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COMMUTATOR SUBGROUPS OF SINGULAR BRAID GROUPS

SOUMYA DEY AND KRISHNENDU GONGOPADHYAY

ABSTRACT. The singular braids with n strands, n > 3, were introduced independently
by Baez and Birman. It is known that the monoid formed by the singular braids is
embedded in a group that is known as singular braid group, denoted by SG,. There
has been another generalization of braid groups, denoted by GV B,,, n > 3, which was
introduced by Fang as a group of symmetries behind quantum quasi-shuffle structures.
The group GV B,, simultaneously generalizes the classical braid group, as well as the
virtual braid group on n strands.

We investigate the commutator subgroups SG;, and GV B, of these generalized braid
groups. We prove that SG), is finitely generated if and only if n > 5, and GV B}, is
finitely generated if and only if n > 4. Further, we show that both SG,, and GV B,
are perfect if and only if n > 5.

1. INTRODUCTION

The commutator subgroup or derived subgroup of a group G is the subgroup G’ gen-
erated by the elements of the form z~'y~!zy. A quotient group G//N is abelian if and
only if G’ < N. Thus the group G’ distinguishes the abelian factor groups of G from non-
abelian ones. The quotient G/G’ is isomorphic to Hy(G,Z), the first homology group
of G with integer coefficients. So, given a group G, the structure of its commutator
subgroup G’ reveals crucial information.

Throughout the following, we shall assume that n > 3, unless stated otherwise. The
braid group on n strands B,,, classically known as Artin’s braid group, is a central object
of investigation due to their importance in several branches of mathematics, e.g. refer
surveys [Par09], [BB05]. Recall that Artin’s braid group B, is generated by a set of
(n — 1) generators: { o; | i = 1,2,...,n — 1 }, satisfying the following set of defining
relations that we call as braid relations:

oio; = ojo;, if |i — j| > 1;

0i0i4+10 = 0i41040441.
The commutator subgroup B, of By, is well-known from the work of Gorin and Lin [GL69]
who obtained a finite presentation for B],. Simpler presentation for B], was obtained by
Savushkina [Sav93]. Several authors have investigated commutators of larger classes of

spherical Artin groups, e.g. [Zin75], [MR], [Orel2].

There have been several generalizations of Artin’s braid groups in the literature. Many
of these generalized braid groups are of importance in their own rights, e.g. [Bel04],
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[BG12|, [Dam17], [Ver06], [Verld]. In this paper, we consider two such families of gen-
eralized braid groups and investigate their commutator subgroups. We briefly introduce
them below and note our main results. The relationship between several families of braid
groups has been discussed in Section 2] and sketched in the diagram (Z.1.1]).

The geometric notion of singular braids was introduced independently by Baez in
[B92| and Birman in [Bi93]. It was shown that such braids form a monoid. It is shown in
[FKR98] that the Baez-Birman monoid on n strands is embedded in a group SG,, that is
now known as singular braid group on n strands. The group SG,, has a presentation that
has the same set of generators and defining relations as the monoid-presentation for the
Baez-Birman monoid, with the only additional property that the elements are invertible
in SG,,. The singular braid group SG, is generated by a set of 2(n — 1) generators:

{0y pi|i=1,2,...,n—1}, where o; satisfy the braid relations as above, p; satisfy the
commuting relations:

(1.0.1) pipj = pjpi, if [i —j| > 1;

and in addition there are the following mixed relations among o;, p;:

(1.0.2) PiTif10; = 0;4103Pit1;

(1.0.3) Pi+10:0;41 = 030341045

(104) Oipj = PjOi, ifi=jor ‘Z —j‘ > 1.

Singular braids are related to finite type invariants of knots and links, e.g. [Bell2l
Chapter 3] and it is a natural problem to investigate their algebraic and geometric prop-
erties to understand these invariants. Investigation of topological properties of singular
braids was initiated in [Ver98]. We refer to [Ver06), [Ver14l, Bell2] for more on singular
braid groups and also other generalized braid groups. We prove the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let SG), denote the commutator subgroup of the singular braid group
SG,.
(i) SG!, is finitely generated for all n > 5. Further, for n > 5, the rank of SG,, is
at most 2n — 4.
(i) SG% and SGY are not finitely generated.

(iii) SG!, is perfect if and only if n > 5.

We consider another family of generalized braid groups, that was introduced by Fang
in [Fan15]. He constructed this generalization as a group of symmetries behind quantum
quasi-shuffle structures. Fang’s generalized virtual braid group GV B,, is generated by a
set of 2(n — 1) generators: { oy, p; | it =1,2,...,n—1 }, where o; satisfy braid relations,
pi also satisfy braid relations, and in addition there are mixed relations (L0.2]), (L0.3)
as above, and

(1.0.5) Oipj = P05, if |Z —j| > 1.

The group GV B,, simultaneously generalizes both Artin’s braid group B, and the virtual
braid group V B,,. We prove the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let GV B], denote the commutator subgroup of the generalized virtual
braid group GV B,,.
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(i) GV B], is finitely generated for all m > 4. Further, for n > 5, the rank of GV B,
s at most 3n — 7.

(ii) GV Bj is not finitely generated.
(iii) GV B], is perfect if and only if n > 5.

Recall that the virtual braid group V B, on n strands is a certain generalization of
the classical braid group B,, . It was introduced by L. Kauffman in [Kau99], also see
[KL.04], [BB09]. Virtual braids are subject of curiosity due to their connection with knot
invariants, see [FKV05]. Recently commutator subgroups of the virtual braid groups
V B,, have been investigated in [BGNI§|. Theorem shows that algebraically GV B],
has similar properties as compared to V B}, as obtained in [BGNI§|. On the other hand,
Theorem [LT] shows a contrast between SGJ, and the groups VB!, and GV B, if we
compare finite generation for n = 4.

The proofs of the theorems are obtained by application of the Reidemeister-Schreier
algorithm. Similar tools have been used in [BGNI18| and [DGI18| to obtain finite gener-
ations of the virtual and the welded braid groups. However, there are certain technical
differences between the approaches of this paper and the above ones. We explain it below.

Note that the initial presentation for V' B], in [BGN18|, or W B], in [DG18], had gen-
erating set indexed by Z x Zs. Due to the presence of the simple order two group Zs in
the index set, the elimination process in [BGN18] or [DG18] was an one-variable process.
On the other hand, the initial generating sets for both GV B], and SG!, obtained by the
Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm are indexed by Z x Z. Consequently, the elimination
process of the generators is a two-variable process here and seemingly more complicated.
However, as we shall see, this complexity can be handled successfully and we can avoid
this technical difficulty to prove the main theorems.

