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ON THE NON-DISCRETENESS OF AUTOMORPHISM

GROUPS OF CAYLEY GRAPHS OF COXETER GROUPS

FEDERICO BERLAI AND MICHAL FEROV

Abstract. In this work we characterise Cayley graphs of Coxeter groups
with respect to the standard generating set that admit uncountable ver-
tex stabilisers. As a corollary, we fully identify finitely generated Coxeter
groups for which the automorphism group of their Cayley graph with
respect to the standard generating set is not discrete when equipped
with the permutation topology. As an application, we also provide new
explicit constructions of vertex-transitive graphs of infinite degree that
have locally compact automorphism groups.
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1. Introduction

An automorphism group of a connected graph ∆ = (V∆, E∆) naturally
admits a topology, namely the pointwise-convergence topology, also called
the permutation topology, whose base of open sets at the identity is given
by the family

UF :=
{
ϕ ∈ Aut(∆) | ϕ(x) = x ∀x ∈ F

}
,

where F ⊆ V∆ is finite. That is, basic open sets at the identity are finite
intersections of vertex stabilisers. This topology is totally disconnected.
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Whenever the graph ∆ is locally finite, it is also locally compact, so the
group Aut(∆) is a totally disconnected locally compact (TDLC) topological
group. For more details on permutation topologies, we refer the reader to
Subsection 2.2.

Being locally compact or not, this topology is second countable whenever
the vertex set of the graph ∆ is at most countable, so that in this case the
group Aut(∆) is discrete if and only if it is countable.

A natural problem, thus, is to find conditions on a countable graph ∆
that assure this topology on Aut(∆) to be non-discrete (or, equivalently,
that assure that the group Aut(∆) is not countable). This is a well-known
problem that attracted attention from several branches of mathematics. For
instance, we must mention the seminal paper [4] of Halin that provides a
graph theoretical characterisation of uncountability. Nevertheless, stronger
forms of Halin’s result were already known among (and published by) logi-
cians (compare also [5]).

In this work we address the above-mentioned problem for a particular
family of graphs, that is, Cayley graphs of Coxeter groups (we redirect the
interested reader to Subsection 2.3 for the precise definitions and notation
that will be used throughout this paper). In Theorem A we fully charac-
terise, in terms of the defining graph Γ, those countably generated Coxeter
groups WΓ for which Aut

(
Cay(WΓ, S)

)
has uncountable vertex stabilisers.

If G is a group and S is a generating set for G, then Cayley’s theorem
asserts that G is a subgroup of Aut

(
Cay(G,S)

)
, and in particular it is the

subgroup consisting of label-preserving automorphisms of the labelled graph
Cay(G,S).

It is worth mentioning that recently results with an opposite flavour (com-
pared to ours) appeared in the literature. Indeed, it has been proved in [6,
Theorem 7] (see also [7, Theorem 1.1]) that for any finitely generated group
G which is not abelian nor generalised dicyclic, if S0 is a finite symmetric
generating set for G then G ∼= Aut

(
Cay(G,S)

)
, where S is the new gener-

ating set (S0 ∪S2
0 ∪S3

0) \ {e}. Thus, the results from [6, 7] mean that is it is
always possible to find generating sets so that the Cayley graph has as few
automorphisms as possible.

The impulse that led us to prove Theorem A came from [8]. Indeed, in [8]
Taylor considers the similar question for Cayley graphs of finitely generated
right-angled Artin groups with respect to the standard generating set, and
proves that their automorphism group is countable if and only if the defining
graph is complete, that is if and only if the corresponding right-angled Artin
group is a finitely generated free abelian group.

To be able to state Theorem A we will need to introduce now some nota-
tion. Given an simplicial graph Γ = (V Γ, EΓ), not necessarily finite, and a
weight function m : V Γ× V Γ → {1, 2, . . . } ∪ {+∞} satisfying

c1) m(x, y) = m(y, x) for all x, y ∈ V Γ;
c2) m(x, y) = 1 if and only if x = y;
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c3) m(x, y) = +∞ if and only if {x, y} /∈ EΓ,

we can consider the Coxeter group (notice, it will be finitely generated ex-
actly when the graph Γ is finite)

(1) WΓ := 〈V Γ | (xy)m(x,y) = e ∀x, y ∈ V Γ〉,

where (xy)+∞ = e by definition means that there is no relation between
the two generators x and y. We call Γ = (V Γ, EΓ,m) a weighted graph.
Notice that the Coxeter group WΓ is a right-angled Coxeter group whenever
the weight function m only takes values in {1, 2,+∞}. In this case, we
usually forget about this function and plainly consider simplicial graphs
Γ = (V Γ, EΓ): for vertices x 6= y, we have that m(x, y) = 2 if and only if
{x, y} ∈ EΓ, and m(x, y) = +∞ if and only if {x, y} /∈ EΓ.

Let us denote by AΓ the automorphism group of the Cayley graph of
WΓ with respect to the standard generating set V Γ. Moreover, let Aut(Γ)
denote the group of symmetries of Γ that preserve weights (in particular,
if we reduce our attention to right-angled Coxeter groups, then this is the
automorphism group of the unweighted defining graph). Then we have the
following statement.

Theorem A. Let Γ be a countable weighted graph and let CΓ be the Cayley
graph of the Coxeter group WΓ with respect to the standard generating set
V Γ. The automorphism group AΓ has uncountable vertex stabilisers if and
only if either Aut(Γ) is uncountable or there exists x ∈ V Γ and a non-trivial
automorphism α ∈ Aut(Γ) such that α ↾star(x)= idΓ.

When the graph Γ is finite, its group of weight-preserving symmetries
Aut(Γ) will be finite as well, and in particular not uncountable. Notice that
Γ is finite if and only if the Coxeter group WΓ is finitely generated, if and
only if CΓ is locally finite.

Thus, in that case (which is the case of interest for us), Theorem A
says that the TDLC group AΓ has uncountable vertex stabilisers, and in
particular it is itself uncountable, if and only if there exists a vertex x in the
finite graph Γ that has some specific property.

Thus, we immediately deduce the following result for TDLC groups:

Corollary B. Let Γ be a finite weighted graph and let CΓ be the Cayley
graph of the Coxeter group WΓ with respect to the standard generating set
V Γ. The group AΓ is a non-discrete TDLC group if and only if there exists
x ∈ V Γ and a non-trivial automorphism α ∈ Aut(Γ) such that α ↾star(x)=
idΓ.

From Theorem A we immediately notice that the situation for (right-
angled) Coxeter groups is diametrically opposed to the one of right-angled
Artin groups: there exist graphs Γ such that AΓ is countable, and Γ admits
an induced subgraph ∆ for which A∆ is uncountable. As an example, we
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can consider the graphs

Γ

∆

Further, we also note that the Coxeter groups WΓ and W∆ are quasi-
isometric. This means that the property of having a non-discrete group
of automorphism of the Cayley graph (with respect to the standard gen-
erating set) is not a quasi-isometry invariant within the class of Coxeter
groups.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we introduce standard
notation and definitions for graphs, Coxeter groups, permutation topologies,
and provide the first results concerning the geometry of Cayley graphs of
Coxeter groups, and their automorphisms. In Section 3 and Section 4 we
prove Theorem A, each section concerned with one implication. We develop
the notion of good separating set in Definition 3.1. By Lemma 3.2, the
presence of a good separating set is equivalent to the condition appearing
in Theorem A. We conclude with Section 5, where we show that the tools
developed for the project can be also used to give explicit constructions of
vertex transitive graphs that are not locally finite and yet still have locally-
compact group of automorphisms.

