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RIGHT-ANGLED ARTIN SUBGROUPS AND FREE

PRODUCTS IN ONE-RELATOR GROUPS

ASHOT MINASYAN AND MOTIEJUS VALIUNAS

Abstract. We investigate criteria ensuring that a one-relator group G

contains a right-angled Artin subgroup A(Γ), corresponding to a finite
graph Γ. In particular, we prove that if the positive submonoid T (Γ),
of A(Γ), embeds into G then so does all of A(Γ), unless Γ is totally dis-
connected. As by-products of our methods we obtain characterisations
of one-relator groups that have property Pnai and that are C

∗-simple.

1. Introduction

Given a simplicial graph Γ with vertex set V (Γ) and edge set E(Γ), one
can look at the following presentation:

(1.1) 〈V (Γ) | uv = vu, provided {u, v} ∈ E(Γ)〉.

Considered as a presentation of a group, (1.1) defines the right-angled Artin
group A(Γ), corresponding to the graph Γ. But presentation (1.1) can also
be considered as a monoid presentation, in which case it defines the trace
monoid T (Γ). Right-angled Artin groups (a.k.a., graph groups or partially
commutative groups) occupy the central stage in Geometric Group Theory
because of their rich structure of subgroups, nice geometric properties and
their key role in the theory of special cube complexes [10, 44]. On the other
hand, trace monoids have been used in Computer Science as an important
algebraic model for studying paralellism [15]. It is known [38] that the trace
monoid T (Γ) is naturally isomorphic to the submonoid of A(Γ) generated
by V (Γ), i.e., T (Γ) ∼= A(Γ)+ is the positive submonoid of A(Γ).

A classical theme of infinite Group Theory is the study of one-relator
groups, that is, groups defined by a presentation of the form

(1.2) G = 〈x1, . . . , xk |W = 1〉,

where k ∈ N ∪ {0} and W is a cyclically reduced word in the free group F ,
freely generated by {x1, . . . , xk}. Embeddings of trace monoids and right-
angled Artin groups into one-relator groups have been investigated by Gray
[18] and Foniqi, Gray and Nyberg-Brodda [16], who were motivated by deci-
sion problems in one-relator groups and one-relation monoids. In particular,
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such embeddings were used in [18] to construct one-relator groups with unde-
cidable rational subset membership problem and one-relator inverse monoids
with unsolvable word problem. This is further developed in [16], where it is
shown that the submonoid membership problem and the prefix membership
problem need not be decidable even in some “nice” specific subclasses of
one-relator groups.

Let Pn denote the path with n vertices, of length n − 1. For example,
when n = 4, A(P4) can be described by the following presentation:

(1.3) A(P4) = 〈α, β, γ, δ | αβ = βα, βγ = γβ, γδ = δγ〉.

This presentation can also be considered as a monoid presentation, defining
the trace monoid T (P4). The monoid T (P4) and the group A(P4) seem to
occupy a special place in the discussion of submonoid and rational subset
membership problem, see [26] and [16]. Motivated by this, in [16, Ques-
tion 6.13] the authors ask whether there exists a one-relator group that
contains a submonoid isomorphic to T (P4) but no subgroups isomorphic to
A(P4). We answer a more general version of this question in the negative,
as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a one-relator group and let Γ be a finite forest with
at least one edge. If T (Γ) embeds into G then so does A(Γ).

Remark 1.2. It is known that for a finite graph Γ, A(Γ) embeds in a one-
relator group if and only if Γ is a forest (see [18, Theorem 2.2 and Re-
mark 2.3]).

Remark 1.3. The condition that Γ has at least one edge in Theorem 1.1
is equivalent to the statement that T (Γ) is not a free monoid. While this
condition is essential (see Example 1.4 below), it can be replaced by the
assumption that G is not a solvable Baumslag–Solitar group, because all
other non-cyclic one-relator groups contain non-abelian free subgroups.

Example 1.4. Theorem 1.1 does not generalise to the case when Γ is totally
disconnected (i.e., when E(Γ) = ∅). For example, the Baumslag–Solitar
group G = BS(1, 2) = 〈a, t | tat−1 = a2〉 is solvable and, therefore, it
does not contain non-abelian free subgroups. However, G does contain a
free submonoid of rank 2: this follows from the work of Rosenblatt [40,
Theorem 4.7] since G is not polycyclic. It is also not hard to verify directly
that t and at freely generate a free submonoid in G.

It is easy to see that for a finite tree Γ of diameter at most 2, A(Γ)
embeds into A(P3) (see Lemma 7.2). On the other hand, in [22] Kim and
Koberda proved that A(P4) contains subgroups isomorphic to A(Γ) for any
finite forest Γ. Therefore, in the case when Γ is connected Theorem 1.1 can
be quickly obtained from the following result.

Theorem 1.5. Let n = 3 or n = 4. If a one-relator group G contains T (Pn)
then it also contains A(Pn). Moreover, if elements a1, . . . , an generate a
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submonoid isomorphic to T (Pn) in G then the subgroup 〈a1, . . . , an〉 6 G
contains a copy of A(Pn).

The case n = 3 in Theorem 1.5 is much easier and can be deduced from a
theorem of Bieri [5, Corollary 8.7] stating that the quotient of a finitely gen-
erated group of cohomological dimension 2 by a non-trivial normal subgroup
is virtually free, although we give an independent argument using actions on
trees. However, we are not aware of any general results that would also cover
the case n = 4. In fact, we prove the following much stronger statement.

Proposition 1.6. Let G be a one-relator group and let b, c ∈ G be elements
generating a copy of Z2 in G. Suppose that there are elements a ∈ CG(b)
and d ∈ CG(c) such that the following three conditions are satisfied:

(i) a〈b, c〉a−1 ∩ 〈b, c〉 = 〈b〉;
(ii) 〈b, c〉 ∩ d−1〈b, c〉d = 〈c〉;
(iii) a〈b, c〉a−1 ∩ d−1〈b, c〉d = {1}.

Then there exist integers k, l,m, n ∈ Z \ {0} such that the elements acka−1,
bl, cm, d−1bnd naturally generate a copy of A(P4) in G. More precisely, the
assignment α 7→ acka−1, β 7→ bl, γ 7→ cm and δ 7→ d−1bnd extends to an
injective homomorphism A(P4) → G, where A(P4) is given by (1.3).

This proposition says that any homomorphism from A(P4) to a one-
relator group G that is injective on the union of three abelian subgroups
α〈β, γ〉α−1 ∪ 〈β, γ〉 ∪ δ−1〈β, γ〉δ can be “promoted” to an injective embed-
ding A(P4) →֒ G (see Proposition 4.3).

The proofs of Proposition 1.6 and Theorem 1.5 rely on the action of a
one-relator group G on its Bass–Serre tree corresponding to a splitting of
G as an HNN-extension of some “simpler” one-relator group, as described
in Subsection 2.2. We analyse different cases that can occur, using the
classification of isometries of trees, connectedness of P3 and P4 and various
ping-pong lemmas. However, if Γ is disconnected and the diameters of its
connected components are all small (less than 3), these arguments do not
work, as demonstrated by Example 1.4. To get around this issue we study
free products in one-relator groups.

Recall that a non-trivial group G is said to be a generalised Baumslag–
Solitar group if it splits as the fundamental group of a finite graph of groups
where all vertex and edge groups are infinite cyclic.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose that G is a one-relator group that is not cyclic and
not a generalised Baumslag–Solitar group. If A1, . . . , As 6 G are subgroups
with non-trivial centres then there exists an infinite order element f ∈ G
such that the subgroups 〈f,Ai〉 6 G are naturally isomorphic to the free
product 〈f〉 ∗Ai, for all i = 1, . . . , s.

Remark 1.8. If G is a group given by presentation (1.2) with k ≥ 3 then
it is acylindrically hyperbolic by [33, Corollary 2.6], in particular it is nei-
ther cyclic nor a generalised Baumslag–Solitar group by [37, Corollary 1.5],
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because any generalised Baumslag–Solitar group commensurates an infinite
cyclic subgroup. Hence G satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 1.7 allows us to prove Theorem 1.1 in the case when Γ is dis-
connected, using the observation that A(Γ) embeds into A(Pd+1) ∗Z, where
d ∈ N is the maximum of the diameters of the connected components of Γ
(see Lemma 7.3).

Theorem 1.7 is interesting on its own right. In [4] Bekka, Cowling and
de la Harpe introduced the following property of a group G: G has property
Pnai if for any finite subset {a1, . . . , as} ⊆ G \ {1} there is an infinite order
element f ∈ G such that the subgroup 〈f, ai〉 is isomorphic to the free
product 〈f〉 ∗ 〈ai〉, for each i = 1, . . . , s. This property is known for many
groups, in particular, for all acylindrically hyperbolic groups without non-
trivial finite normal subgroups [1], and hence, for all one-relator groups with
at least 3 generators. Theorem 1.7 allows us to treat the case of 2-generated
one-relator groups.

Corollary 1.9. Let G be a non-cyclic one-relator group. Then G satisfies
property Pnai if and only if G is not isomorphic to a generalised Baumslag–
Solitar group.

Any generalised Baumslag–Solitar group commensurates an infinite cyclic
subgroup, whence it does not have Pnai. Thus Corollary 1.9 completes the
description of one-relator groups with Pnai.

Historically, Pnai was introduced as a condition that implies the simplic-
ity of the reduced C∗-algebra of the group [4]. And although much more
powerful criteria for C∗-simplicity have recently been discovered by Kalan-
tar and Kennedy [21] and Breuillard, Kalantar, Kennedy and Ozawa [6], the
following result seems to be new.

Corollary 1.10. Let G be a non-cyclic one-relator group given by (1.2).
Then G is not C∗-simple if and only if k = 2 and at least one of the following
holds:

(i) G is isomorphic to a solvable Baumslag–Solitar group BS(1, n) =
〈a, t | tat−1 = an〉, for some n ∈ Z \ {0};

(ii) G is a unimodular generalised Baumslag–Solitar group. In this case
G contains an infinite cyclic normal subgroup and a finite index sub-
group K ∼= F × Z, for some finitely generated free group F .

Corollary 1.10 gives a complete characterisation of C∗-simplicity for one-
relator groups. In view of Corollary 1.9, the proof of Corollary 1.10 amounts
to investigating which generalised Baumslag–Solitar groups are C∗-simple.
We do this in Proposition 9.1, using work of de la Harpe and Préaux [12],
as well as Brownlowe, Mundey, Pask, Spielberg and Thomas [8].

Corollary 1.10 can be made effective, i.e., given a presentation (1.2) of
a group G it is possible to decide whether or not G is C∗-simple: see Re-
mark 9.2.
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In Section 2, we review the necessary preliminaries on group actions on
trees, one-relator groups, trace monoids and right-angled Artin groups. We
prove the cases n = 3 and n = 4 of Theorem 1.5 in Sections 3 and 4, re-
spectively. In Section 5 we establish a version of Theorem 1.7 for strictly
ascending HNN-extensions of free groups, which is the main new ingredient
in the proof of this theorem in Section 6. We prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 7,
and in Section 8 we give various examples showing that generators of T (Pn)
need not generate a copy of A(Pn) in a one-relator group; we also prove that
T (P4) embeds into the direct cube of the free monoid of rank 2 (Lemma 8.6),
which allows us to exhibit examples of groups containing T (P4) but not con-
taining A(P4). Finally, in Section 9 we study the C∗-simplicity of generalised
Baumslag–Solitar groups and prove Corollary 1.10.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Robert Gray
and Alexander Zakharov for valuable discussions. The second author
was partially supported by the National Science Centre (Poland) grant
2022/47/D/ST1/00779.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Group actions on trees. One of the main tools in this paper is the
theory of group actions on (simplicial) trees, see [13, Section I.4] for the
basics of this theory. Let G be a group acting by isometries on a tree T . We
will always assume that this action does not invert any edges of T . Then
every isometry of T is either hyperbolic or elliptic (see, for example, [13,
Proposition I.4.11]). A hyperbolic element g ∈ G has infinite order and
possesses a unique axis Axis(g) ⊆ T , which is an embedded simplicial line
on which g acts by translation. The translation length ‖g‖ ∈ N, of g, is the
distance by which every vertex of Axis(g) is shifted by g (here T is equipped
with the standard edge-path metric). Any element commuting with g must
preserve Axis(g) setwise.

