtually fizes the equivalence class S of the Wi, _o-
star which refines S1 and Ss. Moreover, S is the unique equivalence class of a W,,_s-star
virtually fized by H. Finally, the groups Th n Stabp(S) and K (resp. To n Stabp(S)
and Ks) are commensurable.

Proof. For i € {1,2}, let f; € T; n K; be of infinite order. First remark that, as f; and
f2 generate a free abelian group of order 2, we have T} # T because the group of twists
of a W,,_1-star is virtually a nonabelian free group. Hence we have S§1 # Ss. As Kj
commutes with fy, Proposition 4.8 shows that K7 fixes So. As K7 contains a twist of
S1, Lemma [£7] shows that S; and S are compatible.

Let S be a W,,_o-star which refines S7 and Sy, let S be its equivalence class and let
T be the group of twists of S in I'. Then T contains a finite index normal subgroup
isomorphic to K f bx Kf 2 where K f I and Kf 2 are virtually nonabelian free groups. By
Proposition [6.5] we can choose Kf ' x K§2 such that Kf ! x Kf ? is a group satisfying
Property (Pw,_,) (1). Moreover, up to reordering, Kfl c 77 and K;;Q c T5. Since K
fixes both & and S, we see that K fixes S. Therefore, by Proposition 28] (1), we have
a homomorphism ®: K7 — Out(W),,_2) whose kernel is exactly K1 nT. By Lemma .10
we see that 77 N Stabp(S) N Kfl is a finite index subgroup of T} n Stabr(S). As K1 nTy
is infinite, so is Ky N Kfl. Let P = ker(®) n Kfl =K n Kfl. Then, since K7 < C,,
the group Kf !'n Kj is a normal subgroup of K. Therefore P is a nontrivial normal
subgroup of K;. By Property (Pw, ,) (1), we see that K is a finite index subgroup
of Cr(P). But P is centralized by KgQ since P < Kfl. Hence KfQ N Ky is a finite
index subgroup of Kés 2. As K f ! is a finite index subgroup of the centralizer of Kf 2 by
Property (Pw, _,) (1), and as K is a finite index subgroup of the centralizer of Ko, we
see that K f '~ K7 has finite index in K7 and therefore P has finite index in K. Let

Wy = 1) % (X3, ..., xn) * {T2)

be the free factor decomposition of W,, induced by S and let A = (z3,...,2,). Then,
up to reordering, for every f € P, there exists zy € A and a representative I’ of f such
that F sends z; to zfmlzfl, and, for every ¢ # 1, fixes x;.

Claim. The only equivalence classes of W,,_i-stars which are virtually fixed by K; are
81 and 52.
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Proof. Let S5 be the equivalence class of a W,,_i-star Ss virtually fixed by K;. Suppose
towards a contradiction that Ss is distinct from both & and Sy. Let K| = Kj nStabp(S3)
and P’ = P n Stabp(S3). Then, as P is an infinite subgroup of the group of twists of
81, and as P’ is a finite index subgroup of P, we see that P’ is an infinite subgroup of
the group of twists of S;. By Lemma [£7] we see that S and S3 are compatible. Let S’
be a W,,_o-star that refines S; and S3 and let S’ be its equivalence class. Let

Wi = Y1) # Y3,y yny * {y2)

be the free factor decomposition of W,, induced by S’ and let B = (ys, ..., y,). Since S is
a refinement of S7, we may suppose that B#{ys) = A*{x9) and that y; is a conjugate of
x1 by an element of B = (y,). Up to applying a global conjugation, we may also suppose
that y; = x1 and that B # (y3) = A = (x2).

Let T" be the group of twists of S’. Then T” contains a finite index normal subgroup
isomorphic to P| x Pj, where both P| and Pj are virtually nonabelian free subgroups
of T” which correspond to the groups of twists about the two edges of W,\S’. Then, as
P’ is a group of twists of S;, and as P’ fixes §’, by Lemma [0}, up to reordering, the
group P’ is contained in P;.

Let f' € Pj, let F’ be the representative of f’ which acts as the identity on B = (y2)
and let zy € B be the twistor of F'. Then F’ acts as the identity on A * (x2) and
F'(z1) = Zf/xlzf,l. Recall that for every ¢ € P’, there exists a unique z; € A and a

unique representative W of ) such that ¥ sends 1 to zyx1 Zy 1 and, for every i # 1, fixes
x;. Thus, a necessary condition for f’ to be in P’ is that zy € A n B.

But as A and B are free factors of W,,, the group A n B is a free factor of B. To see
this, let U be a free splitting of W,, such that A is a vertex stabilizer of U and let Up
be the minimal subtree of B in U. Then, as U is a free splitting of W,,, we see that Up
is a free splitting of B. But then, as A is a vertex stabilizer in U, we see that A n B
is a vertex stabilizer in Ug. Therefore, A n B is a free factor of B. Thus one can find
a W,_s-star S® which refines S’ and such that, for every f’ € P’, the twistor zpr fixes
a vertex of S, Indeed, one can equivariantly blow-up an edge e at the vertex of S’
whose stabilizer is B such that the stabilizer of one of the endpoints of e is a subgroup
C isomorphic to W,_3 with A n B < C. Therefore we may also assume that S® is a
W,,_s-star. Let S be the equivalence class of S(?). By Proposition 28 (3), the group of
twists of S is isomorphic to a direct product W3_, of three infinite groups, where each
factor is a group of twists about an edge of Wn\S(2). This implies that P’ is contained in
exactly one of the three factors isomorphic to W,,_3. It follows that the centralizer of P’
contains two elements which generates a free abelian group of order 2. This contradicts
the fact that the centralizer of P’ is virtually a nonabelian free group by (Pw,_,) (1).
The claim follows. O

The claim above then implies, as Kj is a normal subgroup of H, that H virtually
fixes So. As H virtually fixes Sy, we see that H virtually fixes the equivalence class S.
Moreover, the above claim shows that S is the unique equivalence class of a W,,_o-star
virtually fixed by K7, and hence virtually fixed by H.
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We finally prove that K; and 77 n Stabp(S) (resp. Ky and Th n Stabp(S)) are
commensurable. By Lemma ELI0, for every i € {1,2} we see that K> n T; n Stabp(S) is
a finite index subgroup of T; nStabr(S). Moreover, for every i € {1,2} and every f € K ZS ‘
the twist f of S is also a twist of S;. Hence we have KZSZ < T; n Stabp(S). Therefore, for
every i € {1,2}, the groups K ZS “ and T; n Stabr(S) are commensurable. Hence it suffices
to show that, for every i € {1,2}, the groups K; and K ZS ¢ are commensurable.

