arXiv:2310.08283v1 [math.GR] 12 Oct 2023

Diamonds: Homology and the Central Series of Groups

Milana Golich, D. B. McReynolds

October 13, 2023

Abstract

We establish an analog of a theorem of Stallings which asserts the homomorphisms between the universal nilpotent quotients induced by a homomorphism G → H of groups are isomorphisms provided a pair of homological conditions are satisfied. Our analogy does not have a homomorphism between G and H but instead we have a diamond of groups containing G,H that satisfies a similar homological condition. We derive a few applications of this result. First, we show that there exist non-isomorphic number fields whose absolute Galois groups have isomorphic universal nilpotent quotients. We show that there exists pairs of non-isometric hyperbolic n–manifolds whose fundamental groups are residually nilpotent and have isomorphic universal nilpotent quotients. These are the first examples of residually nilpotent Kleinian groups with arbitrarily large nilpotent genus. Complex hyperbolic 2–manifold examples are given which also supply examples of surfaces whose geometric fundamental groups have the isomorphic universal nilpotent quotients and the isomorphisms are compatible with the outer Galois actions. The case of Riemann surfaces provides examples of curves where the same implication holds. In fact, for every g ≥ 2, we show all but finitely many curves in M_g have finite covers where this happens.

1 Introduction

We start with a theorem of Stallings [15].

1.1 Stallings’ Theorem

Given a group Γ, we denote the jth term of the lower central series of Γ by Γ_j. We denote the quotient Γ/Γ_j by N_j(Γ) with homomorphism ψ_j : Γ → N_j(Γ) and call this the jth universal nilpotent quotient of Γ. The group N_j(Γ) satisfies a universal mapping property. Namely, given any homomorphism ψ : Γ → N where N is a j–step nilpotent group, there exists a unique homomorphism ψ : N_j(Γ) → N such that ψ = ψ ∘ ψ_j. Given any homomorphism ψ : Γ → Λ, we obtain induced group homomorphisms ψ_j : N_j(Γ) → N_j(Λ). For a commutative ring R and R[Γ]–module A, we denote the jth homology group by H_j(Γ,A). When A = Z and Γ acts trivially, we have the standard integral homology groups H_j(Γ,Z). In an abuse of notation, we will denote the induced maps on homology by ψ_⋆ : H_j(Γ,Z) → H_j(Λ,Z).

Theorem 1.1 (Stallings). If ψ : Γ → Λ is a homomorphism such that ψ_⋆ : H_1(Γ,Z) → H_1(Λ,Z) is an isomorphism and ψ_⋆ : H_2(Γ,Z) → H_2(Λ,Z) is onto, then ψ_j : N_j(Γ) → N_j(Λ) is an isomorphism for all j ≥ 0.

We briefly describe the proof which proves ψ_j is an isomorphism inductively. To start, N_1(Γ) = H_1(Γ,Z) and so ψ_1 is an isomorphism by hypothesis. Using the Lyndon–Hochschild–Serre spectral sequence, we get a commutative diagram of exact 5–sequences H_2(Γ,Z) H_2(Γ/Γ_1,Z) Γ_1/Γ_2 H_1(Γ,Z) H_1(Γ/Γ_1,Z)

H_2(Λ,Z) H_2(Λ/Λ_1,Z) Λ_1/Λ_2 H_1(Λ,Z) H_1(Λ/Λ_1,Z)

α∼=β γθ^1 δ∼= ∼= α^′ β^′γ^′ δ^′

to prove θ_1 is an isomorphism. The proof is finished via the the commutative diagram 1 Γ_1/Γ_2 N_2(Γ) N_1(Γ) 1

1 Λ_1/Λ_2 N_2(Λ) N_1(Λ) 1

θ_1∼= ψ_2ψ_1∼=

which implies ψ_2 is an isomorphism. The general case is logically the same.

1.2 Diamonds

We start with a group Ω and a diamond of subgroups Ω Γ Λ Γ ∩ Λ

We now state our analog of Stallings’ result.

Theorem 1.2. If Γ,Λ ≤ Ω are subgroups and ψ_1 : H_1(Γ,Z) → H_1(Λ,Z) and ψ_2 : H_2(Γ,Z) → H_2(Λ,Z) are isomorphisms such that the diagrams

H_k(Ω,Z)

H_k(Γ,Z) H_k(Λ,Z)

H_k(Γ ∩ Λ,Z)

ψ_k

commute for k = 1,2, then there exists an isomorphism η_j : N_j(Γ) → N_j(Λ) such that the diagram

N_j(Ω)

N_j(Γ) N_j(Λ)

N_j(Γ ∩ Λ)

η_j

commutes for all j ≥ 0.

The strategy for the proof of Theorem 1.2 is similar logically to Stallings except that we must deal with diamonds of diagrams.

Remark 1. As with Stallings, we only need ψ_2 to be onto. However, since in all of our applications we have an isomorphism, we state it this way for simplicity. Additionally, we only need the top of the diamond.

1.3 Coset equivalence

Given a commutative ring R and a group Ω with subgroups Γ,Λ ≤ Ω we say that Γ,Λ are R–coset equivalent in Ω if R[Ω/Γ] ∼= R[Ω/Λ] as R[Ω]–modules. Via Shapiro’s lemma, [2] proved that for any R[Ω]–module A, there exist isomorphisms ψ_j : H_j(Γ,Res^Ω_Γ (A)) −→ H_j(Λ,Res^Ω_Λ (A)) such that

H_j(Ω,A)

H_j(Γ,Res^Ω_Γ (A)) H_j(Λ,Res^Ω_Λ (A))

H_j(Γ ∩ Λ,Res^Ω_{Γ∩Λ}(A))

ψ_j∼=

commutes for each j ≥ 0. For Z–coset equivalent subgroups and the trivial module Z, we have

H_j(Ω,Z)

H_j(Γ,Z) H_j(Λ,Z)

H_j(Γ ∩ Λ,Z)

ψ_j∼=

Corollary 1.3. If Γ,Λ ≤ Ω are Z–coset equivalent, then there exist isomorphisms η_j : N_j(Γ) → N_j(Λ) for each j ≥ 0 such that the following diagram commutes:

N_j(Ω)

N_j(Γ) N_j(Λ)

N_j(Γ ∩ Λ)

η_j (1)

One purely group theoretic consequence of Theorem 1.2 is the following corollary.

