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ABSTRACT. This article studies two notions of generalized matroid representations moti-
vated by algorithmic information theory and cryptographic secret sharing. The first (entropic
representability) involves discrete random variables, while the second (almost-multilinear
representability) deals with approximate subspace arrangements. In both cases, we prove
that determining whether an input matroid has such a representation is undecidable. Con-
sequently, the conditional independence implication problem is also undecidable, providing
an independent answer to a question posed by Geiger and Pearl, recently resolved by Cheuk
Ting Li. These problems are also closely related to characterizing achievable rates in net-
work coding and constructing secret sharing schemes. For example, another corollary of
our work is that deciding whether an access structure admits an ideal secret sharing scheme
is undecidable. Our approach reduces undecidable problems from group theory to matroid
representation problems. Specifically, we reduce the uniform word problem for finite groups
to entropic representability and the word problem for sofic groups to almost-multilinear rep-
resentability. A key part of this reduction involves modifying group presentations into forms
where linear or sofic representations are generic in an appropriate sense when restricted to
the generating set.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Main results. A matroid is a combinatorial abstraction of linear independence in vec-
tor spaces and forests in graphs. Classically, a matroid is said to be representable over a field
if there exists a set of vectors in some vector space over that field such that the subsets of
linearly independent vectors are exactly the independent subsets of the matroid. This article
investigates entropic and multilinear representations.

1.1.1. Entropic matroids.

Problem 1.1. The entropic matroid representation problem asks the following:
Instance: A matroid M on a finite ground set E with rank function r.
Question: Does there exist a family of discrete random variables {Xe}e∈E and a positive

scalar λ such that for all A ⊆ E the joint entropy H(XA) of the variables {Xa}a∈A
equals λ · r(A)?

Matroids for which the answer is positive are called entropic. The class of entropic ma-
troids contains the ones that are representable over a field (also called linear matroids) and
multilinear matroids. Entropic matroids possibly go back to Fujishige [Fuj78] and these
representations are equivalent to matroid representations by partitions [Mat99] and almost
affine codes [SA98].

The first main result of this article is the following:

Theorem 1.2. The entropic matroid representation problem is algorithmically undecid-
able.

(This is restated and proved as Theorem 7.3) In contrast, representability over some field
can be decided using Gröbner bases [Oxl11, Thm. 6.8.9]. Generalized matrix representabil-
ity over a division ring and multilinear representability are also undecidable [KPY23, KY22].
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Entropic matroids are related to ideal secret sharing schemes: In the theory of secret shar-
ing schemes one wants to distribute shares of a secret amongst a number of participants.
The goal is that only certain authorized subsets of the participants can recover the secret
by combining their shares, while other subsets of the participants can recover no informa-
tion about the secret. See [Sti92] for a detailed explanation. The family of subsets of the
participants that can jointly recover the secret is called the access structure.

A secret sharing scheme is ideal if the size of the share given to each participant equals
the size of the secret. Brickell and Davenport observed that the access structure of an ideal
secret sharing scheme determines a matroid, and called matroids arising in such a way secret
sharing matroids [BD91]. These are the same as the entropic matroids [Mat99]. Martin
extended this bijection to connected monotone access structures that potentially don’t admit
an ideal secret sharing scheme [Mar91], and Seymour proved that the Vamós matroid is not
a secret sharing matroid [Sey92].

Martin asked which connected monotone access structures admit an ideal secret sharing
scheme [Mar91]. Theorem 1.2 show that this question is undecidable.

1.1.2. Almost multilinear matroids. Almost-multilinear matroids are matroids approximately
representable by subspace arrangements. See below for a precise definition.

Problem 1.3. The almost multilinear matroid representation problem asks the following:
Instance: A matroid M on a finite ground set E with rank function r and a field F.
Question: Is it true that for every ε > 0 there exists a vector space V over F together with

a collection of subspaces {We}e∈E and a c ∈ N such that

max
S⊆E

∣∣∣∣∣r (S)− 1

c
dim

(∑
e∈S

We

)∣∣∣∣∣ < ε?

Matroids for which this problem has a positive answer are called almost multilinear. This
class generalizes the class of linear and multilinear matroids and is defined analogously to
the class of almost entropic matroids studied by Matúš [Mat07, Mat24]. Almost multilin-
ear matroids are elements of the closure of the cone of realizable polymatroids defined by
Kinser [Kin11]. Our second main result of the article is the following.

Theorem 1.4. The almost multilinear matroid representation problem is algorithmically
undecidable.

Multilinear matroids found applications to network coding capacity: In [ESG10], El
Rouayheb et al. constructed linear network capacity problems equivalent to multilinear ma-
troid representability. Our previous result in [KY22] implies that the question whether an
instance of the network coding problem has a linear vector coding solution is undecidable.
Theorem 1.4 implies that it is also undecidable whether an instance of the network coding
problem has an approximate linear vector coding solution.

A natural extension of both theorems is the question whether almost entropic repre-
sentability is also undecidable. This will be shown to be the case in the upcoming pa-
per [Yas24], which crucially relies on our work here for the almost-multilinear case.

1.2. Conditional independence implications. Given a finite ground set E, a conditional
independence (CI) statement is a triple (A ⊥ B | C) of subsetsA,B,C ⊆ E which encodes
the statement “A is independent from B given C”. We say that a family of discrete random
variables {Xe}e∈E realizes a CI statement (A ⊥ B | C) if XA and XB are probabilistically
independent given XC . Here XA is the random variable given by the tuple (Xa)a∈A, so that
its distribution is the joint distribution of variables with indices in A.

Problem 1.5. The conditional independence implication problem (CII) is:
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Instance: A set A of CI statements on a finite ground set E and a CI statement c.
Question: Does ∧

A∈A

A⇒ c

hold for every family {Xe}e∈E of discrete random variables? In other words, is it
true that whenever a family {Xe}e∈E of discrete random variables realizes all CI
statements in A it also realizes the CI statement c.

In the literature, the sets appearing in CI statements are sometimes defined to be pairwise
disjoint. In this paper, we do not make this assumption but note that both formulations are
equivalent as shown by Cheuk Ting Li [Li21].

In the 1980s, Pearl and Paz conjectured that there exists a finite set of axioms charac-
terizing all valid CI implication statements [PP86]. This conjecture was later refuted by
Studený [Stu90]. Subsequently, Geiger and Pearl proved that the CII problem is decidable
under certain conditions on the CI statements and asked whether it is undecidable in gen-
eral [GP93]. Partial results concerning the CII problem were obtained in [NGSVG13, Li21]
and it was shown in [KKNS20] that the CII problem is co-recursively enumerable. Recently
Cheuk Ting Li showed that the CII problem is undecidable [Li23].

An oracle to decide the CII problem can also decide the EMR problem. Therefore we
obtain a second independent solution of the long-standing CII problem.