1.1. Previously known results. When working on this article, the au-
thors were not aware of any previously published results on (non)discreteness
of Automorphism groups of Cayley graphs of Coxeter groups. Only when
this project was finished, we found out about [2] and [3].

The following is is a restatement of [3, Theorem 5.12]

Theorem 1.1. For a finite graph Γ, if there exists x ∈ V Γ and a non-trivial
automorphism α ∈ Aut(Γ) such that α ↾star(x)= idΓ then the automorphism
group Aut(Cay(WΓ, V Γ)) is discrete, and is the semidirect product of WΓ

and Aut(Γ). If not, then if the group WΓ is word-hyperbolic in the sense of
Gromov, the automorphism group Aut(Cay(WΓ, V Γ)) is not discrete.

Compared to the above, Corollary B is more general, as it makes no
assumptions on the geometry of the group WΓ.

The results presented in Graham Clarke’s master thesis, in particular [2,
Theorem 4.2 and Proposition 4.31], are equivalent to Corollary B. However,
we feel that our methods are more general and that our proofs are less
technical. In particular, we intend to use the machinery of configurations of
local actions in further projects.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section we fix the notation and collect known and preliminary
results that will be of use later. The neutral element of a group G is denoted
by eG, or simply by e if the group is clear from the context. In case when
G = Aut(∆), where ∆ is some graph, we will also use id∆ to denote the
neutral element in G, signifying that it is the identity map id∆ : ∆ → ∆.
Again, if the graph ∆ is clear from the context we will omit the subscript.

If G is a group acting of a set X, then for a subset S ⊆ X we will use
stabG(S) to denote the point-wise stabiliser of S, i.e.

stabG(S) = {g ∈ G | g · s = s for all s ∈ S}.

We will use the following conventions with respect to the naming of elements.
Given a Coxeter group WΓ, we will denote by x, y, . . . elements from its
(fixed) generating set V Γ, by u, v, w, . . . the vertices in its Cayley graph
which we will identify with elements of the groupWΓ, and by U, V,W we will
usually denote words over the alphabet V Γ, i.e. elements of the free monoid
(V Γ)∗ . The letter σ will usually denote an element from the automorphism
group of the graph Γ associated to the Coxeter group, whereas α, β, . . . will
denote elements of the automorphism group of the Cayley graph of WΓ.

2.1. Graphs. In this work we will focus at the same time on Cayley graphs,
and on simplicial graphs with weights associated to their edges. A Cayley
graph of a group G with respect to a generating set S is an S-labelled
oriented graph Cay(G,S), where the vertices of Cay(G,S) are identified with
elements of G and an ordered pair (v,w) ∈ G×G corresponds to an oriented
edge labelled by s ∈ S if and only if w = vs. In general, a Cayley graph may
contain multiple edges and loops. However, since in this note we will only
consider Cayley graphs of Coxeter groups generated by distinct non-trivial
involutions, we might assume that Cay(G,S) is a S-labelled simplicial graph,
i.e. an undirected graph without loops and multiple edges. When talking
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about automorphisms of Cayley graphs, we will consider bijections of the
vertex set G that preserve adjacency between vertices, but not necessarily
the labels.

In the rest of this paper, by a graph we mean a simplicial graph, that
is a graph Γ = (V Γ, EΓ) where V Γ is a set and EΓ ⊆

(V Γ
2

)
is the set of

edges, that is unoriented pair of vertices, such that there are no loops (edges
of the form {x, x} for x ∈ V Γ) nor multiple edges between the same pair
of vertices. Two vertices x, y ∈ V Γ are adjacent if {x, y} ∈ EΓ. A map
σ : V Γ → V Γ is an automorphism of the graph Γ if it is a bijection and
{v,w} ∈ EΓ if and only if {σ(v), σ(w)} ∈ EΓ.

By a subgraph we will always mean an induced subgraph, i.e. a subgraph
whose edge set is fully determined by its vertices. Given two simplicial
graphs Γ = (V Γ, EΓ) and ∆ = (V∆, E∆), we say that Γ is an induced

subgraph of ∆ if V Γ ⊆ V∆ and V Γ =
(V Γ

2

)
∪ E∆.

Let m : V Γ × V Γ → {1, 2, . . . } ∪ {+∞} be a function satisfying the fol-
lowing properties:

c1) m(x, y) = m(y, x) for all x, y ∈ V Γ;
c2) m(x, y) = 1 if and only if x = y;
c3) m(x, y) = +∞ if and only if {x, y} /∈ EΓ.

We call (Γ,m) = (V Γ, EΓ,m) a weighted graph and m a weight for Γ. When
the context is clear, we will hide m from the notation and say that Γ is a
weighted graph.

A map σ : V Γ → V Γ is an automorphism of the weighted graph Γ if
it is a bijection such that m(x, y) = m

(
σ(x), σ(y)

)
for all x, y ∈ V Γ. In

particular, if σ is an automorphism of Γ then {x, y} ∈ EΓ if and only if
{σ(x), σ(y)} ∈ EΓ. The group of automorphisms of a weighted graph Γ is
denoted by Aut(Γ).

If m is a weight such that m(V Γ× V Γ) ⊆ {1, 2,+∞} then, by definition
of weight, m(x, y) = 1 if and only if x = y, and m(x, y) = 2 if and only if
{x, y} ∈ EΓ, and m(x, y) = +∞ if and only if {x, y} /∈ EΓ. In this case,
a bijection of V Γ is an automorphism of the weighted graph (Γ,m) if and
only if it is an automorphism of the unweighted graph Γ.

A proper subset of vertices S ( V Γ is a separating set if the induced
subgraph spanned by V Γ \ S is disconnected. By definition, if Γ is already
disconnected, the empty set is a separating set for the graph Γ.

2.2. Permutation topologies. In this subsection we recall the notion of
permutation topology and some basic facts. Readers familiar with the ter-
minology may wish to skip this subsection.

Let X be a set and suppose that G is a group acting on X. There is a
group topology on G naturally arising from its action on X, namely the per-
mutation topology or sometimes called the point-wise convergence topology.
The base of neighbourhoods of the identity consists of the collection of sets
of the form stabG(F ), where F ⊂ X is finite.
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It then follows that for an element g ∈ G its base of neighbourhoods
consists of all the sets of the form

B(g, F ) = {f ∈ G | f ↾F= g ↾F}.

where, again, the subset F ⊂ X is finite.
The following statement then follows immediately from the definition.

Lemma 2.1. A subgroup H ≤ G is open in the permutation topology on G
arising from an action on a set X if and only if it contains the pointwise
stabiliser of some finite set F ⊂ X.

Quite clearly, the kernel of the action is contained in every neighbourhood
of the identity, so it is the smallest (with respect to inclusion) open subset
containing the identity. In fact, the kernel of the action is the connected
component of the identity - it then follows that the permutation topology is
totally disconnected if an only if the action is faithful.

Further, if the action is faithful, then for each tuple of distinct elements
f, g ∈ G there exists x ∈ X such that f · x 6= g · x. In particular, this
means B(f, {x}) and B(g, {x}) are disjoint open neighbourhoods of f and
g respectively. Conversely, following the definition of permutation topology,
we see that if the permutation topology arising from the action on X is not
Hausdorff, then there exists g ∈ X contained in every neighbourhood of the
identity, therefore g · x = x for all x ∈ X.

The following lemma sums up the following two observations.

Lemma 2.2. The permutation topology on G is Hausdorff if and only if the
action of G on X is faithful. Furthermore, G is totally disconnected if and
only if the action is faithful.

Within the scope of this paper, X will be a vertex transitive simplicial
graph, with X = (V X,EX), where V X denotes the set of vertices of X and

EX ⊆
(V X

2

)
denotes the set of edges of X, and G ≤ Aut(X). In particular,

this means that G is totally disconnected. In the case when X is locally
finite, i.e. when each vertex is adjacent to only finitely many vertices, it can
be easily seen that Aut(X) is locally compact.