Corollary 1.4. Let Γ,Λ ≤ Ω be finite index, Z–coset equivalent and assume Λ is nilpotent.

(1) If Ω is finite, then Γ ∼= Λ.

(2) If Γ is torsion free, then Γ ∼= Λ.

(3) If Γ is residually nilpotent, then Γ ∼= Λ.

Remark 2. When Ω is finite, it is unknown if Z–coset equivalent subgroups are necessarily isomorphic (see [12, Ques. 1] and [18]). Corollary 1.4 (1) partially addresses this question when one of the subgroups is nilpotent. See Remark 12 below for additional motivation for this question.

1.4 Applications

We now describe some applications of Corollary 1.3 which provides a general method for producing pairs of groups with the same universal nilpotent quotients. One nice feature of our method is that it does not require any knowledge of the nilpotent representation theory of the groups. We know they have the same nilpotent representation theory but our method says nothing about what that might be.

1.4.1 Diamonds of covering spaces Let X Y_1 Y_2 Z

be a diamond of connected, semi-locally simply connected topological spaces where the arrows are covering maps, Z → X is a regular cover with deck group G, and Y_1,Y_2 are the covering spaces associated to the subgroups G_1,G_2 < G. Via covering space theory, we have the commutative diagram of topological fundamental groups π_1(X)

π_1(Y_1) π_1(Y_2)

π_1(Z)

Corollary 1.5. If G_1,G_2 < G are Z–coset equivalent, then there exist isomorphisms η_j : N_j(π_1(Y_1)) → N_j(π_1(Y_2)) such that the following diagram commutes:

N_j(π_1(X))

N_j(π_1(Y_1)) N_j(π_1(Y_2))

N_j(π_1(Z))

η_j

The inverse limit of the N_j(Γ) is the nilpotent completion N(Γ) of Γ. We say that Γ is residually nilpotent if ⋂ j Γ_j = 1. We have the following corollary using [2, Prop. 4.1].

Corollary 1.6. For each n ≥ 2, there exist infinitely many commensurability classes of non-isometric pairs M,N of compact hyperbolic n–manifolds such that

(1) N_j(π_1(M)) ∼= N_j(π_1(N)) for all j ≥ 0. (2) π_1(M),π_1(N) are residually nilpotent.

The construction of these manifolds requires only an observation to see that [2, Prop. 4.1] can produce the desired pairs. These manifolds are strongly isospectral and length isospectral as well. When n ≥ 3, the fundamental groups are necessarily non-isomorphic by Mostow rigidity. When n = 3, we can improve this: Corollary 1.7. If Ω < PSL(2,C) is a non-arithmetic lattice, then there exist non-isomorphic, finite index subgroups Γ,Λ < Ω such that

(1) N_j(Γ) ∼= N_j(Λ) for all j ≥ 0. (2) Γ,Λ are residually nilpotent.

We note that most lattices in PSL(2,C) are non-arithmetic. The nilpotent genus of a finitely presented residually nilpotent group Γ is the cardinality of the set of isomorphism classes of finitely presented residually nilpotent groups Λ such that N_j(Γ) ∼= N_j(Λ) for all j. We have the following additional corollary.

Corollary 1.8. For each n ≥ 3 and each ℓ > 1, there exists a closed hyperbolic n–manifold M such that π_1(M) is residually nilpotent and the nilpotent genus of π_1(M) is greater than ℓ.

Remark 3. Prior to these examples, there were not even examples of non-isomorphic residually nilpotent Kleinian groups with isomorphic nilpotent completions which is weaker.

We can also produce complex hyperbolic 2–manifold examples.

Corollary 1.9. For each ℓ > 1, there exists a closed complex hyperbolic 2–manifold M such that π_1(M) is residually nilpotent and the nilpotent genus of π_1(M) is greater than ℓ.

These are the first such examples of complex hyperbolic manifolds.

Remark 4. For n ≥ 2, Stover [16] constructed examples of arithmetic complex hyperbolic n–manifolds M,N with isomorphic profinite completions. A priori, these pairs could fail to have isomorphic universal nilpotent quotients despite having isomorphic nilpotent completions. However, some of the examples do have the same universal nilpotent quotients though they are not residually nilpotent.

1.4.2 Diamonds of fields

Given a diamond of field extensions K K_1 K_2 F

where K/F is Galois with G = Gal(K/F), G_1,G_2 ≤ G, and K_1,K_2 < K be the fields associated to G_1,G_2 under the Galois correspondence. Setting Γ_L = Gal(L^{sep}/L) where L^{sep} is the separable closure of L, we have the diamond of (absolute) Galois groups

Γ_F

Γ_{K1} Γ_{K2}

Γ_K

When G_1,G_2 < G are Z–coset equivalent, there exist isomorphisms η_j : N_j(Γ_{K1} ) → N_j(Γ_{K2} ) such that

N_j(Γ_F )

N_j(Γ_{K1} ) N_j(Γ_{K2} )

N_j(Γ_K )

η_j (2)

commutes. L. Scott [14] showed that PSL(2,F_{29}) contains a pair of non-conjugate Alt(5) subgroups which are Z–coset equivalent; see [18] for a broader discussion of finite Z–coset equivalent subgroups. As PSL(2,F_{29}) is known to arise as a Galois group for some K/Q, we obtain the following application of Corollary 1.3.