Recall that K;Q N Ky is a finite index subgroup of K§2 and that Kfl N K4 has finite
index in K. Since H virtually fixes §, and since KgQ is a normal subgroup of Stabr(S),
we see that Kés 2 n Ky is a normal subgroup of a finite index subgroup of K5. We know
that K§S 2 n K9 commutes with Kf ! because Kf I and K§S 2 commute with each other.
Thus, by Property (P, _,) (1) applied to K x Ky, the centralizer of K52 n K contains
K as a finite index subgroup. This shows that K; n Kf ! is a finite index subgroup
of K'. Hence K, and K?' are commensurable. By Property (P, ,) (1) applied to
Kf bx Kf 2 the centralizer of a finite index subgroup of Kf ! contains Kg 2 as a finite
index subgroup. Moreover, the centralizer of a finite index subgroup of K contains Ko
as a finite index subgroup. Hence the centralizer of K1 n K f ! contains both K9 and K 58 2
as finite index subgroups. Thus K> and Kg 2 are commensurable. This completes the

proof of Lemma [7.11 O

Lemma [7.T] suggests that in order to show that a group H which satisfies (P, _,)
is in fact virtually the stabilizer of the equivalence class of a W, _o-star, it suffices to
study the intersection of H with groups of twists. A first step towards such a result is
the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Let n = 5 and let I be a subgroup of Cy, of finite index. Let H be a subgroup
of T satisfying (Pw, _,) and let K1 x Ko be a normal subgroup of H given by (Pw,_,) (1).
Let S be the equivalence class of a W,_1-star S virtually fized by H and let T be the
group of twists of S contained in I.

There exists a unique i € {1,2} such that K; T is infinite. Moreover, H n'T n K;
has finite index in H n'T.

Proof. Up to passing to a finite index subgroup of H, we may suppose that H fixes S.
The uniqueness assertion follows from the fact that 7" is virtually a nonabelian free group
and that K7 x K5 is a direct product. Therefore, up to reordering, we may suppose that
K; n T is finite. So there exists a finite index subgroup K of K; such that K{ n T is
trivial. Since K7 is a finitely generated normal subgroup of H, Lemma implies that
there exists a finite index subgroup H' of H such that K7 is a normal subgroup of H'.
Therefore, we may suppose that K1 n T is trivial. By Proposition 2.8 (1), the natural
homomorphism K7 — Out(W,,_;) given by the action on the vertex groups is injective.

We claim that H n T is infinite. Indeed, consider the natural homomorphism
®: H — Out(W,,—1). By Proposition 22 the rank of a maximal free abelian sub-
group of Out(W,,_1) is equal to n — 3. As H contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z"~?2
by (Pw,_,) (3), the kernel of H — Out(W,_1) is infinite. But, by Proposition 28] (1),
this is precisely H nT'. Therefore, H n T is infinite.
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We now prove that H nT' n K5 has finite index in H nT. This will conclude the
proof as H n T is infinite. Let K = ®~1(®(K3)). Note that H n T < K. Then, as K
is normal in H, we see that K is a normal subgroup of H which contains H n T and
K5. We claim that K n K7 is finite. Indeed, suppose towards a contradiction that there
exists f € K n Ky of infinite order. Then, as the homomorphism

(I)|K1: K| — Out(anl)

is injective, the element ®(f) has infinite order. By definition of K, we see that
O(f) e ®(K1) n ®(K2). But, as the homomorphism ®|g, : K1 — Out(W,,_1) is injec-
tive, and as K is virtually a nonabelian free group, there exists g € K of infinite order
such that ®(g) does not commute with ®(f). Since ®(f) € ®(K2) this contradicts the
fact that K7 and K5 commute with each other. Hence K n K is finite.

The groups K and K are two normal subgroups of H with finite intersection. Let
K§2) be a finite index normal subgroup of K; such that K n K£2) = {1}. Since K is
finitely generated, by Lemma (2), there exists a finite index subgroup H®) of H
such that K§2) is a normal subgroup of H®. Hence K£2) and K n H® are normal
subgroups of H® with trivial intersection. Therefore, K n H® < Cp(Kfz)). But,
Property (Pw, _,) (1) implies that K and K3 are commensurable. Since K contains
H T, we see that Ko nT" and H n'T" are commensurable. This concludes the proof. [1

7.2 Groups satisfying (P, ,) and stabilizers of W, _,-stars

In this section we prove that a subgroup of C,, which satisfies (Pyy,_,) virtually fixes
the equivalence class of a W,,_o-star. We first recall a theorem due to Guirardel and
Levitt which provides a canonical splitting for a relative one-ended group (recall that a
group G is one-ended relative to a family of subgroups H if G does not have a one-edge
splitting with finite edge stabilizers such that every subgroup of H fixes a point).

Theorem 7.3. [GLI1l, Theorem 9.14] Let G be a hyperbolic group and let H be a family
of subgroups such that G is one-ended relative to H. There exists a JSJ splitting T such
that:

(1) Ewvery edge stabilizer is virtually infinite cyclic.
(2) For every H € H, the group H is elliptic in T.