2.3. Coxeter groups. The right-angled Coxeter group WΓ (also abbrevi-
ated by RACG) associated to a graph Γ = (V Γ, EΓ) without weights is the
group given by the presentation

WΓ := 〈V Γ | x2 = e ∀x ∈ V Γ, xy = yx ∀{x, y} ∈ EΓ〉.

More generally, a Coxeter group is a group (not necessarily finitely gener-
ated) given by the presentation of the form

(2) W := 〈x1, . . . , xn, . . . | (xixj)
mi,j = e ∀i, j〉 ,

where the exponents mi,j ∈ {1, 2, . . . } ∪ {+∞} satisfy:

(1) mi,j = mj,i for all i, j;
(2) mi,j = 1 if and only if i = j, that is, generators are involutions;



8 FEDERICO BERLAI AND MICHAL FEROV

(3) if m(x, y) = +∞ then, by definition, there is no relation between xi
and xj .

In the literature the set S = {x1, . . . , xn}, when finite, is called a Coxeter
generating set, and the pair (W,S) is called a Coxeter system, although in
this paper we will not enforce this terminology.

To each Coxeter system (we maintain the notation of Equation (2)) we
can associate a weighted graph Γ in the following way. The vertex set V Γ
is defined to be the set {x1, . . . , xn, . . . }. Two different vertices xi and xj
are joined by an edge in Γ if and only if mi,j < +∞, and the weight map is
defined as m(xi, xj) := mi,j.

Therefore, any Coxeter group is of the form

(3) WΓ := 〈V Γ | (xy)m(x,y) = e ∀x, y ∈ V Γ〉,

where (Γ,m) is a weighted graph. Again, (xy)+∞ = e means that there is
no relation imposed between the generators x and y.

Notice that a Coxeter group is a right-angled Coxeter group if and only
if its weight function satisfies m(V Γ × V Γ) ⊆ {1, 2,+∞}. That is, we can
think of right-angled Coxeter groups as Coxeter groups in which all edges
have weight equal to two.

Given a Coxeter group WΓ, we denote by CΓ the Cayley graph of WΓ

with respect to the generating set V Γ, that is the graph whose vertex set is
WΓ, and such that two vertices v,w ∈ WΓ are joined by an edge if and only
if there exists x ∈ V Γ satisfying v = wx. In this case, the edge {v,w} is
labelled by the letter x, that is CΓ is labelled by the set V Γ.

Notice that the Cayley graph is regular, connected, and each vertex has
valency |V Γ|, each incident edge being labelled by exactly one element of
V Γ. In particular, this Cayley graph will be locally finite if and only if the
generating set V Γ is finite. Given a vertex v in the Cayley graph and a
natural number n, we denote by B(v, n) the ball of radius n in CΓ around
the vertex v.

We denote by AΓ the group of automorphisms Aut(CΓ). When the graph
Γ is clear from the context, we will often drop the subscript Γ to ease nota-
tion. We are not imposing that elements of AΓ preserve labels.

2.4. Reduced forms, parabolic subgroups. Suppose that Γ is an un-
weighted graph (or, equivalently, a graph with a weight function whose im-
ages are contained in {1, 2,+∞}). Given a pair of vertices x, y ∈ V Γ, that
is a pair of canonical generators of the right-angled Coxeter group WΓ, we
have that x and y are joined by an edge in Γ if and only if, for any vertex
v in the Cayley graph CΓ, we find an embedded cycle of length four in CΓ

that has v as a vertex and where opposite sides of the square are labelled
by x and y respectively (compare with Figure 1). We call such embedded
cycle a commuting square at v with labels x and y.
The same observation extends to weighted graphs, that is to Cayley graphs
of Coxeter groups: given any vertex v in CΓ, two generators x and y will
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v vx

vy vxy

Figure 1. Commuting square at v.

alternatively label the edges of an embedded cycle of even length 2l (one
of whose vertices is v) if and only if {x, y} ∈ EΓ and m(x, y) = l. We call
this embedded cycle the relation cycle of x and y at the vertex v. That is,
commuting squares are exactly the relation cycles of length four.

To prove Lemma 2.8 we need some notions for Coxeter groups. Let Γ =
(V Γ, EΓ,m) be a weighted simplicial graph, and consider the free monoid
V Γ∗, that is the set of finite sequences of V Γ-elements, which we call words.
The elements x1, . . . , xr in a word W = (x1, . . . , xr) ∈ V Γ∗ are called the
syllables of the word, and we say that r is the length of the word, writing
r = |W |. We will use ǫ to denote the empty word.

Any such finite sequence (x1, . . . , xr), or word, defines a group element
via the evaluation map ω : V Γ∗ → WΓ defined by

ω
(
x1, . . . , xr

)
:= x1 . . . xr ∈ WΓ,

where ω(ǫ) := e ∈ WΓ. We say that the word (x1, . . . , xr) represents the
group element ω

(
x1, . . . , xr

)
. Notice that different words may represent the

same group element.
Let us consider the following elementary simplifications on V Γ∗:

s1) if y ∈ V Γ and two consecutive syllables of (x1, . . . , xr) are equal to
y, then remove these two syllables to obtain a sequence of length
r − 2;

s2) if x, y ∈ V Γ and m(x, y) consecutive syllables of (x1, . . . , xr) are
alternatively equal to x and y, then in these m(x, y) syllables replace
all occurrences of x with y and vice versa.

If a word w2 can be obtained from a word w1 with finitely many elementary
simplifications, then ω(w1) = ω(w2). We call the second kind of simplifica-
tion a braid relation. Rephrasing it, a braid relation is a substitution of the
form

(
x1, . . . , x, y, x, . . .

︸ ︷︷ ︸

length m(x,y)

, . . . , xr
)

7−→
(
x1, . . . , y, x, y, . . .

︸ ︷︷ ︸

length m(x,y)

, . . . , xr
)

among finite sequences in V Γ∗. In particular, it must be that m(x, y) 6= +∞
for a braid relation to occur. Moreover, as they are tautologically true, we
will never consider braid relations for x = y, that is for m(x, y) = 1, as in



10 FEDERICO BERLAI AND MICHAL FEROV

this case the braid relation does not modify the sequence. Braid relations do
not affect length of words, whereas a simplification of the first kind reduces
the length by two.

In the context of right-angled Coxeter groups, a braid relation is called
syllable swapping, because in that case we replace the subword (x, y) with
the word (y, x).

The following fundamental result (compare [1, Theorem 3.3.1]) charac-
terises words of minimal length among words representing a given element
g ∈ WΓ.

Theorem 2.3. Let WΓ be a Coxeter group and w1, w2 ∈ V Γ∗ be two words
of minimal length representing an element g ∈ WΓ. Then w1 can be obtained
from w2 applying a finite number of braid relations, and vice versa.

If g ∈ WΓ is an element of the Coxeter group WΓ, with ‖g‖ we denote the
length of any word w ∈ V Γ∗ of minimal length representing the element, i.e.

‖g‖ = min
W∈V Γ∗

{|W | | ω(W ) = g}

An automorphism α ∈ AΓ and a vertex v in the Cayley graph CΓ uniquely
define an automorphism σ(α, v) ∈ Aut(Γ), as follows. As α is an automor-
phism, it induces a bijection between the edges incident to v and the edges
incident to α(v), and therefore a bijection σ(α, v) : V Γ → V Γ between their
labels. We call σ(α, v) the local action of α at v and we claim that this
map is an automorphism of the weighted graph Γ, that is, it preserves the
weights m(x, y) for all x, y ∈ V Γ.