Corollary 1.10. There exists non-isomorphic number fields K_1,K_2 with N_j(Γ_{K1} ) ∼= N_j(Γ_{K2} ) for all j ≥ 0. Moreover, the isomorphisms commute with (2) where K is the common Galois closure and F = Q.

Remark 5. The fields in Corollary 1.10 were first constructed by D. Prasad [12] where it is proved that they have isomorphic unit groups, adele rings, and idele class groups (i.e. j = 1). Our work here shows that the higher universal nilpotent quotients for these Galois groups are also isomorphic. The same cannot hold for the solvable representation theory (see [19]). Indeed, Galois groups of number fields can be distinguished using 3–step solvable quotients (see [13]).

Remark 6. Setting K^j_1,K^j_2 to be the maximal j–step nilpotent extensions of K_1,K_2, it is clear K^j_1 ≠ K^j_2 for our examples. As noted in Prasad, Γ_K1_1 ∼= Γ_K1_2 despite K^1_1 ,K^1_2 being non-isomorphic. Koymans–Pagano [7] recently found examples of quadratic extensions K_1,K_2/Q with K^2_1 = K^2_2 which is stronger than N_2(Γ_{K1} ) ∼= N_2(Γ_{K2} ).

1.4.3 Algebraic and geometric fundamental groups of curves and surfaces

Given a field k of characteristic zero and a normal, proper, geometrically integral k–defined curve X, recall that the geometric fundamental group of X is ^π_1(X) where π_1(X) is the topological fundamental group and ^π_1(X) denotes the profinite completion of π_1(X). The algebraic fundamental group π^{et}_1 (X) of X fits into the short exact sequence 1 −→ ^ π_1(X) −→ π^{et}_1 (X) −→ Gal(k/k) −→ 1.

This affords ^π_1(X) with an outer action by Gal(k/k) given by ρ : Gal(k/k) → Out(^π_1(X)). Using Corollary 1.5 with X a smooth projective curve with genus g ≥ 2, we obtain a diamond of Z–coset equivalent curves X Y_1 Y_2 Z

As these are finite covering maps, we get diamonds of the geometric and algebraic fundamental groups ^ π_1(X) π^{et}_1 (X)

^ π_1(Y_1) ^π_1(Y_2) π^{et}_1 (Y_1) π^{et}_1 (Y_2)

^ π_1(Z) π^{et}_1 (Z)

We have isomorphisms η_j : N_j( ^π_1(Y_1)) → N_j( ^π_1(Y_2)) such that the diagram below commutes

N_j(^ π_1(X))

N_j( ^ π_1(Y_1)) N_j( ^π_1(Y_2))

N_j(^ π_1(Z))

η_j (3)

Note that even though π_1(Y_1) ∼= π_1(Y_2), there need not exist isomorphisms N_j( ^π_1(Y_1)) → N_j( ^π_1(Y_2)) such that the diagram (3) commutes. As the lower central series terms are characteristic subgroups, we get outer Galois actions on N_j( ^π_1(⋆)) and ( ^π_1(⋆))_j/( ^π_1(⋆))_{j+1}. This yields a diagram of groups with outer actions by Gal(k/k) 1 ( ^π_1(Y_1))_{j−1}/( ^π_1(Y_1))_j N_j( ^π_1(Y_1)) N_{j−1}( ^π_1(Y_1)) 1

1 ( ^π_1(Y_2))_{j−1}/( ^π_1(Y_2))_j N_j( ^π_1(Y_2)) N_{j−1}( ^π_1(Y_2)) 1

∼= η_j η_{j−1} (4)

Corollary 1.11. There exists a number field k and a smooth projective k–defined curve X with non-isomorphic finite covers Y_1,Y_2 and isomorphisms η_j : N_j( ^π_1(Y_1)) → N_j( ^π_1(Y_2)) such that (3) commutes and the diagram (4) is compatible with the outer action of Gal(k/k).

Corollary 1.11 follows from the fact that the diagrams of groups used to prove Theorem 1.2 all have compatible Galois actions (see Remark 8). Additionally, for every g ≥ 2, all but finitely many curves X ∈ M_g admit a pair of finite covers Y_1,Y_2 → X where this holds (see Theorem 4.1). Finally complex hyperbolic 2–manifolds provide examples of algebraic surfaces where the same holds.

Corollary 1.12. There exists a number field k and a k–defined smooth projective surface X with non-isomorphic finite covers Y_1,Y_2 and isomorphisms η_j : N_j( ^π_1(Y_1)) → N_j( ^π_1(Y_2)) such that (3) commutes and the diagram (4) is compatible with the outer action of Gal(k/k).

Acknowledgments. DBM was partially supported by NSF Grant 1812153. The authors would like to thank Donu Arapura, Peter Koymans, Sam Nariman, Mark Pengitore, Alan Reid, and Matthew Stover for helpful discussions on this work.

2 Cohomology and Central Extensions

An extension E of the group Q by the abelian group A is an exact sequence 1 A E Q 1

where the action of Q on A is induced by the E conjugation action on A giving rise to a Q–module structure on A. We say that two extensions are isomorphic if there exists an isomorphism E → E^′ such that the following diagram commutes: 1 A E Q 1

1 A E^′ Q 1

Let E (Q,A) denote the equivalence classes of extensions giving rise to the Q–module structure on A. There is a bijection E (Q,A) H^2(Q,A).