An elliptic element g ∈ G fixes at least one vertex of T , and we will
use Fix(g) to denote the unique non-empty maximal subtree of T fixed by
g pointwise. Again, any element of G commuting with g will leave Fix(g)
invariant. The relationships between axes and fixed points of commuting
elements are summarised in the following statement.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that G is a group acting on a tree T , and g, h ∈ G
are two commuting elements. Then the following hold.

(i) If g and h are hyperbolic then Axis(g) = Axis(h).
(ii) If g is hyperbolic and h is elliptic then Axis(g) ⊆ Fix(h).
(iii) If g and h are elliptic then Fix(g) ∩ Fix(h) 6= ∅. Furthermore, if

the G-stabilisers of edges in T are free and 〈g, h〉 is not cyclic, then
Fix(g) ∩ Fix(h) is a single vertex of T .

The second part of claim (iii) follows from the fact that free groups do
not contain non-cyclic abelian subgroups.
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Recall that an end of a tree T is an equivalence class of (infinite geodesic)
rays starting at vertices of T , where two such rays are equivalent if their
intersection is another ray. The boundary ∂T is defined as the set of all
ends of T . Clearly the action of G on T naturally induces a G-action on
∂T . Given any ε ∈ ∂T , any ray from this equivalence class is said to converge
to ε. Observe that for any vertex v of T and any end ε ∈ ∂T there exists a
unique ray starting at v and converging to ε.

The next lemma is an elaboration of the general statement about a group
acting on a tree with a fixed end (see, for example, [33, Lemma 4.9]), adapted
to the context of this paper.

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a group acting on a tree T with free edge stabilisers,
and let A be a subgroup of G fixing some end of T . Suppose that there exists
an elliptic element z ∈ A \ {1} such that z is central in A. Then

(i) the elliptic elements of A form a normal subgroup N ⊳ A and this
subgroup is torsion-free and locally cyclic;

(ii) if A contains a hyperbolic element then N ∼= Z and A ∼= Z2.

Proof. Let ε ∈ ∂T be the end fixed by A. Let N denote the set of all elliptic
elements in A. Observe that any elliptic element h ∈ A pointwise fixes the
ray starting at an arbitrary vertex v ∈ Fix(h) and converging to ε. Therefore
any two elliptic elements g, h ∈ A stabilise pointwise some ray converging to
ε, so the product gh is also elliptic. Since inverses and conjugates of elliptic
elements are elliptic we can conclude that N is a normal subgroup of A.

Choose any ray R converging to ε in T and let e1, e2, . . . be the edges of
this ray in the order of their appearance from the origin of the ray. Then
the pointwise stabiliser StabA(ei) is contained in StabA(ej), for any j ≥ i,
because A fixes the end ε. Any elliptic element of A fixes all but finitely
many edges of R, which implies that N is the ascending union

(2.1) N =

∞⋃

i=1

StabA(ei).

For all sufficiently large i ∈ N, StabA(ei) is free and contains the non-trivial
central element z, hence this stabiliser must be infinite cyclic, and so (2.1)
shows that N is torsion-free and locally cyclic, proving part (i).

Now, suppose that A contains at least one hyperbolic element. Let h ∈ A
be a hyperbolic element with minimal translation length. For any other
hyperbolic element g ∈ A the intersection Axis(g) ∩ Axis(h) must contain
a ray S converging to ε in T (because hyperbolic elements only fix the
ends of their axes in ∂T ). If the translation length ‖h‖ does not divide the
translation length ‖g‖ then we can find m,n ∈ Z \ {0} such that m‖h‖ +
n‖g‖ = gcd(‖h‖, ‖g‖) < ‖h‖, so the element hmgn ∈ A is hyperbolic with
translation length strictly smaller than ‖h‖, contradicting the choice of h.
Therefore ‖h‖ must divide ‖g‖, so there exists m ∈ Z such that the element
hmg fixes all but finitely many edges of the ray S, and hence it belongs to N .
Thus we have shown that g ∈ 〈h〉N , and therefore A = 〈h〉N .
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Let R be any ray contained in Axis(h) and converging to ε. After replac-
ing h with its inverse, if necessary, we can assume that h translates R into
itself. Let e1 be the first edge of R. The argument above (2.1) shows that

(2.2) StabA(e1) ⊆ StabA(h e1) = hStabA(e1)h
−1, and

(2.3) N =

∞⋃

j=0

StabA(h
j e1) =

∞⋃

j=0

hj StabA(e1)h
−j .

Since z ∈ StabA(Axis(h)) ⊆ StabA(e1) by Lemma 2.1, StabA(e1) is a
free group with non-trivial centre, so it must be infinite cyclic, generated by
some w ∈ A. Inclusion (2.2) shows that w = hwnh−1, for some n ∈ Z \ {0}.
Since h commutes with z ∈ 〈w〉 \ {1}, we can deduce that n = 1, i.e., h
centralizes 〈w〉 = StabA(e1). Equation (2.3) now yields that N = 〈w〉 ∼= Z,
whence A = 〈h〉〈w〉 ∼= Z2, proving part (ii). �

Lemma 2.3. Consider a group G acting on a tree T with free edge stabilis-
ers. Suppose that a, c ∈ G are hyperbolic elements and b ∈ G is an elliptic
element commuting with a and c. If 〈a, b〉 ∼= Z2 and 〈a, b〉 ∩ 〈c〉 = {1} in G
then Axis(a) ∩Axis(c) is bounded in T .

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, assume that the intersection Axis(a) ∩
Axis(c) is unbounded. Then this intersection contains a ray converging to
an end of T , and this end will be fixed by the subgroup A = 〈a, b, c〉 (see
Lemma 2.1.(ii)). By the assumptions, A contains a central elliptic element
b 6= 1 and hyperbolic elements a and c, so we can apply Lemma 2.2 to
conclude that A ∼= Z2. Since 〈a, b〉 ∼= Z2, this subgroup must have finite
index in A. Therefore, there is n ∈ N such that cn ∈ 〈a, b〉, contradicting
the assumption that 〈a, b〉 ∩ 〈c〉 = {1}. Thus the lemma is proved. �

2.2. One-relator groups. Let G be a finitely generated one-relator group
given by (1.2). We use the so-called Magnus–Moldavanskii hierarchy for G
in the strong form, recently established by Masters [30] and Linton [25]:
there exists a sequence of finitely generated one-relator groups

(2.4) G0 →֒ G1 →֒ G2 →֒ · · · →֒ Gs = G,

where G0 is a free product of finitely many cyclic groups and Gi is an HNN-
extension of Gi−1 with finitely generated free associated subgroups, for every
i = 1, . . . , s.

Remark 2.4. We only employ the strong form of Magnus–Moldavanskii hi-
erarchy for convenience, and for our purposes the classical form (see [29,
Section IV.5]) would also be sufficient. In this classical hierarchy the group
Gi is only known to embed into an HNN-extension of a “simpler” one-relator
group Gi−1.

For the remainder of this subsection we fix a one-relator group G with
presentation (1.2) and assume that it has a hierarchy (2.4) with s > 0. We
let T be the Bass–Serre tree for the splitting of G = Gs as an HNN-extension
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of Gs−1. Then G acts on T by isometries and without edge inversions, with
one orbit of vertices and two orbits of (oriented) edges. The vertex stabilisers
are conjugate to Gs−1 in G and edge stabilisers are free of finite rank. In
particular, the statements established in Subsection 2.1 all apply in this
situation.

Furthermore, it follows from the construction of the sequence (2.4) that
if H is the stabiliser of an edge of T incident to a vertex stabilised by Gs−1,
then H is conjugate to a Magnus subgroup of Gs−1, i.e., a free subgroup
generated by a subset of {x1, . . . , xk} that omits at least one letter xi in-
volved in the relator W . We thus have the following geometric rephrasing
of a result of Bagherzadeh.

Proposition 2.5 ([2, Theorem B]). Let e be an edge starting at a vertex v
in T . Then for any g ∈ StabG(v) \ StabG(e), the intersection StabG(e) ∩
StabG(g e) is cyclic.

2.3. Ping-pong lemmas. Many of our arguments rely on variations of the
classical Ping-Pong Lemma to exhibit free products (possibly with amal-
gamation) inside groups acting on trees. We will use two versions of the
lemma: one for a free product of finitely many groups and one for a free
product of two groups with amalgamation.

Proposition 2.6 (Ping-Pong Lemma, version 1 [35, Lemma 2.1]). Let G be
a group generated by its subgroups G1, . . . , Gk, for some k ≥ 2, with |Gi| ≥ 3,
for some i. Suppose that G acts on a set Ω and that there exist pairwise
disjoint non-empty subsets Ω1, . . . ,Ωk ⊂ Ω satisfying the following property:

• gi Ωj ⊆ Ωi, for all i 6= j and all gi ∈ Gi \ {1}.

Then G naturally splits as the free product G1 ∗ · · · ∗Gk.

Proposition 2.7 (Ping-Pong Lemma, version 2 [29, Proposition III.12.4]).
Let G be a group generated by its subgroups G1 and G2, so that H = G1∩G2

is a proper subgroup of both G1 and G2, and [Gi : H] ≥ 3 for some i ∈ {1, 2}.
Suppose that G acts on a set Ω and that there exist pairwise disjoint non-
empty subsets Ω1,Ω2 ⊂ Ω satisfying the following properties:

• gi Ωj ⊆ Ωi, for i 6= j and all gi ∈ Gi \H;
• hΩi ⊆ Ωi, for each i = 1, 2 and all h ∈ H.

Then G naturally splits as the amalgamated free product G1 ∗H G2.

If H a free group on a subset X ⊆ H then the Cayley graph of H with
respect to X is a tree T and H acts freely on T . Every non-trivial element
h ∈ H will act as a hyperbolic isometry on T , fixing two distinct points
h∞ and h−∞ on the boundary ∂T . It is easy to see that if g, h ∈ H \ {1}
then {g±∞} ∩ {h±∞} 6= ∅ if and only if gm = hn for some m,n ∈ Z \ {0}.
A standard application of the ping-pong argument from Proposition 2.6,
applied to the action of H on ∂T , gives the following (see [36, Corollary 6]
or the proof of [7, Proposition III.Γ.3.20] for a more general statement in
the case of hyperbolic groups).
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Lemma 2.8. Let H be a free group and let h1, . . . , hk ∈ H be non-trivial
elements. If 〈hi〉 ∩ 〈hj〉 = {1} for all i < j, then there exist r ∈ N such that
the elements hr1, . . . , h

r
k freely generate a free subgroup of rank k in H.

2.4. Trace monoids and right-angled Artin groups. Let Γ be a finite
simplicial graph, and denote by V (Γ) and E(Γ) the sets of vertices and edges
of Γ, respectively. The right-angled Artin group on Γ, denoted by A(Γ), is
the group given by the presentation

(2.5) 〈v ∈ V (Γ) | vw = wv, for all {v,w} ∈ E(Γ)〉.

Moreover, the trace monoid on Γ, denoted by T (Γ), is the monoid given
by the presentation (2.5), viewed now as a monoid presentation. It is a
result of Paris [38, Theorem 1.1] that T (Γ) is naturally isomorphic to the
monoid of positive words A(Γ)+ in A(Γ), whose elements can be represented
by positive words over V (Γ) (that do not involve letters from V (Γ)−1).