Theorem [Tl and Theorem may be viewed as the first steps towards understanding
of the finiteness properties of SG, and GV B,, respectively. Using the method used in
this paper, we have been unable to produce information about other finiteness properties
of GV B,, and SG,; it would be a curious problem to study the same. We note here
that the finiteness properties of V B,, is also unknown, except for an analogous result to
Theorem [[L2in [BGN18]. However, finiteness properties of the welded braid group W B,,
have been studied by Zaremsky in [Zarl8]. In particular finite presentability of W B/,
follows from Zaremsky’s work, though explicit finite presentation for W B], has not been
obtained so far.

Bardakov, in [Ba04], introduced another generalization of braid groups which he called
universal braid groups and denoted by UB,. The group UB,, is generated by a set of
2(n — 1) generators: { o;, p; | 1 =1,2,...,n—1 }, where o; satisfy the braid relations,
and in addition there are relations ([LO.]), (LO.5) as defining relations. The speciality
of UB, is that it is an Artin group and there are surjective homomorphisms from U B,
onto all the other generalized braid groups, i.e. GV B,,, SG,,, V B,, and W B,,.

Since commutator subgroup is a verbal subgroup, a surjective homomorphism between
two groups restricts to a surjective homomorphism between the commutator subgroups.
In view of Theorem [[LT] and the fact that finite generation is quotient-closed property of
groups, the following corollary follows immediately.
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Corollary 1.3. Commutator subgroups of the universal braid groups UBs and U B, are
not finitely generated.

The following table summarizes the state of art concerning finite generation, finite
presentability and perfectness of the commutator subgroups of different braid groups
those are mentioned in this paper.

Finitely generated Perfect Finitely presented
Bl for all n (J[GLG69]) ifft n>5 (|[GL69]) for all n (JGLG69])
VB, i >4 (JBONIS)) i 7> 5 (JBGNIS)) ?
W B/, for all n ([DG18]) iff n>5 ([DG18]) iff n >4 ([Zar18])
GV B, | iff n>4 (Theorem[.2) |iff n>5 (Theorem [I.2]) ?
SG!, ifft »>5 (Theorem[LI) | iff n > 5 (Theorem [LT]) ?
Not f.g. for n = 3,4
UB], | (Corollary [L3]); forn > 5 7 ? ?

Structure of the paper. In Section 2 we recall relationship between several braid groups
using their group presentations and briefly describe the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm.
In Section Bl we compute a set of generators for both GV B/, and SG,,. In Section [ we
obtain a presentation for GV B/, using the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm. Using this
presentation, in Section B, we prove Theorem In Section [Bl we obtain a presentation
for SG., by the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm and use that to prove Theorem [T

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Relationship between SG,,, GV B,, B,, VB, and WB,. Let S,, B,, VB, and
W B,, denote the symmetric group on n letters, Artin’s braid group on n strands, virtual
braid group on n strands and welded braid group on n strands, respectively. Recall
that the symmetric group S, is generated by a set of (n — 1) generators: { o; | i =
1,2,...,n —1 }, satisfying the following set of defining relations:

oio; =ojo;, if |i — j| > 1;
0i0i410 = 0i41040441.

The virtual braid group V By, is generated by a set of 2(n — 1) generators: { g, p; | i =
1,2,...,n — 1 }, where p; satisfy the braid relations, o; satisfy the symmetric group
relations, and there are the following mized defining relations:

oipj = pjoi, if |[i —j| > 1;
Pi+10i0i41 = 0;0;41pi-

The welded braid group W B, is a quotient of V' B,, obtained by including the following
defining relations in the above presentation for V B,,:

0iPi+1Pi = Pi+1Pi0i+1-
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The relationship between the groups S,, B,., VB,, WB,, GVB,, SG, and UB,
is given by the following diagram of surjective homomorphisms:

GV B, &L UB, —— SG,

IS

(2.1.1) WB, «+—— VB,

| A

Sn

where o, 3, v, 0, w are quotient maps defined by the normal subgroups generated by
the words {p;}, {02}, {02}, {pi}, {p:i} respectively; ( is the quotient map defined by
the normal subgroup generated by the forbidden relators; £ is the quotient map defined
by the normal subgroup generated by the relators in (.0.2]), (L0.3]), and the relators
{pipi+1 pip;rll pi_1 p;rll}; K is the quotient map defined by the normal subgroup generated
by the relators in (LO2), (LO3), and the relators {o;p;0; *p; '}

Note that the map v : VB, — S, defined above is different from the map from VB,
to S, considered while defining pure virtual braid groups, e.g. in [BB09L Section 5].

2.2. The Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a group and H be a subgroup of G. Suppose that, ( S | R )
be a presentation for G. A set A consisting of some words in the generators from S is
called a Schreier set of coset representatives for H in G if

(1) every right coset of H in G contains exactly one word from A, and

(ii) for each word in A any initial segment of that word is also in A.

Theorem 2.2 (Schreier, 1927). For every H < G, a Schreier set of coset representatives
for H in G exists.

We describe the Reidemeister-Schreier method as an algorithm, which provides an
effective way to deduce a presentation for a subgroup of a group with a given presentation.
Let H < G, and ( S| R ) be a presentation for G. In order to deduce a presentation for
H we proceed as follows.

Step 1: Find A, a Schreier set of coset representatives for H in G. One may use the
Todd-Coxeter algorithm to find such a Schreier set, if [G : H] < oco.

Step 2: Deduce a set of generators { Sy, | A € A, a € S } for H defined by:
S)\va = ()\CL) (E)_la

where for any x € G, T € A denotes the unique element in A N Hzx.

Step 3: If for some A € A and a € S, the words Aa and Aa are freely equal, then collect
the relations Sy , = 1 as part of the set of defining relations for H.

Step 4: Compute the remaining defining relators 7(X r, A~Y) for H, for all A € A,
and all the defining relators r, € R, where 7, called the rewriting process, is defined as
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€p o . .
follows. For a word ag] ... a;; in the generators from S, with ; =1 or —1 for 1 < j < p,
€1 p — Q€ p
T(ag ... a; ) = Kijai, =0 P Kipai,
all...oaf "t ife =1
ERRT O =1,
where K;; =
€1 € if e, = —
gy - Oy if e = —1.

The above algorithm will produce a presentation (S| R) for Hwhere we have S =
{Sra|lA€A aeS}and R={ Sy.a | M €A, a; €S, M\ay freely equal to \a; } U
{rArp A | XeA, r,eR}.

Refer [MKS04, Theorem 2.9] for detailed explanation and proofs.

