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ABSTRACT. Let X be a finite CW complex. We show that the fundamental group of X is large if
and only if there is a finite cover Y of X and a sequence of finite abelian covers {Yn} of ¥ which
satisfy b1 (Yn) > N. We give some applications of this result to the study of hyperbolic 3-manifolds,
mapping classes of surfaces and combinatorial group theory.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Main results. Let X be a finite CW complex, or equivalently let G = m1(X) be a finitely
presented group. We say that X is large if there is a finite cover ¥ — X and a surjection
m(Y) — Fy, where here Fy denotes a free group of rank two. We say that X has virtually
infinite first Betti number if for each N there exists a finite cover Xy — X with b;(Xy) > N.
The principal result of this paper is the following characterization of large finitely presented groups:

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a finite CW complex. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) X is large.
(2) There is a finite cover Y — X such that for each N, there is a finite abelian cover Yy — Y
with by (Yn) > N.
(3) There is a finite cover Y — X such that the Alexander variety of Y contains infinitely many
torsion points.

The Alexander variety Vi(Y) C (C*)" of a finite CW complex Y will be defined in Section 3. If
X is large then clearly X has virtually infinite first Betti number, though the converse is not true
in general. Theorem 1.1 illustrates the degree to which the converse holds. We now note some
corollaries of Theorem 1.1. Firstly, one can recover the following special case of a result of Cooper,

Long and Reid in [6]. Cooper, Long and Reid give a proof of this result without the assumption
that M is fibered:

Corollary 1.2. Let M be a noncompact, finite volume, fibered, hyperbolic 3—manifold. Then M is
large.

Let S be an orientable surface with finite, negative Euler characteristic, and let Mod(S) denote
its mapping class group. Let ¢ € Mod(S) denote a nontrivial mapping class. If S—Sisa finite,
1—invariant cover, then 1 admits a lift @Z to Mod(g). In particular, we get an action @Z* of {/; on
Hy(S,C). We will write p(vz*) for the spectral radius of this action, which is to say the largest
absolute value of an eigenvalue of 1;* Whereas {/;* depends on the choice of lift of 1, the value of
p(1h,) does not.

Recall that each nontrivial mapping class ¢ of S is either finite order, reducible or pseudo-Anosov,
depending on whether or not ¢ has finite order and whether or not v stabilizes the isotopy class of
a nontrivial multicurve on S. If ¢ € Mod(S), we write Ty, for the mapping torus. It is well-known
that the 3-manifold T}, is hyperbolic if and only if v is pseudo-Anosov.

Corollary 1.3. Let 1» € Mod(S) be a nontrivial mapping class.
1
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(1) If ¢ is not pseudo-Anosov, then Ty, is large.
(2) If there is no lift ¢ to a finite cover such that p(y) > 1, then Ty, is large.

We make a brief remark about part 2 of Corollary 1.3: the proof will show that if we suppose
from the beginning that b1(7) > 2 then it suffices to assume that there is no lift ¥ of ) to an

abelian cover of S such that p(¢x) > 1 in order to conclude largeness. If p(¢.) = 1 then there is a
k > 1 such that by (Tyx) > 2.

We will also be able to use Theorem 1.1 to recover the following result of Baumslag and Pride
(see [3]):

Corollary 1.4. Let G be a group which admits a finite presentation
P=(S|R)
with |S| — |R| > 2. Then G is large.

Finally, we will illustrate the hypothesis in Theorem 1.1 that X be a finite CW complex with
the following example:

Proposition 1.5. There exists a finitely generated solvable group G and a collection of finite indez,
normal subgroups {Gn} of G with the following properties:

(1) The groups G/Gn are abelian.
(2) We have bj(Gn) > N.

The group G in Proposition 1.5 will not be finitely presented, so that Theorem 1.1 is not con-
tradicted.

1.2. Notes and references. Virtually infinite first Betti number and largeness had been con-
jectured for general finite—volume hyperbolic orbifolds. Lackenby’s survey [12] contains both as
conjectures 2 and 5 in the introduction and outlines the state of affairs at the time of the writing
of that article, but these conjectures have been known since at least the work of Thurston in [18].
Both conjectures were closely connected with other central problems in 3—manifold theory such as
the virtually fibered and virtually Haken conjectures, both of which were stated in [18]. In recent
work (see [2]), Agol, Groves and Manning have announced a proof of all these conjectures, building
on work of Wise (see [20], [21]). In particular, one could recover Corollary 1.3 from the work in [2].