If ∆ is an induced subgraph of Γ then V (∆) naturally generates a copy
of A(∆) in A(Γ), and a copy of T (∆) in T (Γ). This important property can
be proved by noticing that A(Γ) (or T (Γ)) retracts onto A(∆) (respectively,
T (∆)), via the map sending all generators from V (Γ) \V (∆) to the identity
element.

In most of the arguments, we will focus on the case when Γ is a path Pn,
of length n − 1, for n ∈ {3, 4}. Then A(Pn) (respectively T (Pn)) has the
group presentation (respectively monoid presentation)

(2.6) 〈α1, . . . , αn | α1α2 = α2α1, . . . , αn−1αn = αnαn−1〉.

By saying that elements a1, . . . , an in a group G generate a copy of A(Pn)
(respectively, T (Pn)) in the natural way, we mean that the assignment αi 7→
ai, with α1, . . . , αn as in (2.6), extends to an injective group homomorphism
A(Pn) → G (respectively, an injective monoid homomorphism T (Pn) → G).

Given a finite simplicial graph Γ, the Bestvina–Brady subgroup of A(Γ)
is the kernel of the group homomorphism Φ: A(Γ) → Z defined by setting
Φ(v) = 1, for all v ∈ V (Γ). Since Pn is a tree for all n ∈ N, we have the
following special case of a result of Dicks and Leary [14].

Lemma 2.9 ([14, Theorem 1]). Let n ∈ N and let H ⊳ A(Pn) be the
Bestvina–Brady subgroup. Then H is free of rank n − 1, freely generated
by the elements α−1

1 α2, . . . , α
−1
n−1αn ∈ H.

3. Generating A(P3)

In this section we prove a strong version of Theorem 1.5 in the case n = 3.
Recall that A(P3) has the following standard presentation:

(3.1) A(P3) = 〈α, β, γ | αβ = βα, βγ = γβ〉.

In particular, A(P3) ∼= F2 × Z, where the free group F2 is freely generated
by {α, γ}, and the infinite cyclic factor is generated by β. It is easy to see,
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for example by looking at the abelianisation of A(P3), that the subgroups
〈α, β〉, 〈β, γ〉 6 A(P3) are free abelian of rank 2, and

〈α, β〉 ∩ 〈β, γ〉 = 〈β〉 in A(P3).

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that G is a one-relator group and we have a
homomorphism ψ : A(P3) → G (where A(P3) is given by the presentation
(3.1)) such that ψ is injective on the union 〈α, β〉 ∪ 〈β, γ〉. Then there exist
k, l,m ∈ Z \ {0} such that the elements ψ(α)k, ψ(β)l and ψ(γ)m generate a
copy of A(P3) in G in the natural way.

Proof. Let a, b, c ∈ G denote the ψ-images of the generators α, β, γ of A(P3)
respectively. Note that each of these elements has infinite order in G. Con-
sider the hierarchy (2.4) for G = Gs. Notice that s > 0 because G0 is a free
product of finitely many cyclic groups, so it cannot contain free abelian sub-
groups of rank 2. Thus we may assume, by induction on s, that the subgroup
〈a, b, c〉 is not conjugate into Gs−1 in G. In particular, this subgroup does
not fix a vertex of the Bass–Serre tree T , associated to the HNN-splitting
of G over Gs−1, as discussed in Subsection 2.2.

We aim to prove that for some k, l,m ∈ Z\{0} the group homomorphism
ϕ = ϕk,l,m : A(P3) → G, sending α → ak, β → bl and γ → cm, is injective.

It is enough to show that akbpl and bqlcm freely generate the free subgroup
F2, of rank 2, in G, for some p, q ∈ Z: that is, ϕ|〈αβp,βqγ〉 is injective. Indeed,
suppose this is the case and let g ∈ ker(ϕ). Let r ∈ Z and h ∈ 〈αβp, βqγ〉 be
such that g = βrh. Then ϕ(h) = ϕ(β)−r is central in ϕ(〈αβp, βqγ〉) ∼= F2,
implying that ϕ(h) = 1, and, therefore, h = 1 since ϕ|〈αβp ,βqγ〉 is injective.

Thus g = βr, implying that g = 1 (as if r 6= 0, then ϕ(β) = ψ(β)l has finite
order in G, contradicting the assumption that ψ is injective on 〈α, β〉 ∼= Z2).
Thus ϕ must be injective, as required.

The proof depends on the types of isometries that a, b and c induce on T .
In each case, we will use Lemma 2.1 to analyse the resulting configuration
of axes and fixed-point sets. Some of the cases considered are displayed in
Figure 1.

Case I. b is hyperbolic. Note, first, that there exist (k, p) ∈ Z2, with k 6= 0,
such that akbp fixes Axis(b) pointwise. Indeed, if a is elliptic then Axis(b) ⊆
Fix(a) and we may take (k, p) = (1, 0) (see Lemma 2.1.(ii)); and if a is
hyperbolic then Axis(a) = Axis(b) and we may choose k, p ∈ Z \ {0} so that
ak and b−p translate Axis(b) with the same translation length and the same
direction. Similarly, there exist (q,m) ∈ Z2, withm 6= 0, such that bqcm fixes
Axis(b) pointwise. Thus the subgroup A = 〈akbp, bqcm〉 6 G fixes Axis(b)
pointwise, so it must be free because G acts on T with free edge stabilisers.
Since ψ is injective on the union 〈α, β〉 ∪ 〈β, γ〉 and 〈α, β〉 ∩ 〈β, γ〉 = 〈β〉 in
A(P3), it follows that 〈akbp〉 ∩ 〈bqcm〉 = {1} in G. Hence A is not cyclic,
implying that A is freely generated by akbp and bqcm, as required.
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Figure 1. Some cases in the proof of Proposition 3.1.

Case II. a and c are hyperbolic, b is elliptic. Then Axis(a)∪Axis(c) ⊆ Fix(b)
by Lemma 2.1.(ii).

Since ψ is injective on 〈α, β〉 ∪ 〈β, γ〉, we know that 〈a, b〉 ∼= Z2 and
〈a, b〉 ∩ 〈c〉 = {1} in G. Therefore, by Lemma 2.3, the intersection S :=
Axis(a)∩Axis(c) must be bounded. Choose k,m ∈ Z\{0} so that ak S∩S =
∅ and cm S ∩ S = ∅. Let πa : T → Axis(a) and πc : T → Axis(c) be the
closest point projections, let Ωa = π−1

c (πc(Axis(a))), and let Ωc = T \ Ωa

(see Figure 1.(II)). We then have cmnΩa ⊆ Ωc, for all n ∈ Z\{0}. Moreover,
πa(Ωc) consists either of a single point (if S is empty or a point) or of the
endpoints of S (if S is a non-trivial interval), implying that aknΩc ⊆ Ωa,
for all n ∈ Z \ {0}. It then follows, by version 1 of the Ping-Pong Lemma
(Proposition 2.6), that ak and cm freely generate a free group, and therefore
ϕk,1,m|〈α,γ〉 is injective, as required.
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Case III. a, b and c are elliptic. Then Fix(a) ∩ Fix(b) = {u} and Fix(b) ∩
Fix(c) = {v}, for some vertices u, v of T . Moreover, we have u 6= v, since
otherwise 〈a, b, c〉 would fix a vertex in T , contradicting our assumption.

Let e and f be the first and the last edges of the geodesic segment [u, v] ⊆
Fix(b) in T respectively. Let Ωa be the connected component containing the
vertex u, obtained after we remove the interior of the edge e from T , and let
Ωc be the connected component containing v, after we remove the interior
of f from T (see see Figure 1.(III)). It is easy to see that if anΩc * Ωa,
for some n ∈ Z, then an must fix e, and so n = 0 since 〈an, b〉 6 StabG(e)
must be both free and free abelian at the same time (by the injectivity of
ψ on 〈α, β〉). Therefore, anΩc ⊆ Ωa, for all n ∈ Z \ {0}. Similarly, we have
cnΩa ⊆ Ωc, for all n ∈ Z \ {0}. It then follows from Proposition 2.6 that
ϕ1,1,1|〈α,γ〉 is injective, as required.

Case IV . a is hyperbolic, b and c are elliptic. Then Axis(a) ⊆ Fix(b) and
Fix(b) ∩ Fix(c) = {v}, for some vertex v of T which is also the unique
common fixed point of cn and b, for any n ∈ Z \ {0}.

Let w be the vertex of Axis(a) closest to v (it may happen that w = v),
and let e, f be the two edges on Axis(a) starting at w and facing in opposite
directions. Observe that no non-zero power of c can fix e or f because these
edges are already fixed by b, because 〈b, cn〉 ∼= Z2, for any n ∈ Z \ {0}, by
the assumptions on ψ, and because edge stabilisers are free.

After removing the interiors of the edges e and f from T we get three
connected components. Let Ωc be the connected component containing w
(and v), and let Ωa be the union of the remaining two connected components
(each of them will contain an infinite ray of Axis(a)), see Figure 1.(IV). It
is then easy to see that anΩc ⊆ Ωa, for any n ∈ Z \{0}. On the other hand,
if w = v then it is, a priori, possible that cnΩa ∩ Ωa 6= ∅, for some n 6= 0
(this can only happen if cn sends e to f or f to e). However, in that case
we have ct Ωa ⊆ Ωc, for all t ∈ Z \ {0,±n} (as otherwise either ct−n or ct+n

would fix e or f , which cannot happen as observed above). It follows that
there is m ∈ Z \ {0} such that cmn Ωa ⊆ Ωc, for all n ∈ Z \ {0}. Therefore
(by Proposition 2.6) a and cm freely generate a free group, i.e., ϕ1,1,m|〈α,γ〉
is injective, as required.

Case V . a and b are elliptic, c is hyperbolic. This is similar to Case IV. �

4. Embedding A(P4)

We now concentrate on proving Proposition 1.6 from the Introduction.
Throughout this section we will use the standard presentation (1.3) of A(P4).
The following observation is an easy consequence of the normal form theorem
for right-angled Artin groups (see [19, Theorem 3.9]).
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Remark 4.1. The subgroup 〈β, γ〉 6 A(P4) is free abelian of rank 2 and the
following equalities are true:

α〈β, γ〉α−1 ∩ 〈β, γ〉 = 〈β, αγα−1〉 ∩ 〈β, γ〉 = 〈β〉,

〈β, γ〉 ∩ δ−1〈β, γ〉δ = 〈β, γ〉 ∩ 〈δ−1βδ, γ〉 = 〈γ〉, and

α〈β, γ〉α−1 ∩ δ−1〈β, γ〉δ = 〈β, αγα−1〉 ∩ 〈δ−1βδ, γ〉 = {1}.

In some cases in order to show the injectivity of a group homomorphism
A(P4) → G we will apply the following criterion.

Lemma 4.2. Let G be a group and let ϕ : A(P4) → G be a group homo-
morphism. Then ϕ is injective if and only if ϕ(x1), ϕ(y1) and ϕ(z1) freely
generate a free subgroup of rank 3 in G, where x1 = α−1β, y1 = β−1γ and
z1 = γ−1δ.

Proof. Let H = 〈x1, y1, z1〉 6 A(P4). By Lemma 2.9, H is the Bestvina–
Brady subgroup of A = A(P4). In particular, H contains the derived sub-
group [A,A], of A, and it is free, freely generated by x1, y1 and z1.

Suppose, first, that ϕ is injective. Then ϕ|H is also injective. In particular,
since x1, y1 and z1 freely generate a free group, so do ϕ(x1), ϕ(y1) and ϕ(z1),
as required.