To demonstrate this, let {x1, x2} ∈ EΓ be an edge, and let w1, w2 be
vertices in the Cayley graph CΓ adjacent to v such that {v,w1} is labelled
by x1 and {v,w2} is labelled by x2. In the Cayley graph CΓ we then see
two relation cycles of length 2m(x1, x2) at the vertices v and α(v), labelled
by x1, x2 and by α(x1), α(x2) respectively (m(x1, x2) = 2 in Figure 2, and
different colours correspond to different labels: blue for x1, red for x2, cyan
for the label of {α(v), α(w1)}, magenta for the label of {α(v), α(w2)}).

v w2

w1 w

α(v)

α(w2)

α(w1)

α(w)

Figure 2. Graph automorphisms preserve the length of em-
bedded cycles.

Because α is an automorphism, the relation cycle at v with labels x1 and
x2 must be mapped to the relation cycle at α(v) with labels σ(α, v)(x1)
and σ(α, v)(x2). Therefore σ(α, v)(x1) and σ(α, v)(x2) are joined by an
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edge in Γ and m(x1, x2) = m
(
σ(α, v)(x1), σ(α, v)(x2)

)
, that is the bijection

σ(α, v) preserves weights. Therefore σ(α, v) ∈ Aut(Γ). This means that we
can think of σ as a well defined map

σ : AΓ×WΓ → Aut(Γ)

and, similarly, for a given α ∈ AΓ the map σ(α,−) : WΓ → Aut(Γ) is well-
defined.

Definition 2.4. Let Γ be a weighted graph and consider the Cayley graph CΓ

of the associated Coxeter group. We say that α ∈ AΓ is

(1) a translation if σ(α, v) = idΓ for all v ∈ WΓ, that is for all edges
{v,w} in CΓ the edges {v,w} and {α(v), α(w)} have the same label;

(2) an almost translation if σ(α, v) = σ(α,w) for all vertices v,w in CΓ.

Equivalently, one can say that α ∈ AΓ is a translation if and only if
σ(α, v) = idΓ for all v ∈ WΓ, and that α is an almost translation if and only
if the map σ(α,−) is constant.

We call these automorphisms translations because they correspond to left
multiplications by WΓ-elements, as recorded in Lemma 2.6.

Given w ∈ WΓ, let us define Lw : WΓ → WΓ as Lw(v) := wv. As the
Cayley graph CΓ is a right-Cayley graph, Lw is an element of the automor-
phism group of CΓ, that is Lw ∈ AΓ. In the following lemma we record
that w 7→ Lw is an injective homomorphism whose image is the subgroup
generated by translations of CΓ. More generally, this lemma works for any
group, not just for Coxeter groups, and any generating set.

Lemma 2.5. Let G be a group, let S be a generating set for G, and con-
sider the (right) Cayley graph Cay(G,S). The map w 7→ Lw is an injective
homomorphism, and therefore G embeds as a subgroup of Aut

(
Cay(G,S)

)
.

Moreover, if two translations α and β in Cay(G,S) are such that α(v) =
β(v) for some vertex v ∈ Cay(G,S), then α = β. In particular, the set of
all translations in Cay(G,S) is a subgroup isomorphic to G.

Proof. The map ι : G → Aut
(
Cay(G,S)

)
defined by w 7→ Lw is an injective

homomorphism by Cayley’s theorem, and Lw is a label-preserving for any
w ∈ G.

Let v ∈ Cay(G,S) be such that α(v) = β(v). Thus, as α and β are label-
preserving, we deduce that they agree on the ball of radius one around v,
that is α(u) = β(u) for all u ∈ B(v, 1). As the Cayley graph is a connected
graph, repeating this argument shows that α = β.

To prove that the image of the map ι is the set of translations in the
group Aut

(
Cay(G,S)

)
, that is the set of label-preserving automorphisms,

consider a translation α ∈ Aut
(
Cay(G,S)

)
. Then α(e) = Lα(e)(e), and thus

by what proved so far α = Lα(e). �

Thus, the subgroup of label-preserving automorphisms of a Cayley graph
Cay(G,S) does not depend on the choice of generating set S. Specialising
Lemma 2.5 to our case of interest, that is to Coxeter groups, we obtain:
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Lemma 2.6. Let α and β be two translations in AΓ whose image coincide
on a vertex v ∈ CΓ. Then α = β. In particular, the set of all translations in
AΓ is a subgroup isomorphic to WΓ.

In view of Lemma 2.6, with a slight abuse of notation we denote the set
of translations by WΓ. Thus, the expressions y ∈ WΓ and Ly ∈ WΓ make
both sense. The first will mean that we are considering the element y is in
the group WΓ, whereas the second will mean that we are considering the
translation Ly in AΓ.

Lemma 2.7. The subgroup of AΓ generated by almost translations that fix
the identity element is isomorphic to Aut(Γ).

Proof. Given σ ∈ Aut(Γ) we construct an almost translation α that fixes
the identity vertex and such that σ(α, v) = σ for any vertex v ∈ CΓ, and we
will then prove that the map σ 7→ α is an isomorphism.

The construction is clear if σ = idΓ is the identity automorphism, because
we choose α to be the identity automorphism of CΓ. Hence, suppose σ 6= idΓ.
Incident to any vertex there are exactly |V Γ| edges, each one being labelled
by a different vertex of Γ.

Let us define the automorphism α. First of all, we impose that α(e) = e.
If w ∈ B(e, 1) \ {e} is a vertex such that the edge {e, w} is labelled by the
letter x and σ(x) = y ∈ V Γ, then we define α(w) := w̃, where {e, w̃} is
the (unique) edge in CΓ incident to e that is labelled by y. Notice that
w̃ ∈ B(e, 1) \ {e}. This just means that σ(α, e) = σ.

To complete the definition of α we proceed as follows, inductively. Let
w ∈ CΓ be a vertex at distance l > 1 from e, consider a path γ with vertices
(e, w1, w2, . . . , wl = w) of length l that connects e to w in CΓ, and suppose
that α has already been defined on B(e, l − 1). Therefore wl−1 is a vertex
at distance l − 1 from e, and by inductive hypothesis α(wl−1) has been
defined. Then α(w) is defined to be the (unique) vertex such that, if the
edge {wl−1, wl} has label x, then the edge {α(wl−1), α(w)} has label σ(x).

We claim that this is well-defined, that is the assignment does not de-
pend on the path connecting e to w. Indeed, consider another path γ′ =
(e, w′

1, w
′
2, . . . , w

′
l = w) of length l connecting e to w in CΓ, let wγ and wγ′

be the two vertices obtained when considering γ and γ′. We want to prove
that wγ = wγ′ .

The claim is clear if wl−1 = w′
l−1, that is if the two paths share the last

edge. It can also be shown that if the word that can be read on γ′ ◦γ−1 is of
the form (xy)l for some {x, y} ∈ EΓ, then wγ = wγ′ . For the general case,
suppose that the last edge of γ and γ′ are different. From Theorem 2.3 we
know that the words read on γ and γ′ can be obtained from one another by
applying finitely many braid relations. In particular, the label x of {wl−1, w}
and the label y of {w′

l−1, w} must be joined by an edge in Γ. Therefore, we
can reduce this case to the previous, that is a tail subpath of γ and of γ′

belong to a induced circle of length 2mx,y in CΓ, and thus wγ = wγ′ .
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That is, we defined a bijection α of the vertices of the Cayley graph which
preserves adjacency between vertices, that is an automorphism of the Cayley
graph CΓ.