(3) The tree T is invariant under all automorphisms of G preserving H. Moreover, T is
compatible with every splitting S with virtually cyclic edge stabilizers and such that for
every H € H, the group H is elliptic in S.

We also need some results about splittings over virtually cyclic groups, whose gen-
eralization to virtually free groups is due to Cashen.

Theorem 7.4. [Casd, Theorem 1.2] Let G1 and G2 be finitely generated virtually nonabelian
free groups, and let C' be a virtually cyclic group which is a proper subgroup of both G
and Go. Then G *¢c Go is virtually a nonabelian free group if and only if there exists
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i € {1,2} such that G; has a splitting with finite edge stabilizers such that C' is a vertex
stabilizer.

Corollary 7.5. Let n = 3 and let G1, Go be subgroups of W, such that W, = G1 *¢ G2
is a (possibly trivial) amalgamated product of W, where C' is isomorphic to Wi.

(1) There exists i€ {1,2} such that C is a free factor of G;. Moreover, if j € {1,2} —{i},
then Gj is a free factor of W,.

(2) Suppose that W,, = G1 #¢ G is a nontrivial amalgamated product of W,. Then
there exist 3 < ki, ko < n — 1 such that ki + ko = n + 2 and, for every i € {1,2}, the
group G; is isomorphic to Wy, .

(3) Ifn =3, there exists i € {1,2} such that G; = C.

Proof. (1) The assertion is immediate when G #¢ Go is trivial, so suppose that C is
a proper subgroup of both G; and Gs. Since W, is virtually a nonabelian free group,
since every maximal virtually cyclic subgroups of W, is isomorphic to W5 and since the
amalgamated product W,, = Gy #¢ G is nontrivial, the groups G; and G5 are virtually
nonabelian free groups. Moreover, since W,, and C' are finitely generated, so are G
and G9. By Theorem [[4] up to exchanging the roles of G; and G2, we may suppose
that G1 has a splitting S such that every edge stabilizer is finite and C is the stabilizer
of a vertex v € V.S. Note that, since the finite subgroups of W,, are all isomorphic to
F, every edge stabilizer of S is either trivial or isomorphic to F. In particular, every
nontrivial edge stabilizer is a free factor of both of its endpoint stabilizers. Let Vi be
the set of vertices of S distinct from v and fixed by an element of C' isomorphic to F.
Therefore, for every w € V1, there exists a subgroup A,, of G, and an element x,, € C of
order 2 such that G, = Ay, = (xy). Let S” be the splitting of G defined as follows. The
underlying tree of G1\S’ is the same one as the underlying tree of G1\S, the stabilizer
in G of every vertex of S’ not in the orbit of an element of V; is the same one as the
stabilizer of the corresponding vertex of S, and the stabilizer in G of an element w of
V1 is Ay. Then the stabilizer in G of every edge of S” adjacent to the vertex fixed by C
has trivial stabilizer. Thus, C' is a free factor of (G; and there exists H; < (7 such that
G1 = Hy # C. This proves the first assertion of (1). The second assertion of (1) follows
from the fact that

WnZGl*C*GQ=(H1*C)*CG2=H1*G2.

Hence H; and G4 are free factors of W,.

(2) Therefore, there exist hi, ko € {1,...,n — 2} with hy + k2 = n such that H; is
isomorphic to W}, and G is isomorphic to Wp,. Thus G is isomorphic to Wj, 12. Set

k1 = hy + 2. Since the amalgamated product is nontrivial, we have 3 < ki, ks <n — 1.
This proves (2).

(3) Finally, the third point is a direct consequence of the inequality 3 < k1, ke < n — 1,
which is impossible when n = 3. This concludes the proof. U
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In the next lemma, we will use the notion of the abelian rank of a group G. The
abelian rank of G is the rank of a maximal free abelian subgroup of G. It is closed under
taking finite index subgroups.

Lemma 7.6. Let n = 4 and let S be a one-edge splitting of W,, whose edge stabilizers are
isomorphic to Wa. Let S be its equivalence class. Let v1 and ve be adjacent vertices of
S and let e be the edge between v and vy. Suppose that the abelian rank of the image of
the natural homomorphism

®: Stab(S) — Out(Gy,, Ge) x Out(Gy,, G.)
is equal to the abelian rank of Out(W,,). For everyie {1,2}, let
®;: Stab(S) — Out(Gy,, Ge)

be the natural homomorphism given by the action on the vertex group.

(1) For every i € {1,2}, the abelian rank of ®;(Stab(S)) is equal to the abelian rank of
Out(Gy,).

(2) For every i € {1,2}, there exists a refinement of S by blowing-up a one-edge Zrc-
splitting of Gy, at v;.

Proof. (1) By Corollary [.5] (2), for every i € {1,2}, there exists k; € N* such that G,, is
isomorphic to Wy,. Moreover, we have k1 + k2 = n + 2 and, for every i € {1, 2}, we have
k; = 3. By Proposition 2.2] for every ¢ € {1,2}, the abelian rank of Out(G,,) is equal
to k; — 2 and the abelian rank of Out(W,,) is equal to n — 2. By the assumption of the
lemma, the abelian rank of ®(Stab(S)) is hence equal to n — 2. This implies that

n—2<k—2+k—2=n+2—-4=n-—2.

Therefore, we conclude that for every i € {1, 2}, the abelian rank of ®;(Stab(S)) is equal
to the abelian rank of Out(G,,). This proves Assertion (1).