Conversely, suppose that ϕ(x1), ϕ(y1) and ϕ(z1) freely generate a free
subgroup of G, and, thus, ϕ|H is injective, i.e., ker(ϕ) ∩ H = {1}. Then
ker(ϕ) centralises H in G (because these are disjoint normal subgroups).
In particular, we have ker(ϕ) ⊆ CA(x1y1z1) = CA(α

−1δ). But, from the
description of centralisers in right-angled Artin groups due to Servatius [41],
it follows that CA(α

−1δ) = 〈α−1δ〉 = 〈x1y1z1〉 ⊂ H, implying that ker(ϕ) =
ker(ϕ) ∩H = {1}, as required. �

In view of Remark 4.1, Proposition 1.6 can be restated as follows.

Proposition 4.3. Let G be a one-relator group and let ψ : A(P4) → G be a
homomorphism such that ψ is injective on the union

(4.1) α〈β, γ〉α−1 ∪ 〈β, γ〉 ∪ δ−1〈β, γ〉δ,

of three free abelian subgroups of rank 2 in A(P4). Then there exist
k, l,m, n ∈ Z \ {0} such that the elements ψ(α)k, ψ(β)l, ψ(γ)m and ψ(δ)n

generate a copy of A(P4) in G in the natural way, where α = αγα−1 and
δ = δ−1βδ in G.

Proof. Denote a = ψ(α), b = ψ(β), c = ψ(γ) and d = ψ(δ) in G. We also
set a = aca−1 = ψ(α) and d = d−1bd = ψ(δ). Arguing by induction on
the number s in the sequence (2.4) for G, we may assume that s ≥ 1 and
that the subgroup 〈a, b, c, d〉 6 G is not conjugate into Gs−1. In geometric
terms, this means that 〈a, b, c, d〉 does not fix any point in T , where T is the
Bass–Serre tree for the splitting of G as an HNN-extension of Gs−1.

Suppose the elements b, c both fix some vertex v of T . If a v = v then
c (a−1 v) = a−1 v, i.e., a−1 v ∈ Fix(c). Note that Fix(b) is invariant under the
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action of a−1 ∈ CG(b), so a
−1 v ∈ Fix(b). Thus a−1 v ∈ Fix(b)∩Fix(c) = {v}

by Lemma 2.1.(iii), hence a−1 v = v, i.e., v ∈ Fix(a). Similarly, if d fixes v
then the same must be true for d. Therefore, we can further assume that
the subgroup 〈a, b, c, d〉 does not fix any vertex of T .

Note that the isometry of T induced by a has the same type as the one
induced by c since these elements are conjugate in G; similarly, d has the
same type as b. By symmetry, after swapping (a, b) ↔ (d, c) if necessary,
we may assume that the actions of a, b, c and d on T fall into one of the
following four cases:

1. b and c are hyperbolic;
2. b and c are elliptic, Fix(a) ∩ Fix(c) = ∅ = Fix(b) ∩ Fix(d);
3. b and c are elliptic, Fix(a) ∩ Fix(c) 6= ∅;
4. b is hyperbolic, c is elliptic.

We now consider each of these cases in order.

Case 1. b and c are hyperbolic.
As observed above, the elements a and d will also be hyperbolic. Since

[a, b] = [b, c] = [c, d] = 1, Lemma 2.1 implies that Axis(a) = Axis(b) =
Axis(c) = Axis(d) = ℓ. There then exist integers k, l,m, n ∈ Z \ {0} such
that ak, bl, cm and dn translate ℓ in the same direction and with the same
translation length. Therefore, the elements x = a−kbl, y = b−lcm and
z = c−mdn are elliptic and fix ℓ pointwise.

We claim that there exists an integer r ∈ N that xr, yr and zr freely
generate a free subgroup of G. Indeed, the group H = 〈x, y, z〉 fixes an
edge in T , so it is free and in particular hyperbolic. Moreover, by the
assumption of injectivity of ψ on the union (4.1) together with Remark 4.1,
the subgroups 〈x〉, 〈y〉 and 〈z〉 of H are infinite and have pairwise trivial
intersections. Lemma 2.8 now implies the existence of r ∈ N as desired.

Now, since [a, b] = [b, c] = [c, d] = 1, the assignment

ϕ(α) = akr, ϕ(β) = blr, ϕ(γ) = cmr and ϕ(δ) = dnr

extends to a well-defined group homomorphism ϕ : A(P4) → G. Moreover,
since ϕ(α−1β) = xr, ϕ(β−1γ) = yr and ϕ(γ−1δ) = zr freely generate a free
subgroup of G, it follows from Lemma 4.2 that ϕ is injective, as required.

Case 2. b and c are elliptic, Fix(a) ∩ Fix(c) = ∅ = Fix(b) ∩ Fix(d).
The subgroups 〈a, b〉 = a〈b, c〉a−1 and 〈b, c〉 are isomorphic to Z2 in G,

by the assumptions and Remark 4.1, therefore, by Lemma 2.1, we have
Fix(a)∩Fix(b) = {u} and Fix(b)∩Fix(c) = {v}, for some vertices u, v of T .
Note that u 6= v because Fix(a) ∩ Fix(c) = ∅ in the present case.

Similarly, Fix(c)∩Fix(d) = {w}, for some vertex w in T , and v 6= w. Note
that since Fix(b) (respectively, Fix(c)) contains u and v (respectively, v and
w), it also contains the geodesic segment in T joining those two vertices. It
follows that [v, u] ∩ [v,w] = {v} in T .

Let e1, e2, e3, e4 the first edges of the geodesic segments [u, v], [v, u], [v,w]
and [w, v] respectively. Let Ω1, Ω2 and Ω3 be the connected components
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containing u, v and w, respectively, that we obtain after removing the inte-
riors of the edges e1, e2, e3, e4 from T (see Figure 2). By Lemma 4.2, it is
enough to show that x = a−1b, y = b−1c and z = c−1d freely generate a free
subgroup of G.

Ω1

Ω2

Ω3

Fix(a)
e1 e2

Fix(b)

e4e3

Fix(c)

Fix(d)

Fix(a−1b)
Fix(b−1c)

Fix(c−1d)

u

v

w

Figure 2. The configuration in Case 2.

Note, first, that for any k ∈ Z \ {0}, we have Fix(xk) ∩ Fix(b) = {u} by
Lemma 2.1, because 〈xk, b〉 = 〈ak, b〉 ∼= Z2. Consequently, xk does not fix
e1, and therefore xk (Ω2 ∪ Ω3) ⊆ Ω1, for all k ∈ Z \ {0}. Similarly, we have
zk (Ω1 ∪ Ω2) ⊆ Ω3, for all k ∈ Z \ {0}.

We further claim that yk (Ω1 ∪ Ω3) ⊆ Ω2, for all k ∈ Z \ {0}. Indeed,
as in the previous paragraph, we have Fix(yk) ∩ Fix(b) = {v} = Fix(yk) ∩
Fix(c), implying that yk does not fix the edges e2 and e3. Furthermore, yk

cannot send e2 to e3, since in that case we would have both yk e2 = e3 ∈
Fix(c) ∩ Fix(b) (as yk preserves Fix(b) setwise), contradicting the fact that
Fix(b) ∩ Fix(c) = {v}. It follows that yk Ω1 ⊆ Ω2, and a similar argument
shows that yk Ω3 ⊆ Ω2; this proves the claim.

Now let G1 = 〈x〉, G2 = 〈y〉 and G3 = 〈z〉. Then, as shown above, we
have giΩj ⊆ Ωi, for all i 6= j and all 1 6= gi ∈ Gi. In particular, by version 1
of the Ping-Pong Lemma (Proposition 2.6) we have 〈x, y, z〉 = G1 ∗G2 ∗G3,
and so x, y and z freely generate a free group, as required. Therefore,
by Lemma 4.2, the elements a, b, c, d ∈ G generate a copy of A(P4) in the
natural way.

Case 3. b and c are elliptic and Fix(a) ∩ Fix(c) 6= ∅.
As before, using Lemma 2.1 and the assumption that ψ is injective on the

subset (4.1), we can deduce that Fix(a) ∩ Fix(b) = {u} = Fix(b) ∩ Fix(c),
for some vertex u in T . Moreover, using Proposition 3.1, we may replace a,
b and c with their powers if necessary to assume that the elements a, b and
c generate a copy of A(P3) in the natural way.

Recall that the injectivity assumptions on ψ imply that c and d freely
generate a free abelian group of rank 2 in G. Therefore d = d−1bd is elliptic
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and Fix(d)∩Fix(c) = {v}, for some vertex v in T . Moreover, we have v 6= u
because the subgroup 〈a, b, c, d〉 does not fix any vertex of T .

Let e and f be the first and the last edges of the geodesic segment [u, v]
in T , and let Ω1 and Ω2 be the connected components containing u and
v, respectively, obtained from T after removing the interiors of the edges
e and f ; see Figure 3. Let G1 = 〈a, b, c〉 ∼= A(P3), G2 = 〈c, d〉 ∼= Z2 and
H = 〈c〉 ∼= Z. We claim that G1, G2, H, Ω1 and Ω2 satisfy the assumptions
of version 2 of the Ping-Pong Lemma (Proposition 2.7). In this case it will
follow that we have a splitting 〈a, b, c, d〉 ∼= G1 ∗H G2, implying that a, b, c, d
generate A(P4) in the natural way.

Ω1

Ω2

Fix(a)

Fix(b)

e f

Fix(c)

Fix(d)

u v

Figure 3. The configuration in Case 3.

Consider any element g2 ∈ G2 \ H, so that g2 = ckdl, for some k, l ∈ Z
with l 6= 0. Then 〈c, g2〉 = 〈c, dl〉 ∼= Z2 in G. By Lemma 2.1, it follows that
Fix(g2)∩Fix(c) = {v}, so g2 does not fix the edge f . In particular, we have
g2 Ω1 ⊆ Ω2, as required. Note that it also follows that g2 does not fix u
and therefore g2 /∈ G1; thus G1 ∩ G2 ⊆ H, and since clearly H ⊂ G1 and
H ⊂ G2, we have G1 ∩G2 = H in G.

Suppose, for a contradiction, that g1 Ω2 6⊆ Ω1, for some g1 ∈ G1 \ H.
This means that g1 e = e. Now, since c fixes e and Fix(b) ∩ Fix(c) = {u}, it
follows that b e 6= e; therefore, by Proposition 2.5, the group C = StabG(e)∩
StabG(b e) is cyclic. However, since b is central in G1, it commutes with both
c and g1, implying that b preserves Fix(c) and Fix(g1) setwise, and therefore
〈c, g1〉 ⊆ C. This is impossible, since g1 /∈ H = 〈c〉 and since c is not a
proper power in G1 = 〈a, b, c〉 ∼= A(P3). Thus g1 Ω2 ⊆ Ω1, as required.

Finally, it is clear that any element of H = 〈c〉 fixes e and f , and so it
preserves Ω1 and Ω2 setwise. This proves the claim, implying that we can
apply Proposition 2.7 to conclude that a, b, c, d generate a copy of A(P4) in
the natural way.

Case 4. b is hyperbolic and c is elliptic.
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In view of Proposition 3.1 we can replace the elements a, b and c by their
powers to assume that the triple a, b, c generates a copy of A(P3) in G in
the natural way.

Lemma 2.1.(ii) implies that Axis(b) ⊆ Fix(c) ∩ Fix(a). The element
d = d−1bd is also hyperbolic and the intersection S = Axis(b) ∩ Axis(d)
is bounded by Lemma 2.3, Remark 4.1 and the injectivity assumption for ψ
on the union (4.1).

Choose r ∈ N so that the translation length ‖br‖ = r‖b‖, of br, is greater
than the diameter diam(S) of S; then the same will be true for the trans-
lation length of dr, because it is conjugate to br. It follows that every hy-
perbolic element of the subgroup G1 = 〈a, br, c〉 6 G has translation length
greater than diam(S).