Theorem 1.1 concerns general finitely presented groups, so that it is not subsumed by the recent
progress in 3—manifold topology. The proofs of the results in this article are independent of the
work in [2], [20] and [21].

The ideas behind the proof of Theorem 1.1 fit into a more general discussion of polynomial peri-
odicity. A function f: N — Z is polynomial periodic if there is a finite collection {pg,...,pn—1}
of polynomials such that if m =4 (mod n) then

f(m) = pi(m).

In [17], Sarnak studied the growth of Betti numbers of congruence covers of finite CW complexes,
which is to say covers Xy — X induced by the natural map 71 (X) — H1(X,Z/NZ). The primary
result of his work is that the first Betti numbers of the covers { Xy} are polynomial periodic in N
(cf. Hironaka in [8]). Laurent’s Theorem ([13]) and Alexander theory allows us to conclude that
if X has unbounded growth of b; as we vary over finite abelian covers, then X has at least linear
growth of b; under finite abelian covers. More careful analysis of various finite abelian covers of X
allows us to prove largeness, using a result of Lackenby in [11].

In [4], J. Button develops a criterion for largeness which also relies on Alexander theory, and he
proves several result in combinatorial group theory. From his work one can establish the equivalence
of (1) and (2) in Theorem 1.1 in the case where the finite abelian covers of Y arise from one infinite
cyclic cover of Y, so that Theorem 1.1 can be viewed as a strengthening of his result.
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3. BACKGROUND

3.1. Eigenvalues of integer matrices. In the study of homological actions of mapping classes,
we will be appealing repeatedly to the following fact from number theory which is originally due
to Kronecker. We include a proof for the convenience of the reader:

Proposition 3.1. Let M € GL,(Z) and let \ be an eigenvalue of M of length one. Suppose that
A is not a root of unity. Then the spectral radius of M is greater than one.

Proof. If A is any eigenvalue of M then its minimal polynomial must divide the characteristic
polynomial of M. In particular, all the Galois conjugates of A are also eigenvalues of M. It is
well-known that if A is an algebraic integer of length one, all of whose Galois conjugates also have
length one, then A is a root of unity.

Indeed, let {ag, - ,ar} be the roots of the minimal polynomial of A, each of which has norm
one. For each n, we define

k
palz) = [ (= - o).
i=1
The coefficients of p,(z) are symmetric functions of {a1,- - ,ax} and are therefore integral, and

the coefficients are bounded since each «; has length one. It follows that the collection {p,(z)} is a
finite collection of polynomials. We have p,,(z) = p,(z) for some n # m. Without loss of generality,

n divides m. In particular, raising each o to an integral power permutes the list {af,...,a}}.
Replacing m by a larger exponent if necessary shows that for each ¢, we have o' = . In particular,
«; is a root of unity. O

3.2. Alexander stratifications and Alexander polynomials. Let G be a finitely presented
group. We will write
G = <FT | R>7
where £} is a free group of rank r and R is a finite collection of relations. Write G for the group
of characters of G, i.e. Hom(G,S'). The group G has the structure of an algebraic group whose
coordinate ring is C[G®]. Given a map o : G’ — G, we get a map
a:G— G
by precomposition, and an induced map
a* : C[(G"™] — C[GY].
If g € G, write g for its image in G?, and write A,.(Z) for the ring of integral Laurent polynomial
rings in r variables over Z. The Fox derivative furnishes maps
D;:F. — A(Z)
which are defined by
Di(xj) = bi
and by B
Di(fg) = Di(f) + fDi(g).
The r—tuple (D1, ..., D,) is written D and called the Fox derivative.
Write ¢ for the natural surjection F,, — G. The Alexander matrix of the presentation

G:<FT‘|R>
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is the matrix of partial derivatives
M = M(F.,R) = [(q)"Di(R;)],

where R; ranges over R.

An alternative viewpoint on the Alexander matrix is as follows. Let X be a finite CW complex
whose fundamental group G with abelianization I', and let Y be the corresponding cover of X. We
have a natural I'-action on Y. Choose a finite CW structure on X. If X has s cells in dimension
one and r cells in dimension two, then there is a ['-equivariant identification

C1(Y,C) = C[r)®
and
Cy(Y,C) =2 C[I".
The boundary map
R:C[I']" — C[I')®
is represented by the Alexander matrix M, which can be computed from any presentation of G via

the Fox calculus.
If G — H is a surjection to another abelian group then one similarly obtains a boundary map

Ry : C[H]" — C[H]®.
The map R is related to the map Ry by the universal property of of the Alexander matrix:
Theorem 3.2 (See [8], Section 2). Let G be a finitely presented group and let
¢p:G— A
be a surjective map to an abelian group A. Then the matriz ¢(M) represents the map Ry.