(2) Let i € {1,2}. By the first assertion the group Out(G,,,G.) is infinite. Since G,
is isomorphic to Wy, the group Out(G,) is finite. Therefore, the group Out(GUi,G(et))
is infinite. By Theorem [6.3] the group G,, has a Zrc splitting U such that G. fixes
exactly one vertex. Let S’ be the splitting obtained from S by blowing-up U at v; and
by attaching e to the vertex of U fixed by G.. Then S’ satisties Assertion (2). This
concludes the proof. O

Proposition 7.7. Let n = 5 and let I' be a finite index subgroup of C,. Let H be a
subgroup of I' which satisfies (Pw, _,). Then H wvirtually stabilizes the equivalence class
of a Wy_o-star. Moreover, this equivalence class is unique.

Proof. By Proposition [6.9] the group H virtually fixes the equivalence class S of a
W, —1-star S. Let
Wy = Asx(xy)
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be the free factor decomposition of W,, induced by S. Up to passing to a finite index
subgroup, we may suppose that H fixes S. Let T be the group of twists of S contained
in I'. By Proposition 2.8] (2), the group Stab(S) is isomorphic to Aut(A) and the group
of twists of S is identified with the inner automorphism group of A.

Let K; x K2 be a normal subgroup of H given by Property (Pw, ,) (1). By
Lemma [.2] up to exchanging the roles of K7 and K5, we may assume that K1 n'T
is infinite, that H n T n K7 is a finite index subgroup of H n T and that Ko n T is
finite. Up to passing to a finite index subgroup, we may assume that Ko n' T = {1}. In
particular, the natural homomorphism ¢: Ky — Out(A) is injective. Let K < A be the
group of twistors associated with twists contained in K. Note that to every splitting Sy
of A such that K fixes a unique vertex of Sy, one can deduce a splitting Sj of W,, such
that K fixes a point of Sj,. Indeed, by blowing-up the splitting Sp at the vertex v of S
whose associated group is 4, and by attaching the edges of S adjacent to v to the vertex
fixed by K, we obtain a splitting S{ of W,, such that K fixes a point of Sj. Let S be
the equivalence class of S),. We claim that the group K; n T fixes &, Indeed, let ey be
the edge of S}, adjacent to the vertex vy fixed by K and the vertex fixed by (x,). Since
the stabilizer of eqg is trivial, Proposition 2.8 implies that the group of twists about eq
at the vertex vy contains all the twists whose twistor is an element of K. Hence K1 n'T
fixes SY.

We now construct a one-edge free splitting Sy of A such that K fixes a vertex of
So- By the above discussion, this will give a two-edge free splitting of W,, such that K
fixes a vertex of this splitting which is not a leaf and whose equivalence class is fixed by
K1 nT. Moreover, we prove at the same time that there does not exist a free splitting
of W,, with at least 3 orbits of edges and such that K fixes a vertex of this splitting. We
distinguish between three cases, according to whether A is one-ended relative to K and
according to the edge stabilizers of a splitting of A relative to K.

Case 1. There exists a free splitting Sy of A such that K fixes a vertex of Sg.

In particular, the corresponding splitting Sj, of W,, constructed above is a free split-
ting of W,,. We claim that the splitting S{ has two orbits of edges. Indeed, suppose that
Sp, has k orbits of edges, with k > 3. Then, S|, is obtained from S by blowing-up at least
two orbits of edges at v. Therefore, the group of twistors K is contained in a free factor
B of W,, isomorphic to W,,_3. Let B’ be a free factor of W,, isomorphic to W5 such that

W, ={xn)*B* B

and let R be the free splitting associated with this decomposition. Then the equivalence
class R of R is a free splitting of W, fixed by K1 n T. But by Proposition 2§ (3),
the group of twists of R is isomorphic to B x B x W5. Moreover, the group K1 n T is
contained in one of the factors of B x B x W5 isomorphic to B. Therefore, the centralizer
of K1 nT contains a free abelian group of rank 2. Since K1 nT is a normal subgroup of
K, this contradicts the fact that the centralizer of K1 nT is virtually a nonabelian free
group by Property (P, _,) (1). Therefore, the splitting Sj, is a two-edge free splitting.

Case 2 There exists a splitting Sy of A such that K fixes a vertex of Sy and such that
one of the edge stabilizers of Sy is finite.
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Let S{) be the corresponding splitting of W), constructed in the above discussion. If
Sp has an edge €' with trivial stabilizer, then by collapsing every orbit of edges of S
except the one containing €/, we obtain a splitting S; of A such that K fixes a vertex of
K. Then the corresponding splitting S7 of W, is a free splitting. Thus, we can apply
Case 1.

Therefore, we may assume that every edge stabilizer of Sy is infinite or a nontrivial
finite subgroup of W,,. By collapsing every edge of Sy with infinite stabilizer and by
collapsing all but one orbit of edges with finite edge stabilizer, we may suppose that Sy
is a one-edge splitting such that every edge stabilizer of Sy is a nontrivial finite subgroup
of W,. Every finite subgroup of W), is isomorphic to F' and is in fact a free factor of
W,,. We claim that we can construct a splitting Xy of A which contains an edge with
trivial stabilizer and such that K fixes a vertex of Xy. Indeed, let ¢ be the vertex of Sy
fixed by K, let fo be an edge adjacent to x¢ and let x1 be the vertex of fy distinct from
vg. Let G, be the stabilizer of zg, let G5, be the stabilizer of x1 and let G, be the
stabilizer of fy. Note that, since there does not exist HNN extensions in W,,, the groups
Gz, and G, are not conjugate in W,,. The group Gy, is a free factor of both G, and
Gy,. Thus there exists a free factor A" of G, such that G,, = Gy, * A’. Let U be the
splitting of A such that the underlying tree of W,\U is the same one as the underlying
tree of W, \Sp, such that the stabilizer of every vertex which is not in the orbit of z; is
the same one as the stabilizer of the corresponding vertex in Sy and the stabilizer of x;
is A’. Then the edge fo has trivial stabilizer in U and K fixes a vertex of U. This proves
the claim. Therefore Case 2 is a consequence of Case 1.

Case 3 The group A is one-ended relative to K.