Corollary 1.6. The conditional independence implication (CII) problem is algorithmi-
cally undecidable.

1.3. Related work. We attempt to give a concise summary of that part of the literature that
is most relevant to this paper, and apologize for any omissions.

Very recently Cheuk Ting Li proved that the conditional independence implication prob-
lem is undecidable, as well as that the networking coding problem is undecidable [Li23]. His
work became available very late in our writing. The methods used in both papers are related
to each other, and also to the methods of [KY22]: all three papers reduce a representability
problem to the uniform word problem for finite groups. The similarity in methods seems to
end there: the proof in [Li23] uses different (though related) combinatorial configurations of
random variables, and is significantly shorter than ours. We do not know whether it can be
used to prove that entropic representability of matroids is undecidable (and thus be applied
to show that it is undecidable whether an access structure admits an ideal secret scheme). It
also does not cover approximate results like almost-multilinear representability.

Multilinear representations of Dowling geometries were studied by Beimel, Ben-Efraim,
Padró, and Tyomkin in [BBEPT14]. This work was extended by Ben-Efraim and Matúš to
entropic matroids [MBE20] building on Matúš’ earlier work on these matroids in [Mat99].
We previously used generalized Dowling geometries to prove that the representability prob-
lem of multilinear matroids is undecidable [KY22] and, with Rudi Pendavingh, we used
more general von Staudt constructions to compare the multilinear matroid representations
with representations over division rings [KPY23]. Almost entropic matroids featured promi-
nently in Matúš’ recent article where he proved that algebraic matroids are almost en-
tropic [Mat24].

1.4. Methods and structure of the article. We first sketch the structure of the main argu-
ment and then describe the paper section by section. Undefined terms can be found in the
preliminaries (Section 2).

The basic idea is that given a finitely presented group G = ⟨S | R⟩ and one of the
generators s ∈ S, we construct a finite family of matroids M (in an explicit, computable
way). These satisfy:
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• At least one of the matroids M ∈ M is entropic if and only if G has a finite quotient
in which s maps to a nontrivial element.

• If G is a sofic group, then at least one of the matroids M ∈ M is almost-multilinear
if and only if s is nontrivial in G.

s ̸= e in some finite quotient of G /
s ̸= e in G

Some M ∈ M is entropic /
Some M ∈ M is almost-multilinear

(A)

(B)

s ̸= e in some finite quotient of G /
s ̸= e in G

Some M ∈ M is entropic /
Some M ∈ M is almost-multilinear

Figure 1. The two “if and only if” statements above, put together. The first lines of
both boxes describe the first statement, the second lines describe the second.

Hence, the so-called uniform word problem for finite groups can be reduced to the en-
tropic matroid representation problem. In the same way, the word problem for sofic groups
can be reduced to the almost-multilinear representation problem. Both of these word prob-
lems are known to be undecidable (see Sections 2.6 and 2.7).

The construction of the finite family of matroids M is the same in both cases. Schemati-
cally, the process is described by Figure 2.

Input: G = ⟨S | R⟩ and s ∈ S

Construct the augmented scrambling
G′′ = ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ of G

Construct the Dowling groupoid of G′′

Construct the set M = MS′′,R′′

of matroids subordinate
to the Dowling groupoid

Section 6

Section 3

Definition 3.9

Figure 2. Construction of the finite matroid family M.
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In this schematic, the Dowling groupoid is an intermediate object between G′′ = ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩
and a matroid called the generalized Dowling geometry of the presentation.

Using the construction of M, we prove the two “if and only if” statements of Figure 1.
Implication (A) of Figure 1 is relatively straightforward, and does not require the scrambling
construction. It would be enough to bring the given presentation ⟨S | R⟩ to our symmetric
triangular form (Definition 3.1) and work with MS,R. For entropic matroids and the uni-
form word problem for finite groups, this is proved in Section 4.1. For almost-multilinear
matroids and the word problem for sofic groups, this is proved in Theorem 9.12.

Implication (B) is somewhat more delicate and (together with the construction of aug-
mented scramblings, which was designed for this purpose) takes up much of the paper. See
Section 6 and Section 9. In the proof it is useful to have some linear algebraic tools, so even
for the statement on entropic matroids we work specifically with multilinear representations
(multilinear matroids are entropic, so finding a multilinear representation suffices).

The paper is organized as follows.
(a) We start by recalling definitions and setting up basic notions and notation in Sec-

tion 2.
(b) Given a finite group, one can define an associated matroid, the so-called Dowl-

ing geometry, whose representations are closely related to the representation the-
oretic properties of the group [Dow73]. We work with a generalization of this
construction to finitely presented groups which we present in Section 3. We call
the resulting matroids generalized Dowling geometries (GDG). We first used them
in [KY22, KPY23]. They are special cases of frame matroids as studied by Za-
slavsky in [Zas03]. The idea is to encode group presentations via the von Staudt
constructions.

(c) After defining entropic matroids in Section 4 as well as the essentially equivalent (but
more convenient) notion of probability space representations, we prove in Section 4.1
that the existence of an entropic representation of the GDG of a symmetric triangular
presentation ⟨S | R⟩ implies the existence of a group homomorphism from ⟨S | R⟩
to a finite group such that images of some elements are nontrivial.

(d) In Section 5 we discuss multilinear matroid representations and introduce an equiv-
alent (but more convenient) notion we call vector space representations, as part of
our preparation for proving implication (B) of Figure 1.

(e) In Section 6 we introduce the scrambling and augmentation constructions and prove
that the resulting groups have linear representations with desirable properties.

(f) In Section 7 we put together our tools to show that the entropic representation prob-
lem is undecidable.

(g) In Section 8 we briefly discuss the conditional independence implication problem.
(h) In Section 9 we discuss almost-multilinear matroids. The discussion parallels the

earlier sections: first we introduce approximate vector space representations in Sec-
tion 9.1. Then we discuss almost-multilinear representations of generalized Dowling
geometries in Section 9.2. In Section 9.3 we discuss approximate linear representa-
tions of scrambled groups, and in Section 9.4 we prove the almost-multilinear repre-
sentation problem is undecidable.

(i) In Appendix A we prove a mild generalization of a theorem of Matus [Mat93], which
states that a matroid is entropic if and only if it has a probability space representation.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation for probability spaces and random variables. An indexed collection of
random variables on a probability space (Ω,F , P ) consists of a set E, a collection of mea-
surable spaces {(Ωe,Fe)}e∈E , and a collection of measurable functions {Xe : Ω → Ωe}e∈E .