Let πd : T → Axis(d) be the closest point projection. The image
πd(Axis(b)) is a bounded closed segment of Axis(d), so there are exactly
two oriented edges e, e′ ∈ Axis(d) that start at a vertex of πd(Axis(b)) and
end at a vertex of Axis(d) \ πd(Axis(b)). After removing the interiors of
the edges e and e′ from T , we get 3 connected components. Let Ω1 be the
connected component containing πd(Axis(b)), and let Ω2 be the union of the
two other connected components (see Figure 4).

Let G2 = 〈c, dr〉 andH = 〈c〉. We claim that G1, G2, H, Ω1 and Ω2 satisfy
the assumptions of version 2 of the Ping-Pong Lemma (Proposition 2.7). In
this case it will follow that we have a splitting 〈a, br, c, dr〉 ∼= G1 ∗H G2,
implying that a, br, c, dr generate a copy of A(P4) in G in the natural way,
because G1

∼= A(P3) and G2
∼= Z2.
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e′

S

diam(S) > 0

Ω1

Ω2

Ω2

A
x
is(d

)

e

e′

A
x
is
(b
)

w

S = ∅

Ω1

Ω2

Ω2

A
x
is(d

)

A
x
is
(b
)

e

e′

w

S = {w}

Figure 4. The possible configurations in Case 4.

It is clear that any element of H = 〈c〉 fixes Axis(b) and Axis(d) pointwise,
and so it preserves Ω1 and Ω2 setwise.

Consider any g2 ∈ G2 \H. Then g2 = ckdrl, for some k, l ∈ Z with l 6= 0.
By Lemma 2.1, we have Axis(d) ⊆ Fix(c), so g2 is hyperbolic with axis
Axis(d) and translation length |l| ‖br‖ > diam(S). It follows that g2 Ω1 ⊆
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Ω2, as required. In particular, g2 does not preserve Axis(b) setwise and
therefore g2 /∈ G1. Thus G1 ∩G2 = H.

It remains to show that g1 Ω2 ⊆ Ω1, for all g1 ∈ G1 \H = 〈a, br, c〉 \ 〈c〉.
This is a consequence of the following lemma, whose proof is postponed until
the end of this section.

Lemma 4.4. If g ∈ 〈a, br, c〉 \ 〈c〉 then gΩ2 ⊆ Ω1.

This lemma finishes the proof of the claim, so we can apply Proposition 2.7
to deduce that the elements a, br, c, dr generate a copy of A(P4) in G in the
natural way, as required.

Thus we have considered all possible cases, so the proof of the proposition
is complete. �

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Arguing by contradiction, suppose that there is an el-
ement g ∈ G1 \ H such that gΩ2 6⊆ Ω1. Since every hyperbolic element
of G1 translates Axis(b) by more than diam(S), we can conclude that g
must be elliptic, hence it must pointwise fix Axis(b) ⊆ Ω1. The assumption
gΩ2 6⊆ Ω1 now yields that

(4.2) g {e, e′} ∩ {e, e′} 6= ∅.

First, we claim that F = Fix(g)∩Fix(c) is equal to Axis(b). Indeed, since
b is central in G1 we have Axis(b) ⊆ Fix(g) ∩ Fix(c), by Lemma 2.1.(ii).
Hence F is a subtree of T containing Axis(b). If F 6= Axis(b) then it
must contain a vertex v of degree ≥ 3 in F . Since G acts on T with two
orbits of oriented edges, there exists an edge f ⊂ F incident to v and an
element h ∈ StabG(v) \ StabG(f) such that h f ∈ F . But then 〈c, g〉 ⊆
StabG(f) ∩ StabG(h f) is cyclic by Proposition 2.5; this is impossible, since
g /∈ 〈c〉 and c is not a proper power in G1 = 〈a, br, c〉 ∼= A(P3). Thus
Fix(g) ∩ Fix(c) = Axis(b), as claimed.

It follows that g e 6= e and g e′ 6= e′, so, in view of (4.2), either g e = e′

or g e′ = e. Without loss of generality we can assume that g e = e′. If
πd(Axis(b)) contains at least one edge then πd(Axis(b)) = Axis(b)∩Axis(d) =
S, so it is fixed by g pointwise. In particular, g fixes the start vertices of e and
e′, the distance between which is positive (as it equals the number of edges
in S), contradicting the assumption that g e = e′. Therefore πd(Axis(b))
must consist of a single vertex w in T , and e, e′ are edges of Axis(d) starting
at w and facing in opposite directions.

Since g e = e′, we see that g w = w, so StabG(e) ∩ StabG(e
′) must be

cyclic by Proposition 2.5. Since both e and e′ are edges of Axis(d), the
pointwise stabiliser H, of Axis(d), must be cyclic. However, since d = d−1bd
and Axis(b) is fixed by 〈a, c〉 pointwise, we see that d−1〈a, c〉d 6 H. Recall
that 〈a, b, c〉 ∼= A(P3), so the subgroup 〈a, c〉 is isomorphic to the free group
of rank 2. This gives a contradiction with the fact that H is cyclic, finishing
the proof of the lemma. �
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5. Free products in strictly ascending HNN-extensions of free

groups

In the next two sections we will develop some tools for proving Theo-
rem 1.7 and Theorem 1.1 in the case when Γ is disconnected. The material
from this section will be used when G is a strictly ascending HNN-extension
of a free group.

Let F be a group and let ϕ : F → F be an injective endomorphism. The
ascending HNN-extension of F with respect to ϕ is the group G given by the
presentation

(5.1) G = 〈F, t | tft−1 = ϕ(f), for all f ∈ F 〉.

If ϕ(F ) is a proper subgroup of F , then we will say that G is a strictly
ascending HNN-extension of F .

Suppose that G is given by (5.1). Since tn+1Ft−n−1 = ϕn+1(F ) ⊆
ϕn(F ) = tnFt−n, for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}, we see that t normalises the sub-
group

(5.2) N =

∞⋂

n=0

ϕn(F ),

whence 〈N, t〉 ∼= N ⋊ 〈t〉.
On the other hand, the subgroups (t−nFtn)n∈N∪{0} form an ascending

sequence such that

(5.3) M =
⋃

n∈N∪{0}

t−nFtn

is a normal subgroup of G and G/M ∼= Z, where the quotient homomorphism

(5.4) ψ : G→ Z is given by ψ(t) = 1 and ψ(f) = 0, for all f ∈ F.

It is easy to see that each element g ∈ G can be written as the product
t−nftm, for some m,n ∈ N ∪ {0} and f ∈ F . We will say that g is elliptic
if m = n (equivalently, g ∈ kerψ = M); otherwise, we will say that g
is hyperbolic. This terminology becomes apparent when one considers the
natural action of G on its Bass–Serre tree T . Moreover, in this case it is
well-known this action of G on T fixes an end (cf. [33, Proposition 4.13]).

Notation 5.1. For the remainder of this section we assume that G is an
ascending HNN-extension (5.1) of a group F , and we define N 6 F , M ⊳G
and ψ : G→ Z by (5.2), (5.3) and (5.4) respectively.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that H 6 F is a non-trivial subgroup such that the
subgroup 〈H,ϕ(F )〉 is naturally isomorphic to the free product H ∗ ϕ(F ) in
F . Then the subgroup 〈H,N, t〉 6 G is naturally isomorphic to the free
product H ∗ 〈N, t〉 in G.
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Proof. Since 〈H,ϕ(F )〉 ∼= H ∗ ϕ(F ) in F and ϕ is injective, we have
〈ϕ(H), ϕ2(F )〉 ∼= ϕ(H) ∗ ϕ2(F ) in ϕ(F ). Therefore,

〈H,ϕ(H), ϕ2(F )〉 ∼= H ∗ 〈ϕ(H), ϕ2(F )〉 ∼= H ∗ ϕ(H) ∗ ϕ2(F ).

It follows, by induction on n ∈ N, that the subgroups {ϕi(H) | 0 ≤ i ≤ n−1}
and the subgroup ϕn(F ) freely generate their free product in F . Since
N ⊆ ϕn(F ), for all n ∈ N, it is easy to see (e.g., by using normal forms
in free products) that the subgroups {ϕn(H) | n ≥ 0} together with N

generate the free product
∞
∗

i=0
ϕi(H) ∗N in F .

Finally, we claim that the homomorphism χ : H ∗ 〈N, t〉 → G, where the
restrictions of χ to H and 〈N, t〉 are the inclusions of these subgroups into G,
is injective. Indeed, let g ∈ H ∗〈N, t〉 be a non-trivial element, and suppose,
for contradiction, that χ(g) = 1. Then we have an expression

g = g0t
α0h1g1t

α1 · · · hngnt
αn ,

for some n ≥ 1, g0, . . . , gn ∈ N , α0, . . . , αn ∈ Z and some h1, . . . , hn ∈ H,
such that hi 6= 1 for i = 1, . . . , n, and for each 0 < i < n we have either gi 6= 1
or αi 6= 0. Note that we have

∑n
i=0 αi = ψ(χ(g)) = 0, where ψ : G → Z is

defined in (5.4). Since t normalises N , we can write

g = g0t
γ1h1t

−γ1g′1 · · · t
γnhnt

−γng′n,

where γi = α0+· · ·+αi−1, for i = 1, . . . , n, and g′1, . . . , g
′
n ∈ N are conjugates

of g1, . . . , gn (respectively) in G. After replacing g with tmgt−m, for m ∈ N
large enough, we may assume that γi ≥ 0, for each i, and therefore

(5.5) χ(g) = g′0ϕ
γ1(h1)g

′′
1 · · ·ϕ

γn(hn)g
′′
n in G,

for some g′0, g
′′
1 , . . . , g

′′
n ∈ N that are conjugate to g0, g

′
1, . . . , g

′
n (respectively)

in G. Now, since hi 6= 1, for all i = 1, . . . , n, and for each 1 ≤ i < n we
have either gi 6= 1 or αi 6= 0, it follows that whenever g′′i = 1, for some
i ∈ {1, . . . , n−1}, we have γi 6= γi+1. Therefore, after possibly removing the
elements g′′i that are trivial in N , the expression (5.5) for χ(g) is reduced

as a word in the free product
∞
∗

i=0
ϕi(H) ∗ N . Since the latter free product

embeds into F and n ≥ 1, this reduced word represents a non-trivial element
of F 6 G, contradicting our assumption. Therefore χ is injective, and the
lemma is proved. �

Lemma 5.3. Given arbitrary h ∈ F and l ∈ N, let ϕ̃ : F → F be the
injective endomorphism defined by ϕ̃(f) = hϕl(f)h−1, for all f ∈ F , and let

G̃ be the corresponding ascending HNN-extension of F , i.e.,

G̃ = 〈F, t̃ | t̃f t̃−1 = ϕ̃(f), for all f ∈ F 〉.

If g = htl ∈ G and J = 〈F, g〉 6 G then

(i) J = ψ−1(lZ), where ψ : G→ Z is defined by (5.4);

(ii) there is an isomorphism θ : G̃→ J such that θ restricts to the identity

map on F and θ( t̃) = g.
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Proof. For part (i), note that for every m ∈ N ∪ {0} we have h ∈ t−mFtm,
whence

t−nFtn ⊆ t−lnFtln = g−nFgn ⊆ J, for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}.

This implies that M = kerψ ⊆ J . Since ψ(J) = lZ, we can conclude that
J = ψ−1(lZ).

The proof of part (ii) is left as an easy exercise for the reader. �

Definition 5.4. Under Notation 5.1, suppose that A 6 G is a subgroup
such that ψ(A) = lZ, for some l ∈ N. Then any element g ∈ A with
ψ(g) = l will be called a principal element of A. Note that g = t−nhtm, for
some m,n ∈ N ∪ {0} and h ∈ F , with m− n = l.

Observe that when the base group F is free, the natural action of G, given
by (5.1), on its Bass–Serre tree T has free vertex and edge stabilisers and
fixes an end of T . Therefore Lemma 2.2 is applicable in this case.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that F is a free group and A 6 G has non-trivial
centre and contains a principal element g = htl, for some l ∈ N. Set
P = hϕl(F )h−1 6 F . If a subgroup H 6 F is such that 〈H,P 〉 6 G
is naturally isomorphic to the free product H ∗ P in F then the subgroup
〈H,A〉 is naturally isomorphic to H ∗A in G.