By Theorem [[.3] there exists a canonical splitting Sy of A whose edge stabilizers are
virtually infinite cyclic, such that K fixes a point of Sy and such that every automorphism
of A preserving K fixes the equivalence class of Sy. Up to collapsing some orbits of
edges, we may suppose that Sy has exactly one orbit of edges and that Sy is fixed by
a finite index subgroup of the group of automorphisms of A preserving K. Let Sj, be
the corresponding splitting of W,,, and let S; be its equivalence class. Recall that the
group K7 n T is a normal subgroup of Inn(A). Hence the group H viewed as a subset
of Aut(A) preserves K. Thus H has a finite index subgroup H' which preserves S,

Let vg be the vertex of S|, fixed by K, let ey be the edge of S, between vy and the
point fixed by {z,,), let e be an edge adjacent to vy which is not in the orbit of ey and let
wo be the endpoint of e distinct from vg. By construction, the stabilizer of every edge
of S{, which is not in the orbit of eg is virtually cyclic, that is it is either isomorphic to
7 or to Wy. By Lemma 210, a twist about an edge whose stabilizer is isomorphic to Z
is central in a finite index subgroup of Stabgyugw,) (S)). Since any finite index subgroup
of H has finite center by Remark (2), we see that the stabilizer of every edge of S
which is not in the orbit of ey is isomorphic to Ws. In particular, the stabilizer of e
is isomorphic to Ws. Therefore, Remark 2.9 implies that the group of bitwists about
every edge of S{) which is not in the orbit of ey is trivial. Thus, the group of bitwists
Ty of & is reduced to the group of twists about ep. Since the group of twists about
eo is virtually a nonabelian free group, the abelian rank of T} is equal to 1. Moreover,
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by Corollary (2), there exist ky,, kw, € N* such that the groups G, and G, are
isomorphic to Wy, and Wy, , with 3 < kyy, kw, < n—2and ky, +ky, = n—1+2 =n+1.
By Proposition 2.8 and Remark 2.9 we have a natural homomorphism

U H — OUt(Gvo) X Out(GwO)

whose image is contained in Out(Gy,, {K,Ge}) x Out(Gy,, Ge) and whose kernel is
Ty n H'. Since H' contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z"~2 by the third part of Prop-
erty (P, ,) and since Tp is virtually a nonabelian free group, we see that the abelian
rank of Out(Gy,, {K,G.}) x Out(Gy,, Ge) is at least equal to n — 3. Recall that, by
Proposition 2.2] for every m > 3, the abelian rank of Out(W,) is equal to m — 2. Since
ky, + kw, = n+1 and since the abelian rank of a direct product is the sum of the abelian
ranks of the factors, we see that the abelian rank of Out(Gy,, {K, Ge}) X Out(Guyy, Ge) is
at most equal to n — 3. Therefore, the abelian rank of Out(G,,, {K, G.}) x Out(Gy,, Ge)
is equal to n — 3. Thus the group Out(G,,, {K,Ge}) x Out(Gy,, Ge) contains a free
abelian subgroup whose rank is equal to the abelian rank of Out(A). Lemma (1)
then shows that the abelian rank of Out(Gy,,{K,Ge}) is equal to the abelian rank of
Out(G,,). Moreover, Lemma (2) implies that there exists a refinement S7 of S, by
blowing-up a one-edge Zrc-splitting Uy of Gy, at wg. Let Sf be the equivalence class of
Si. Note that, since the group of twists about the edge ey of S, is contained in the group
of twists of S, the group K1 nT fixes S]. Note also that the stabilizer of the vertex of S}
fixed by K is equal to Gy,. If U; is a free splitting, then S} is a splitting of W,, with one
trivial edge stabilizer and such that K fixes a point of S7. In this case, after collapsing
every orbit of edges of S] with nontrivial stabilizer, we can apply Case 1 to conclude.
So we may assume that S7 has an edge stabilizer isomorphic to Z. By Lemma [L1T]
the twist D about this edge is central in a finite index subgroup of Stab(S]). Hence D
commutes with a finite index subgroup of K1 nT.

We now prove that the centralizer of the group K; n T contains a free abelian
group of rank 2. This will contradict Property (Pw,_,) (1). Since Wy, is a hyperbolic
group, and since G,, is one-ended relative to K and G, one may apply Theorem [7.3]
to (Guy, {K,Gc}) to obtain a canonical one-edge splitting Us of G, such that both K
and G, fixes a vertex. The edge stabilizers of Us are all virtually infinite cyclic. Let S}
be the refinement of S} obtained by blowing-up Us at the vertex of S fixed by K and
by attaching the edges according to their fixed points in U,. Let S} be the equivalence
class of S5.

Suppose first that one of the edge stabilizer of Us is isomorphic to Z. Note that this
case always happen when k,, = 3 by Corollary (3). Then S’ contains two edges in
distinct orbits whose edge stabilizers are isomorphic to Z. By Lemma 2.10] the group
Stab(S5) has a finite index subgroup which contains a central subgroup isomorphic to
Z2. In particular, the centralizer of a finite index subgroup of K; n T contains a free
abelian group of rank 2. This contradicts Property (Pw,_,) (1).