3. A SET OF GENERATORS FOR GV B, AND SG!,

Let G, = GV By, or SG,,. In order to deduce a set of generators for G/,, we will execute
Step 1 and Step 2 of the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm as described in Section

Define the map ¢:

1—>G’,L—>Gn£>Z><Z—>1

where, for i = 1,...,n— 1, ¢(0;) = 01 , ¢(p;) = p1; here o1 and p; are the generators
of the 2 copies of Z. Here, Image(¢) is isomorphic to the abelianization of G,,, denoted
as G%. To verify this, we abelianize the above presentation for G, by inserting the
relations xy = yz in the presentation for all z,y € { 04,p; | 1 <i < n—11}. The
resulting presentation is the following:

b
Gy, = <o1,p1 | o1p1 = proy >

Clearly, G% is isomorphic to Z x Z. But as ¢ is onto, Image(¢) = Z x Z. Hence, Image(¢)
is isomorphic to G?Lb. Hence, ¢ defines the above short exact sequence.

We have the following lemma.

1

Lemma 3.1. G, is generated by the words oy, j; = a{”plfaipl_kal_ o™ and

B ki = o pkpiprFprtoT™, where mk €Z, 1<i<n-—1.
Proof. Consider the Schreier set of coset representatives for G}, in G,:
A= {o"p} | m,k € Z}.
Following the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm, the group G, is generated by the set:

{Srya=a)Xa) ' | X€EA, ac{o,pli=1,2,...,n—1}}.

Choose \ = a{”plf from A. For a = 0y, Syq = a{”p’faipl_kal_lal_m. For a = p;, Sxa =

a{”p'f pipl_k pl_lal_ . Hence, G, is generated by the following elements:

m k -k _—1_—m
Omki = Somph 5 = 01 P1OIPT 01 01

ko —k —1_—
Brkyi = SU{”P’f,Pi = O{nplpipl P1 01 ",
where m,k€Z,1<i<n-—1. U
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4. GENERATORS AND DEFINING RELATIONS FOR GV B),

In order to deduce a set of defining relations for GV B}, we will execute Step 3 and

Step 4 of the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm as described in Section We have the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. GV B], has the following presentation.
Set of generators:

{ Am.k,1, Om k.2, /Bm,k,27 ay, /Bm,j ‘ m,k € Z7 3 S] <n-— 1 }
Set of defining relations: for all m,k € Z,

(4.0.1) Am,0,1 = 1;

(4.0.2) Uk G aply a5t =1, 5> 3

(4.0.3) amp2 a5 oyl o art =1, j >4

(4.0.4) aiaja;t oyt =14, 23, |i—jl > 1
(4.0.5) Bnk2 Bmj Broistn By =1 G2 4;
(4.0.6) B Bmg B By =1, 4,323, [i—jl > 1;
(4.0.7) Qi Protiy Opirn By =1, 4> 3;
(4.0.8) Am k2 Bmt1,j Oé;l}k;_}_lg Boh =1, j>4
(4.0.9) Qi Bniikz 07 Brlo =1, 124
(4.0.10) Qi Bmirg oyt Bl =1, 4,5>3, |i—j>1;
(4.0.11) k1 Omtd k2 Omt2bd Ot 2 Ot el k2 = 1
(4.0.12) O k2 O3 Qpg2 2 agl af_nlJruf’2 agl =1;
(4.0.13) o Qi1 oz;rll ozi_l oz;rll =1, i>3;
(4.0.14) Brm k41,2 /8771,1164—2,2 ﬁ;z,lk,z =1

(4.0.15) Bk, Bms Bmkt22 B's Btz Bms =1
(4.0.16) Bm,i Bm,i+1 Bm,i ;}Hl 5,;,12- ;}Hl =1,i>3;
(4.0.17) Omk+1,2 Cm1,k+1,1 577_112,&2 a;zlﬂ,k,l a;m%k,Q =1
(4.0.18) Bk @3 i1 k12 Brtos Omgipe @0 =1

(4.0.19) Bmi Qi1 @i Bploir a7t oy =1, 023
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-1 -1
(4.0.20) Brnk,2 Qm et 1,1 @mt k1,2 Qg kg Gy = 15
-1 -1
(4.0.21) Bm,3 Om k+1,2 Q3 ﬁm+2 k2 X3 Yppo = L
-1 —1 -1 .
(4.0.22) Bm,i—}—l O Q41 Bm+2,z i+1 a, = 1, 1> 3.

We consider all the
n—1}. We

Proof. We execute Step 3 of the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm.
pairs (\,a) with A€ A = {o7p} | m,k€Z}, ac S={ospi|i=12,...,
need to find the pairs (\,a) for which Aa and \a are freely equal.

Note that, oo} o; and a{”p’f o = melf are freely equal if and only if £ = 0 and
i = 1. Also note that, o"p} p; and ol pl pi = 0] pkH are freely equal if and only if
i = 1. Hence, we get the following relations as some of the defining relations for GV BY,.

Som oy =1, le. amoir =1
SUTP’ﬂm =1, Pk = 1.

Now, following Step 4 of the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm, we calculate the terms

T(Ar A1) for each A € A and for each of the defining relations 7, = 1 of GV B, as
follows:

T = 0040, 10 =1, i —j]>1;

ro = pipipy oy =1, |i—jl > 1;

rs =oipjo; p;t =1, |i—jl > 1;

T4 = 0;0441040 7,4-110 1024-11 =

r5 = Pipi—i—lpipi-}—lpi pz’+1 - 1;
6 = Pi0it10ipi0; iy = 1
r7 = pig10i0it1p; ;00 =1

Choose any element \ = o]"p¥ € A. We deduce the following.

—1 —1
T(Ar A = S,m gk 5 S mi1
( 1 ) 01”P1 504 m+ pl 05 o’{n+1plf,0'i
TN = 8 S o ket e
91 plvp 01 P1 Pj o’i"ler ,Pi
TrsA ™) =8 i, S, m1 Sl
01 P1,0% Py .pi ampk“,aZ
-1 -1
T(ArgA™ ) =8 S m1 S 2 S
( 4 ) optoi Dol pk o Pot ok 0 0{"+2,D]f,cri+1
1 —
TArsA ) =8 m e S k41 S o kt2
(ArsA™") oot Do ey pisr Dol oy pi o pht2 by
—1 —1
T(ArgA S S o k1 S i1 k1
(Ars )= ot ppi P oo Popt e e o 2ok pia

—1
k9
o7 pys0;

-1
ook .p;’

1 .
of* .05’

-1

m—+1
51 p]f70—i

-1
oy pk+1 Pi

-1

m+1 Lk
P1,0%

-1
k 9
o' p1s0i+1

1 )
O”lnplfvpi‘Fl ’

—1
o pk,oiq1’
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—1 -1 -1
. 2 1 k-
Oit1 T2k o Tt b oy ook o

—1 _
T(Ar7A™) = Set ok piin So_{npllv+1’o_i So_{n+1pllv+1

Hence we get the following set of defining relations for GV B,.