For convenience, we often write “let {Xe}e∈E be a collection of random variables on
(Ω,F , P ),” and use the notation {(Ωe,Fe)}e∈E for the codomains of the random variables
without explicitly naming them. We also denote by {Pe}e∈E the probability measures de-
fined by Pe = (Xe)∗ P . By definition this implies that each of the transformations

Xe : (Ω,F , P ) → (Ωe,Fe, Pe)

is measure-preserving.
Given a collection of random variables {Xe}e∈E on (Ω,F , P ) as above and a tuple S =

(s1, . . . , sn) with elements in E, we define a measurable space (ΩS,FS) by ΩS =
∏n

i=1Ωsi

and FS =
⊗n

i=1Fsi the σ-algebra generated by measurable boxes (which are the sets∏n
i=1Ai with Ai ∈ Fsi for each i). We then define a random variable XS : Ω → ΩS

by
XS (ω) = (Xsi (ω))

n
i=1 .

If the order is inessential, the same notation can be used if S is a set. On (ΩS,FS) we define
the probability measure PS = (XS)∗ P , the pushforward of P .

2.2. Entropy functions of discrete random variables. Let {Xe}e∈E be a collection of dis-
crete random variables on (Ω,F , P ). For each S ⊆ E we denote by H(XS) the (Shannon)
entropy of the random variable XS:

H(XS) := −
∑
ω∈ΩS

PS(ω) logPS(ω).

We set H(XS) := ∞ if the sum does not converge. The base of the logarithm is irrelevant
for this article; for consistency we work with the natural logarithm throughout.

2.3. Matroids. We frequently use standard terminology from matroid theory, as for in-
stance explained in Oxley’s textbook [Oxl11]. For the reader’s convenience we briefly recall
some basic definitions.

Definition 2.1. A matroid M = (E, r) is a pair consisting of a finite ground set E
together with a rank function r : P(E) → Z≥0 such that

(a) r(A) ≤ |A| for all A ⊆ E,
(b) r(A) ≤ r(B) for all A ⊆ B ⊆ E (r is monotone), and
(c) r(A ∪B) + r(A ∩B) ≤ r(A) + r(B) for all A,B ⊆ E (r is submodular).

A function r : P(E) → R≥0 satisfying (b) and (c) is called a polymatroid.

Given a matroid M = (E, r) we use the following terms:
Independent and dependent sets: A set A ⊆ E is called independent if r(A) = |A| and

dependent otherwise.
Bases: An independent set of maximal cardinality is called a basis. They are all of the same

cardinality r(E), and this cardinality is called the rank of the matroid.
Circuits: A circuit C is a minimal dependent subset of E. That is, C is dependent and

every proper subset of C is independent.
Flats and closure: A subset F ⊆ E is called a flat if r(F ) < r(F ∪ {e}) for all e ∈ E \F .

Every set A ⊆ E is contained in a unique minimal flat

cl(A) := {e ∈ E | r(A ∪ {e}) = r(A)}.
The flat cl(A) is called the closure of A.
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Loops: An element e ∈ E is a loop if the set {e} is dependent.
Simple matroids: A matroid is simple if every pair {e, e′} ⊆ E is contained in a basis.

This occurs if and only if there are no loops and every subset of cardinality 2 has
rank 2.

Connected matroids: A matroid is connected if every pair {e, e′} ⊆ E is contained in a
circuit.

A matroid is uniquely determined by its ground set together with any one of the following
families of subsets: the independent subsets, the dependent subsets, the bases, the circuits,
and the flats.

2.4. Matroid representations. Matroid theory is the combinatorial study of various no-
tions of dependence and independence, analogous to those in linear algebra. A well-studied
subclass of matroids is the class of linearly-representable matroids, in which the rank func-
tion is actually given by linear-algebraic rank: A matroid M = (E, r) is representable
over a field F if there exists a family of vectors {ve}e∈E in a vector space over F such that
r(S) = dim(span({ve}e∈S)) for all S ⊆ E. The matroid M is also called linear over F in
this case.

When studying any notion of matroid representability, it is desirable to be able to decide
whether a given matroid is representable. For example, using Gröbner bases one can decide
whether a matroid is linear over an algebraically closed field [Oxl11, Theorem 6.8.9]. The
question of whether one can decide representability over Q is equivalent to the solvability
of Diophantine equations in Q [Stu87]. This is a variant of Hilbert’s tenth problem and
still open. In this paper we study generalized notions of matroid representability and the
associated decision problems.

In this section we define the notions of representability that we will investigate throughout
the article.

Definition 2.2 ([SA98]). A matroidM = (E, r) is multilinear over a field F if there exist
an integer c and a vector space V over F with subspaces {We}e∈E such that for each S ⊆ E

r(S) =
1

c
dim

(∑
e∈S

We

)
.

In this case the vector space V and the indexed family of subspaces {We}e∈E are called a
multilinear representation of M , or a representation of M as a c-arrangement. (We learned
the term “c-arrangement” from [GM88].) Observe that if we add the constraint c = 1 we
recover the definition of linear representability.

Given a collection {Xe}e∈E of discrete random variables, Fujishige observed that the
assignment H : P(E) → R≥0 given for each S ⊆ E by the entropy H(XS) is a poly-
matroid [Fuj78]. Polymatroids arising this way are called entropic. Subsequently entropic
polymatroids were studied by various authors, and entropic matroids were defined, for in-
stance by Matǔs, who called them “strongly probabilistically representable matroids” in
[Mat99]:

Definition 2.3. A matroid M = (E, r) is entropic if there exists a family {Xe}e∈E of
random variables on a discrete probability space (Ω,F , P ) and a real λ > 0 such that for all
subsets A ⊆ E

r(A) = λH(XA).

We now introduce approximate notions of multilinear and entropic matroid representa-
tions.
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Definition 2.4. A polymatroid (E, r) is linear over a field F if there exists a vector space
V and a collection of subspaces {We}e∈E of V satisfying that for all S ⊆ E:

r (S) = dim

(∑
e∈S

We

)
.

A matroid M = (E, r) is almost multilinear if for every ε > 0 there exists a linear
polymatroid

(
Ẽ, r̃

)
and a c ∈ N such that∥∥∥∥r − 1

c
r̃

∥∥∥∥
∞

= max
S⊆E

∣∣∣∣r (S)− 1

c
r̃ (S)

∣∣∣∣ < ε.

Note that we may always assume the ambient vector space V of a linear polymatroid
(E, r) is finite dimensional: if the representation is given by the subspaces {We}e∈E of V ,
we may replace V by

∑
e∈E We, which has dimension r (E).

Definition 2.5 ([Mat07]). A matroid (E, r) is almost entropic if for every ε > 0 there
exists a collection of discrete random variables {Xe}e∈E on a probability space (Ω,F , P )
and a real λ > 0 such that

max
S⊆E

|r (S)− λH(XS)| < ε.

2.5. Hamming and rank distance.
Definition 2.6. Let n ∈ N. The normalized Hamming distance dhamm is the metric on

the symmetric group Sn defined by

dhamm(σ, τ) :=
1

n
|{i ∈ [n] | σ(i) ̸= τ(i)}|

for all σ, τ ∈ Sn.