It is now easy to check that σ 7→ α is a homomorphism of groups, and
that it is indeed injective and surjective. �

With a slight abuse of notation, we will identify Aut(Γ) with the subgroup
of AΓ consisting of almost translations that fix the identity vertex.

Of course, there is nothing special about the identity vertex, and therefore
we have:

Lemma 2.8. Let Γ be a graph, σ ∈ Aut(Γ), and v be a vertex in CΓ. Then
there exists an automorphism α ∈ AΓ such that α(v) = v and such that
σ(α,w) = σ for all vertices w in CΓ.

Any almost translation that fixes a vertex in CΓ is conjugated to an el-
ement of Aut(Γ), that is to an almost translation that fixes the identity
vertex. Indeed, if α is such that α(v) = v for some v ∈ CΓ then

α = LvβLv−1 ,

where Rv ∈ WΓ and β ∈ Aut(Γ) 6 AΓ. Moreover, if w is another fixed point
of α then LvβLv−1 = LwβLw−1 . We have that σ(α, v) = σ(β, e).

In the next corollary we maintain the notation of Lemma 2.8.

Corollary 2.9. Let Γ be a graph, σ ∈ Aut(Γ), and v be a vertex in CΓ. The
automorphism α fixes pointwise the set

{

w ∈ V Γ |
there is a path in CΓ connecting w to v

whose edges are all labelled by fixed points of σ

}

.

Lemma 2.10. The subgroup of AΓ generated by almost translations is iso-
morphic to WΓ ⋊ Aut(Γ). In particular, if the simplicial graph Γ is finite,
then WΓ ⋊Aut(Γ) is finitely generated.

Proof. It is clear that WΓ and Aut(Γ), that is the subgroup of translations
and the subgroup of almost translation fixing the identity vertex, intersect
trivially.

Let us now consider an almost translation α that does not fix any vertex
in CΓ, suppose it is not a translation, that is σ(α,−) 6= idΓ, so that α(e) 6= e.
Let us consider the translation Lα(e) ∈ WΓ that maps the vertex e to the
vertex α(e). Then we have that

α =
(
Lα(e) · (Lα(e))

−1
)
· α = Lα(e) ·

(
(Lα(e))

−1 · α
)
.

Notice that (Lα(e))
−1 ·α is an almost translation, and by construction it fixes

the identity vertex, that is, it is an element of Aut(Γ). Thus, any almost
translation in AΓ can be expressed as a product of an element from WΓ and
an element from Aut(Γ).

Moreover, the subgroupWΓ of translation is normal in the subgroup of AΓ

of almost translations. Indeed, if α is an almost translation and Lw ∈ WΓ,
then α−1Lwα = Lα(w).
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Therefore, the subgroup of almost translations splits as the semidirect
product WΓ⋊Aut(Γ). If the graph Γ is finite, then WΓ is finitely generated
and Aut(Γ) is finite, so that WΓ⋊Aut(Γ) must be finitely generated as well.
So, the lemma is proved. �

We finish this section with three examples, the first of a two-ended right-
angled Coxeter group, the second of a one-ended right-angled Coxeter group,
and the third of a infinitely-ended one. The first two examples have Cayley
graphs with countable automorphism group, whereas the third has a Cayley
graph with uncountable automorphism group.

Example 2.11. As an example of two-ended right-angled Coxeter group,
let us consider the graph Γ

that is a complete graph on four vertices with an edge removed, all of whose
edges have weight two. Its Cayley graph is

and the automorphism AΓ is countable by Proposition 3.4.

Example 2.12. Suppose that Γ = C4 is a cycle of lenght four all of whose
edges have weight two (that is, the corresponding Coxeter group is right-
angled), and σ ∈ Aut(Γ) is the reflection along the dashed axis

Let v be a vertex in CΓ (in the picture v is at distance one from the identity
vertex), which in this case is the infinite two-dimensional grid depicted in the
following picture. The automorphism σ induces the automorphism α ∈ CΓ,
which is the reflection along the dashed diagonal passing through v, such
that σ(α, v) = σ. If β is the reflection along the dashed diagonal passing
through e, then α = LvβLv−1 . The axes of the two reflexions α and β are
perpendicular because the automorphism Lv fixes the edge {e, v} inverting
the two vertices, that is Lv(e) = v and Lv(v) = e. Notice that σ(α, v) =
σ(β, e).

More generally, if we consider a cycle Cn of length n > 4, we obtain a
tessellation of the plane by squares.

In the Cayley graph Cay(C5) at any vertex v there are five, that is |V C5|,
incident vertices that form commuting squares (corresponding to edges of
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e

v

the cycle C5):

v

This pattern covers a plane and the automorphism group of such Cayley
graphs is finitely generated, and therefore countable, as we will deduce from
Proposition 3.4.

Example 2.13. Let us now consider the disconnected graph Γ

where the only edge has weight two. Let Γ1 denote the connected component
with two vertices and one edge, and let Γ2 be the connected component
consisting of one vertex. We have that Aut(Γ1) = {e, σ} is the cyclic group
of order two and that CΓ1

) is a commuting square. Let v be a vertex of
CΓ1

). In view of Corollary 2.9, the automorphism σ (which switches the two
vertices of Γ1) induces an automorphism α ∈ Aut

(
CΓ1

)
)
fixing the vertex v,

the reflection along the following dashed line (and along a diagonal in each
square in the Cayley graph):

v
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Colouring each generator of WΓ with a different colour (blue for the vertex
in Γ2 red and olive for the two vertices in Γ1), we have the following situation

v

a α(a)

b α(b)

where we depicted the vertices a and b and their respective images under
the automorphism α.

3. Good separating sets

In this section we prove one implication of Theorem A. A fundamental
notion allowing us to do so is the one of a good separating set.

Definition 3.1. Let S ( Γ be a proper separating set, so that Γ \ S =
C1 ⊔ · · · ⊔Cn is the disjoint union of n > 2 connected components. Suppose
that there exists a non-empty set I ( {1, . . . , n} with the property that,
fixing Γ1 := S ⊔

⊔

i∈I Ci and Γ2 := S⊔
⊔

i/∈I Ci, such that there exists a non-
trivial α ∈ Aut(Γ1) such that α ↾S= idS . Then we call S a good separating
set.

Notice that S can be the empty set. For instance, the only good separating
set for the graph considered in Example 2.13 is the empty set. The idea
behind the definition is the following. In the presence of a proper separating
set S, the Coxeter group WΓ splits properly as the amalgamated product
WΓ = WΓ1

∗WS
WΓ2

, where Γ1 and Γ2 are given as in Definition 3.1. If
the separating set S is a good separating set, then we can permute non-
trivially the canonical generators of Γ1, fixing pointwise the ones of WS . The
geometric intuition is that we are able to produce non-trivial automorphisms
of any coset of WΓ1

inside (the Cayley graph of) WΓ that extend to the rest
of the graph CΓ. In Corollary 4.4 we will exploit this idea to prove that in
the presence of a good separating set the automorphism of the Cayley graph
is uncountable.

We can characterise good separating sets in terms of stars of vertices in the
graph Γ. In the following lemma we maintain the notation of Definition 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let Γ be a finite simplicial graph. The following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) there exists a vertex v ∈ V Γ and a non-trivial α ∈ Aut(Γ) such that
α ↾star(v)= idΓ;
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(2) Γ admits a good separating set;
(3) there exist distinct elements α, β ∈ Aut(Γ1) such that α ↾S= β ↾S.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a vertex v ∈ V Γ such that α ↾star(v)= id.
As α 6= idΓ, we have that Γ \ star(v) 6= ∅. Therefore, link(v) is a good
separating set, and the first condition implies the second.