(4.0.23) am0,1 = 1;

(4.0.24) Bt = 1;

(4.0.25) Qi Ot 1,k,j 0‘7711+1,k7i oz;:kd =1, [i—j| > 1;

(4.0.26) Bt Bkt 1j Brnges1i By = 1 1i =31 > 15

(4.0.27) ki Bt 1,k O‘;v}k—i-l,i n_v,,lk,j =1, |i—j[>1;

(4.0.28) ki Cmtlkyitl Umt2,k,i Oé;zl+27k,i+1 047711+1,m a;z}k,i—i-l =1
(4.0.29) Bk, Bmk+1i+1 Bmkt2,i ﬁ;l,lk—l—li—f—l ﬁ;@,l;ﬁu /8;171]g71'+1 =1

(4.0.30) Brmksi O k141 Cmg 1k Bovo kit Ot i Compisr = 1
(4.0.31) Bon ki1 Cm i Q1,41 Bl Ot kist Qi = 1

For i =1, j > 3, (40.20) gives the relations:
Brmk,1 Bmkt1, T}}kﬂ,l ﬁ;b,lm =1,j>3, mkelZ.
Using ([4.0.24) and the above relations we get:
Bmj+15 = Bmkgs 723, mk € Z.
Iterating the above relations we have:
(4.0.32) Bmk,j = Bm,o,j, J =3, m,k € Z.
For j =1, ¢ > 3, ([£0.27) gives the relations:
ki Bmt1,k1 a;z}k-i-l,i ;7,7116,1 =1,:>23, mkel
Using ([A.0.24) and the above relations we get:
O kt1,i = Omkir © 2> 3, m,k € Z.

Iterating the above relations we have:

(4.0.33) U ki = Om,0,i) 1>3, m,k € Z.
For k =0, i = 1, (£0.25) gives the relations:
_1 1 .
Um,0,1 Om+1,0,j Cpg1,01 Qo = L J =3, me L.

Using (£.0.23)) and the above relations we have:
QUm41,0 = Om0,j, J = 3, m € Z.
Iterating the above relations we get:

(4.0.34) Qm,0,j = Q0,0,4, J = 3, m € Z.
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(40.33) and ([A0.34]) together gives:
(4.0.35) Uk = ©0,0,55 ] > 3, m, ke Z.

Using (A.0.35)) we replace oy, i ; by aoo,; for all (m,k) # (0,0) and j > 3, in all the
defining relations, and remove all oy, ; with (m,k) # (0,0), j > 3, from the set of
generators. After this replacement we denote ag g ; simply by «; for j > 3.

Using (A.0.32) we replace Bk by Bmo,  for all k # 0, j > 3, m € Z, in all the
defining relations, and remove all 3, ; with & # 0, j > 3, m € Z, from the set of
generators. After this replacement we denote 3,0 ; simply by 3, ; for j > 3, m € Z.

Lastly, using (@0.24]) we replace B, 1 by 1, for all m,k € Z, in all the defining
relations, and remove all 3, ;1 from the set of generators.

After incorporating all the replacements and notation changes as described above we
get the following set of generators for GV B

{ k1, @mk2, Bmk2s 0, Pmj | mkeZ, 3<j<n—1}%,

and the following list of defining relations for GV Bj,.
To start with, we have the relations (L0.1]). (same as (£0.23))

r (£0.25]) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: i =1, j > 3; gives the relations: (€.0.2]).
Case 2: 1 =2, j > 4; gives the relations: (A.0.3]).
Case 3: i,7 >3, |i —]| > 1; gives the relations: (£.0.4]).

r (£.0.26) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: 1 =1, j > 3; gives no nontrivial relation.
Case 2: i =2, j > 4; gives the relations: (£.0.5)).
Case 3: 1,7 >3, |i — j| > 1; gives the relations: (£.0.0)).

r (L.0.27) we have the following 5 possible cases:
Case 1: i =1, j > 3; gives the relations: ([£.0.7)).
Case 2: j =1, i > 3; gives no nontrivial relation.
Case 3: i =2, j > 4; gives the relations: (£.0.5)).
Case 4: j =2, i > 4; gives the relations: (4.0.9).
Case 5: i,j > 3, |i — j| > 1; gives the relations: (Z0.10).

r (L0.28)) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: ¢ = 1; gives the relations: (Z0.1T).
Case 2: 1 = 2; gives the relations: (L0.12).
Case 3: 7 > 3; gives the relations: (L0.13]).

r (£0.29]) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: i = 1; gives the relations: ([£0.14]).
Case 2: i = 2; gives the relations: ({L0.15]).
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Case 3: ¢ > 3; gives the relations: (£.0.10)).

For (4.0.30) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: i = 1; gives the relations: (£.0.17).
Case 2: i = 2; gives the relations: (L.0.18)).
Case 3: ¢ > 3; gives the relations: (£.0.19).

For (4.0.31T)) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: i = 1; gives the relations: (£.0.20).
Case 2: 1 = 2; gives the relations: (£.0.21]).
Case 3: 7 > 3; gives the relations: (L0.22]).

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

5.1. Infinite generation of GV Bj. From Lemma 1] we have the following presenta-
tion for GV Bj:

Generators: { k1, k2, Bmk2 | M.k €Z }.

Defining Relations: for all m, k € Z,

-1 -1 -1 .
(5.1.1) Ukl Ot 1k,2 Cmt2,k] Qo ko Qg g1 X o = 15
(5.1.2) 8 Bikins Biks = 1;

L. m,k+1,2 Pm k+22 Pmk2 — 5
5.1.3 —1 —1 -l =1;
(5.1.3) ¥m,k+1,2 Om+1,k+1,1 ﬁm+2,k,2 X1kl Yk = L
(5.1.4) 3 -1 L= 1;

i m,k,2 am7k+171 am+17k+172 am+l,k72 am,k71 -
(515) Qm 0,1 = 1.

We have the following lemma.
Lemma 5.1. GV B} is not finitely generated.
Proof. From (5.1.4) we have:

_ —1 —1
Brjk2 = Cmk1 Omi1k2 Xt 1,k+1,2 Y k41,10

Replacing these values of 3, 12 in the other relations and removing the generators
Bm.k2 from the set of generators we obtain an equivalent presentation for GV Bj as fol-
lows:

Generators: { a1, Qmi2 | mk € Z };

Defining relations: For all m, k € Z,

-1 -1 1 .
(5.1.6) Okl Omt1,k,2 Om2k1 Qo ko Oty g1 O o = L

—1 —1 _
(5.1.7) Omk+1,1 Om41,k+1,2 Xpiq k122 Y kr21 =
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-1 -1 -1 -1 )
Am,k,1 Om+1,k,2 Q9 k112 Yp k1,1 Ymok+2,1 Omt1,k42,2 Qi g3 9 Xy a3 13

-1 -1 -1 -1 1.
(5.1.8) k41,2 Om1,641,0 Omt2,k+1,0 Ot 3k+1,2 i3 52 Yo k1 Ot 1 b1 Ymka = L

(519) Qm 0,1 = 1.