The normalized Hamming distance satisfies that if σ, σ′, τ ∈ Sn then

dhamm(σ, σ
′) = dhamm(σ ◦ τ, σ′ ◦ τ) = dhamm(τ ◦ σ, τ ◦ σ′).

Definition 2.7. Let A,B ∈Mn (F) be matrices. Their normalized rank distance is

drk (A,B) :=
1

n
rk (A−B) .

More generally, if T1, T2 : V → W are linear maps between finite dimensional vector
spaces V,W over a field, define

drk(T1, T2) :=
1

dim(W )
rk(T1 − T2),

where the rank of a linear map is the dimension of its image.

By abuse of notation, we denote all these functions drk : Hom(V,W )×Hom(V,W ) → R
(or Mn(F) ×Mn(F)) by the same name. It will always be clear from the arguments which
function we mean.

By representing maps with respect to a fixed basis, it is clear that any result on the metric
drk defined on Mn(F) extends to End(W ) = Hom(W,W ) for any finite dimensional vector
space W over F and vice versa.

Proposition 2.8. The function drk : Hom(V,W ) × Hom(V,W ) → R is a metric on
Hom(V,W ). In particular, drk :Mn(F)×Mn(F) → R is a metric.

Proof. Symmetry and positivity are obvious. Let us prove the triangle inequality: for
T1, T2, T3 ∈ Hom(V,W ), we want to show

drk (T1, T3) ≤ drk (T1, T2) + drk (T2, T3) .
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This is equivalent to

rk (T1 − T3) ≤ rk (T1 − T2) + rk (T2 − T3) .

Now, for any vector subspaces W1,W2 of V we have dim (W1 +W2) ≤ dim (W1) +
dim (W2). Therefore:

dim im (T1 − T2) + dim im (T2 − T3) ≥ dim (im (T1 − T2) + im (T2 − T3)) ,

and the space im (T1 − T2) + im (T2 − T3) contains im (T1 − T3), since (T1 − T3) v equals
(T1 − T2) v + (T2 − T3) v for each v ∈ V . □

Remark 2.9. Note that drk is left- and right-invariant under composition with invertible
transformations, in the sense that if T1, T2 ∈ Hom(V,W ) and S,Q are invertible linear
transformations such that S has domain W and Q has codomain V , then

drk(T1, T2) = drk(S ◦ T1 ◦Q,S ◦ T2 ◦Q).
If the requirement that S,Q are invertible is dropped and S : W → U , we obtain instead

drk(S ◦ T1 ◦Q,S ◦ T2 ◦Q) ≤
dimW

dimU
drk(T1, T2).

To see this, observe that

rk(S ◦ T1 ◦Q− S ◦ T2 ◦Q) = rk(S ◦ (T1 − T2) ◦Q) ≤ rk(T1 − T2).

In particular, if A,B,C ∈Mn(F) and drk(A,B) < ε then also drk(CA,CB) < ε.

2.6. The uniform word problem for finite groups. The uniform word problem for finite
groups (UWPFG) is the following decision problem.
Instance: A finite presentation ⟨S | R⟩ of a group G and an element w ∈ S.
Task: Decide whether there exists a finite group H and a homomorphism φ : G→ H such

that w /∈ ker(φ).
Our undecidability results in the entropic setting rely on the following consequence of Slo-
bodskoi’s work [Slo81].

Theorem 2.10. The uniform word problem for finite groups is undecidable.

Slobodskoi’s result is stronger: it shows that in fact the word problem for finite groups is
undecidable for some specific ⟨S | R⟩ (in the notation above, it is only the word w that is
not fixed).

Note that this problem is semi-decidable: there exists an algorithm which halts and returns
the answer whenever it is positive, and otherwise runs forever.

2.7. Sofic groups. For an introduction to sofic groups see the survey by Pestov [Pes08].
The following is one of several equivalent definitions of sofic groups (see for instance

[ES06]). To see its equivalence to the characterization in [Pes08, Theorem 3.5], one uses
the amplification trick described in the proof of the same theorem.

Definition 2.11. A group G is sofic if for every finite F ⊆ G and for every ε > 0 there
exist an n ∈ N and a mapping θ : F → Sn such that

(a) If g, h, gh ∈ F then dhamm(θ(g)θ(h), θ(gh)) < ε,
(b) If the neutral element eG is in F then dhamm(θ(e), id) < ε, and
(c) If x, y ∈ F are distinct then dhamm(θ(x), θ(y)) ≥ 1− ε.

Our proof that the existence of almost multilinear matroid representations is undecidable
relies on the following theorem.

Theorem 2.12. There exists a finitely presented sofic group with an undecidable word
problem.
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This follows from the standard result that a solvable group is sofic, together with the
theorem of Kharlampovich [Kha81] that there exists a finitely presented solvable group
with undecidable word problem.

The following simple lemma will be useful.

Lemma 2.13. Let G be a sofic group, let F ⊆ G be a finite subset, and let ε > 0. Then
there exists an n ∈ N and a mapping θ : F → Sn satisfying the conditions in Defini-
tion 2.11 with the following additional property: for each g ∈ F , θ(g) is either the identity
permutation or a derangement.

Proof. If eG /∈ F , replace F with F ∪ {eG}. Let θ̃ : F → Sn be a mapping satisfying the
conditions of Definition 2.11 with ε′ = min(1/7, ε/7).

Construct θ : F → Sn as follows: set θ(eG) = id, and for each x ∈ F which is not the
neutral element of G define θ(x) to be a derangement satisfying

dhamm(θ(x), θ̃(x)) ≤ 2ε′.

There exists such a derangement: we have

dhamm(θ̃, id) ≥ dhamm(θ̃, θ̃(eG))− dhamm(θ̃(eG), id) ≥ 1− 2ε′,

so θ̃(x) has at most 2ε′n < 2
7
n fixed points. We can take θ(x) to be the composition of θ̃(x)

with a cycle on these fixed points.
That θ satisfies the conditions of Definition 2.11 with the given ε follows from the triangle

inequality. □

2.8. Approximate representations of groups. In order to study almost-multilinear Dowl-
ing geometries we need a “linear version” of soficity. This has been studied by Arzhantseva
and Păunescu in [AP17]. Our definitions are specialized to the finitely presented case and
avoid metric ultraproducts.

Definition 2.14. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a finitely presented group and let ε > 0. An
ε-approximate representation of the presentation ⟨S | R⟩ of G over a field F is a function

ρ : S → GLn(F)

satisfying:
(a) If r = sϵ1i1 · . . . s

ϵk
ik

is a relator in R then drk(I, ρ(si1)
ϵ1 · . . . · ρ(sik)ϵk) < ε (in this case

we say that ρ ε-satisfies r).
(b) If the neutral element eG is in S then drk(ρ(e), I) < ε.