On the other hand, suppose that there exists a good separating set S
with non-trivial associated automorphism α ∈ Aut(Γ1) such that α ↾S= id.
For any vertex v ∈ Γ2 \ S we have that α ↾star(v)= id, that is, the second
condition implies the first.

To conclude the proof, the second condition implies the third, where α
is the non-trivial automorphism provided by the good separating set β =
idΓ, and the third condition implies the second considering the non-trivial
automorphism α−1β ∈ Aut(Γ). �

The following will be the key lemma to prove the main result of this
section.

Lemma 3.3. Let α ∈ AΓ, let v be a vertex in CΓ and x ∈ V Γ. Then

σ(α, v) ↾star(x)= σ(α, vx) ↾star(x) .

Proof. Let y ∈ link(x), so that in the Cayley graph CΓ we see an relation
cycle of length 2m(x, y) incident at v and labelled alternatively by x and y
(in Figure 3 the general case on the left-hand side, and the right-angled case,
that is m(x, y) = 2, on the right-hand side).

v

vy

vx
vxy

v vy

vx vxy

Figure 3. Relation cycle, commuting square.

The edges {v, vy} and {vx, vxy} are labelled by y. Moreover, as α is an
automorphism of the graph CΓ, it must map the relation cycle to a relation
cycle of the same length, and in particular σ(α, v)(y) = σ(α, vx)(y), that is
σ(α, v) and σ(α, vx) coincide on link(x).

Clearly, we also have that σ(α, v)(x) = σ(α, vx)(x), because the vertices v
and vx are joined in CΓ by the edge labelled by x. Therefore the lemma is
proved. �
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In view of Lemma 3.2, the presence of a good separating set in Γ is
equivalent to the condition appearing in the statement of Theorem A, that
is, to the existence of some x ∈ V Γ and some non-trivial α ∈ Aut(Γ) such
that α ↾star(x)= idΓ.

Thus, in Proposition 3.4 we prove that if the graph Γ is finite and does
not admit any good separating set, then the automorphism group AΓ only
admits finite vertex stabilisers. Notice that, in general, the group AΓ can be
uncountable even if the graph Γ is finite (Example 2.13 provides an example
of an uncountable AΓ with |V Γ| = 3).

Proposition 3.4. Let Γ be a connected, simplicial graph, and suppose that
there is no good separating set in Γ. Then all elements in AΓ are almost
translations, that is AΓ = WΓ⋊Aut(Γ). In particular, if Γ is finite then the
automorphism group is finitely generated, and therefore countable.

Proof. Let α ∈ AΓ, v be a vertex in CΓ and x ∈ V Γ. By Lemma 3.3 we
have that

(
σ(α, v)−1 ◦ σ(α, vx)

)
↾star(x)= idΓ, and it must then be that

σ(α, v) = σ(α, vx), because by Lemma 3.2 for all non-trivial σ ∈ Aut(Γ)
and for all x ∈ V Γ we have that σ ↾star(x) 6= idΓ.

Therefore, for all x ∈ V Γ we have that σ(α, v) = σ(α, vx). Repeating
this process and applying it inductively on the vertices of the spheres of
increasing radius, we conclude that α is an almost translation.

Whenever Γ is a finite graph, AΓ is finitely generated, and therefore count-
able, in view of Corollary 2.10. �

4. Configurations of local actions

In this section we will prove the converse implication of Theorem A, that
is that the existence of a good separating set in Γ forces the automorphism
group AΓ to be uncountable.

The following two notions will be helpful to do so.

Definition 4.1. We say that σ ∈ Aut(Γ)WΓ is a legal configuration of local
actions (a legal configuration for short) if there exists α ∈ AΓ such that
σ(v) = σ(α, v) for all v ∈ WΓ. We will use the symbol ΣΓ to denote the set
of all legal configurations in Aut(Γ)WΓ .

We say that σ ∈ Aut(Γ)WΓ satisfies the (∗)-condition if for all v ∈ WΓ

and all x ∈ V Γ we have

σ(v) ↾star(x)= σ(vx) ↾star(x) .

In particular, given an automorphism α ∈ AΓ, by definition, the element
σα := {σ(α, u) | u ∈ WΓ} ∈ Aut(Γ)WΓ is a legal configuration of local
actions. On the other hand, Lemma 3.3 assures that it satisfies the (∗)-
condition.

We will see in the following result that these two notions, that is the one
of legal configurations and the (∗)-condition, are equivalent.
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Lemma 4.2. Let σ ∈ Aut(Γ)WΓ be arbitrary. Then σ ∈ ΣΓ if and only if σ
satisfies the (∗)-condition.

Proof. If σ ∈ ΣΓ then, by definition, there exists α ∈ AΓ such that σ(v) =
σΓ(α, v) for all v ∈ WΓ. Lemma 3.3 assures us that σ satisfies the (∗)-
condition.

Now, suppose that σ ∈ Aut(Γ)WΓ satisfies the (∗)-condition. We will
construct α ∈ AΓ such that σΓ(α, v) = σ(v) for all v ∈ WΓ. First, we
inductively construct a sequence of maps αn : B(e, n) → B(e, n), where
B(e, n) is the ball of radius n centred at the identity vertex e in the graph CΓ.

For n = 0 we simply have α0(e) := e. For n > 1 we inductively define
αn(v) := αn−1(v) if v ∈ B(e, n− 1). On the other hand, if v ∈ ∂B(e, n), as
the Cayley graph is connected, there exists (at least) a generator x ∈ V Γ
such that vx ∈ B(e, n− 1); in this case we define

αn(v) := αn−1(vx)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈V CΓ

σ(vx)(x)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈V Γ

∈ V CΓ

By definition, the vertex αn(v) is the unique vertex in the Cayley graph CΓ
connected to the vertex αn−1(vx) by an edge labelled by σ(vx)(x).

We will use induction on n to show that αn : B(e, n) → B(e, n) is a graph
automorphism for all natural numbers n ∈ N, that is, it is a bijection of the
set B(e, n) that preserves edges.

Clearly, for n = 0 the claim holds. Now, let us assume that αi is a well-
defined graph automorphism for all i ≤ n, and consider αn+1 : B(e, n+1) →
B(e, n+ 1).

First, we show that αn+1 is well-defined on all vertices of B(e, n + 1).
By the induction hypothesis αn+1 is well-defined on B(e, n); thus, let w ∈
∂B(e, n+ 1) and suppose that there are two distinct generators x, y ∈ V Γ
and u, v ∈ B(e, n) such that ux = w = vy. First, we show that

αn(v)σ(v)(x) = αn(u)σ(u)(y).

To this end, let Wu = (x1, . . . , xn) and Wv = (y1, . . . , yn) be two reduced
words representing u and v, respectively (thus, x1, y1, . . . , xn, yn ∈ V Γ). It
immediately follows that both W = (x1, . . . , xn, x) and W ′ = (y1, . . . , yn, y)
are reduced words representing w. By Theorem 2.3, we see that W ′ can
be obtained from W by applying a finite number of braid relations. In
particular, we see that {x, y} ∈ EΓ: let m = m(x, y) be the corresponding
weight. Thus, we have a relation cycle of x and y at the vertex w ∈ CΓ,
given by the following vertices:

u0 = u, u1 = uy, u2 = uyx, . . .

u2m−3 = u(yx)m−2y, u2m−2 = u(yx)m−1.