Now, consider the words wy, 1 = Qm k1 Cmt1k2 i GV Bj for all m,k € Z. Now
let’s construct the quotient group GV B4/W, where W = (wy, 1, | m,k € Z), the normal
subgroup generated by the words wy, ;. We obtain a presentation for GV B,/W by
inserting the relations o, 1 Qm+1,k2 = 1, m,k € Z in the last presentation for GVBé;
and the obtained presentation for GV B,/W is as follows:

Generators: { a1 | mk€Z };

Defining relations:

—1 .
(5.1.10) Om+2,k,1 = Qg 15
5.1.11 1 . =1
(5.1.11) X1 41,1 ¥m+Lh+1,1 Qi g @m—1k1 = L
(5.1.12) am,0,1 = 1.

Now, we consider the words vy, = oz;llﬂ k1 @m—1k1 in GV By /W for all m,k € Z.

And we consider the quotient group (GV B5/W)/V, where V = (v, | m, k € Z), the
normal subgroup generated by the words vy, ;. Similar to what we did earlier, we ob-
tain a presentation for (GV B5/W)/V by inserting the relations o151 = Qm—1k1,
m,k € Z in the above presentation for GV B4/W; and the obtained presentation for
(GVB;/W)/V is as follows:

Generators: { ag 1, a1 k1 | K€ Z };

Defining relations:

(5.1.13) 00,0,1 = Q1,01 = 1;

(5.1.14) a1kl = Qg -

sy

Clearly, from (5.1.14)) we can remove the generators o j 1 and a free presentation for
the group (GV B/W)/V as follows:

(GVBy/W)/V = (agk1, ke Z—{0}).
Hence, we have obtained the following quotient maps:
GVBy % GVBYW % (GVBYW)IV = (agpy, k€Z—{0}) = F>,

which gives us an onto homomorphism v o ¢ from the group GV B} to the free group
of infinite rank F°°. This proves that GV Bj is not finitely generated. (]
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5.2. Finite generation of GV Bj.
Lemma 5.2. GV Bj is finitely generated.

Proof. To prove this lemma, we will apply different Tietze transformations to the pre-
sentation for GV B) deduced in Lemma 411
From Lemma 1] we have the following presentation for GV B:

Generators: { k1, Qmk2, @3, Bmk2, Bms | m.k €Z }.

Defining relations: for all m, k € Z,

-1 -1
(5.2.1) Q1 O3 Qg g @30 = 1
-1 -1
(5.2.2) k1 Pm+1,3 Qo k41,1 /Bm,?) =1
-1 -1 -1 _ 9.
(5’2’3) ame’l am+17k72 am+27k71 am+27k,‘,2 am+17k,1 am7k,2 - 1’
5.2.4 1 -1 -1 _ .
(5.2.4) U k2 O3 Omi2k2 O3 Qpigpo O = L
(5.2.5) p B Brls =1;
4. m,k+1,2 Pm k+2,2 Pm k2 )
-1 ;-1 -1
(5.2.6) B2 Bm3 Bmik+2,2 Bz Brgi1e Pms =1
(5.2.7) f -1 L =1
-4 Am, k41,2 Cm+1,k4+1,1 Prpgo k2 Ypi1 k1 Yn k2 )
-1 -1 -1 _ .
(5.2.8) Bmk,2 O3 Qg1 ky1,2 5m+2,3 Qi @37 = 1
-1 -1
(5.2.9) Brmk,2 Cm k41,1 Ot 1k+1,2 Qg g Qg = 1
5.2.10 -1 tal =1
( e ) /Bmvg amyk+172 ag Bm+2,k,2 043 am,k,2 -
(5211) Oém’oJ =1.
From (5.2.2), putting k = 1, we get:
(5.2.12) Bm+1,3 = Bm,3 Qm,1,1-
Using the above relation finitely many times we get:
(5.2.13) Bm,a = Po3 01,1 Qp-1,1,1, if m>1;
-1 -1 .
(5.2.14) Bm,3 =003 111 -+ A1, Em< -1

So, we can remove S, 3, for all m # 0, from the set of generators by replacing these
values in all the other relations.

After the above replacement (5.2.10]) becomes:

-1 -1 -1 .
(5.2.15) ﬁ073 Q01,1 Om—1,11 Qm k+1,2 O3 5m+2,k,2 Az~ Qg = 1, for m > 1;

-1 -1 -1 -1 -1
(5.2.16)  fogs QT e Ui Omk+12 O3 ﬁm+2,k,2 a3 e =1, for m < —1.
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1

(5.2.17) Bo,3 00 k+1,2 O3 ﬁiliﬂ Qg O‘(;,li,z =1, for m =0.

From the above relations it is clear that we can express 3,2 in terms of elements
from { 11, Qmi2, a3, Bosz | m,k € Z }. We remove all 5, 1,2 from the generating
set after replacing these values in all other relations.

Next we note that, after the above replacement in (5.2.5]), iterating the transformed
relation finitely many times we can express each oy, 2 in terms of elements from the set
{ amo2, ¥m12, Wm22, Ami1, a3, Poz | meL}.

But using (5.24) we can further simplify the expression for oy, k2, and we write a2
in terms of elements from the set
{ a2, 0102, @012, @112, @022, a122, a3, Bo3, Am11 | MEZL Y.

Then we replace these values of oy, 2 in other relations and remove o, ;2 from the
generating set.

Finally we note that (5.2.1]) is still unchanged after all the above replacements. Using
this relation we have:

—m m
Um k1 = Qg3 Qo1 O3 .

We replace these values in all the relations and remove all o, 1 with m # 0 from
the generating set. Then using the relation (B.2.7) we express all ag 1 in terms of the
elements a2, @102, @12, @1,1,2, @0,2,2, @122, @3, (0,3, 1,1 and remove all gy 1
except o, ,1. But, by (211, 0,1 = 1, hence is removed from the set of generators.