An ε-approximate representation of ⟨S | R⟩ naturally extends to all words on S: if w =
w(S) = sϵ1i1 · . . . · s

ϵk
ik

is any word in S, we denote ρ(w) = ρ (si1)
ϵ1 · . . . · ρ (sik)ϵk .

Lemma 2.15. Let G ≃ ⟨S | R⟩ be a sofic group. Then for each ε > 0 there exists n ∈ N
and an ε-approximate representation ρ : S → GLn(C) such that for each s ∈ S:

(a) If s = eG in G then ρ(s) = In.
(b) If s ̸= eG in G then ρ(s) is the permutation matrix of a derangement, and

drk(ρ(s), In) ≥
1

2
.

Proof. Let π : FS → G be the projection of the free group on S to G. Let B be a finite
subset of FS such that S ∪ S−1 ⊂ B and each prefix of each relator of R is in B (including
the relator itself and the empty word).

Take a map θ : π(B) → Sn as in Lemma 2.13, applying the lemma with ε/2L where L
is the maximal length of a relator in R, and define ρ to be the composition of θ ◦ π with the
homomorphism Sn → GLn(C) that takes each permutation to its permutation matrix.
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It is clear from Lemma 2.13 that each s ∈ S such that π(s) ̸= eG is mapped to the
permutation matrix of a derangement, and if π(s) = eG then ρ(s) = In. Further, if r =
sϵ1i1 · . . . s

ϵk
ik

is a relator in R then since each prefix of r and each element of S ∪ S−1 is in B,
we have

dhamm((θ ◦ π)(sϵ1i1 · . . . s
ϵj
ij
) · (θ ◦ π)(sϵj+1

ij+1
), sϵ1i1 · . . . s

ϵj+1

ij+1
) < ε/2L.

By the triangle inequality it follows that

dhamm((θ ◦ π)(sϵ1i1 ) · . . . · (θ ◦ π)(s
ϵk
ik
), (θ ◦ π)(sϵ1i1 · . . . s

ϵk
ik
)) < kε/2L ≤ ε/2,

where π(sϵ1i1 · . . . s
ϵk
ik
) is the identity permutation. Hence

drk(ρ(s
ϵ1
i1
) · . . . · ρ(sϵkik ), In) < ε/2.

Since dhamm((θ ◦ π)(s) · (θ ◦ π)(s−1)), θ(eG)) < ε/2L,

dhamm((θ ◦ π)(s−1), (θ ◦ π)(s)−1) < ε/2L.

Using the triangle inequality (together with Remark 2.9) to replace each ρ(sϵjij ) with ρ(sij)
ϵj ,

we thus obtain
drk(ρ(si1)

ϵ1 · . . . · ρ(sik)ϵk , In) < ε.

Therefore ρ ↾S is an ε-approximate representation of ⟨S | R⟩.
It follows from [Lup14, Lemma 13] (or [KY22, Lemma 3.7]) that if A ∈ Mn(C) is the

permutation matrix of a derangement then drk(A, In) ≥ 1
2
. □

Lemma 2.16. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a finitely presented group. Denote the normal closure
of R by N . Let w1, w2 ∈ FS be two elements in the free group on S and suppose w1, w2

map to the same element of G ≃ FS/N . Then there exists k ∈ N such that for any ε > 0
and every ε-approximate representation ρ : S → GLn (C) of G = ⟨S | R⟩:

drk (ρ (w1) , ρ (w2)) < kε.

Proof. By assumption w1w
−1
2 ∈ N , so it can be written in the form

u = g1r1g
−1
1 · g2r2g−1

2 · . . . · gkrkg−1
k

with ri or r−1
i in R and gi ∈ FS for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k. We have drk

(
ρ
(
girig

−1
i

)
, In
)
< ε for

each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and an induction on k using the inequality drk (AB,B) = drk (A, I) (for
invertibleB) together with the triangle inequality shows that drk (ρ (u) , In) < kε. Therefore
also

drk (ρ (w1) , ρ (w2)) = drk (ρ (uw2) , ρ (w2)) = drk (ρ (u) , In) < kε. □

Corollary 2.17. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a finitely presented group, let w1, w2 ∈ FS , and let
c > 0. If for each ε > 0 there exists an ε-approximate representation ρ : S → GLn(C) of
G = ⟨S | R⟩ such that

drk(ρ(w1), ρ(w2)) ≥ c

then w1, w2 map to different elements of G.

Proof. By the previous lemma, if w1 and w2 map to the same element of G then for all
small enough ε > 0 each ε-approximate representation ρ : S → GLn(C) of G satisfies
drk(ρ(w1), ρ(w2)) < c. □

Lemma 2.18. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a finitely presented group. Let ⟨T | RT ⟩ be a presen-
tation of G with T ⊇ S such that the diagram

S //

��

T

��
G

idG // G,
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commutes, where the map S → T is the inclusion map, and the vertical maps are the natural
maps into G.

Then for every ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that if ρ : S → GLn (F) is a δ-approximate
representation of ⟨S | R⟩, then there exists an ε-approximate representation

ρ̃ : T → GLn (F)

of ⟨T | RT ⟩ which extends ρ in the sense that ρ̃ (s) = ρ (s) for all s ∈ S.

Proof. For each t ∈ T \ S choose wt ∈ FS that maps to the same element as t in G. Let
r = tϵ1i1 · . . . · t

ϵm
im

∈ FT be a relator in RT . The the word wr = wϵ1
ti1

· . . . wϵm
tim

∈ FS maps to
the identity of G. So by Lemma 2.16 there exists kr ∈ N such that drk (ρ (wr) , I) < krδ for
any δ-approximate representation ρ of ⟨S | R⟩.

Take k = maxr∈RT
kr and δ = ε

k
. Given a δ-approximate representation ρ : S →

GLn (C) of ⟨S | R⟩, extend ρ to ρ̃ : T → GLn (C) by setting ρ̃ (t) = ρ (wt) for all t ∈ T \S.
If r ∈ RT then

drk (ρ̃ (r) , I) = drk (ρ (wr) , In) < kδ = ε

as desired. □

2.9. Finitely presented categories. Finitely presented categories are to finitely presented
monoids as groupoids are to groups. We use these in our discussion of almost-multilinear
representations.

For the following definitions see also Awodey’s book [Awo10]. All our directed graphs
may have multiple edges between the same pair of edges.

Definition 2.19 (free categories). The free category on a directed graph G is the category
C (G) in which objects are the vertices of G, morphisms are (directed) paths in G, and
composition is given by concatenating paths.

Definition 2.20. A congruence on a category C is an equivalence relation ∼ on the mor-
phisms of C such that:

(a) If f ∼ g then f, g have the same domain and the same codomain.
(b) If f ∼ g then a ◦ f ◦ b ∼ a ◦ g ◦ b for all morphisms a with codomain the domain of

f, g and all morphisms b with domain the codomain of f, g.