Proof. In view of Lemma 5.3, ψ−1(lZ) is isomorphic to an ascending HNN-

extension G̃ of F , and g is the stable letter t̃ in it. Since A ⊆ ψ−1(lZ), we
can replace ϕ with ϕ̃ and G with G̃ to further assume that A contains the
stable letter t of the ascending HNN-extension G, given by (5.1) (so that
l = 1, h = 1 and P = ϕ(F )).

Since A has non-trivial centre Z, Lemma 2.2 implies that there exists a
hyperbolic element z = t−patq ∈ Z, where a ∈ F and p, q ∈ N∪{0} are such
that k = q − p ∈ N. Since t ∈ A and z is central in A, we see that z = tka
and a ∈ A ∩ F commutes with t. Set B = A ∩ F , then A = 〈B, t〉, a ∈ B
and

B = znBz−n = tknanBa−nt−kn = ϕkn(B), for all n ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Therefore B ⊆ N , where N 6 F is defined by (5.2).
By the assumptions, the subgroup 〈H,P 〉 splits as the free product H ∗P

in F , where P = ϕ(F ). Therefore we can apply Lemma 5.2 to conclude
that the subgroup 〈H,N, t〉 6 G is naturally isomorphic to the free product
H∗〈N, t〉. Since A = 〈B, t〉 6 〈N, t〉, we have a natural isomorphism between
〈H,A〉 and H ∗ A in G, as required. �

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that F is a free group and A 6 G is a subgroup with
non-trivial centre satisfying ψ(A) = {0}. If some elements a ∈ F ∩ A and
f ∈ F do not commute in F then the subgroup 〈f,A〉 is naturally isomorphic
to 〈f〉 ∗ A in G.

Proof. By the assumptions, A ⊆ M = kerψ, thus A consists of elliptic
elements only, so A must be locally cyclic by Lemma 2.2. Suppose that
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〈f,A〉 6∼= 〈f〉 ∗ A in G. Then there exist k ≥ 1, a1, a2, . . . , ak ∈ A \ {1} and
i1, . . . , ik ∈ Z \ {0} such that

(5.6) a1f
i1a2f

i2 . . . akf
ik = 1 in G.

Now, since A is locally cyclic, there exists an element b ∈ A such that
a, a1, . . . , ak ∈ 〈b〉. Moreover, in view of (5.3), b ∈ t−nFtn, for some n ∈ N.

Recall that t−nFtn is a free group containing F . Equation (5.6) means
that {b, f} is not a free generating set of the subgroup 〈b, f〉 6 t−nFtn,
hence this subgroup must be cyclic (for example, by [29, Proposition I.2.7]).
In particular, b must commute with f , whence a must commute with f ,
contradicting the choice of f . This contradiction completes the proof. �

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that F is a non-abelian finitely generated free group
and P1, . . . , Ps 6 F are finitely generated subgroups of infinite index in F .
Then there exists an element f ∈ F \ {1} such that the subgroup 〈f, Pi〉 is
naturally isomorphic to the free product 〈f〉 ∗ Pi in F , for each i = 1, . . . , s.

Proof. Recall that free groups are hyperbolic (in the sense of Gromov)
and finitely generated subgroups are quasiconvex (see [42, Proposition 2]).
Therefore, by [31, Lemma 4.6] there exists an infinite order element g ∈ F
such that 〈g〉 ∩ Pi = {1}, for each i = 1, . . . , s. Now we can apply [32, The-
orem 5] (with s = 1, g1 = g and x1 = 1) to find a sufficiently large n ∈ N
such that for the element f = gn and for every i = 1, . . . , s the subgroup
〈f, Pi〉 naturally splits as the free product 〈f〉 ∗ Pi in F . �

Proposition 5.8. Let G be a strictly ascending HNN-extension of a finitely
generated non-abelian free group F with respect to a non-surjective injective
endomorphism ϕ : F → F . Suppose that A1, . . . , As 6 G are subgroups with
non-trivial centres. Then there exists an elliptic element of infinite order
f ∈ G such that for each i = 1, . . . , s the subgroup 〈f,Ai〉 6 G is naturally
isomorphic to the free product 〈f〉 ∗Ai.

Proof. Let us assume that G has presentation (5.1), and let ψ : G → Z be
defined by (5.4). After re-labelling, we can suppose that, for some q ∈
{0, . . . , s}, the subgroups A1, . . . , Aq have non-trivial images under ψ and
the subgroups Aq+1, . . . , As have trivial ψ-images. For i = 1, . . . , q, choose
a principal element gi = t−nihit

mi ∈ Ai, where mi − ni = li ∈ N and
hi ∈ F . For j = q + 1, . . . , s, choose any non-trivial element aj ∈ Aj; then
aj = t−njhjt

nj , for some nj ∈ N ∪ {0} and hj ∈ F \ {1}.
Recall that tkht−k = ϕk(h) ∈ F , for all k ∈ N ∪ {0} and all h ∈ F .

Therefore, after setting n = max{ni | i = 1, . . . , s} and replacing A1, . . . , As

with their conjugates by tn, we can assume that gi = hit
li , for i = 1, . . . , q,

and aj ∈ (Aj ∩ F ) \ {1}, for j = q + 1, . . . , s.

Denote Pi = hiϕ
li(F )h−1

i 6 F , for i = 1, . . . , q, and Pj = 〈aj〉 6 F ,
for j = q + 1, . . . , s. Recall that ϕ(F ) is a proper subgroup of F and F
is a free group of finite rank r ≥ 2. So each Pi is a proper subgroup of
F of rank at most r, therefore |F : Pi| = ∞ by Schreier index formula
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[29, Propostion I.3.9]. Hence we can use Lemma 5.7 to find an infinite
order element f ∈ F such that 〈f, Pi〉 ∼= 〈f〉 ∗ Pi, for each i = 1, . . . , s. In
particular, f does not commute with aj , when q + 1 ≤ j ≤ s. Therefore,
according to Lemmas 5.5 and 5.6, for each i = 1, . . . , s the subgroup 〈f,Ai〉
naturally splits as the free product 〈f〉 ∗Ai in G. �

6. Free products in one-relator groups

In this section we give a coarse classification of one-relator groups (Propo-
sition 6.1), which allows us to prove Theorem 1.7 by combining the results
about strictly ascending HNN-extensions of free groups obtained in Section 5
together with known properties of acylindrically hyperbolic groups.

Recall that a group G is said to be acylindrically hyperbolic if it admits a
non-elementary acylindrical action on a Gromov hyperbolic geodesic metric
space. Acylindrically hyperbolic groups were defined by Osin in [37] and we
refer the reader to this manuscript for the detailed definitions and examples.
For the purposes of the current paper we can use this concept as a black
box.

The next proposition is essentially a refinement of a statement about
acylindrical hyperbolicity of one-relator groups given by the first author and
Osin in [33], using recent progress achieved by Genevois and Horbez [17] for
free-by-cyclic groups. Recall that a group G is said to commensurate a
subgroup H 6 G if H ∩ gHg−1 has finite index in H, for all g ∈ G. When
H = 〈a〉 is cyclic this means that for each g ∈ G there exist k, l ∈ Z \ {0}
such that gakg−1 = al in G.

Proposition 6.1. Let G be a one-relator group with presentation (1.2). If
k ≥ 3 then G is acylindrically hyperbolic.

If k = 2 then at least one of the following statements is true:

(a) there is an infinite order element a ∈ G such that G commensurates
the cyclic subgroup 〈a〉;

(b) G is isomorphic to a strictly ascending HNN-extension of a finitely
generated non-abelian free group F with respect to some injective
non-surjective endomorphism ϕ : F → F ;

(c) G is acylindrically hyperbolic.

Moreover, in case (a) G is a generalised Baumslag–Solitar group.

Proof. If k ≥ 3 then G is acylindrically hyperbolic by [33, Corollary 2.6].
Therefore we may further assume that k = 2. In this case, by [33, Proposi-
tion 4.21], at least one of the following holds:

(i) G is acylindrically hyperbolic;
(ii) G is an HNN-extension of a one-relator group H = 〈a, b | r〉 with

associated infinite cyclic subgroups 〈a〉 and 〈b〉 that have non-trivial
intersection in H (in this case G commensurates 〈a〉);

(iii) G is an ascending HNN-extension of a finitely generated free group.
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Thus to prove the lemma it remains to consider cases (ii) and (iii). If
(ii) holds then we are obviously in case (a), so assume (iii), i.e., G is an
ascending HNN-extension of a finitely generated free group F with respect
to an injective endomorphism ϕ : F → F . If F is trivial then G ∼= Z, and if F
is infinite cyclic then G is isomorphic to a solvable Baumslag–Solitar group
〈a, t | tat−1 = al〉, for some l ∈ Z \ {0}. In either case G commensurates an
infinite cyclic subgroup, so (a) holds.

Thus we can further assume that F is non-abelian. If ϕ : F → F is not
surjective then we are in case (b). Therefore, we may suppose that ϕ is an
automorphism of F , and so G ∼= F ⋊ϕ Z is a free-by-cyclic group (where F
is finitely generated and non-abelian). If the image of ϕ has infinite order in
the outer automorphism group Out(F ), then G is acylindrically hyperbolic
by [17, Corollary 1.5], so we are in case (c). Otherwise, some power of ϕ
is an inner automorphism of F , implying that G has a finite-index normal
subgroup H splitting as the direct product F × 〈a〉, for some infinite order
element a ∈ G. Since F is non-abelian, 〈a〉 is the centre of H and so it is
characteristic in H. It follows that 〈a〉 ⊳ G and we are in case (a). This
finishes the consideration of case (iii).

Finally, suppose that (a) holds and let us show that G is a generalised
Baumslag–Solitar group (essentially, this was observed in [9, Theorem 3.2]).
If the defining relator W from (1.2) is a proper power then G is hyperbolic
by Newman’s Spelling theorem [29, Theorem IV.5.5] and is not virtually
cyclic (for example, because it contains free subgroups of rank 2 [39, The-
orem 1]). On the other hand, it is well-known that the maximal subgroup
commensurating an infinite cyclic subgroup in a hyperbolic group is virtually
cyclic (see [36, Lemmas 1.16 and 1.17]), which contradicts (a). ThereforeW
cannot be a proper power, hence G has cohomological dimension at most
2 by a theorem of Lyndon [28, Corollary 11.2]. We can now apply a re-
sult of P. Kropholler [23, Theorem C] stating that G must be a generalised
Baumslag–Solitar group. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.7 from the Introduction. Our
argument combines Propositions 6.1 and 5.8 with the work of Newman [34]
on one-relator groups with torsion and known properties of acylindrically
hyperbolic groups obtained by Abbott and Dahmani [1] and Osin [37].

Proof of Theorem 1.7. If G is a strictly ascending HNN-extension of a
finitely generated non-abelian free group then the desired result follows from
Proposition 5.8. Thus, in view of Proposition 6.1, we can assume that G is
acylindrically hyperbolic.

Let us show that if N ⊳ G is a finite normal subgroup then N = {1}.
Indeed, suppose there is h ∈ N \ {1}. Then CG(h) has finite index in G
and G is a one-relator group with torsion. By a result of Newman [34,
Corollary 2.3.4], CG(h) must be cyclic, hence G will be virtually cyclic. But
this contradicts the fact that G contains non-abelian free subgroups (see
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[34, Theorem 1.3.11]). Thus G cannot have any non-trivial finite normal
subgroups.