Hence we have shown that GV B) can be generated by the finite set of generators:
{002, @102, @012, Q112, @022, @122, @3, Bo3, 01,1}

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

5.3. Finite generation of GV B/, n > 5.
Lemma 5.3. GV B], has a generating set with 3n — 7 generators, for all n > 5.

Proof. To prove this lemma, we will apply different Tietze transformations to the pre-
sentation for GV B}, for n > 5, deduced in Lemma [£T]

From [{OI7) we get:

-1 -1
B2 =00 1 k1 Qoo Mm—2k+1,2 Cm—1k+11-

We replace these values of 3, 2 in all other defining relations and remove (3, 1. 2 from
the set of generators.
Note that the above substitution does not change the relation (£L0.8]), which gives:

1 .
U k41,2 = By Cmk,2 Brmtijs J 24

Here we need n > 5. Choosing j = 4, we replace a;, i.2 by ,8;1{“4 0, 0,2 ,Bfn+174 in all other
relations, and remove all oy, ;2 with k # 0 from the generating set.
After this replacement ([0.I2]) becomes:

—k k —k k -1 5k -1 k -1
5777,74 m,0,2 Bmi1,4 @3 /8m+2,4 m+2,0,2 Btz @3 B +2,4 ¥n41,0,2 Bmy1a a3 =1



COMMUTATOR SUBGROUPS OF SINGULAR BRAID GROUPS 15

Note that, using the above relation finitely many times, we can express a2 in terms
of apo2, 102, a3, Bma. And, we remove all o, 2 except a2 and a2 from the
generating set.

Now look at the relations (£.0.2) and (40.7). Note that both the relations are un-
touched after all the above substitutions. The relation ([A.0.7)) gives us:

—1
U kt1,1 = By Q1 B,

Note here that, o, 01 = 1. So for all j > 3, using the above relation finitely many times
we deduce that,

—k —k
(5.3.1) Um el = By Om,0,1 5Irf~b+1,j =B ﬁlrfwrlg‘

Now, if we put the values of oy, 1,1 obtained from above relation in ([4.0.2]) we have:
(5.3.2) ﬁ;}] Bm+1,j 5;1127]‘ Bm+1,j al_l =1, for any j, [ > 3.

We remove all v, 1,1 from the set of generators by replacing the values of ayy, 1 as in
(E3J) in all the relations.

And finally, for every j > 3, using (5.3.2]) we can express (3, ; in terms of By j, 51, ;.
So for each j > 3, we can remove all 3, ; with m # 0,1 from the set of generators.

Hence, we can generate GV B, for all n > 5, with the finite generating set:

{ 2,02, 102, aj, Poj, P1;|3<ji<n—-1}

which has 3n — 7 elements.
Hence, the proof of the lemma is complete. O

5.4. Perfectness of GV B,.
Lemma 5.4. GV B, is perfect for n > 5.

Proof. We abelianize the presentation for GV B, as in Lemma 1] by inserting the rela-
tions of the type 2 'y 'y = 1 for all z, y in the generating set, and obtain a presentation
for (GV B.,)®. We will now show that (GV BY,)% = (1).

In the abelianized presentation we observe the following:

(1) From (A0.2) we get quyi k1 = Qi for all m,k € Z. This implies that
am k1 = 0o k,1 for all m, k € Z.

(2) From (A03) we get aumyi k2 = Qmpie for all m,k € Z. This implies that
Qm k2 = o k2 for all m, k € Z. (Note that here we need n > 5.)

(3) From (F.0.I7)) using the above 2 observations we get: aq 1 = ao 2 for all k € Z.
(4) From ([f0.12) we get: ag = a2 for all k € Z.
(5) From (A.01I3) we get a; = a1 for all 3 <i<n—2.

(6) From all the above observations we have:

a3 = app2 = po,1 = 1
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= Qi1 = Upi2=0o; =1, forallmkeZ, 3<i<n-—1.
(7) From ({0.20) and observation (6) we get: S, 2 = 1 for all m, k € Z.

(8) From (4.0.21]) and observations (6) and (7) we get: S, 3 =1 for all m € Z.

(9) From (40.22) we get: Bmit1 = Bmt2, for all m € Z. Putting i = 3 we get
Bm,a = Bm+2,3 = 1 for all m € Z. Repeated use of this relation for increasing i’s gives us:
Bmi=1forallmeZ, 3<i<n-1

From the above observations we conclude that, in the presentation for (GV B/,)® all
the generators are equal to 1. So, (GV B!)% = (1). Hence, GV B!, is perfect forn > 5. [0

Lemma 5.5. GV B} and GV B} are not perfect.

Proof. To prove this lemma, we shall use the concept of ‘adorability’ of a group defined
by Roushon in [Rou04]. We recall that a group G is called adorable if G*/G*+! = 1 for
some i, where G = [G*~!, '] and G = G are the terms in the derived series of G.
The smallest i for which the above property holds, is called the degree of adorability of
G, denoted as doa(Q).

Let k = 3 or 4. Suppose, if possible, GV By, is perfect. Then GV By, is adorable. It
follows from (2I.1]), the welded braid group W By is a homomorphic image of GV By.
It follows from [Rou04, Lemma 1.1] that homomorphic image of an adorable group is
adorable. But, it is proved in [DG18, Corollary 1.4] that W By is not adorable. Hence,
GV By, is not adorable. So, in particular, GV Bj and GV B} are not perfect. O

5.5. Proof of Theorem[I.2l Combining Lemma[.1] Lemmal5.2] Lemmal5.3] Lemmal5.4]
and Lemma [5.5] we have the proof of Theorem

6. SINGULAR BRAID GROUPS: PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]
We have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. The group SG), has the following presentation.
Set of generators:

{ AU k,25 6m,k,27 g, 6m,j | myk € Z7 3 < ] <n-1 }
Set of defining relations: for all m,k € Z,

(6.0.1) ko 0 iy a5t =1, >4
(6.0.2) aioj oyt gt =1,4,5 >3, i—j] > 1
(6.0.3) B2 B Besrp By =1 524
(6.0.4) B Bmj B By =1 4,3 >3, [i—j| > 1;

(6.0.5) Brntij Py =1, 42 3;
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(6.0.6) k2 Prot1y Opgro By =1, 4> 4;
(6.0.7) Qi Pgrkz @ By =1, 0> 4
(6.0.8) @ By o Bl =1, 4,5 >3, i—j| > 1;
(6.0.9) et 1,2 0‘7711+2,k,2 Oé;m%kﬂ =1;
(6.0.10) Qm k2 O3 Qg2 k2 agl a;zlntl,ka agl =1;
(6.0.11) o Qi1 ozl-jrll ozi_l 2+1 =1, i>3;
(6.0.12) k1.2 Bro ks Cmpa = 1
(6.0.13) B2 03 Ui git12 Byas Omirge @30 = 1;
(6.0.14) Brm,i iyl @ 6;#27“1 ozi_l Z+11 =1, i>3;
(6.0.15) B2 Cmil k12 Ol gy = 1
(6.0.16) Bm3 Cmk+12 O3 5m+2 k2 %3 - af_n}k,2 =1
(6.0.17) Brmjit1 i qig1 Bl oy a7t =1, 023
(6.0.18) U2 Bnt1k2 Ot Bk = 1
(6.0.19) i Bmiri a; ' Bl =1

Proof. We execute Step 3 of the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm as we did in case of
GV B], and we get the same relations:

S oy =1, le. amonr =1

Sorpips =1, i€ Brg1=1.