Our interest will be with cohomology groups H^2(Q,A) where A is a trivial Q–module. In this setting, each cocycle ξ ∈ H^2(Q,A) is in bijective correspondence with a central extension 1 A E Q 1 i

where i(A) < E is central. Given homomorphisms ϕ : A → A^′ and ρ : Q → Q^′, we have induced homomorphisms ϕ_⋆ : H^2(Q,A) → H^2(Q,A^′) and ρ^⋆ : H^2(Q^′,A) → H^2(Q,A) which commute. Namely, ϕ_⋆ ∘ρ^⋆ = ρ^⋆ ∘ϕ_⋆. Given two central extensions

1 A E Q 1

1 A^′ E^′ Q^′ 1,

with associated cohomology classes ξ ∈ H^2(Q,A) and ξ^′ ∈ H^2(Q^′,A^′), by a map between between central extensions, we mean homomorphisms ϕ : A → A^′, Ψ: E → E^′, and ρ : Q → Q^′ such that the diagram

1 A E Q 1

1 A^′ E^′ Q^′ 1 ϕΨρ

commutes. In this case, we have H^2(Q,A) H^2(Q,A^′) H^2(Q^′,A) H^2(Q^′,A^′)

ϕ_⋆ρ^⋆ ϕ_⋆ρ⋆

and see that ϕ_⋆(ξ ) = ρ^⋆(ξ^′). The following is a converse to the above (see [6, Prop. 3.5]). Proposition 2.1. If

1 A E Q 1

1 A^′ E^′ Q^′ 1, ϕ ρ

is a commutative diagram of central extensions with cohomology classes ξ ∈ H^2(Q,A) and ξ^′ ∈ H^2(Q^′,A^′), then there exists a homomorphism Ψ: E → E^′ that commutes with the diagram

1 A E Q 1

1 A^′ E^′ Q^′ 1 ϕΨρ

if and only if ϕ_⋆(ξ ) = ρ^⋆(ξ^′).

Remark 7. When ϕ and ρ are isomorphisms, the isomorphism Ψ is unique. We will need to deal with diamonds of central extensions. Lemma 2.2. If

A_1 A_2 A E_1 E_2 E Q_1 Q_2 Q

ϕϕ^1 ϕ^2 ψ_1ψ_2ρ ρ_1ρ_2 (5) is a commutative diagram of central extensions where ϕ,ρ are isomorphisms, then there exists a unique isomorphism Ψ: E_1 → E_2 such that (5) commutes.

Proof. Let ξ ∈ H^2(Q,A), f ∈ H^2(Q_1,A_1), and g ∈ H^2(Q_2,A_2) be the associated cohomology classes for the central extensions. By Proposition 2.1, a map Ψ: E_1 → E_2 exists that commutes with (5) if and only if after applying the H^2(−,−) functor, we have the following induced diagram

H^2(Q_1,A_1)

H^2(Q,A_1) H^2(Q_2,A_1)

H^2(Q_1,A)

H^2(Q,A) H^2(Q_2,A)

H^2(Q_1,A_2)

H^2(Q,A_2) H^2(Q_2,A_2)

ϕ_{1⋆} ρ^⋆_1 ϕ_⋆ ρ^⋆_2ρ⋆ ϕ_{2⋆} ρ^⋆_1 ϕ_{2⋆} ϕ_{1⋆} ρ^⋆2 ϕ_{1⋆}ρ^⋆ ρ^⋆_1ρ^⋆2 ϕ_{2⋆} ρ^⋆

(6) such that ϕ_⋆( f ) = ρ^⋆(g). We start with the cocycle ξ . We first take the pre-image of the pull back ρ^⋆_1 and then push forward along the coefficient maps ϕ_{1⋆} and ϕ_{2⋆}. We have ϕ_{1⋆}ρ^⋆_1^{−1}(ξ ) = f and we will set ϕ_{2⋆}ρ^⋆_1^{−1}(ξ ) = h. By commutativity, we have ϕ_⋆( f ) = h. We only need to show that ρ^⋆(g) = h. Again, we start with the cocycle ξ and first push forward along the coefficient map ϕ_{2⋆} followed by taking the pre-images of the pull back maps ρ^⋆_1 and ρ^⋆_2 to get ρ^⋆_1^{−1}ϕ_{2⋆}(ξ ) = ϕ_{2⋆}ρ^⋆_1^{−1}(ξ ) = h and ρ^⋆_2^{−1}ϕ_{2⋆}(ξ ) = g. It is clear by commutativity that ρ^⋆(g) = h and we are done. This gives us a map Ψ: E_1 → E_2 commuting with (5) and by the short 5–lemma, Ψ is an isomorphism.

Lemma 2.3. If

A^′

A_1 A_2

E^′

E_1 E_2

Q^′

Q_1 Q_2

ϕ_3ϕϕ_4 ψ_3ψ_4 ρρ_3 ρ_4 (7)

is a commutative diagram of central extensions where ϕ,ρ are isomorphisms, then there exists a unique isomorphism Ψ: E_1 → E_2 such that (7) commutes.

As the proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.2, we have omitted it.

Lemma 2.4. If

A^′ A_2

A_1 A

E^′ E_2

E_1 E

Q^′ Q_2

Q_1 Q

∼= ∼=

(8) is a diamond of central extensions, then there exists an unique isomorphism Ψ: E_1 → E_2 that commutes with (8).

Proof. This follows from either Lemma 2.2 or Lemma 2.3.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Given a G–module M and any group extension 1 → N → G → Q → 1, we can compute the homology of G by means of the Lyndon–Hochschild–Serre (LHS) spectral sequence E^2_{pq} = H_p(Q,H_q(N,M)) ([4, p. 171]) where the Q–action on H_∗(N,M) is induced by the conjugation action of G on N. The lower terms of the spectral sequence give rise to the following exact sequence of groups:

H_2(G,M) H_2(Q,M_N ) H_1(N,M)_Q H_1(G,M) H_1(Q,M_N ) (9) Note that when M = Z, the quotient of H_1(N,Z) by the Q conjugation action is isomorphic to N/[G,N]. Therefore, if N = G_j, then H_1(G_j,Z)_{G/G j} ∼= G_j/G_{j+1} by definition.