After renumbering we can assume that the subgroupsA1, . . . , Aq are cyclic
and the subgroups Aq+1, . . . , As are non-cyclic, for some q ∈ {0, . . . , s}. If
q = s, i.e., every Ai is cyclic, then by [1, Theorem 2.3], there exists an
infinite order element f ∈ G such that 〈f,Ai〉 ∼= 〈f〉 ∗Ai, for all i = 1, . . . , s,
so we are done.

Therefore we can assume that q < s, so that As is not cyclic. For each
j = q + 1, . . . , s, let Zj 6= {1} denote the centre of Aj . Since Aj 6 CG(Zj),
G must be torsion-free by the result of Newman mentioned above. It follows
that Aj is not virtually cyclic (because torsion-free virtually cyclic groups
are cyclic) and its centre Zj is infinite, for every j = q + 1, . . . , s.

Observe that if G acts acylindrically on a hyperbolic geodesic metric space
then the restriction of this action to Aj , q + 1 ≤ j ≤ s, must have bounded
orbits (i.e., Aj will be elliptic with respect to this action). Indeed, otherwise,
since Aj is not virtually cyclic it must be acylindrically hyperbolic itself by
[37, Theorem 1.1], which is impossible because Aj has infinite centre (see
[37, Corollary 7.3]).

By [37, Theorem 1.2], G admits a non-elementary co-bounded acylindrical
action on a hyperbolic geodesic metric space (X,dX). By [1, Lemma 2.4
and the proof of Theorem 2.3] there is a non-elementary acylindrical action
of G on a different hyperbolic geodesic metric space (Y,dY ) such that the
cyclic subgroups A1, . . . , Aq all act elliptically on Y . On the other hand, the
restriction of the action on the subgroups Aq+1, . . . , As must also be elliptic,
as observed above. Therefore we can apply [1, Theorem 0.1] claiming that
there exists an infinite order element f ∈ G such that 〈f,Ai〉 ∼= 〈f〉 ∗ Ai in
G, for all i = 1, . . . , s. So the proof of the theorem is complete. �

Lemma 6.2. Let G be a generalised Baumslag–Solitar group G. Then G
commensurates an infinite cyclic subgroup 〈a〉 6 G. If a subgroup B 6 G is
not free then B ∩ 〈a〉 6= {1}.

Proof. By definition, G is torsion-free and admits an action on a tree T with
infinite cyclic vertex and edge stabilisers. Let 〈a〉 be the stabiliser of any
vertex v in T . Then it is easy to see that G commensurates 〈a〉 (because
every edge stabiliser has finite index in the stabilisers of its endpoints).

Let B 6 G be a non-free subgroup. Then, by the well-known fact that
a group acting on a tree freely must be free (see, for example, [13, Theo-
rem I.8.2]), there must exist an elliptic element b ∈ B \{1} fixing a vertex u
of T . But StabG(u)∩StabG(v) = StabG([u, v]) has finite index in StabG(u),
whence bn ∈ 〈a〉 \ {1}, for some n ∈ N. Thus bn ∈ B ∩ 〈a〉 6= {1}. �

We say that a subgroup B of a group G is weakly malnormal if there exists
g ∈ G such that the intersection B ∩ gBg−1 is finite. In view of Lemma 6.2,
the existence of a non-free weakly malnormal subgroup in G implies that
G cannot be a generalised Baumslag–Solitar group. This can be combined
with Theorem 1.7 to obtain the following corollary.
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Corollary 6.3. Suppose that A is a subgroup of a one-relator group G such
that A has non-trivial centre. If G contains a non-free weakly malnormal
subgroup then there is an infinite order element f ∈ G such that the subgroup
〈f,A〉 is naturally isomorphic to 〈f〉 ∗ A ∼= Z ∗A in G.

7. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we prove Theorems 1.5 and 1.1. The proof of the former
is nearly complete, modulo the following observation.

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that Γ is a graph, G is a group and ψ : A(Γ) → G
is a group homomorphism that is injective on the monoid of positive words
A(Γ)+ in A(Γ). If U, V,W are subsets of V (Γ) spanning complete subgraphs
and x, y ∈ A(Γ)+ then ψ is injective on the union

U = x〈U〉x−1 ∪ 〈V 〉 ∪ y−1〈W 〉y ⊆ A(Γ).

Proof. Suppose that ψ(g) = ψ(h), for some g, h ∈ U . We will only consider
the case when g ∈ x〈U〉x−1 and h ∈ y−1〈W 〉y, as the other cases can be
treated similarly.

Since U spans a complete subgraph of Γ, the subgroup 〈U〉 is abelian in
A(Γ), so every element in this subgroup can be written as a product ab−1,
where a, b ∈ 〈U〉 ∩ A(Γ)+; and similarly for W . Therefore, g = xab−1x−1

and h = y−1d−1cy, for some a, b, c, d ∈ A(Γ)+. The equation ψ(g) = ψ(h) is
therefore equivalent to

ψ(dyxa) = ψ(cyxb),

which is an equality between ψ-images of elements dyxa, cyxb ∈ A(Γ)+.
But ψ is injective on A(Γ)+, whence the arguments of ψ in the re-arranged
equation must be the same, which implies that g = h in A(Γ). Therefore, ψ
is injective on x〈U〉x−1 ∪ y−1〈W 〉y, and the lemma is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Suppose that n ∈ {3, 4}, G is a one-relator group
and elements a1, . . . , an ∈ G generate a copy of T (Pn) in G in the natural
way. Then there is a homomorphism ψ : A(Pn) → G, where A(Pn) is given
by the presentation (2.6), such that ψ(αi) = ai, for i = 1, . . . , n, and this
homomorphism is injective on the monoid of positive words A(Pn)

+. Now
we can combine Lemma 7.1 with Propositions 3.1 and 4.3 to conclude that
A(Pn) embeds as a subgroup of 〈a1, . . . , an〉 6 G, as required. �

In order to establish Theorem 1.1 we need a few more auxiliary state-
ments. Given a finite graph Γ, we will use d(Γ) to denote the maximum of
the diameters of connected components of Γ.

Lemma 7.2. For any d ∈ {0, 1, 2}, if Γ is a finite tree with d(Γ) ≤ d then
A(Γ) embeds into A(Pd+1).

Proof. This is obvious if d(Γ) ∈ {0, 1}. In the remaining case, when d(Γ) =
d = 2, Γ consists of a single central vertex adjacent to k ≥ 2 leaves (vertices
of degree 1), implying that A(Γ) ∼= Fk ×Z, where Fk denotes the free group
of rank k. Clearly this group embeds into F2 × Z ∼= A(P3), as required. �
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It is a result of Kim and Koberda [22, Theorem 1.8], that A(P4) contains
a subgroup isomorphic to A(Γ), for any finite forest Γ. For disconnected
forests of small diameters we will use the following lemma, which is the
reason why in the previous two sections we were interested in finding free
products A ∗ Z.

Lemma 7.3. Let Γ be a non-empty finite forest with d = d(Γ) ≤ 2. Then
A(Γ) embeds into the free product A(Pd+1) ∗ Z.

Proof. Let Γ1, . . . ,Γn be the connected components of Γ, then A(Γ) ∼=
n
∗

i=1
A(Γi). Moreover, since the diameter of each component is at most

d ≤ 2, Lemma 7.2 tells us that A(Γi) embeds into A = A(Pd+1), for ev-
ery i = 1, . . . , n. Therefore A(Γ) embeds into the free product of n copies
of A. This n-fold free power of A is isomorphic to the free product

A ∗ fAf−1 ∗ f2Af−2 ∗ · · · ∗ fn−1Af−(n−1),

which naturally sits as a subgroup of A ∗ 〈f〉 ∼= A ∗ Z. Hence A(Γ) embeds
into A ∗ Z. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The assumption that T (Γ) embeds in G means that
there is a homomorphism ψ : A(Γ) → G which is injective on the positive
monoid A(Γ)+. Our proof will use the maximal diameter d(Γ), of a con-
nected component of Γ. Note that d(Γ) ≥ 1 because Γ contains at least one
edge.

Suppose, first, that d(Γ) = d ∈ {1, 2}. Then Γ has an induced subgraph
∆ isomorphic to Pd+1, and let α, β be any two distinct adjacent vertices of
∆. The positive submonoid generated by V = V (∆) in A(Γ)+ is naturally
isomorphic to T (Pd+1), so by Theorem 1.5, A(Pd+1) embeds into A = ψ(〈V 〉)
in G. If Γ is connected then A(Γ) embeds into A(Pd+1) by Lemma 7.2 and
we are done. If Γ is disconnected then there is a vertex λ ∈ V (Γ) that is not
adjacent to α or β in Γ, which implies that

〈α, β〉 ∩ λ〈α, β〉λ−1 = {1} in A(Γ).

According to Lemma 7.1, ψ is injective on the union 〈α, β〉∪λ〈α, β〉λ−1 and
on the centre of 〈V 〉 ∼= A(Pd+1). Therefore, the subgroup A = ψ(〈V 〉) 6 G
has infinite centre and its subgroup B = ψ(〈α, β〉) ∼= Z2 is weakly malnormal
in G. So, by Corollary 6.3, the free product A ∗ Z embeds in G, whence
A(Pd+1) ∗ Z embeds in G. We can now apply Lemma 7.3 to conclude that
A(Γ) embeds in G.

Finally, suppose d(Γ) ≥ 3. Then Γ has an induced subgraph isomorphic
to P4, implying that T (P4) embeds into G. By Theorem 1.5, A(P4) also
embeds into G. But by a result of Kim and Koberda [22, Theorem 1.8],
A(P4) has a subgroup isomorphic to A(Γ). Hence A(Γ) embeds into G. �
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8. Some examples and questions

8.1. Trace submonoids of one-relator groups. In this subsection we
collect some examples and open questions that naturally arise in the context
of this paper.

Remark 8.1. In Proposition 3.1 we can always take l = 1.
Indeed, suppose that a, b, c ∈ G are elements such that [a, b] = [b, c] = 1

and k, l,m ∈ Z \ {0} are integers such that ak, bl and cm generate a copy
of A(P3) in G in the natural way. Then the subgroup 〈ak, cm〉 must be
naturally isomorphic to the free group F2 of rank 2. Since b is central in
〈a, b, c〉 and has infinite order, we can conclude that 〈b〉 ∩ 〈ak, cm〉 = {1},
hence the elements ak, b, cm generate a copy of F2×Z ∼= A(P3) in the natural
way.

However, the following example shows that we cannot further improve
Proposition 3.1 to require that k = l = m = 1.

Example 8.2. Consider the fundamental group of the trefoil knot comple-
ment

G = 〈x, y | x3 = y2〉,

and let a = x2y, b = x3 and c = xy. Then b is central in G, and the
quotient-group G/〈b〉 is naturally isomorphic to the free product C3 ∗ C2.
Using normal forms it is easy to see that the images of a and c freely generate
a free submonoid in G/〈b〉. This implies that a, b and c generate T (P3) in
G in the natural way, so the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 are satisfied by
Lemma 7.1. However, the elements a, b, c do not generate a copy of A(P3)
in G since we have b = (ac−1)3, for instance (in fact, 〈a, b, c〉 = G is not a
right-angled Artin group).

A similar example can be given in the case of Proposition 4.3. This
improves on [16, Proposition 6.14], giving an example of a one-relator group
G that has four elements generating T (P4) but not A(P4).

Example 8.3. Let G = 〈x, y, t | x3 = y2, tx3t−1 = xy〉, and note that the
expression y = x−1tx3t−1 obtained from the second relation results in a
one-relator presentation 〈x, t | x−3(x−1tx3t−1)2 = 1〉 for G. Consider the
elements a = x2y, b = x3, c = xy and d = txyt−1 in G. It follows from the
former presentation that G is an HNN-extension of G0 = 〈x, y | x3 = y2〉;
consequently, the elements a, b, c ∈ G0 do not generate a copy of A(P3) in G0

(and, hence, in G) by Example 8.2, implying that a, b, c, d do not generate
a copy of A(P4) in G in the natural way.