We write V;(G) for the characters of G such that the matrix M (F,, R) has rank less than r — i.
One obtains a stratification of G by algebraic subsets, called the Alexander stratification:

GO Vi(G) D - D V(@).

The meaning of the Alexander stratification is the following: a character x € Hom(G,C*) lies in
Vi(G) if and only if the dimension of the twisted homology space Hi(G,C,) is at least i (see [9]
and [16]).

If the abelianization of G is torsion—free, one can define the Alexander polynomial A(G) as
the greatest common divisor of the (r — 1) x (r — 1) minors of the Alexander matrix over the
ring Z[G®]. The Alexander polynomial defines the largest hypersurface contained in V;. If G' has
torsion in its abelianization, one can project to the largest torsion—free quotient of G and use the
induced Alexander matrix guaranteed by Theorem 3.2. This will be the general definition of the
Alexander polynomial.

By Theorem 3.2, any surjection ¢ : G — A to an abelian group which factors through the
universal torsion—free abelian quotient of G gives rise to a specialization of the Alexander polynomial
under ¢, given by ¢(A(G)) € Z[A]. Note that this definition makes sense even if A has torsion.

The Alexander stratification is useful for computing the first Betti number of finite abelian covers
of finite CW complexes:

Theorem 3.3 ([9], Proposition 2.5.6). Let X be a finite CW complex such that G = m(X), let
a:G — T be a map onto a finite abelian group, and let X, be the finite cover of X induced by «.
Then

b1 (Xa) = by (X +Z|V )yNaT\1)].
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Thus the first Betti numbers of finite abelian covers of a finite CW complex can be computed from
the torsion points in the Alexander strata. Since the vanishing locus of the Alexander polynomial
of X is contained in V7, any torsion points which are roots of the Alexander polynomial contribute
to the first Betti number of finite covers of X.

For any algebraic subset V' of an affine torus, write Tor(V') for the torsion points contained in V.
The following result of Laurent ([13]) is helpful for understanding the torsion points of an algebraic
subset of an affine torus (C*)":

Theorem 3.4 ([9], Theorem 4.1.1). If V C (C*)" is any algebraic subset, then there exist rational
planes Py, ..., Py in (C*)" such that each P; C'V and such that

k
Tor(V) = ] Tor(P,).
=1

If S is a finite cover of a surface S with abelian Galois group I' then Hl(g, C) splits into
eigenspaces corresponding to the irreducible characters of the deck group. For an irreducible char-
acter x, the xy—eigenspace can be identified with the twisted homology group H;(S,C,).

Suppose that b (T) > 2. We write

H = Hom(H'(S,2)¥,7) #0,

where H'(S,Z)¥ is the ¥-invariant cohomology of S. We will be interested in finite covering spaces
which arise from finite quotients of H. If x is a finite character of H, it turns out that the action
of ¢ on Hy(S,Cy) is governed by the Alexander polynomial.

The group G = Hy(Ty, Z)/torsion decomposes as a direct sum H @ Z, where the Z-summand is
dual to monodromy class [¢)]. We will write ¢ for a generator of this Z. The Alexander polynomial
A of Ty, with respect to the quotient G of m1(Ty) is an element of the Laurent polynomial ring
Z[|G).

Theorem 3.5 ([16], Corollary 3.2 and discussion immediately following). Let x be a character of
H. Then the characteristic polynomial of the action of ¢ on H1(S,Cy) is given by x(A).

The meaning of x(A) is that we substitute x(h) for every element of H occurring in A and leave
t untouched.