So we may suppose that k,, > 4 and that every edge stabilizer of Us is isomorphic to
Ws. By Remark [2.9] the group of bitwists of the equivalence class of U, trivial. Since Uy
is canonical, Us is fixed by a finite index subgroup Ha of Out(G,,,{K,G.}). Consider
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the natural homomorphism

\112: H2 — H Out(Gm)
Z‘EG’UO\UQ

given by the action on the vertex groups. By Proposition 2.8 and Remark 2.9] the kernel
of this homomorphism is the group of bitwists, which is trivial. Recall that the abelian
rank of Out(G,,, {K, G.}) is equal to the abelian rank of Out(G,,). Therefore the abelian
rank of the image of W5 is equal to the abelian rank of Out(G,,). By Lemma [7.6 (2), the
splitting Us has a refinement Us obtained by blowing-up a Zgc-splitting at a vertex of
U, which is not in the orbit of the vertex fixed by K. This gives a refinement S5 of S by
blowing-up Us at the vertex of S} fixed by K. Let 8§ be the equivalence class of S5. Note
that, as K fixes a point in S%, and as (x,,) is adjacent to the vertex fixed by K, we see that
K n T is contained in the group of twists of S5. If Us has a trivial edge stabilizer, then
after collapsing every orbit of edges in S5 with nontrivial edge stabilizer, one can apply
Case 1 to conclude. Otherwise, Us has an edge stabilizer isomorphic to Z. In this case,
we see that S% contains two edges in distinct orbits whose edge stabilizers are isomorphic
to Z. By Lemma[2.10, the group Stab(S}) contains a finite index subgroup with a central
subgroup isomorphic to Z2. In particular, the centralizer of a finite index subgroup of
K1 nT contains a free abelian group of rank 2. This contradicts Property (P, _,) (1).

Therefore, there exists a refinement SéQ) of Sj such that K fixes a vertex of SéQ) and

SéQ) has an edge with trivial edge stabilizer. After collapsing every orbit of edges of S(()Q)
with nontrivial stabilizer, we can apply Case 1 to conclude. The conclusion in Case 3
follows.

Therefore, we have constructed a free splitting S, of W,, which is a two-edge free
splitting fixed by K1 n T. Moreover, the construction of the splitting is such that the
vertex of the underlying graph of W,\\S{; whose associated group contains K is not a leaf.
We now prove that S, is a W,,_o-star. Let C' be the vertex stabilizer of S|, containing K,
and let C’ be a vertex stabilizer of S{, which is not a conjugate of C' nor {(z,,). Then C’
is the vertex group of a leaf of the underlying graph of W,,\\S. By Proposition 28 (3),
the group of twists of Sj is isomorphic to C' x C x C'/Z(C"). Since the centralizer of
K N T is virtually a nonabelian free group by Property (Pw, ,) (1), we conclude that
C'/Z(C") is finite. Hence C” is isomorphic to F and S|, is a W,,_a-star.

We now prove that H virtually fixes S). By Proposition [Z8 (3), the group of twists
of 8} is isomorphic to W,,_o x W,,_s. By LemmaLI0, the group K3 n T is contained in
one of the factors isomorphic to W,_s of the group of twists of S). Therefore, K1 N T
is centralized by the other factor of the group of twists of &(. Since the centralizer of
K1 nT contains K» as a finite index subgroup, the group K5 contains a twist f of infinite
order about the edge e of S{; which does not collapse onto S. This twist is a twist about
a W,_i-star obtained from S{ by collapsing the orbit of edges which does not contain
e. By Lemma [T} the group H virtually fixes S). Moreover, K; is commensurable with
T nStab(S)), that is K is commensurable with the group of twists about one edge of .Sj).
Lemmal6.4] then implies that K7 virtually fixes a unique equivalence class of W, _o-stars.
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Therefore, since K7 is a normal subgroup of H, we see that H virtually fixes a unique
equivalence class of W,,_s-stars. This concludes the proof. U

Proposition 7.8. Letn = 5 and let T' be a finite index subgroup of Cy,. Let ¥ € Comm(T").
Then for every equivalence class S of Wy,_o-stars, there exists a unique equivalence class

S’ of Wy,_a-stars such that W([Stabr(S)]) = [Stabp(S’)].

Proof. The uniqueness statement follows from Lemma[6.4] which shows that the stabilizer
in finite index subgroups of Out(W,,) of two distinct equivalence classes of W,,_o-stars
are not commensurable.

We now prove the existence statement. Let f: I'y — Iy be an isomorphism between
finite index subgroups of I" that represents ¥. By Proposition [6.5] the group Stabr, (S)
satisfies (P, _,). As f is an isomorphism, we deduce that f(Stabr,(S)) also satisfies
(Pw,,_,). Proposition [.7] implies that there exists a unique equivalence class of W,,_a-
stars 8’ such that f(Stabr, (S)) € Stabr,(S’), where the inclusion holds up to a finite
index subgroup. Applying the same argument with f~!, we see that there exists an
equivalence class 8" of a W,,_o-star such that

Stabr, (S) € f!(Stabr,(S")) < Stabr, (S”),

where the inclusion holds up to a finite index subgroup. Lemma then implies that
S is the unique equivalence class of W,,_s-stars virtually fixed by Stabp, (S). Therefore,
we see that S = §” and we have equality everywhere. This completes the proof. U

8 Algebraic characterization of compatibility of 1V, _,-stars and
conclusion

8.1 Algebraic characterization of compatibility of W, _,-stars

In this section, we give an algebraic characterization of the fact that two equivalence
classes of W,,_s-stars have both a common collapse and a common refinement. This will
imply that Comm(Out(W,,)) preserves the set of pairs of commensurability classes of
stabilizers of adjacent pairs in the graph X,, introduced in Definition (2).

Let n > 5 and let I" be a finite index subgroup of C,. We consider the following
properties of a pair (Hy, H2) of subgroups of T'.

Peomp) The pair (Hy, H) satisfies the following properties.
For every i € {1,2}, the group H; satisfies (Py,,_,).

For every normal subgroups Kfl) X K2(1) of Hy and K§2) X K2(2) of Hy given by
Py, _,) (1), there exist i, j € {1,2} such that KZ-(l) N KJ(.Z) is infinite.

3) The group H; n Hs contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z" 2.