A congruence on C is precisely an equivalence relation ∼ on morphisms such that there
is a quotient category C/ ∼ with the same objects as C and such that homC/∼(x, y) =
homC(x, y)/ ∼ for all x, y ∈ ob(C). The composition in C/ ∼ is induced from that of C,
and the identity morphisms are the images through the quotient map of those in C.

Definition 2.21 (finitely presented categories). Let C be a category and letR = {fi = gi}i∈I
be a set of formal expressions (“relations”) such that for each i ∈ I , fi, gi : xi → yi are two
morphisms between the same two objects of C. Denote by ∼R the minimal congruence sat-
isfying that fi ∼R gi for each i ∈ I . We call ∼R the congruence generated by the relations
in R.

A finitely presented category is a category of the form C (G) / ∼R, where G is a finite
directed graph and R is a finite set of relations between morphisms of C (G).

In this situation we denote ⟨G | R⟩ = C (G) / ∼R. As far as we are aware this notation is
nonstandard, but it gives us a convenient way to refer to the finite set R, rather than just to
the congruence ∼R.

Remark 2.22. In the notation above, the congruence ∼R is precisely the equivalence relation
in which h1, h2 are equivalent if and only if they may be written in the form

h1 = a1 ◦ fi1 ◦ a2 ◦ fi2 ◦ . . . ◦ an ◦ fin ◦ an+1,



14 LUKAS KÜHNE AND GEVA YASHFE

h2 = a1 ◦ gi1 ◦ a2 ◦ gi2 ◦ . . . ◦ an ◦ gin ◦ an+1,

where n ∈ N and “fij = gij” is a relation in R for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n.
To verify this, it suffices to note that ∼R is indeed a congruence and that it contains the

relations fi ∼R gi for all i ∈ I .

Remark 2.23. To construct a functor F from a finitely presented category C = C (G) / ∼R

into a category D, it suffices to define F on the objects and morphisms of C corresponding to
vertices and edges ofG, and to show that if φ1 = φ2 is a relation in R then F (φ1) = F (φ2)
in D (see [Awo10]).

Definition 2.24. A groupoid is a category in which every morphism has a two-sided
inverse. A finitely-presented groupoid is a finitely-presented category that happens to be a
groupoid.

Remark 2.25. For a finitely presented category C(G)/ ∼R to be a groupoid it suffices that
each generating morphism (i.e. corresponding to an edge of G) is invertible.

2.10. Approximate representations of groupoids. In some situations it is more natural to
produce approximate representations of Dowling groupoids (see Section 3 below) than of
the corresponding groups. It is useful to have some results applicable in this situation.

Definition 2.26. Let ε > 0. An ε-representation ρ of a finitely presented groupoid C =
⟨G | R⟩ over a field F is a functor ρ from C(G) to the category of finite dimensional F-vector
spaces such that

(a) If “f = g” is a relation in R then drk(ρ(f), ρ(g)) < ε.
(b) If x, y are vertices in the same connected component ofG then dim ρ(x) = dim ρ(y).

Remark 2.27. Note that by Remark 2.23 it suffices to specify an approximate representation
of ⟨G | R⟩ on the vertices and edges of the graph G.

Condition (b) can be omitted more-or-less harmlessly, in the sense that approximate ε-
“representations” that do not satisfy it can be approximated by ones that do (with slightly
larger ε, depending on the particular presentation). But it shortens some proofs.

Lemma 2.28. Let C = ⟨G | R⟩ be a finitely presented groupoid. Denote the congruence
generated by R by ∼R. Let h1, h2 be two morphisms in the free category C(G) that map to
the same morphism of C (note that in particular they have the same domain and codomain).
Then there exists k ∈ N such that for any ε > 0 and every ε-approximate representation ρ
of ⟨G | R⟩:

drk(ρ(h1), ρ(h2)) < kε.

Proof. By Remark 2.22, we may write

h1 = a1 ◦ fi1 ◦ a2 ◦ fi2 ◦ . . . ◦ an ◦ fik ◦ ak+1,

h2 = a1 ◦ gi1 ◦ a2 ◦ gi2 ◦ . . . ◦ ak ◦ gik ◦ ak+1,

where k ∈ N and “fij = gij” is a relation in R for each 1 ≤ j ≤ k.
Since

drk(ρ(fij), ρ(gij)) < ε

for each 1 ≤ j ≤ k, the result follows by Remark 2.9. □

Corollary 2.29. Let C = ⟨G | R⟩ be a finitely presented groupoid, let h1, h2 be mor-
phisms in the free category C(G) with the same domain and codomain, and let α > 0. If for
each ε > 0 there exists an ε-approximate representation ρ of ⟨G | R⟩ such that

drk(ρ(h1), ρ(h2)) ≥ α

then h1, h2 map to different elements of C.
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Proof. By the previous lemma, if h1, h2 map to the same element of C then for all small
enough ε > 0 each ε-approximate representation ρ of ⟨G | R⟩ satisfies drk(h1, h2) < α. □

2.11. Some algebraic lemmas. We collect some results about field theory and linear alge-
bra for later use. We use them in order to prove that certain matroids are (almost) multilinear.
All of them are either elementary or well known, but we include proofs for most.

Recall that a group G is residually finite if for each x ∈ G such that x ̸= eG there exists a
finite group H and a homomorphism φ : G→ H such that φ (x) ̸= eH .

Theorem 2.30 (Mal’cev’s theorem). Let F be a field. A finitely generated subgroup of
GLn (F) is residually finite.

For a proof see [LS77] for example.

Lemma 2.31. Let F be a field, G a finitely generated group, g ∈ G an element, and let
ρ : G → GLn(F) be a representation such that ρ (g) ̸= In. Then there exists n′ ∈ N and a
representation ρ′ : G→ GLn′(F) such that for every x ∈ G the matrix ρ′ (x) is either In′ or
the permutation matrix of a derangement, and ρ′(g) ̸= In′ .

Proof. The image ρ (G) is a finitely generated subgroup of GLn(F), so it is residually finite
by Mal’cev’s theorem. Therefore there exists a finite group H and a homomorphism φ :
ρ (G) → H such that φ (ρ (g)) ̸= eH . The left action of H on itself defines a permutation
representation of H , and thus of ρ (G) and of G, on a set of n′ = |H| elements, such that
any element that acts nontrivially acts by a derangement. Choosing a bijection between H
and the set {1, . . . , n′} we produce a homomorphism G → Sn′ which maps each x ∈ G
to the identity or to a derangement (and g to a derangement). There is a homomorphism
Sn′ → GLn′(F) which maps each permutation to its permutation matrix. Taking ρ′ to be the
composition of these homomorphisms G→ Sn′ → GLn′(F) yields the result. □

Lemma 2.32. Let F be an algebraically closed field of characteristic either 0 or larger
than n and let A ∈ GLn(F) be the permutation matrix of a derangement. Then A is conju-
gate to a block diagonal matrix in which every k × k nonzero block is a diagonal matrix of
the form 

ω0

ω1

. . .