3.3. Lackenby’s largeness criterion. In order to show that certain groups are large, we will use
the work of M. Lackenby in [11]. The relevant tools are homology rank gradient and property
(7). To define these, we fix a prime p and a sequence of nested finite index normal subgroups {G;}
of a fixed group G. We write d(G;) for the dimension of H;(G;,Z/pZ) as a vector space over Z/pZ.
The homology rank gradient of the sequence {G;} is

. d(Gi)
= inf .
TG G
When v > 0, we say that the {G;} have positive modulo p homology rank gradient.
If G is a finitely generated group with a finite generating set S and {G;} is a collection of finite
index subgroups, we write X (G/G;, S) for the coset graph of G; in G. If A is a set of vertices V in

a graph, we write A for the set of edges with exactly one vertex in A. The Cheeger constant
h(X) of a finite graph X is given by

. |0A|
h(X) = L
(X) Acv,orfiﬁswz{ |A]

G has property (7) with respect to {G;} if the infimum of h(X (G/G;, S)) is positive for some initial
choice of S. Lubotzky’s book [14] contains a detailed exposition on property (7).
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Lackenby has proved many different results concerning conditions under which a group is large.
The one we will cite here can be found in [11]:

Theorem 3.6. Let G be a finitely presented group. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) G is large.
(2) There exists a sequence of proper nested finite index subgroups

G>G1>G9 >+

and a prime p such that:

(a) Git1 is normal in G; and has index a power of p in Gj.
(b) G does not have property (T) with respect to {G;}.

(c) {G;} has positive modulo p homology rank gradient.

We begin by ruling out property (7) for our purposes.

Lemma 3.7. Let G be finitely generated by a set S and let {G;} be a sequence of properly nested,
normal, finite index subgroups of G. Suppose furthermore that for each i we have that G/G; is
abelian. Then G does not have property (1) with respect to {G;}.

Here, by properly nested, we mean that G; # G;41 for each 1.
Proof of Lemma 3.7. Write
Goo =[G
i

Note that in a Cayley graph for G/G with respect to S, we may define the Cheeger constants
of finite subgraphs by looking at the ratio of the size of the boundary of a finite set to the size of
the set itself. Since G/G« is a finitely generated and infinite abelian group, it is amenable and
consequently the infimum of the Cheeger constants for finite subgraphs tends to zero. This implies
that G does not have property 7 with respect to {G;}. To see this, note that since the intersection
of the subgroups {G;} is G, for any finite subset of the vertices in a Cayley graph for G/G we
may find an ¢ so that this set of vertices is mapped injectively to the set of vertices for the Cayley
graph for G/G; with respect to S. The degree of each vertex is non—-increasing as we project the
Cayley graph of G/G« to the Cayley graph of G/G;. It follows that the number of vertices in
the boundary of a finite set of vertices in the Cayley graph of G/G+ cannot increase under the
projection map. It follows that inf h(X (G, G;, S)) = 0. O

We thus obtain a corollary to Lackenby’s result by combining Lemma 3.7 and the fact that for
any finitely generated group G we have

bi(G) = 1k H1(G, Z) < tk H1(G, Z/pZ) :

Corollary 3.8. Let G be a finitely presented group, and let {G;} be a sequence of properly nested,
normal, p—power index subgroups of G such that G/G; is abelian for each i. Suppose that
. rk H1 (Gz, Z)
f——————= > 0.
0 G : G ”
Then G is large.

4. MAPPING TORI WITH MAGNUS KERNEL MONODROMY
In this section, we give the first application of Lackenby’s criterion. Recall that if
S — Ty — St

is a fibered 3-manifold with monodromy 1, the homology H(Ty,Z) is given by Z & F', where F is
the homology of S which is co—invariant under the action of .
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Let S — S be a finite characteristic cover and let ¥ € Mod(S), and suppose that 1) commutes
with the Galois group I' of the cover. Then ¢ lifts to a mapping class 1; € Mod(g). We obtain
an induced covering T{pv — Ty as follows: the fundamental group of T}, is given by a semidirect
product

1 —=m(S) = m(Ty) = Z—1.
Since the Galois group I' commutes with the action of v, we obtain a homomorphism 7 (T3,) —
I' x Z, and by composing with the projection onto the first factor, a homomorphism 71 (7y) — T

Note that the homology contribution of the base space S! is in the kernel of this homomor-

phism. In particular, we obtain a covering map T’ 7 Ty which lifts the identity map S' — S L

Furthermore, m; (TJ) fits into a short exact sequence
1 — m(5) — 7T1(TJ) —7Z —1,

where the conjugation action of Z on 7r1(§) is the action of J It follows that the rank of the
homology of T{l; is given by the rank of homology co—invariants of the action of 1; on H1(§ ,Z)
(equivalently the rank of the Y-invariants of H 1S, 7).