Note that SG, and GV B, both have the braid relations among o;, and the rela-
tions (LOJ), (L02), (L03), (LO.5) common in their presentations. So, certain defining
relations in SGJ, are obtained immediately from the proof of Lemma Il What re-
mains to do is to re-write the defining relations for SG,, which are disjoint from the
set of defining relations for GV B,,. In the following we sketch all the computations for

completeness.

Following Step 4 of the Reidemeister-Schreier algorithm, we calculate the terms 7(Ar,A~1)
for each A € A and for each of the defining relations r, = 1 of SG,,, as follows:
T = 0040, 10’ =1, |i—j| > 1;
re = pipip; Py =1, li— i > 1;
rs =oipjo; oy =1, i —jl > 1;

-1
T4 = 0;0;+10;0 H_10' 0, 1 =1;
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T | .
T6 = Pi0it10iPi10; O = 1
11 1
7 = Pit10i0i41P; 0,410; = 1;
-1 -1
rg = oipio; p; = L.

Thus we get the following set of defining relations for SGY,.

(6.0.20) am,0,1 = 1;

(6.0.21) Bk, = 1;

(6.0.22) Qm,k,i Om+1,k,j a;ﬁl—l,kn' a;z:,lk,j =1, li—jl>1;

(6.0.23) B Bkt Brpsri By = L i =31 > 15

(6.0.24) Umki Bt kg ey By = L i = 41 > 15

(6.0.25) Qm ki Cmt1,k i+l Om+2,k i ar_n1+2,k,z‘+1 ar_nil-l,k,i ar_n}k,i—i-l =1
(6.0.26) Bk Omk+1,i+1 Qmt1k+1,i 5;12@,241 Oér_nii-l,k,i ar_r:k,i—‘,-l =1
(6.0.27) Bl Qb Li Cmg L4141 By ks Ot kit @i = 1
(6.0.28) ki Bl ki Oé;:kH,i ;,,1;” =1

As we did in the proof of Lemma [4.1] we do similar computations to observe that:
Qmk,j = Q0,04 J = 3, m,k € Z;

Bmk,j = Pm,o,js J =3, m,k € Z.
Using the above relations, we replace am, ;. ; by ag o, for all (m, k) # (0,0) and j > 3,
in all the defining relations, and remove all a,, . ; with (m, k) # (0,0), j > 3, from the
set of generators. After this replacement we denote ag ; simply by «; for j > 3.

Similarly, we replace By, ; by Bmo; for all k # 0, j > 3, m € Z, in all the defining
relations, and remove all 8, ; with & # 0, j > 3, m € Z, from the set of generators.
After this replacement we denote 3, ; simply by 3, ; for j > 3, m € Z.

Using (6.0.2I)) we replace By, 1 by 1, for all m,k € Z, in all the defining relations,
and remove all 3, 11 from the set of generators.

Finally, putting ¢ = 1 in (€0.28]) and using (6.0.20) we get: oy, ;1 = 1 for all m, k € Z.
We replace ay, 1,1 by 1, for all m,k € Z, in all the defining relations, and remove all
o k1 from the set of generators.

After incorporating all the replacements and notation changes as described above we
get the following set of generators for SG/ :

{ ampk2, Bmk2, @y Bmg | mk€Z, 3<j<n-—1},
and the following list of defining relations for SG,.
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r (6.0.22) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: i =1, >3 or,j=1, ¢ > 3; gives no nontrivial relation.
Case 2: i =2, j >4 or, j =2, i>4; gives the relations: (G.0.]).
Case 3: i,7 >3, |i — j| > 1; gives the relations: (6.0.2]).

r (6.0.23) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: i =1, >3 or,j=1, ¢ > 3; gives no nontrivial relation.
Case 2: i =2, j >4 or, j =2, i>4; gives the relations: ([6.0.3]).
Case 3: i,7 > 3, |i — j| > 1; gives the relations: (6.0.4]).

r (6.0:24]) we have the following 5 possible cases:
Case 1: i =1, j > 3; gives the relations: (G.0.5]).
Case 2: j =1, i > 3; gives no nontrivial relation.
Case 3: i =2, j > 4; gives the relations: (6.0.6]).
Case 4: j =2, i > 4; gives the relations: ([6.0.7)).
Case 5: 4,5 > 3, |i — j| > 1; gives the relations: (6.0.8]).

r (6.0.25]) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: i = 1; gives the relations: (6.0.9).
Case 2: i = 2; gives the relations: (6.0.10).
Case 3: i > 3; gives the relations: (6.0.11).

r (6.0.26]) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: ¢ = 1; gives the relations: (6.0.12)).
Case 2: i = 2; gives the relations: (6.0.13)).
Case 3: i > 3; gives the relations: (6.0.14)).

r (6.0.27) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: i = 1; gives the relations: (6.0.15)).
Case 2: 1 = 2; gives the relations: (6.0.10)).
Case 3: i > 3; gives the relations: (6.0.17).

r (6.0.28) we have the following 3 possible cases:
Case 1: ¢ = 1; gives no nontrivial relation.
Case 2: 1 = 2; gives the relations: (6.0.18)).
Case 3: i > 3; gives the relations: (6.0.19).

This completes the proof of the lemma.
We have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. SG), is finitely generated for all n > 5.

19

Proof. To prove this lemma, we will apply different Tietze transformations to the pre-

sentation for SG, deduced in Lemma [6.1]

From (6.0.7)) we get:

B2 = 04" Bok2 oy
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From (6.0.3) we get:
Bz = Bty Bmo2 Bha-

Using the above 2 sets of relations we can express each 3, 1 2 in terms of 8y.0.2, o4, Bma-
Note that, here we need n > 5. We replace these values of 3, 2 in all other defining
relations and remove all 3, 1, 2, except (o o,2, from the set of generators.

From (6.0.5) we get: for each j > 3, B, ; = fo,; for all m € Z.

We replace f3,, ; by Bo,; in all other relations, and remove all 3,, ; with m # 0 from
the generating set.

After the above substitution, the relation (6.0.6]) gives:
Omr12 = Boj A2 Bog, § > 4.

Choosing j = 4, we replace a,, 12 by ﬂ& jf 00,2 ﬁgA in all other relations, and remove
all a2 with k # 0 from the generating set.