ωk−1

 ∈ GLk(F)

for ω a primitive k-th root of unity.

Proof. Suppose A is the permutation matrix of a derangement σ ∈ Sn. Let the cycle de-
composition of σ be

(i1i2 . . . ik1) (ik1+1ik1+2 . . . ik2) . . .
(
ikr−1+1ikr−1+2 . . . in

)
.

Then if P is the permutation matrix of the permutation that takes j to ij for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n,
it is clear that P−1AP is a block diagonal matrix which blocks of size k1, k2 − k1, k3 −
k2, . . . , n − kr−1, in which each nonzero k × k block is the permutation matrix of a cyclic
permutation, i.e., is of the form

B =


0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0

0 0
. . . 0 0

0 0 0 1 0

 ∈ GLk(F).
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Such a matrix defines a representation of Z/kZ (in which the generator 1 ∈ Z/kZ maps
to B). Its character vanishes on every x ∈ Z/kZ except the identity, on which it achieves
the value k. Since this is precisely the sum of the irreducible characters of Z/kZ the result
follows.

More concretely, if ω is a primitive k-th root of unity in F then for the Vandermonde
matrix Q =

(
ω−(i−1)(j−1)

)
1≤i,j≤k

we have

QBQ−1 =


ω0

ω1

. . .

ωk−1

 . □

We need a basic property of transcendental field extensions. The following is elementary
and well known.

Lemma 2.33. Let F ⊂ L be fields with z1, . . . , zn ∈ L transcendental over F. Then
F(z1, . . . , zn) (the minimal subfield of L containing F and z1, . . . , zn) is isomorphic to the
field of rational functions in n variables over F. In particular, if p ∈ F [x1, . . . , xn] is
nonzero then p(z1, . . . , zn) ̸= 0.

We apply this lemma in the following form:

Corollary 2.34. Let F be a field and let L = F (zk,i,j)1≤k≤r,1≤i,j≤n. For each 1 ≤ k ≤ r

denote by Ak ∈Mn (L) the matrix given by

Ak = (zk,i,j)1≤i,j≤n .

Let w an element of the free algebra over F with generators b1, . . . , br, b−1
1 , . . . , b−1

r and
c1, . . . , cs, c

−1
1 , . . . , c−1

s (note that formally bi and b−1
i as well as ci and c−1

i are unrelated gen-
erators, and not inverses in this algebra). For invertible matrices B1, . . . , Br, C1, . . . , Cs ∈
Mn (L), denote byw (B1, . . . , Br, C1, . . . , Cs) ∈Mn (L) the matrix obtained by substituting
Bi and B−1

i for bi and b−1
i and Ci and C−1

i for ci and c−1
i in the expression w.

If there exist invertible matrices B1, . . . , Br, C1, . . . , Cs ∈ Mn (L) such that the matrix
w (B1, . . . , Br, C1, . . . , Cs) is invertible then w (A1, . . . , Ar, C1, . . . , Cs) is invertible too.

Proof. Using Cramer’s formula, consider p = det (w (A1, . . . , Ar, C1, . . . , Cs)) as a rational
function over F in variables the entries {zk,i,j}1≤k≤r,1≤i,j≤n of A1, . . . , Ar. Represent it as a
reduced fraction of polynomials f

g
in the variables. Then

det (w (B1, . . . , Br, C1, . . . , Cs))

is the value of this rational function when the entries of B1, . . . , Br are substituted for the
variables. In particular, f and g are nonzero (because they give nonzero values with this
substitution). Thus also p ̸= 0 by an application of Lemma 2.33 to each of f and g. □

Corollary 2.35. Let F be a field, let L = F (z), and let A,B ∈ Mn (F) be invertible
matrices. Then det (zA+B) ̸= 0.

Proof. Consider det (xA+B) as a polynomial in x: it is nonzero because substituting x =
0 yields det(B) ̸= 0. By Lemma 2.33 we have det(zA+B) ̸= 0 as required. □

3. GENERALIZED DOWLING GROUPOIDS AND GEOMETRIES

We find it useful to think of generalized Dowling geometries (see the overview in Sec-
tion 1) as matroidal encodings of certain groupoids, which we call Dowling groupoids. In
this section we introduce the Dowling groupoid of a finitely presented group, explain how
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representations of these groupoids are related to representations of the associated groups,
and define the generalized Dowling geometries.

To define the generalized Dowling groupoids and geometries we use group presentations
satisfying certain combinatorial requirements. While algebraically some of them are very
artificial, they make the combinatorics that follows more convenient. Note that the relators
in our presentations are not necessarily reduced. (To describe group presentations we freely
use both relators and relations as convenient.)

Definition 3.1. We call a group presentation ⟨S | R⟩ symmetric triangular if it satisfies
the following conditions.

(a) S and R are finite and the neutral element e is a generator in S.
(b) The generators S are symmetric. That is, for e ̸= s ∈ S also s−1 ∈ S. Further, ss−1e

is a relator in R.
(c) All relators in R are of length three.
(d) The relators in R are cyclically symmetric. That is, if abc ∈ R is a relator for

a, b, c ∈ S then also bca and cab are relators in R.
(e) If abc ∈ R is a relator then also c−1b−1a−1 is a relator in R.
(f) eee is a relator in R.

Any finitely presented group has a symmetric triangular presentation. To obtain one
from a given presentation ⟨S | R⟩, first add the neutral element e to S if necessary. Then
symmetrize the generators (by adding a formal inverse s−1 for each s ∈ S \ {e} which does
not already have one, together with the relation s−1se = e). Then “break up” long relators
into short ones as follows: given a relator s1s2 . . . sn in R, add generators x2, x3, . . . , xn−2,
and symmetrize the generating set (to add inverses for the new generators). Then add the
relations

s1s2x
−1
1 = e, x1s3x

−1
2 = e, . . . , xn−2sn−1sn = e,

and delete s1s2 . . . sn = e from R. Symmetrize R by adding the cyclic shifts of each relator
and their inverses. Finally, add the relator eee.

Definition 3.2. Let G be a group given by a symmetric triangular presentation ⟨S | R⟩.
The Dowling groupoid associated to ⟨S | R⟩ is the finitely presented groupoid G with the
following presentation:

(a) The objects are {b1, b2, b3},
(b) Generators for the morphisms are given by

{gs,i,j : bi → bj | s ∈ S, and i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} with i ̸= j} .
(c) For each s ∈ S and each pair of distinct indices i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} we impose the

relation gs,j,i ◦ gs,i,j = idbi . For each cyclic shift (i, j, k) of (1, 2, 3) and for each
relation s′′s′s = e in R, we impose the relation

gs′′,k,i ◦ gs′,j,k ◦ gs,i,j = idbi .