We can now establish a fact about Magnus kernels. Let S® be the universal abelian cover of S.
Recall that the Magnus kernel is the subgroup of the marked mapping class group which acts
trivially on Hy(S%,Z). It is not a priori clear that the Magnus kernel is nontrivial, but in fact it
is infinitely generated (see [5]).

We first need to make the following observation:

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ € Mod(S) be a mapping class contained in the Magnus kernel. Then ¢ acts
trivially on the integral homology of each finite abelian cover of S.

Proof. Since 1 is in the Magnus kernel, then as an automorphism of 71 (.S), ¥ acts trivially on the
universal metabelian quotient

m1(8)/[lm1(5), m(9)], [m1(S), m(F)]]-

Suppose that S — S is a finite abelian cover with Galois group A. Then we have a short exact
sequence
1— Hi(S,Z2) - M — A—1.

Since M is evidently metabelian, it is a quotient of

m1(5)/[[m1(5), w1 (9)], [1(S), w1 (S)]],
and it admits a (trivial) action by 1. It follows that v restricts to the identity on H 1(§ ). O

Using the previous lemma, we can directly apply Lackenby’s criterion to show that if ¢ is a
mapping class in the Magnus kernel of S then T}, is large.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that v is contained in the Magnus kernel. Then Ty, is large.

Proof. We suppose that S is closed. The proof in the non—closed case is analogous. Let p be any
prime, g > 1 the genus of .S, and H; be the kernel of the map

71(S) — H((S,Z/p'Z).

It is clear that {H;} forms a sequence of subgroups such that m1(S)/H; is an abelian p-group for
each i. Furthermore, the rank of Hy(S,7Z/p'Z) is p*9". By an Euler character argument, we have
that the genus of the " surface S; corresponding to H; is p?9*(g — 1) 4 1. It follows that the rank
of H is p?9i(2g — 2) + 2.

Now let 1 be any mapping class in the Magnus kernel and let T, be suspension of v with
fundamental group G. Since v acts trivially on H;(S,Z), we have that 1) commutes with 7 (S)/H;
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for each i so that each H; gives us a finite cover T; of T, with fundamental group G;. Topologically,
T; is just the suspension of ¢ as a mapping class of S;. Since 1) is in the Magnus kernel, it follows
that the rank of G is p?9%(2g — 2) + 2. Note furthermore that the index [G : G;] is equal to
[71(S) : H;], namely p?9’. Since g > 1, the ratio between the rank of the homology of G; and
[G : G;] is bounded away from zero. Since G/G; is abelian for all i, we see that G is large. O

5. ALEXANDER VARIETIES AND LARGENESS

We begin by relating the unbounded growth of b; over finite abelian covers to some aspects of
the Alexander variety.

Lemma 5.1. Let X be a finite CW complex and suppose that for each N, there is a finite abelian
cover Xy of X with by(Xn) > N. Then the Alexander variety Vi (w1 (X)) contains infinitely many
torsion points.

Proof. Recall that if a : m1(X) — I is a surjection to a finite abelian group, then the first Betti
number of the associated cover X, satisfies

bi(Xa) = b1 (X) + > |Vi(m (X)) N&T\ 1)
=1

(see Section 3.2). Since b1(X,) can be made arbitrarily large as « varies over all finite abelian
quotients of 71 (X) and since we have a sequence of inclusions

Ve(mi(X)) C - € Vi(m(X)),
it follows that for each IV there is a finite abelian quotient
ay :m(X)—=Tyn
for which
Vi(m(X)) nax(Tx \ 1) = N.
Since each element of &J\V(fj\v \ 1) is a torsion point in V;, the lemma follows. O

An immediate consequence of Laurent’s Theorem and Lemma 5.1 is that there is a rational plane
P C Vi(m1(X)) whose intersection with (S')" has positive dimension.

Lemma 5.2. Let X be a finite CW complex and let Vi (w1 (X)) C (C*)" be its Alexzander variety.
Suppose there is a rational plane P C Vi(m1(X)) whose intersection with

(Sl)r C ((C*)r
has positive dimension. Then 71(X) is large.