20



Proposition 8.1. Let n = 5 and let I' be a finite index subgroup of C,. Let S1 and So
be two distinct equivalence classes of Wy,_o-stars Sy and So and, for every i€ {1,2}, let
H; = Stabp(S;). Then S1 and Sy have a refinement S which is a W,,_s-star if and only
if (H1, Ha) satisfies Property (Peomp)-

Proof. We first assume that S; and Sy have a common refinement S which is a W,,_3-
star. Let S be the equivalence class of S. Let us prove that (Hy, Hy) satisfies (Peomp)-
By Proposition [6.5, for every i € {1,2}, the group H; satisfies (Py,,_,). This proves that
the pair (Hy, Ha) satisfies (Peomp) (1).

Let us check Property (Peomp) (2). For every i € {1,2}, let Tl(i) X T2(i) be the group
of twists of S; and let K{i) = Tl(i) NI and Kéi) = TQ(i) N T'. By Proposition [6.5], for every
i € {1,2}, the group K {i) X Kéi) satisfies (P, _,) (1) and Lemma [T implies that every
normal subgroup of H; given by (P, ,) (1) is commensurable with K{i) X K;i). Thus
it suffices to check (Peomp) (2) for Kfl) X K2(1) and KfQ) X K§2). The group of twists of S
is isomorphic to a direct product A7 x Ay x Ag of three copies of W,,_3. Since n = 5, we
have n — 3 > 2 and W,,_3 is infinite. Since S is a common refinement of S; and Sy and
since S has 3 orbits of edges there exists a W,,_1-star Sy which is a common collapse of
Sp and Sy. Moreover, there exists k € {1,2,3} such that A is contained in the group of
twists of Sy. Therefore, for every i € {1,2}, there exists j € {1,2} such that the group
Ay, is contained in T](Z) Thus, there exist 4,j € {1,2} such that Ay nT" < KZQ) N Kj(?).
In particular, Ki(l) N Kj(?) is infinite. This shows (Peomp) (2).

Finally, since n = 5, the W,,_s-stars S; and Sy have a common refinement which is
a Wa-star (take any Ws-star which refines S). Since the group of twists of a Wa-star
contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z"~2 by Proposition 28 (3), this shows (Peomp) (3).

Conversely, suppose that (Hy, H) satisfies (Peomp). For i € {1,2}, let K{i) X Kéz) be
the direct product of the groups of twists in I about the two edges of S;. Then for every
i € {1,2}, the group (H; n Kfl)) x (H; n KQ(Z)) satisfies (P, _,) (1) by Proposition
Hence Property (Peomp) (2) implies that there exists 4, j € {1,2} such that

(0 &) o (B 0 K

is infinite. For i € {1, 2}, let Sy) and Séi) be the two distinct W,,_1-stars on which .5; col-
lapses. By Proposition [6.10], since Hy n Hy fixes pointwise the set {Sfl), Sél),SfQ),SQ(Q)},
and since H; n Hy contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z"~2 by (Peomp) (3), the W,_4-
stars SF), Sél), Sf) and 552) are pairwise compatible. Hence S7 and S9 have a common
refinement S which is either a W,,_s-star or a W,,_4-star. Since the groups of twists
of &1 and S, have infinite intersection, the refinement S cannot be a W,,_4-star since
otherwise the W,,_;-stars Sfl), Sél), S§2) and 552) would be pairwise nonequivalent and
hence their groups of twists would have trivial intersection. Thus S is a W,,_s-star. This
concludes the proof. O
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8.2 Conclusion

In this last section, we complete the proof of our main theorem.

Theorem 8.2. Let n = 5 and let I' be a finite index subgroup of C,. Then any isomor-
phism f: Hi — Hs between two finite index subgroups of I' is given by conjugation by
an element of Out(W,,) and the natural map:

Out(W,,) — Comm(Out(W,,))

s an isomorphism.

Proof. Suppose that S and S’ are two distinct equivalence classes of W,,_s-stars. Then
Stabr(S) and Stabp(S’) are not commensurable by Lemma Proposition [.8 shows
that the collection Z of all commensurability classes of I'-stabilizers of equivalence classes
of W,,_g-stars is Comm(T")-invariant. Proposition BJ] shows that the collection J of all
pairs ([Stabp(S)], [Stabp(S’)]) is also Comm(T')-invariant. Since the natural homomor-
phism Out(W,,) — Aut(X,) is an isomorphism by Theorem B3] the conclusion follows
from Proposition 2Z.I]and the fact that Comm(I") is isomorphic to Comm(Out(W,,)) since
I" has finite index in Out(W,,). O

A Rigidity of the graph of W, _-stars

The graph of W,_1-stars, denoted by Y,, is the graph whose vertices are the W,-
equivariant homeomorphism classes of W,,_i-stars, where two equivalence classes S and
S’ are joined by an edge if there exist S € S and S’ € 8§’ such that S and S’ are compat-
ible. This graph arises naturally in the study of Out(W),,) as it is isomorphic to the full
subgraph of the free splitting graph K, of W,, whose vertices are equivalence classes of
Wp-stars, with k varying in {0,...,n — 1}. As Aut(W,,) acts on K, by precomposition
of the marking, we have an induced action of Aut(W,) on Y,,. As Inn(W,,) acts trivially
on Y, the action of Aut(W,,) induces an action of Out(W,,). We denote by Aut(Y,,) the
group of graph automorphisms of Y,,. In this section we prove the following theorem.

Theorem A.1. Let n > 4. The natural homomorphism
Out(W,,) — Aut(Y,,)

s an isomorphism.

In order to prove this theorem, we take advantage of the action of Out(W,,) on the
graph of {0}-stars and F-stars L,. The strategy in order to prove Theorem [A]lis to
construct an injective homomorphism ®: Aut(Y, ) — Aut(L,) such that every automor-
phism in the image preserves the set of {0}-stars and the set of F-stars.