We have that

u2m−2 = u(yx)m−1 = u(yx)mxy = uxy = wy = v
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and that u0, u1, . . . , u2m−2 ∈ B(e, n). Clearly, the vertices u0, u1, . . . , u2m−2

form a path in B(e, n) labelled by y and x (it is the relation cycle of x and
y at w). In particular, we see that

σ(u0)(x) = · · · = σ(u2m1
)(x) = x′

σ(u0)(y) = · · · = σ(u2m1
)(y) = y′

because σ satisfies the (∗)-condition. Clearly, {x′, y′} ∈ EΓ as well, with
m(x′, y′) = m. Consequently, we see that the path

P = (u0, u1, . . . , u2m−2) ⊆ B(e, n+ 1)

with alternating labels y, x maps onto a path

P ′ =
(
αn(u0), αn(u1), . . . , αn(u2m−2)

)
⊆ B(e, n + 1)

with alternating labels y′, x′ and that the path P ′ uniquely completes to a
circuit with alternating labels x′, y′. In particular

αn+1(ux) = αn(u)σ(u)(x) = αn(v)σ(y) = αn+1(vy).

We see that αn+1 : B(id, n+ 1) → B(id, n+ 1) is well-defined.
To see that αn+1 preserves edges, we need to show that for all u, v ∈

B(e, n+1) we have that {αn+1(u), αn+1(v)} ∈ E CΓ whenever {u, v} ∈ E CΓ.
From the definition of αn+1 we clearly see that if v = ux and ‖u‖ < ‖v‖,
then the vertices αn+1(u) and αn+1(v) are connected by an edge labelled by
σ(u)(x).

Now assume that there are u, v ∈ ∂B(e, n + 1) such that ‖u‖ = ‖v‖ and
that there is x ∈ V Γ such that u = vx. Let Wu = (x1, . . . , xn) and Wv =
(y1, . . . , yn), where x1, y1, . . . , xn, yn ∈ V Γ, be some reduced expressions for
u and v, respectively. We see that the wordW = (y1, . . . , yn, x, x

−1
n , . . . , x−1

1 )
is an expression for vxu−1 = 1. Clearly, |W | = 2n + 1. However, the
elementary simplification on (s1) shortens the word by exactly 2 letters,
meaning that the word W can never be reduced to the empty string, which
is a contradiction. We see that no such u, v and x can occur and, therefore,
the map αn+1 preserves edges.

Finally, we show that αn+1 is a bijection. Let us note that it is clear from
the construction that αn+1 is injective on B(w, 1) for every w ∈ B(e, n). Now
suppose that there are u, v ∈ B(e, n+1) such that αn+1(u) = αn+1(v). Since
αn+1 is injective on B(e, n), we see that {u, v} ∩ ∂B(e, n+1) 6= ∅. Without
loss of generality we may assume that u ∈ B(e, n + 1); let u′ ∈ B(e, n)
and x ∈ V Γ be such that u = u′x. Clearly αn+1(u) ∈ B

(
αn(u

′), 1
)
, so

n− 1 ≤ ‖αn+1(u)‖ ≤ n+ 1.
Suppose that ‖αn+1(u)‖ = n, and let (x′1, . . . , x

′
n) and (y′1, . . . , y

′
n), where

x′1, y
′
1, . . . , x

′
n, y

′
n ∈ V Γ be some reduced expressions for αn+1(u) and αn+1(u

′).
It then follows that the expression

W = (x′1, . . . , x
′
n, σ(u

′)(x), y′n, . . . , y
′
1)
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represents the trivial element and therefore can be reduced to the empty
string, which is a contradiction because the simplification (s1) always reduces
by 2 syllables and |W | = 2n+ 1. Thus ‖αn+1(u)‖ 6= n.

To see that ‖αn+1(u)‖ = n + 1 we consider the partition V Γ = V+ ∪ V−,
where z ∈ V+ if ‖u′z‖ > ‖u′‖ and z ∈ V− if ‖u′z‖ < ‖u′‖. As αn+1 must
stabilise set-wise the ball B(e, j) for all j ≤ n, we see that σ(u)(V−) = V−.
We immediately deduce that σ(u)(V+) = V+ as well, as otherwise αn+1

would not be injective. As ‖u′x‖ = n + 1 > n = ‖u‖ we see that x ∈ V+

and, consequently ‖αn+1(u)‖ = n + 1. This then implies that ‖v‖ = n + 1
as well, so both u, v ∈ ∂B(e, n+1). Let us pick v′ ∈ B(e, n) and y ∈ V Γ be
such that v = v′y. By definition,

αn+1(u) = αn+1(u
′)σ(u′)(x) = αn+1(v

′)σ(v′)(y) = αn+1(v).

The rest of the proof is analogous to the first part, showing that

α−1
n+1 : B(e, n+ 1) → B(e, n + 1)

is a well-defined function.
We have constructed a sequence of partial maps αn : B(e, n) → B(e, n),

for all n ∈ N, such that αn is a graph automorphism and αn ↾B(e,m)= αm

whenever m < n. We now define a new map α : CΓ → CΓ as

α(v) = αn(v) whenever v ∈ B(e, n).

It immediately follows from what we proved so far that α ∈ AΓ and σ(α, v) =
σ(v) for all v ∈ WΓ. Thus, σ is a legal configuration of local actions, and
the proof is complete. �

Clearly, every α ∈ AΓ is fully determined by a pair (w, σ) ∈ WΓ × ΣΓ,
where w = α(e) and σ(v) = σ(α, v) for all v ∈ WΓ. In particular, the group
AΓ is in bijection with the set WΓ × ΣΓ and, consequently, the stabiliser
stabAΓ

(e) is in bijection with the set ΣΓ.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that the the graph Γ contains a good separating set
S ⊆ Γ, and let Γ1 be the corresponding subgraph such that there is a non-
trivial ν ∈ Aut(Γ1) with ν ↾S= idS. Then |ΣΓ| ≥ 2|WΓ/WΓ1

|.

Proof. First, let ν ′ ∈ Aut(Γ) denote the extension of ν to the whole of Γ,
i.e.

ν ′(x) =

{

ν(x) if x ∈ Γ1;

x otherwise.

Let χ ⊆ WΓ/WΓ1
be arbitrary. We define an element νχ ∈ Aut(Γ)WΓ in a

following way:

νχ(w) =

{

ν ′ if wWΓ1
∈ χ;

idΓ otherwise.

We claim that νχ ∈ ΣΓ, that is νχ is a legal configuration of local actions.
Let w ∈ WΓ and x ∈ V Γ be arbitrary. If wWΓ1

= wxWΓ1
then, by definition,

νχ(w) = νχ(wx). Now, let us suppose that wWΓ1
6= wxWΓ1

. This means
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that x ∈ V Γ\Γ1 and, in particular, star(x) ⊆ (V Γ\Γ1)∪S. We immediately
see that νχ(w) ↾star(x)= idΓ and, similarly, that νχ(wx) ↾star(x)= idΓ. Fol-
lowing Lemma 4.2, νχ is a legal configuration. This means that ΣΓ contains

a subset of cardinality 2|WΓ/WΓ1
|, therefore

2|WΓ/WΓ1
| ≤ |ΣΓ|

and the lemma is proved. �

As we discussed earlier, the stabiliser stabAΓ
(e) is in bijection with the

set ΣΓ in a natural way. Also, one can verify that if S ⊂ V Γ is a good
separating set and Γ1 is the corresponding factor, then the subgroup WΓ1

has infinite index in WΓ. Combining these with the simple observation that
stabAΓ

(w) = w stabAΓ
(e)w−1 we get:

Corollary 4.4. Let Γ be a finite weighted graph. If Γ admits a good sepa-
rating set, then the group AΓ admits uncountable vertex stabilisers.

Remark 4.5. For an example when the separating set is not empty, we can
consider the graph

v1

v2

and the automorphism α that interchanges the vertices v1 and v2 and fixes
the other two vertices. Corollary 4.4 guarantees that the automorphism
group of the Cayley graph CΓ is uncountable. If v ∈ CΓ is a vertex, the
automorphism αv is given by reflection around the diagonal square

v

Also, notice that Corollary 4.4 provides examples of one-ended right-angled
Coxeter groups whose Cayley graph has uncountable automorphism group.
For instance, one can consider the following graph.