Proof. Clearly we may suppose that at least one component of Vj(m1(X)) has positive dimension.
Since Vi (71 (X)) sits inside of Hom(m (X), C*), we may suppose that by (X) > 1. Write Hy(X,Z) =
Z"™ @& A, where m > 1 and where A is a finite abelian group. Choose a basis {w;,...,wy,} for
HY(X,Z) = Hom(m(X),Z). Composition of integral cohomology classes of X with elements of
Hom(Z, C*) associates to each basis element w; a distinguished copy of C* inside of (C*)™. Now
note that A 2 A, and that A consists of a finite set of points in (S1)r=m. Thus, we may think of
Hom(7;(X),C*) as sitting inside of

(C)™ x A C (C*)".
We will write {u1,...,un} for the dual basis of Hy(X,Z)/A determined by {w1,...,wy,}. Write
A=Z/mZ® - - ®L/nr_nZ,

where n;|n;+1, and let {z1,...,2,_,,} be each identified with the corresponding generator 1 €
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Choose a rational splitting (C*)" which is compatible with the choices in the previous paragraph.
Since PN (S!)" has positive dimension, there is a rational, one-dimensional subtorus of (S1)” which
is also contained in Vi(71(X)). Such a subtorus is given (with respect to the chosen splitting) by
amap R — (SH)" C (C*)" of the form

vt — (exp(2mi(ait + s1)), ..., exp(2wi(amt + $m)), exp(27Wism1), - - -, €Xp(2mis,)),

where {a1,...,an} are integers which (without loss of generality) are all nonzero, and where
{s1,..., 8.} arerational. Consider the subgroup I of S! generated by the roots of unity {exp(2mis;)},
which has order B. Choose an identification of the group I' with Z/BZ, and write d; (mod B) for
the image of exp(2mis;) under this identification.
Choose a prime p which divides none of {ai,...,an,} nor B. For each n, we consider the
homomorphism «,, : m1(X) — Z/p" BZ given by
u; — a; + p"d; (mod p"B)
and by
xj — p"d; (mod p"B).
In order to define this map, we are viewing Z/p" BZ as a direct product
Z/p"BZ=7/p"Z ®7/BZ.
Thus, the element p"d; above is (0, p"d;) in this splitting.
Let ¢ be a primitive p" B root of unity, viewed as an element of Z/p"BZ by the assignment
1+ (. The image of ¢ under @, is just
(C0L1er’“Ld17 o Cam+p"0lm7 gp"dmﬂ’ el Cp"dr)'
Since ¢ is a primitive p" B root of unity, (P" is a primitive B root of unity. Whenever ¢?" is
equal to the generator 1 € Z/BZ via the inverse of the identification of I" with Z/BZ, we have
that (P"% is equal to the root of unity exp(2mis;). There are B distinct B roots of unity, so for

at least 1/B of the primitive p" Bt roots of unity, we will have that (?"% is equal to exp(2mis;).
Whenever this is the case, we have that the point

(G L (o dm (Pdme (P

lies on the subtorus . Writing X,, for the cover corresponding to «,,, the formula
r ~
bi(Xa) = b1 (X) + Y |[Vi(m (X)) naT\ 1)
i=1

implies that
1
b1(Xp) > Ep”B —1=p" -1

Let k be the multiplicative order of p modulo B. We claim that X, covers X,. As above,
since B and p are relatively prime, we have a splitting for each n:

Z/p"B=Z/p"Z & Z]BZ,
and we have projections ¢; and g2 onto the two factors. The map «,, is given by taking
u; — a; + p"*d;  (mod p"**B)
and
xj p"+kdj (mod p”“’“B).
Considering the images of {u;} and {z;} in

Z/p"B = 1/p"Z & 7. BZ,
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we see that the image of p ( "d;) is equal to the image of p"d;. Indeed, d; can be written as
(q1(d;), g2(d;)). Since the first coordinate becomes zero when multiplied by p™, we see that

P qi(di), g2(di)) = (0,p" P qa(di)) = (0,p"qa(ds)) = p™(qu(di), ga(dy)).

It follows that v, is equal to the reduction of a4+ modulo p"B.
Thus, we have a tower of covers

= Xop — Xi — X,

where X — X has degree p* B, and where X (n+1)k — Xnk has degree p* when n > 0. In particular
{ Xk }n>0 is a tower of abelian p—power covers with

1
b1 (Xnk) > "B —1=p" — 1.