The homomorphism ®: Aut(Y,,) — Aut(L,) is defined as follows. Let f € Aut(Y,).
Let S be the equivalence class of a {0}-star and let S be a representative of S. By
Theorem [B.7] there exist exactly n W,,_q-stars Si,...,S, refined by S. Moreover, these
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W, _1-stars are pairwise compatible. For i € {1,...,n}, let S; be the equivalence class
of S;. Since f is an automorphism of Y, f(Si1),...,f(S,) are pairwise adjacent in
Y,. Let Si,...,S) be representatives of respectively f(S1),...,f(S,) that are pairwise
compatible. Then Theorem [B.7] implies that there exists a unique common refinement
S’ of S1,...,5], with exactly n edges. Since, for every ¢ € {1,...,n}, the splitting S; is
a W,,_1-star, the splitting S’ is necessarily a {0}-star. Let S’ be the equivalence class of
S’. We then define ®(f)(S) = &’. If T is an F-star, we define ®(f)(7) similarly.

Lemma A.2. Let n > 4. Let f € Aut(Y,). Let ®(f) be as above.
(1) The map ®(f): VL, — VL, induces a graph automorphism &(f): L, — Ly,.
(2) If &(f) =idy,, then f = idy,.

Proof. We prove the first statement. As ®(f) o ®(f~!) = ®(fo f!) = id, we see
that ®(f) is a bijection. Let S be the equivalence class of a {0}-star and let 7 be the
equivalence class of an F-star. Suppose that S and T are adjacent in L,. We prove that
®(f)(S) and ®(f)(T) are adjacent in L,. Applying the same result to f~!, this will
prove that S and 7T are adjacent in L, if and only if ®(f)(S) and ®(f)(7T) are adjacent
in L,, and this will conclude the proof. Let S and T be representatives of respectively
S and 7. Let Sy,...,S, be the n W,,_;-stars refined by S, and let T1,...,T,_1 be the
n — 1 W, _q-stars refined by T. As S refines T, and as S refines exactly n W, _q-stars
by Theorem B.7 up to reordering, we can suppose that, for every i € {1,...,n — 1},
we have S; = T;. For i € {1,...,n}, let S; be the equivalence class of S;, and let S/
be a representative of ®(f)(S;) such that for distinct 4,5 € {1,...,n}, S; and S; are
compatible. Then, by Theorem Bl a representative 7" of ®(f)(7) is the unique (up
to Wy-equivariant homomophism) F-star such that, for every j € {1,...,n — 1}, T’ is
compatible with S%. Moreover, a representative S” of ®(f)(S) is the unique {0}-star
such that, for every i € {1,...,n}, S’ is compatible with S]. For i € {1,...,n}, let z;
be the preimage by the marking of W;,\\S! (well defined up to global conjugation) of the
generator of the vertex group isomorphic to F' (which exists since S, is a W,,_;-star).
Then the preimages by the marking of W,,\T" of the generators of the groups associated
with the n—1 leaves of the underlying graph of W,,\T" are z1, ..., z,—1 and the preimage
by the marking of W,,\T” of the generator of the group associated with the center of the
underlying graph of W,\T" is z,,. Moreover, the preimages by the marking of W,\S’
of the generators of the groups associated with the n leaves of the underlying graph of
W, \S" are x1,...,z,. Let v, be the leaf of the underlying graph of W,\S’ such that the
preimage by the marking of W,,\S” of the generator of the group associated with v, is
Zn. Then T is obtained from S’ by contracting the edge adjacent to v,. Thus ®(f)(S)
and ®(f)(T) are adjacent in Ly,.

The proof of the second statement is identical to the proof of [Gue2, Lemma 5.4].
We add the proof for completeness as the statement of [Gue2, Lemma 5.4] is about
automorphisms of K,. Let S € VY, and let S be a representative of S. We prove that
f(S)=3S8. Let

Wy, ={x1,...,2n_1)*{Tp)
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be the free factor decomposition of W,, induced by S. Let S’ be a representative of f(S).
Let X be the equivalence class of the F-star X represented in Figure @ on the left.

(x2) (1)

<331> (Tn)

<xn> <37n—1>

Figure 4: The F-stars X and X’ of the proof of Lemma

Since ®(f)(X) = X, the free splitting S’ is a W,,_1-star obtained from X by collapsing
n — 1 edges. But if T is a W,,_1-star obtained from X by collapsing n — 1 edges, then
there exists ¢ € {1,...,n} such that the free factor decomposition of W), induced by T is

Wn:<x1,...,fi,...,mn>*<xi>.

For i € {1,...,n}, we will denote by T; the W,,_1-star with associated free factor decom-
position {x1,...,Zi,...,x,) * {x;), and by T; its equivalence class. For ¢ # n, the free
splitting T} is a collapse of the F-star X’ depicted in Figure [ on the right, whereas S is
not a collapse of X’.

Let X’ be the equivalence class of X’. Since ®(f)(X’) = X', there does not exist
a representative of f(S) that is obtained from a representative of X’ by collapsing a
forest. Thus, for all i # n, we have f(S) # 7;. Therefore, as S = Ty, we conclude that
f(8)=S8. O

Proof of Theorem [A.1l Let n = 4. We first prove injectivity. The homomor-
phism Out(W,,) — Aut(L,,) is injective by Theorem Moreover, the homomorphism
Out(W,,) — Aut(L,,) factors through Out(W,) — Aut(Y,,) — Aut(L,). Therefore
we deduce the injectivity of Out(W,,) — Aut(Y,). We now prove surjectivity. Let
f € Aut(Y,). By Lemma (1), we have a homomorphism ®: Aut(Y,,) — Aut(L,)
whose image consists in automorphisms preserving the set of {0}-stars and the set of F-
stars. By Theorem [3.5] the automorphism ®(f) is induced by an element v € Out(W,,).
Since the homomorphism Aut(Y,,) — Aut(L,) is injective by Lemma (2), f is in-
duced by . This concludes the proof. O
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