3.1 Base Case

We will follow Stallings [15] by using the 5–term exact sequence (9) to show that the isomorphisms ψ_1 : H_1(Γ,Z) → H_1(Λ,Z) and ψ_2 : H_2(Γ,Z) → H_2(Λ,Z) induce an isomorphism Γ_1/Γ_2 → Λ_1/Λ_2.

Lemma 3.1. If Γ,Λ ≤ Ω are subgroups and ψ_1 : H_1(Γ,Z) → H_1(Λ,Z) and ψ_2 : H_2(Γ,Z) → H_2(Λ,Z) are isomorphisms such the diagrams

H_k(Ω,Z)

H_k(Γ,Z) H_k(Λ,Z)

H_k(Γ ∩ Λ,Z)

ψ_k

commute for k = 1,2, then there exists an isomorphism Ψ : Γ_1/Γ_2 → Λ_1/Λ_2 such that the following diagram commutes:

Ω_1/Ω_2

Γ_1/Γ_2 Λ_1/Λ_2

(Γ ∩ Λ)_1/(Γ ∩ Λ)_2 Ψ (10)

Proof. We have from (9) an exact sequence of abelian groups

H_2(Γ,Z) H_2(Γ/Γ_1,Z) Γ_1/Γ_2 H_1(Γ,Z) H_1(Γ/Γ_1,Z)

α β γ δ

This is natural with respect to group homomorphisms and so we have H_2(Γ,Z) H_2(Γ/Γ_1,Z) Γ_1/Γ_2 H_1(Γ,Z) H_1(Γ/Γ_1,Z)

H_2(Ω,Z) H_2(Ω/Ω_1,Z) Ω_1/Ω_2 H_1(Ω,Z) H_1(Ω/Ω_1,Z)

α β γ δ α^{′′} β^{′′}γ^{′′}δ^{′′}

and H^2(Λ,Z) H^2(Λ/Λ^1,Z) Λ^1/Λ^2 H^1(Λ,Z) H^1(Λ/Λ^1,Z)

H_2(Ω,Z) H_2(Ω/Ω_1,Z) Ω_1/Ω_2 H_1(Ω,Z) H_1(Ω/Ω_1,Z)

α^′ β^′γ^′ δ^′ α^{′′} β^{′′}γ^{′′}δ^{′′}

We have an isomorphism ψ_1 : H_1(Γ,Z) → H_1(Λ,Z) such that the following diagram commutes: H_1(Ω,Z)

H_1(Γ,Z) H_1(Λ,Z)

∼=ψ_1

We also have an isomorphism ψ_2 : H_2(Γ,Z) → H_2(Λ,Z) such that the following diagram commutes: H_2(Ω,Z)

H_2(Γ,Z) H_2(Λ,Z)

∼=ψ_2

Note that we have an isomorphism Γ/Γ_1 ∼= H_1(Γ,Z) ∼= H_1(Λ,Z) ∼= Λ/Λ_1 that commutes with the diagram Ω/Ω_1

Γ/Γ_1 Λ/Λ_1 ∼=

Applying the H^1(−,Z) and H^2(−,Z) functors to the diagram above, we have the induced isomorphisms

H_1(Γ/Γ_1,Z) → H_1(Λ/Λ_1,Z) and H_2(Γ/Γ_1,Z) → H_2(Λ/Λ_1,Z) that commute. This gives the following commutative diagram of 5–term exact sequences:

H_2(Ω,Z)

H_2(Γ,Z) H_2(Λ,Z)

H_2(Ω/Ω_1,Z)

H_2(Γ/Γ_1,Z) H_2(Λ/Λ_1,Z)

Ω_1/Ω_2

Γ_1/Γ_2 Λ_1/Λ_2

H_1(Ω,Z)

H_1(Γ,Z) H_1(Λ,Z)

H_1(Ω/Ω_1,Z)

H_1(Γ/Γ_1) H_1(Λ/Λ_1,Z) ∼= ∼= ∼= ∼=

(11) From the diagram above, we have H_2(Γ,Z) H_2(Γ/Γ_1,Z) Γ_1/Γ_2 H_1(Γ,Z) H_1(Γ/Γ_1,Z)

H_2(Λ,Z) H_2(Λ/Λ_1,Z) Λ_1/Λ_2 H_1(Λ,Z) H_1(Λ/Λ_1,Z)

α∼= ∼=β γ δ∼= ∼= α^′ β^′γ^′ δ^′

By exactness, we have that ker(α) is mapped to ker(α^′) under the isomorphism between the first terms. It follows that the image of α is mapped to the image of α^′ under the isomorphism between the second terms. In particular, ker(β ) is mapped to ker(β^′) under the isomorphism between the second terms. We also have that the images of β and β^′ are isomorphic. By exactness, we then see that ker(γ) is isomorphic to ker(γ^′). Similarly, we know that ker(δ ) is mapped to ker(δ^′) under the isomorphism between the fourth terms. In particular, the images of γ and γ^′ are isomorphic. This combined with the commutativity of (11) yields ker(γ^{′′})

ker(γ) ker(γ^′)

Ω_1/Ω_2

Γ_1/Γ_2 Λ_1/Λ_2

Im(γ^{′′})

Im(γ) Im(γ^′) ∼= ∼=

(12) By Lemma 2.3, it follows that there exists an isomorphism Ψ: Γ_1/Γ_2 → Λ_1/Λ_2 that commutes with (12) and therefore (11).