It follows that this tower has positive homology rank gradient, so that by Corollary 3.8, X is
large. g

Finally, we may give a proof of the characterization of large groups:

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let T be a large group. Then there is a finite index subgroup I'' < I" which
surjects to the nonabelian free group F»>. Choosing a sequence of surjective homomorphisms

on:Fy» -7 — Z/NZ,

we have that by (ker(¢n)) > N + 1. Precomposing ¢ with a surjection I'' — Fy, it follows that
for each N, there is a finite index subgroup Iy, < I' such that I'/T"y is abelian and such that
bi(Ty) > N + 1. Thus (1) implies (2). (2) implies (3) is a consequence of Lemma 5.1 and the
remark immediately following the proof. (3) implies (1) is a consequence of Lemma 5.2. O

6. APPLICATIONS OF THEOREM 1.1

We can now give proofs of the corollaries to Theorem 1.1 which were mentioned in the introduc-
tion.

6.1. Non—compact hyperbolic 3—manifolds.

Corollary 6.1 (Cf. Corollary 1.2). Let Ty be a fibered hyperbolic 3—manifold with at least one
cusp. Then T is large.

Proof. Let S be a fiber of T;,. Then S has at least one puncture. Choose a finite cover S’ of S to
which ¢ lifts and which has at least three punctures. Replacing the lift {bv by some positive power
if necessary, we may assume that the punctures of S’ are preserved point-wise. Let X denote
suspension of the lift of {bv acting on S’.

Let [] denote the homology class of a small loop about one of the punctures of S’. Clearly, [v]
is invariant under the action of 1/1 There is a sequence of finite, abelian, wﬂnvamant covers of S’
which “unwind” . For each N, we can find such a cover Sy such that the number of punctures is
at least N. Replacing {/; by a further power will stabilize these punctures pointwise, resulting in a
finite abelian cover of X whose first Betti number is at least V. It follows that X is large. O

6.2. Mapping tori. Let ¢y € Mod(S) and let T}, be the associated mapping torus. We are ready
to give the proof of Corollary 1.3. Let us recall the statement:
Corollary 6.2. Let 1) € Mod(S) be any mapping class.

(1) If ¢ is not pseudo-Anosov, then Ty, is large.

(2) If there is no lift ¢ to a finite cover such that p(1)y) > 1, then Ty, is large.
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Proof. Suppose that 1) is trivial or has finite order. Then there is an N such that % is trivial.
Then m(Tyn) = Z x m1(S). Since x(S) < 0, we have that 71(S) is large and therefore T}, is large.

Suppose 9 has infinite order and is reducible. Write C for the canonical reduction system of . It
is easy to see that there is a cover S of S to which 1 lifts and such that the homology classes of the
components of the total lift of C span a subspace of H 1(§ Z) of dimension at least two. Replacing
a lift w of ¥ to S by a power, we may assume that the components of the total lift of C are fixed.
Choosing the cover S — S to be characteristic and choosing the power of w to be large enough,
we may assume that the suspensmn of 111 acting on S is a cover X of Ty. Let v be a nonseparating
component of the total lift of C to S and let o be another nonseparating component of the lift of
C whose homology class is independent of that of 7. Cut open S along v. For each N, let Sy be
the cover of S given by stringing together N copies of S \ v cychcally For each N, we have that
the Galois group of the cover Sy — S commutes with w Replacing 7,/} by a power, each of the N
components of the total lift of « to S will be fixed. Thus, we obtain a family of abelian covers of
X whose first Betti numbers are arbitrarily large. By Theorem 1.1, we have that T}, is large.

Finally, suppose that v is pseudo-Anosov, and assume that ,0(1;*) = 1 for each lift of ¢ to a finite
cover of S. Since p(t.) = 1, there is a k > 0 such that by (Tyyx) > 2. Equivalently, Hom(7(S5), Z)wk
is nontrivial. Fix a ¢*-invariant cohomology class ¢, and let ¢ be the map 71 (S) — Z/NZ given
by reducing the image of ¢ modulo N. For each N, we will write Sy for the corresponding cover
of S. For each irreducible character x of Z/N7Z, we may consider the x—eigenspace of Hi(Sy,C),
which we can identify with the twisted homology space Hi(S,Cy). It is true (though not entirely
trivial) that H1(S,Cy) # 0 for each irreducible representation x of Z/NZ.