After this replacement (6.0.9]) becomes:

—k E a—k —1 k -k _—1 ko
50,4 Am+1,0,2 ﬁoA 50,4 ®¥+2,0,2 50,4 50,4 m,0,2 50,4 =1

= Qm+1,0,2 04;,1+2,0,2 O‘r_n}og =L
Note that, using the above relation finitely many times, we can express ;o2 in terms of
ap0,2 and a102. And, we remove all o, 02 except ag 2 and a2 from the generating
set.
Hence, we can generate SG/, for all n > 5, with the finite generating set:

{ 002, @102, j, Bo; |3<j<n—1},

containing 2n — 4 elements.

Hence, proof of the lemma is complete. O
Now, we prove the following lemma.
Lemma 6.3. SG., is perfect for all n > 5.

Proof. Let n > 5. We abelianize the presentation for SG], as given in Lemma by
inserting the commuting relations zy = yx into the set of defining relations, for all
z,Y €{ ami2, Bmkz2 @, Bmy | mkeZ, 3<j<n—1}. We observe the following.

From (6.0.1) we get: i1 k2 = Qmk2, YMk €Z = pmp2 = o2, VM, k € Z.
We replace ayy, 2 by ag .2 in all the relations, and we remove all oy, o from the set of
generators except apq 2.

From (E0.I0) we get: a2 = a3, Vk € Z.
From (G.0.1T)) we get: ag =aq =+ = ap_1.
From (6.0.9) we get: agg2 = 1.

Hence we have 1= oag 2=« forall k € Z, 3 <j<n—1. We replace all a2, @;
by 1 in all defining relations, and remove them from the set of generators.
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From (6.0.3) and (6.0.7) we get: By k2 = Bo0,2, VM, k € Z.
From (6.0.5) we get: Bpmt1,j = Bm,j, YmeZ, 3<j<n—1.
= Bm,j = Poj, Y/m€Z, 3<j<n-—1
Hence, we replace all 8,12, Bm, by Booz2, Bo,; respectively, in all defining relations,
and remove all B, k2, B, from the set of generators except £o 02, 5o,;-

From m we get: ﬁ070,2 = ﬁ073.
From (6.0.14) we have: Bp3 = foa =" = Bon—1-
From (6.0.12) we have: fpp2 = 1.
So, we have 1 = y92 = o, for all 3 < j <n — 1. Hence, we replace (02, Bo,; by 1
in all defining relations, and remove them from the set of generators.

After all these replacements, clearly, we are left with the trivial group. Hence, for
n > 5, (SG')%® = {1}, i.e. SG' is perfect. This proves the lemma. O

We have the following lemma.

o0

Lemma 6.4. SG%/SGY is isomorphic to the free abelian group of infinite rank @ Z .
i=1

Proof. Note that, SG% has the following presentation:
set of generators: { o k2, B2 | Mk €Z},

set of defining relations: for all m, k € Z,

—1 —1 .
am+17k,2 am+27k‘,2 am7k72 - 17
-1 -1 .

Umkt12 Brgo ko Cppo =1
-1 .
B2 Qm+1,k+1,2 Yntih2 = b

QO k,2 ﬁm+1,k72 Q;I%JH_LQ 6;171k,2 =L
We abelianize the above presentation for SGY by inserting the commuting relations
xy = yx into the set of defining relations, for all z,y € { am k2, Bmiz2 | Mk € Z}. In
the abelianization (SG%)% = SGY%/SGY we observe the following.

We have k2 Qmithi12 Gpyigs =1 € Buk2 = Gmii k2 Oy gy -
We replace all By, 12 by ami1k.2 ar_ril-l,k 412 in all the defining relations, and remove all
Brm,k,2 from the set of generators. So, apart from all the commuting relations, we get the
following defining relations for (SG%)?.

-1 -1 .
UmA1,k,2 Qoo O o = L
-1 _ 1 .
Oém+37k;72 am+3,k+1,2 - am,k,Z am7k+1727

-1 -1 -1 _
Q2 Omt2,k2 Qo 1,2 O k1,2 Omt k1,2 Qg o = L.

Note that applying the relations: ay,412 a;ﬁiz ko Qoo = 1, all the other relations

m,k,
above become trivial relations. Hence we get the following presentation for (SG%)% :
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1 ' /
(2, Mk €L | upiok2 = Cmi1 k2 O oy [Qmk2, Qi 2] =1, Ym,m' k k' € Z),

where [z,y] = 27y 12y,

Finally, we note that using the relations c,42 k2 = Qmi1.k,2 a;lk 5, for each k € Z, we
can express any Oy 2 in terms of ag 2 and aq 1 2. So we remove all bzm,kg with m # 0,1,
from the set of generators after replacing them in terms of ag 2 and oy 2 in all the
surviving defining relations. And we find that (SG%)? has the following presentation:

< Q0.k,2, A1,k 2, kelZ | [am,k,Qa am’,k’,Q] = 17 Vm,m' € {07 1}7 \V/k’, k‘J €L >7

which is a presentation for the free abelian group of countably infinite rank, é Z .
Hence the proof is complete. = O
We have the following lemmas.

Lemma 6.5. SGY is not perfect.

Proof. From Lemma [6.4] we know that SG%/SGY is not trivial. Hence SGf5 2 SGY.
Hence SGY% is not perfect. O

Lemma 6.6. SG% is not finitely generated.

o o
Proof. From Lemma [6.7] it follows that € Z is a quotient group of SG5. As @ Z is
i=1 i=1
not finitely generated, it follows that SGY% is also not finitely generated. (]

Lemma 6.7. SG, is not finitely generated, and also not perfect.

Proof. From Lemma we have the following presentation for SG:
set of generators: { o k2, @3, B2, Bmaz | mk €L},

set of defining relations: for all m, k € Z,
Bmt13 By =1

Om+1,k,2 ar_ril—2,k,2 af_n}k,2 =1

Q2 O3 Qmaak2 O only o a5t =1
Am k41,2 5723_27]?,2 Oér_r:kg =1

Brmk,2 O3 Qg1 ky1,2 5;1£L273 Oé,_nil,m azt =1,
Brmk,2 Omi1k+1,2 a;11+17k72 =1
Bm,3 Qmk+1,2 O3 5;1}1—2,&2 04;;1 a;:k,g =1
QO k2 ﬁm+1,k72 Q;I%JH_LQ 5;171]6,2 =1

as Bmyrs o5 By =1.
Note that, if we replace all a3 and 3,3 by 1 in the above presentation, we get exactly
same presentation as we have for SG%. Hence, SGY% is isomorphic to the quotient of SG/
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by the normal subgroup generated by the set { ag, B3 | m e Z }.
Using Lemma we conclude that SG is not finitely generated.
Using Lemma we conclude that SG) is not perfect. 0

Proof of Theorem [I.1] is obtained by combining Lemma [6.2, Lemma [6.3], Lemma [6.5]
Lemma [6.6] and Lemma
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