For the lower half of the diamond, we apply Lemma 2.4 to get an isomorphism Ψ: Γ_1/Γ_2 → Λ_1/Λ_2 such that the following diagram commutes:

H_2(Ω,Z) H_2(Λ,Z)

H_2(Γ,Z) H_2(Γ ∩ Λ,Z)

H_2(Ω/Ω_1,Z) H_2(Λ/Λ_1,Z)

H_2(Γ/Γ_1,Z) H_2((Γ ∩ Λ)/(Γ ∩ Λ)_1,Z)

Ω_1/Ω_2 Λ_1/Λ_2

Γ_1/Γ_2 (Γ ∩ Λ)_1/(Γ ∩ Λ)_2

H_1(Ω,Z) H_1(Λ,Z)

H_1(Γ,Z) H_1(Γ ∩ Λ,Z)

H_1(Ω/Ω_1,Z) H_1(Λ/Λ_1,Z)

H_1(Γ/Γ_1,Z) H_1((Γ ∩ Λ)/(Γ ∩ Λ)_1,Z)

∼= ∼= Ψ ∼= ∼=

(13)

3.2 Isomorphism in the Second Step Nilpotent Quotients

We have thus far established the isomorphisms N_1(Γ) → N_1(Λ) and Γ_1/Γ_2 → Λ_1/Λ_2. Since we do not have a homomorphism Γ → Λ that induces a homomorphism N_2(Γ) → N_2(Λ), we use Lemma 2.4 to show that there exists an isomorphism Ψ: N_2(Γ) → N_2(Λ) that commutes with the induced diamond of central extensions.

Theorem 3.2. If Γ,Λ ≤ Ω are subgroups and ψ_1 : H_1(Γ,Z) → H_1(Λ,Z) and ψ_2 : H_2(Γ,Z) → H_2(Λ,Z) are isomorphisms such the diagrams

H_k(Ω,Z)

H_k(Γ,Z) H_k(Λ,Z)

H_k(Γ ∩ Λ,Z)

ψ_k

commute for k = 1,2, then there exists an isomorphism Ψ: N_2(Γ) → N_2(Λ) such that the following diagram of central extensions commutes:

Ω_1/Ω_2 Λ_1/Λ_2

Γ_1/Γ_2 (Γ ∩ Λ)_1/(Γ ∩ Λ)_2

N_2(Ω) N_2(Λ)

N_2(Γ) N_2(Γ ∩ Λ)

N_1(Ω) N_1(Λ)

N_1(Γ) N_1(Γ ∩ Λ)

∼= Ψ ∼=

(14)

Proof. Given that we have a diamond of central extensions and isomorphisms N_1(Γ) → N_1(Λ),Γ_1/Γ_2 → Λ_1/Λ_2, we apply Lemma 2.4 to obtain the result.

3.3 Inductive Step

We continue our induction by assuming that there is an isomorphism η_j : N_j(Γ) → N_j(Λ) at the jth step such that the following diagram commutes:

N_j(Ω)

N_j(Γ) N_j(Λ)

N_j(Γ ∩ Λ)

η_j (15)

Lemma 3.3. If Γ,Λ ≤ Ω are subgroups and ψ_1 : H_1(Γ,Z) → H_1(Λ,Z) and ψ_2 : H_2(Γ,Z) → H_2(Λ,Z) are isomorphisms such the diagrams

H_k(Ω,Z)

H_k(Γ,Z) H_k(Λ,Z)

H_k(Γ ∩ Λ,Z)

ψ_k

commute for k = 1,2, then there exists an isomorphism Ψ : Γ_j/Γ_{j+1} → Λ_j/Λ_{j+1} commuting with the following diagram:

Ω_j/Ω_{j+1}

Γ_j/Γ_{j+1} Λ_j/Λ_{j+1}

(Γ ∩ Λ)_j/(Γ ∩ Λ)_{j+1} Ψ (16)

Proof. We have from (9) an exact sequence of abelian groups H_2(Γ,Z) H_2(N_j(Γ),Z) Γ_j/Γ_{j+1} H_1(Γ,Z) H_1(N_j(Γ),Z)

α β γ δ

The rest of the proof is identical to the proof of Lemma 3.1.

3.4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Theorem 3.4. If Γ,Λ ≤ Ω are subgroups and ψ_1 : H_1(Γ,Z) → H_1(Λ,Z) and ψ_2 : H_2(Γ,Z) → H_2(Λ,Z) are isomorphisms such that the diagrams

H_k(Ω,Z)

H_k(Γ,Z) H_k(Λ,Z)

H_k(Γ ∩ Λ,Z)

ψ_k

commute for k = 1,2, and we have an isomorphism η_j : N_j(Γ) → N_j(Λ) at the jth step such that the diagram

N_j(Ω)

N_j(Γ) N_j(Λ)

N_j(Γ ∩ Λ)

η_j (17)

commutes, then there exists an induced isomorphism Ψ: N_{j+1}(Γ) → N_{j+1}(Λ) such that the following diagram of central extensions commutes:

Ω_j/Ω_{j+1} Λ_j/Λ_{j+1}

Γ_j/Γ_{j+1} (Γ ∩ Λ)_j/(Γ ∩ Λ)_{j+1}

N_{j+1}(Ω) N_{j+1}(Λ)

N_{j+1}(Γ) N_{j+1}(Γ ∩ Λ)

N_j(Ω) N_j(Λ)

N_j(Γ) N_j(Γ ∩ Λ)

∼= Ψ ∼=

(18)

Proof. We have by assumption an isomorphism N_j(Γ) → N_j(Λ). By Corollary 3.3, we have an induced isomorphism Γ_j/Γ_{j+1} → Λ_j/Λ_{j+1}. We apply Lemma 2.4 and the result follows. We can now prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2: Theorem 3.4 ends our proof of induction and we have that N_j(Γ) → N_j(Λ) is an isomorphism for every j ≥ 0.