From Proposition 3.4 we immediately deduce that Cayley graphs of right-
angled Coxeter groups associated to path graphs Pn and to cycle graphs Cn

are countable.
A path graph, denoted Pn, is a connected graph with n vertices, of which

exactly two have valency one, whereas the remaining n−2 have valency two,
and all edged have weight two. A cycle graph, denoted Cn, is a connected
graph with n vertices of valency two and edges with weight two.
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It is not true that if ∆ is an induced subgraph of Γ then Aut
(
Cay(W∆)

)
is

a subgroup of AΓ. Consider the full graph ∆ on two vertices, and let Γ = P3,
so that ∆ is an induced subgraph of Γ. It is easy to recognize that the group
Aut

(
Cay(W∆)

)
is not a subgroup of Aut

(
CΓ

)
. Indeed W∆

∼= Z2 × Z2 and

Aut
(
Cay(W∆)

)
is the dihedral group D8, the reflection group of a square.

In particular, there is an element of order four in Aut
(
Cay(W∆)

)
. On the

other hand, there is no element of order four in AΓ.
More is true. Indeed, from what we proved we immediately observe that

there are graphs Γ with induced subgraphs ∆ such that AΓ is countable, but
Aut

(
Cay(W∆)

)
is uncountable. As an example, we can take Γ = P4, and ∆

to be the graph obtained from Γ by removing a vertex of valency two. In
this case, the Cayley graph of WΓ is and has countable automorphism group

Figure 4. Cayley graph of WΓ, for Γ = P4.

by Proposition 3.4.
This should be compared with the case of right-angled Artin groups [8],

where this behaviour is not present.

5. Beyond locally finite graphs

Even though the main aim of this note was to classify those finitely gener-
ated Coxeter groups whose Cayley graph (with respect to the standard gen-
erating set) has a nondiscrete automorphism group, the tools we developed
to do so allow us to construct explicit examples of vertex-transitive graphs
of infinite degree that still have locally compact automorphism groups. In
particular in Example 5.3 gives construction of a graph with compact ver-
tex stabilisers and Example 5.4 given an explicit construction of a graph
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such that edge stabilisers are compact-open but vertex stabilisers are not
compact.

Before we proceed, let us recall some standard notation. Given a simplicial
graph Γ = (V Γ, EΓ), we will use Γc to denote the complement graph of Γ,

i.e V ΓC = V Γ and EΓc =
(V Γ

2

)
\ EΓ. Quite clearly, Aut(Γc) is naturally

isomorphic to Aut(Γ) in an obvious way: φ ∈ Sym(V Γ) is an automorphism
of Γ is and only if it is an automorphism of Γc.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that Γ is an infinite tree without leaves. Then Γc does
not admit a good separating set.

Proof. We will use Lemma 3.2.
Let v ∈ V Γ and suppose that α ∈ Aut(Γ) is a automorphism such that

α ↾starΓc(v)= idΓ. Following the definition of the complement graph, we
see that starΓc(v) = V Γ \ starΓ(v), therefore α must fix all vertices of the
tree Γ outside of V Γ \ starΓ(v). Since Γ does not have any leaves, we see
that v is adjacent to at least two distinct vertices, denote them u1, u2. By
a similar argument, we see that u1 must be adjacent to some vertex u′1
outside of starΓ(v) and u2 must be adjacent to some u′2 outside of starΓ(v).
By assumption, u′1 and u′2 are fixed by α. Since Γ is a tree, the sequence of
vertices (u′1, u1, v, u2, u

′
2) is the unique path between u′1 and u′2 and therefore

the vertices u1, v, u2 must be fixed by α as well. Since Γ does not have any
leaves, we see that if u ∈ starΓ(v) is a neighbour of v it must be adjacent to
some u′ ∈ V Γ \ starΓ(v). Again, u′ must be fixed by α by assumption and
therefore, since (v, u, u′) is the unique path from v to u′, we see that u must
be fixed as well. It then follows that α = idΓ.

Therefore, for every vertex v ∈ V Γ and every α ∈ Aut(Γ) \ idΓ we have
that α ↾starΓ(v) 6= idΓ, and thus, by Lemma 3.2, Γ does not admit a good
separating set. �

The main idea behind the constructions presented in this section relies on
the following application of Proposition 3.4

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that Γ is a simplicial graph which does not admit a
good separating set. Then for any v ∈ WΓ, the stabiliser stabA(v), where
A = Aut(Cay(WΓ, V Γ)) is isomorphic to Aut(Γ) as a topological group.

Proof. As the graph Γ does not admit a good separating set, we see that
AΓ ≃ WΓ ⋊ Aut(Γ) by Proposition 3.4. In particular, we see that for any
v ∈ WΓ we have that stabA(v) is isomorphic to Aut(Γ) as a group. It
remains to show that the isomorphism is continuous.

If the graph Γ is finite, then both stabA(v) and Aut(Γ) are finite and
therefore discrete. It follows trivially that stabA(v) and Aut(Γ) are isomor-
phic as topological groups as well.

Let v ∈ WΓ be arbitrary and let φ : Aut(Γ) → stabA(v) be the map
sending σ ∈ Aut(Γ) to ασ, where ασ is the unique element of stabA(v) such
that σ(ασ , u) = σ for all u ∈ WΓ. Let O ⊆ stabA(v) be open. Without loss
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of generality we may assume that there are β ∈ stabA(v) and a finite set
F ⊆ WΓ such that

O = β stabA(F ) ∩ stabA(v).

In fact, since the elements of stabA(v) are fully determined by their action
on the neighbourhood of v, we may assume that F ⊆ B(1, v). This means
that there are x1, . . . , xn ∈ V Γ such that F = {vx1, . . . , vxn} and, clearly,

φ−1(O) = {σ′ ∈ Aut(Γ) | σ′ ↾F ′= σ(β, v) ↾F ′},

where F ′ = {x1, . . . , xn} ⊆ V Γ, so we see that φ−1(O) is open in the per-
mutation topology on Aut(Γ) and therefore φ is continuous. The proof that
φ−1 is continuous is essentially the same and is left as an exercise.

We see that φ : Aut(Γ) → stabA(v) is both a group isomorphism and a
homeomorphism of topological spaces, therefore Aut(Γ) and stabA(v) are
isomorphic as topological groups. �

We now use Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 to give explicit constructions
of vertex transitive graphs of infinite degree with locally compact group of
automorphisms.

Example 5.3. Suppose that Γ is an infinite regular rooted tree of finite
degree. Then Cay(WΓc , V Γc) is a vertex-transitive graph of infinite degree
such that A = Aut(Cay(WΓc , V Γc)) is locally compact group with compact
vertex-stabilisers. In particular, for any w ∈ WΓc we see that stabA(w) is
isomorphic (as a topological group) to Aut(Td).

Example 5.4. Suppose that Γ = Td is an infinite d-regular tree. Then
Cay(WΓc , V Γc) is a vertex-transitive graph of infinite degree such that A =
Aut(Cay(WΓc , V Γc)) is locally compact group such that edge stabilisers are
compact but vertex stabilisers are not. In particular, for any w ∈ WΓc and
x ∈ V Γc we see that stabA(w) is isomorphic (as a topological group) to
Aut(Td) and stabA({w,wx}) is isomorphic to a vertex stabiliser in Aut(Td),
i.e. Aut(T ∗

d,d−1), where T
∗
d,d−1 is a infinite rooted tree such that the root has

d children and every other vertex has exactly d− 1 children.
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