Since p(zz*) =1 for all lifts of 9 to finite covers of S, we have that some further nonzero power
PF of YF fixes a vector in Hi(S,Cy). Since there are N irreducible representations of Z/NZ, it
follows that there is a nonzero exponent ky such that the suspension szN acting as a mapping
class of Sy has at least N linearly independent fixed vectors. It follows that TJkN has first Betti
number at least N + 1. Notice that T{/?’“ ~ 1s a finite abelian cover of the manifold 7, Wk It follows
that for each N, the manifold 7, has a finite abelian cover with first Betti number at least N. By
Theorem 1.1, it follows that T is large. O

We note that largeness for Ty, when 1 is a reducible mapping class can also be deduced from
the work of E. Hamilton in [7], where she shows that abelian subgroups of Haken 3—manifolds are
separable.

6.3. Combinatorial group theory. In this subsection, we show that Theorem 1.1 can be used
to recover the Baumslag—Pride Theorem, namely that a group which admits a presentation with
at least two more generators than relations is large. Baumslag and Pride proved their result in [3].
Abért has shown in [1] that a Baumslag—Pride group itself may not surject onto a free group, and
the author gave a bound on the index of a subgroup which surjects onto a free group in [10].

We begin by recalling the Reidemeister—Schreier rewriting process (we copy [15] nearly verbatim).
Let G = F/N be a group, where F' is free with free basis X, and where N is the normal closure of
a subset R C F. Write ¢ for the canonical projection from F' to G, and let H < G be a subgroup.
Write H for the preimage of H under ¢, and let T be a transversal for H in F. For w € F, we
write w for the unique element of T" which satisfies

Hw = Hw.
Fort € T and z € X, write
Yt x) = te(te) !, y(ta™t) =t (te= 1) = At )7

Then H admits a presentation
H=(X"|R"),
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where X* consists of elements {7(¢,2)*} in one-to—one correspondence with all nontrivial elements
of the form (¢, z) for x € X and t € T, and R* is defined as follows: writing

W=1Y1-""Yn,

where each letter appearing on the right hand side is in X, we write

T(w) = (L y1) y(@1, ¥2)" YT Yn—1,Yn)"
Then R* consists of all the elements {7(trt~!)}, where t € T and r € R.
We will prove Corollary 1.4 in the special case where GG has three generators and one relation.
The proof in general will not be difficult to formulate. The reader may note some similarities
between the beginnings of the proof here and the original proof in [3].

Proof of Corollary 1.4. We write

G = (tya,b|w).
By applying an automorphism of F3, we may assume that the exponent sum of ¢ in w is zero. For
each N, we will write Gy for the kernel of the map

on : G — Z/NZ

which sends t to the generator 1 and both a and b to zero. Since the exponent sum of ¢ in w is
zero, this homomorphism is defined. We will write T = {1,¢,...,t"V !} for a Schreier transversal
for Gny. By the Reidemeister—Schreier rewriting process, we see that G admits a presentation
(Xn | Ry), where by construction, Ry contains at most N elements. The set X is in bijective
correspondence with nonidentity elements of the form (s, z), where s € T and x € {t,a,b}. For
each s € T, it is trivial to check that 3@ = s and that sb = s, since both a and b are in the kernel
of ¢y. Thus, for each s € T', we have that
v(s,a) = sas™?,

and similarly after replacing a by b. It follows that X consists of at least 2N elements. Passing
to the abelianization of Gy, we see that the rank of H1(Gn,Z) is at least N. The corollary follows
by Theorem 1.1. O

7. AN EXAMPLE

In this section, we give an example of a finitely generated solvable group G for which there exist
finite index normal subgroups Gy with G/G abelian and b1 (Gy) > N. Thus, we will demonstrate
the necessity of the condition that X be a finite CW complex in Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Proposition 1.5. Let Fy be a free group of rank two and let G be its universal metabelian
quotient, which is to say

G = Fy/[[Fa, Fy), [Fy, Fs).
It is immediate that G is solvable and finitely generated.

Now let ¢ : F5 — Z be any surjective map, and let ¢ be ¢ composed with reduction modulo
N. Write Hy for the kernel of ¢n. We have that b;(Hy) = N + 1. Observe that the short exact
sequence of groups

11— Hy — Fy, - Z/NZ — 1

descends to a short exact sequence of groups
1— H]%b — Fy/|[Hy,HNn] — Z/NZ — 1.

The group F»/[Hn, Hn] is metabelian and is therefore a quotient of G. Setting G to be the
pullback of H]‘{,b to G, we have that G is normal and of finite index in G, that G/G abelian, and
that bl(GN) > N. ]
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