Remark 8. That these isomorphisms are compatible with the outer Galois actions follows from the fact that all of the other arrows in our arguments are compatible with the outer actions of the Galois groups. Note that the case of homology and cohomology with the Galois actions was done in [2, Thm 1.4]. We proceed by induction as before. Using (11) we get isomorphisms between ⋆_1/⋆_2. Since all of the other arrows in (11) are compatible with the Galois action, we see that our isomorphism must be as well. Note also that all of the groups in (11) are abelian groups and can be viewed as Galois modules. We use (14) to get the isomorphism between N_2(⋆). Since all of the other arrows in (14) are compatible with the Galois actions, we see that our isomorphism must be as well. The inductive step is identical.

4 Proofs of Applications

4.1 Proof of Corollary 1.4

We have Γ,Λ < Ω which are Z–coset equivalent and Λ is assumed to be nilpotent. Hence for some j, we know that N_j(Λ) = Λ. By Theorem 1.2, we have a surjective homomorphism Γ → Λ with kernel Γ_{j−1}/Γ_j. Since Γ ∩ Λ < Λ, we see that Γ ∩ Λ is nilpotent with step size at most that of Λ. Hence Γ_{j−1}/Γ_j ∩ (Γ ∩ Λ) = 1. Since Γ ∩ Λ is finite index, then Γ_{j−1}/Γ_j is finite. Since N_{j+k}(Λ) = N_j(Λ) = Λ for all k ≥ 0, the sequence Γ_{j+k}/Γ_{j+k−1} is constant. Setting K = Γ_{j−1}/Γ_j, we have a short exact sequence 1 −→ K −→ Γ −→ Λ −→ 1. First, we assume Ω is finite, then Γ,Λ must have the same order and so K = 1. If Γ is torsion free, since K is finite, we must have K = 1. Finally, if Γ is residually nilpotent, it must be that K = 1 since K = ⋂ j Γ_j.

4.2 Constructions

4.2.1 Lattices

For any non-arithmetic, large lattice Ω in a non-compact, simple (linear) Lie group G, [2, Prop. 4.1] constructs finite index subgroups which are not conjugate in G and are Z–coset equivalent in Ω. Since all finitely generated, linear groups are virtually residually nilpotent, we can assume that Ω is residually nilpotent. As this property is inherited by subgroups, we can find a pair of Z–coset equivalent subgroups that are residually nilpotent. In the case G = PSL(2,C), it follows by Agol [1] that all lattices are large and so we only require the lattice be non-arithmetic. The same holds for PSL(2,R) but in this setting, the finite index subgroups are isomorphic despite not being conjugate in the Lie group; this is due to the failure of Mostow rigidity. However, in the case of PSL(2,R), being non-conjugate in the ambient Lie group ensures the associated surfaces with hyperbolic metrics are non-isometric and hence the curves when viewed as complex projective curves are also non-isomorphic. This construction provides the examples needed for Corollary 1.6, Corollary 1.11, and Corollary 1.12.

For the reader’s convenience, we give an outline of the construction in [2, Prop. 4.1] which is similar to constructions given in [10]. First, it is not hard to produce Z–coset equivalent subgroups. The main difficulty is ensuring they are not conjugate in the Lie group. The construction will produce larger and larger finite collections of finite index subgroups which are pair-wise Z–coset equivalent. The non-arithmeticity condition will allow us to conclude that eventually, there must be pairs that cannot be conjugate in the ambient Lie group.

We start with a non-arithmetic, large lattice Ω < G. Since Ω is large, there exists a finite index subgroup Ω_2 such that Ω_2 → F_2 has a surjective homomorphism to a free group of rank 2. We then have a sequence of finite index subgroups Ω_n < Ω_2 such that [Ω_2 : Ω_n] = n − 1 and Ω_n → F_n admits a surjective homomorphism for a free group of rank n. Define G_s = (PSL(2,F_{29}))^s. Let L_0,L_1 < PSL(2,F_{29}) be the non-conjugate pair of Alt(5) subgroups which are Z–coset equivalent. For any sequence ε = (ε_1,...,ε_s) where ε_i = 0 or 1, we define

L_ε = s ∏_{j=1}^Lε j^.

For any distinct sequences ε, ε^′, we have non-conjugate Z–coset equivalent subgroups L_ε ,L_ε′ < G_s. Hence we have 2^s total subgroups. Given a surjective homomorphisms ψ_1,... ,ψ_s : F_n → PSL(2,F_{29}) which are pair-wise not conjugate by Aut(PSL(2,F_{29})), a result of Hall [5] implies the product map

ψ_1 × ··· × ψ_s : F_n → G_s

is onto. Let s_n denote the maximum size of a maximal set of surjective homomorphisms ψ_i : F_n → PSL(2,F_{29}) which are pairwise not conjugate in Aut(PSL(2,F_{29})). We then have a surjective homomorphism Ψ_n : Ω_n → G_{sn} and so 2^{sn} subgroups which are pairwise Z–coset equivalent in Ω_n and not conjugate in Ω_n. Using that Ω is non-arithmetic, work of Margulis [9] implies that there exists a constant C that depends on Ω such that at most Cn of these subgroups can be conjugate in the Lie group G. It is easy to see that s_n ≥ n and thus for large enough n, 2^{sn} > Cn. This implies that at least 2^{sn} −Cn of the the subgroups are pairwise not conjugate in G.