However, we claim that the elements a, b, c, d generate a copy of T (P4)
in the natural way. Indeed, since G is an HNN-extension of G0 with stable
letter t and associated subgroups 〈b〉 and 〈c〉 = t〈b〉t−1, it follows from
Britton’s Lemma [29, p. 181] that the subgroup 〈G0, tG0t

−1〉 6 G splits as an
amalgamated free product G0∗〈c〉=t〈b〉t−1 tG0t

−1. Since we have 〈a, b, c〉 = G0

by Example 8.2 and since 〈c, d〉 = t〈b, c〉t−1 ∼= Z2 is a subgroup of tG0t
−1
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containing t〈b〉t−1, one sees that the subgroup H = 〈a, b, c, d〉 6 G splits as
an amalgamated free product H ∼= G0 ∗〈c〉 〈c, d〉. Thus H has a presentation

〈X, d | Q, dcd−1 = c〉,

where X = {a, b, c} and 〈X | Q〉 is a presentation of G0 in these generators.
By Example 8.2, the submonoid generated by a, b, c ∈ G0 is naturally iso-
morphic to T (P3), so we can apply [16, Theorem 6.15] to deduce that the
elements a, b, c, d generate a copy of T (P4) in H (and, thus, in G) in the
natural way, as claimed.

In Propositions 1.6 and 4.3, to generate a subgroup isomorphic to A(P4)
in addition to raising the generators a, b, c, d, of a copy of T (P4) in G, to
sufficiently large powers we also needed to replace a and d with aca−1 and
d−1bd, respectively. This is in contrast with Proposition 3.1, so it is natural
to ask the following.

Question 8.4. Suppose that G is a one-relator group and elements
a, b, c, d ∈ G generate a submonoid isomorphic to T (P4) in the natural way.
Do there exist k, l,m, n ∈ Z \ {0} such that ak, bl, cm, dn generate a copy of
A(P4) in G in the natural way? What if we replace P4 by an arbitrary finite
tree Γ?

As we have already mentioned in Remark 1.2, a right angled Artin group
A(Γ) embeds in a one-relator group if and only if Γ is a forest. The proof of
the “only if” part in [18] uses homological arguments, based on the work of
Louder and Wilton [27], which implies that A(Cn) cannot embed in a one-
relator group, where Cn is the cycle of length n ≥ 3. To fully characterise
trace monoids that are embeddable into one-relator groups it remains to
answer the following question.

Question 8.5. Can the trace monoid T (Cn), for n ≥ 3, embed in a one-
relator group?

The answer is negative for n = 3 because one-relator groups cannot con-
tain subgroups isomorphic to Z3. For n = 4 the negative answer follows from
a result of Bagherzadeh [2, Theorem A], because T (C4) splits as the direct
product of two non-abelian free monoids. For n = 5 it may be possible to get
a negative answer by using methods similar to the proof of Proposition 4.3.
However, we do not know how to answer Question 8.5 when n ≥ 6.

8.2. Groups containing T (P4) but not A(P4). This subsection is in-
spired by the following question that is implicit in [16, Subsection 6.1]: if
a group contains a copy of T (P4), must it also contain A(P4) as a sub-
group? The motivation for this question stems from the result of Foniqi,
Gray and Nyberg-Brodda [16, Corollary 6.4] stating that if a group G con-
tains a submonoid isomorphic to T (P4) then there is a rational subset in G
with undecidable membership problem.

To produce groups containing T (P4) we will use the following lemma.
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Lemma 8.6. The trace monoid T (P4) embeds into the monoid

S =M2 ×M2 ×M2,

where M2 = {x, y}∗ is the free monoid of rank 2.

Proof. Write α = α1, β = α2, γ = α3 and δ = α4 for the four generators of
T (P4), as in presentation (2.6). Given an element R ∈ T (P4), we will write
|R| for the length of a shortest word in {α, β, γ, δ}∗ representing R. We will
say that R starts with a word U ∈ {α, β, γ, δ}∗ if U is the prefix of some
word of minimal length representing R in T (P4).

Consider the assignment ϕ : {α, β, γ, δ} → S, defined by

ϕ(α) = (x, y, 1),

ϕ(β) = (x, 1, x),

ϕ(γ) = (1, x, 1),

ϕ(δ) = (y, x, y).

It is easy to verify that ϕ extends to a (unique) monoid homomorphism
ϕ : T (P4) → S. We claim that ϕ is injective.

Suppose, for contradiction, that ϕ is not injective, and let P,Q ∈ T (P4)
be two distinct elements such that ϕ(P ) = ϕ(Q). We may choose such P
and Q so that |P | + |Q| is as small as possible. Since T (P4) is cancellative
(as it embeds in the group A(P4)), P and Q cannot start with the same
letter in {α, β, γ, δ} (by the minimality assumption). It is also clear that
both P and Q must be non-trivial.

If either P or Q (without loss of generality, P ) starts with α, then, by
looking at the projection to the second copy of M2 in S, we can deduce that
Q starts with βkα, for some k ∈ N. But since αβ = βα in T (P4), we see that
Q starts with αβk, contradicting the minimality of |P |+ |Q|. Thus neither
P nor Q can start with α; a similar argument (using the projection to the
first copy of M2 in S) shows that neither P nor Q can start with δ. We may
therefore assume (after swapping P and Q, if necessary) that P and Q start
with β and γ, respectively.

Now let U be the longest word in {α, β, γ}∗ such that Q starts with U .
Since P starts with β, it follows, by looking at the projection to the third
copy of M2 in S, that U contains at least one instance of β. But since
αβ = βα and γβ = βγ in T (P4), we can re-write U in T (P4) as βkV , for
some V ∈ {α, γ}∗ and k ≥ 1. Hence both P and Q start with β, again
contradicting the minimality of |P | + |Q|. Thus ϕ must be injective, as
claimed. �

Note that the monoid S from Lemma 8.6 is also a trace monoid, isomor-
phic to T (K2,2,2), where K2,2,2 is the 1-skeleton of an octahedron.

We will now give two examples of groups containing copies of T (P4) as
submonoids but not containing subgroups isomorphic to A(P4).
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Example 8.7. By Lemma 8.6, the trace monoid T (P4) is a submonoid of the
direct product G = F2 × F2 × F2, where F2 is the free group of rank 2.
Note that G ∼= A(K2,2,2) is a right angled Artin group, and, as K2,2,2 has no
induced subgraphs isomorphic to P4, we know, by [22, Theorem 1.7], that
A(P4) does not embed into G.

This gives an easy example of a residually free group G that has a sub-
monoid isomorphic to T (P4). On the other hand, it is well-known that A(P4)
is not residually free, so it cannot embed into a residually free group.

Example 8.8. As we have already seen in Example 1.4, the free monoid M2

embeds into the Baumslag–Solitar group BS(1, 2). Hence, by Lemma 8.6,
T (P4) embeds into the direct product H of three copies of BS(1, 2). Now,
H is a metabelian group, so it does not contain non-abelian free subgroups.
In particular, A(P4) is not a subgroup of H.

9. C∗-simplicity of one-relator groups

In this section we characterise the C∗-simplicity of one-relator groups.
Since any group with property Pnai is C

∗-simple, in view of Corollary 1.9,
we just need to investigate the C∗-simplicity of generalised Baumslag–Solitar
groups.

Recall that a generalised Baumslag–Solitar group G is said to be uni-
modular if for any x, y ∈ G \ {1}, the equation xymx−1 = yn implies that
|m| = |n|. This condition is equivalent to the requirement that the image
of any modular homomorphism G → Q∗ is contained in {−1, 1} (see [24,
Section 2]). By [24, Proposition 2.6] a generalised Baumslag–Solitar group
is unimodular if and only if it has an infinite cyclic normal subgroup; in this
case it also contains a finite index subgroup splitting as a direct product of
a free group with Z.

The following statement combines results of de la Harpe and Préaux [12]
and of Brownlowe, Mundey, Pask, Spielberg and Thomas [8] with well-known
properties of graphs of groups.

Proposition 9.1. Let G be a non-trivial generalised Baumslag–Solitar
group. If G is not C∗-simple then either G is isomorphic to a solvable
Baumslag–Solitar group BS(1, n), for some n ∈ Z \ {0}, or G is unimodu-
lar.

Proof. By the assumptions, G = π1(G,Γ), where (G,Γ) is a non-empty finite
graph of groups with infinite cyclic vertex and edge groups. Moreover, after
collapsing finitely many trivial edges, we can suppose that this graph of
groups is reduced, i.e., for every edge e ∈ E(Γ), starting at a vertex u and
ending at a vertex v, if u 6= v then the embeddings of Ge in Gu and Gv are
proper (see [12, Section 4.1]).

Let T be the Bass–Serre for the given splitting of G as the fundamental
group of (G,Γ). Then G acts on T with infinite cyclic vertex and edge
stabilisers. Since (G,Γ) is reduced, the action of G on T is minimal, i.e.,
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there is no proper invariant subtree [3, Proposition 7.12]. If Γ consists of
a single vertex v and no edges then G = Gv

∼= Z and so it is unimodular.
Thus we can further suppose that Γ has at least one edge.

If the action of G fixes an end in ∂T then V (Γ) = {v} and G is isomorphic
to an ascending HNN-extension of Gv

∼= Z by [33, Proposition 4.13]. In other
words, G ∼= BS(1, n), for some n ∈ Z \ {0}.

If T is a simplicial line then the kernel N of the action of G on this line is a
cyclic normal subgroup of G. If N = {1} then G is a subgroup of the infinite
dihedral group Aut(T ), hence G must be infinite cyclic as it is torsion-free.
Otherwise, N ∼= Z. In either case we conclude that G is unimodular.

Thus we can suppose that G does not fix any end of T and T is not a
line. Then the G-action on T is strongly hyperbolic, see [12, Proposition 14].
And if G is not unimodular then the action of G on ∂T is topologically free
by [8, Corollary 7.11]. In the terminology of [12] the latter means that the
action of G on T is slender, and we can apply [12, Corollaries 15 and 2] to
deduce that G is C∗-simple. �

Proof of Corollary 1.10. Let G be a group given by presentation (1.2) with
k ≥ 2. If G satisfies (i) then it is infinite and solvable and if G satisfies
(ii) then it contains an infinite cyclic normal subgroup. In either case G
contains a non-trivial amenable normal subgroup, so it cannot be C∗-simple
(see, for example, [11, Proposition 3]).

For the opposite direction, suppose that G is not C∗-simple. The work
of Bekka, Cowling and de la Harpe [4, Lemmas 2.2 and 2.1] shows that G
does not have property Pnai. Using Theorem 1.7 and Remark 1.8 we can
deduce that k = 2 and G must be a generalised Baumslag–Solitar group.
We can now apply Proposition 9.1 to conclude that G must satisfy (i) or
(ii), as required. �

Remark 9.2. There is an algorithm taking on input presentation (1.2) and
deciding whether or not G satisfies conditions (i) or (ii) from Corollary 1.10.

Indeed, this can be done by analysing the proofs of Proposition 6.1 and
[33, Proposition 4.21]. More precisely, it is possible to decide if G is in
case (ii) from the proof of Proposition 6.1 by using Howie’s algorithm for
computing intersection of Magnus subgroups in a one-relator group [20, The-
orem E]. It would also tell us whether an = b±n, for some n ∈ Z\{0}, which
happens if and only if G is unimodular. We can also decide whether G is in
case (iii) by using the solution to the membership problem for Magnus sub-
groups of one-relator groups [29, Theorem IV.5.3]. Moreover, if G is indeed
an ascending HNN-extension of a free group F , we can compute the rank of
F and check if the corresponding endomorphism of F is an automorphism;
if true then we can determine whether this automorphism has finite order
in Out(F ) because we know the bounds for the orders of finite subgroups in
Out(F ) [43, Theorem].
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