We see that Corollary 1.8 and Corollary 1.9 follow by taking n large enough such that 2^{sn} −Cn > ℓ. Remark 9. The non-arithmetic assumption is likely not needed. One needs to ensure that the number of subgroups that could be conjugate is smaller than 2^{sn} . Note that in the construction, we can ensure that s_n > 12180^{n−2} while the index of the subgroups is 203^n. So we have at least 2^{12180n−2} subgroups of index 203^n and need to show that two of them are not conjugate. Thus a sub-exponential upper bound (as a function of index) on the number of subgroups of a given index can be isomorphic would suffice. One expects a polynomial upper bound for arithmetic lattices. Moreover since the kernels can be selected to be dense in the congruence topology, one expects very few of them to be isomorphic.

Remark 10. Largeness is harder to work around. For a given lattice, we would not know that we even have a homomorphism to PSL(2,F_{29}). For most lattices, one can ensure that there are finite index subgroups Ω_0 < Ω that admit surjective homomorphisms to PSL(2,F_{29}) using congruence quotients. Unfortunately, congruence methods give a uniformly bounded number of such homomorphisms for every finite index subgroup. Remark 11. Beyond taking products/pullbacks, this is the only known example of a finite Z–coset equivalent pair. We refer the reader to Sutherland [18] who considers two related variations of Z–coset equivalence. Remark 12. The relationship between ^Γ and ^Λ is unclear. We know for Galois groups of number fields, they cannot be isomorphic. When Ω is a finitely generated, residually finite group, it could be that ^Γ ∼= ^Λ. The examples coming from Riemann surfaces trivially have isomorphic profinite completions. The first non-trivial case to consider is when Ω < PSL(2,C). The isomorphism between the first integral cohomology groups of Γ and Λ is an isometry with respect to the Thurston or Gromov norms and preserves fiber classes. By work of Liu [8], the existence of such an isomorphism in first cohomology is necessary for ^Γ ∼= ^Λ. If finite Z–coset equivalent groups are isomorphic, then ^Γ ∼= ^Λ. Note, it suffices to prove that Γ,Λ have isomorphic images in every finite quotient of Ω and one can prove that the images are Z–coset equivalent in every finite quotient.

4.2.2 Curves and surfaces

Fix a genus g ≥ 2 and let M_g denotes the moduli space of genus g curves. By Borel [3], there are only finitely many curves which are arithmetic. Taking X ∈ M_g to be non-arithmetic, by [2, Prop. 4.1], there exist nonisomorphic finite covers Y_1,Y_2 such that π_1(Y_1),π_1(Y_2) < π_1(X) are Z–coset equivalent. Hence by Theorem 1.2, we have the following.

Theorem 4.1. For each g ≥ 2 and for all but finitely many X ∈ M_g, there exists non-isomorphic finite covers Y_1,Y_2 → X and isomorphisms η_j : N_j( ^π_1(Y_1)) → N_j( ^π_1(Y_2)) such that (3) commutes and the diagram (4) is compatible with the outer action of Gal(k/k).

From an arithmetic geometry view point, the above result is most interesting when k is a number field. We use [2, Prop. 4.1] for any large, non-arithmetic complex hyperbolic 2–manifold to produce the examples needed for Theorem 1.12 and note that k is a number field in this case.

References

[1] I. Agol, The virtual Haken conjecture (with an appendix by I. Agol, D. Groves and J. Manning), Doc.

Math. 18 (2013), 1045–1087.

[2] D. Arapura, J. Katz, D. B. McReynolds, and P. Solapurkar, Integral Gassmann equivalence of algebraic and hyperbolic manifolds, Math. Z. 291 (2019), 179–214.

[3] A. Borel, Commensurability classes and volumes of hyperbolic 3–manifolds, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup.

Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 8 (1981), 1–33.

[4] K. S. Brown, Cohomology of groups, Springer–Verlag, 1982. [5] P. Hall, The Eulerian functions of a group, Q. J. Math. 7 (1936), 134–151. [6] P. Hilton, Localization and cohomology of nilpotent groups, Math. Z. 132 (1973), 263–286. [7] P. Koymans, C. Pagano, Two-step nilpotent extensions are not anabelian, preprint. [8] Y. Liu, Finite-volume hyperbolic 3–manifolds are almost determined by their finite quotient groups, Invent. Math. 231 (2023), 741–804.

[9] G. Margulis, Discrete subgroups of semisimple Lie groups, Springer–Verlag, 1991. [10] D. B. McReynolds, Isospectral locally symmetric manifolds, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 63 (2014), 533– 549.

[11] R. Perlis, On the equation ζ_k(s) = ζ_k′ (s), J. Number Theory 9 (1977), 342–360. [12] D. Prasad, A refined notion of arithmetically equivalent number fields and curves with isomorphic Jacobians, Adv. Math. 312 (2017), 198–208.

[13] M. Saidi, A. Tamagawa, The m–step solvable anabelian geometry of number fields, J. Reine Angew.

Math. 789 (2022), 153–186.

[14] L. L. Scott, Integral equivalence of permutation representations, Group theory (Granville, OH, 1992), 262–274, 1993.

[15] J. Stallings, Homology and central series of groups, J. Algebra 2 (1965), 170–181. [16] M. Stover, Lattices in PU(n,1) that are not profinitely rigid, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 147 (2019), 5055– 5062.

[17] T. Sunada, Riemannian coverings and isospectral manifolds, Ann. of Math. 121 (1985), 169–186. [18] A. V. Sutherland, Stronger arithmetic equivalence, Discrete Anal. 2021, Paper No. 23, 23 pages. [19] K. Uchida, Isomorphisms of Galois groups of algebraic function fields, Ann. of Math. (2) 106 (1977), 589–598.

Address: Department of Mathematics, Purdue University, West Lafayette, IN 47907, USA Email: mgolich@purdue.edu, dmcreyno@purdue.edu.