Remark 3.3. It is useful to note that since ⟨S | R⟩ is symmetric triangular, the following
relations hold in G:

(a) For each permutation (i, j, k) of (1, 2, 3) and for each s ∈ S, the relation

ge,j,k ◦ gs,i,j = gs,j,k ◦ ge,i,j
holds.

(b) For each permutation (i, j, k) of (1, 2, 3), the relation ge,k,i ◦ge,j,k ◦ge,i,j = idbi holds.
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•b1 • b2

•
b3

gs,1,2

gs,2,1

gs,1,3

gs,3,1 gs,2,3

gs,3,2

Figure 3. Morphisms in a generalized Dowling groupoid that correspond to a gen-
erator s ∈ S.

Each relation of type (a) can be deduced from the relation

gs−1,k,i ◦ ge,j,k ◦ gs,i,j = idbi = gs−1,k,i ◦ gs,j,k ◦ ge,i,j

which can itself be deduced from the defining relations of G and the fact that s−1es = e is a
relation of ⟨S | R⟩, because the presentation is symmetric triangular.

Similarly, the six relations of type (b) follow from the defining relations of G, together
with the fact that eee = e is a relation in R. Note that for (i, j, k) an odd permutation of
(1, 2, 3) (which is not a cyclic shift) the relation ge,k,i ◦ ge,j,k ◦ ge,i,j = idbi is the inverse of
ge,j,i ◦ ge,k,j ◦ ge,i,k = idbi , where (i, k, j) is a cyclic shift of (1, 2, 3).

3.1. Representations of G and of G. Let G be a group with a symmetric triangular pre-
sentation. The Dowling groupoid G does not interest us in itself; it is a sort of intermediate
object between G and the matroids constructed further below. The point is that from a
representation of G into some category C (i.e. a functor F : G → C) one can obtain a
representation of G in C and vice versa. Here G is considered as a groupoid with one object
∗. This is shown in several lemmas below. The proofs are rather obvious and readers may
wish to skip them (the purpose of this section is to verify that the relations defining G have
been chosen correctly).

Lemma 3.4. For each representation F : G → C of G in a category C there is an
isomorphic representation F ′ : G → C which satisfies:

(a) F ′ (b1) = F ′ (b2) = F ′ (b3),
(b) F ′ (ge,i,j) = idF ′(bi) for all i, j,
(c) F ′ (gs,1,2) = F ′ (gs,2,3) = F ′ (gs,3,1) for each s ∈ S, and
(d) F ′ (gs,2,1) = F ′ (gs,3,2) = F ′ (gs,1,3) = F ′ (gs,1,2)

−1 for each s ∈ S.

That F ′ is an isomorphic representation of G means that there is a natural isomorphism
F → F ′.
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Proof. Define F ′ on objects by setting F ′ (bi) := F (b1) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Further define it
on the generating morphisms f : bi → bj as follows:

F ′(f) :=


F (ge,j,1 ◦ f ◦ ge,1,i) if i ̸= 1 and j ̸= 1,

F (ge,j,1 ◦ f) if i = 1,

F (f ◦ ge,1,i) if j = 1.

For each object bi of G we define an isomorphism ηbi : F (bi) → F ′(bi) by setting
η1 := idF (b1) and ηi = F (ge,i,1) for i = 2, 3. By definition of F ′ this yields for each
generating morphism f : bi → bj of G the commutative diagram:

F (bi)
ηbi //

F (f)

��

F ′ (bi)

F ′(f)
��

F (bj)
ηbj // F ′ (bj) .

For general morphisms of G the same diagrams commute, because they can be written as
compositions of generating morphisms. Thus F ′ is a functor, i.e. it respects composition: if
f2 ◦ f1 = f3 in G for some f1 : bi → bj , f2 : bj → bk, and f3 : b1 → bk then the diagram

F (bi)

ηbi
��

F (f1) // F (bj)

ηbj
��

F (f2) // F (bk)

ηbk
��

F ′ (bi)
F ′(f1)

// F ′ (bj)
F ′(f2)

// F ′ (bk)

commutes, implying that

F ′ (f2) ◦ F ′ (f1) ◦ ηbi = ηbk ◦ F (f2) ◦ F (f1)

and thus that F ′ (f2)◦F ′ (f1) = ηbk ◦F (f2 ◦ f1)◦η−1
bi

= ηbk ◦F (f3)◦η−1
bi

. But by definition
we have F ′ (f3) = ηbk ◦ F (f3) ◦ η−1

bi
, which shows

F ′ (f3) = F ′ (f2 ◦ f1)
as desired. By definition the maps {ηbi}bi∈ob(G) define a natural isomorphism F → F ′.

We now prove each of the claimed properties of F ′ in turn:
Property (a) is satisfied by definition, and property (b) follows from the following com-

putations, in which we use the relations of G:

F ′ (ge,1,2) =F (ge,2,1 ◦ ge,1,2) = F (idb1) = idF ′(b1)

F ′ (ge,2,3) =F (ge,3,1 ◦ ge,2,3 ◦ ge,1,2) = F (idb1) = idF ′(b1)

F ′ (ge,3,1) =F (ge,3,1 ◦ ge,1,3) = F (idb1) = idF ′(b1).

We now prove property (c). To this end observe that F ′ (gs,1,2) = F (ge,2,1 ◦ gs,1,2) and
furthermore F ′ (gs,2,3) = F (ge,3,1 ◦ gs,2,3 ◦ ge,1,2). The relations of G imply that

F ′ (gs,1,2) =F (ge,2,1 ◦ gs,1,2)
(1)
= F (ge,3,1 ◦ ge,2,3 ◦ gs,1,2)

(2)
=F (ge,1,3 ◦ gs,2,3 ◦ ge,1,2) = F ′ (gs,2,3) .

where (1) is obtained by precomposing the identity ge,2,1 ◦ge,1,2 = idb1 = ge,3,1 ◦ge,2,3 ◦ge,1,2
with g−1

e,1,2 and (2) follows from the relation ge,2,3 ◦ gs,1,2 = gs,2,3 ◦ ge,1,2. The identity
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F ′ (gs,2,3) = F ′ (gs,3,1) follows similarly: we have

F ′ (gs,3,1) =F (gs,3,1 ◦ ge,1,3) = F (gs,3,1 ◦ ge,2,3 ◦ ge,1,2)
=F (ge,3,1 ◦ gs,2,3 ◦ ge,1,2) = F ′ (gs,2,3) .

For property (d), using the fact that gs,2,1 = g−1
s,1,2 in G we see that F ′ (gs,2,1) = F ′ (gs,1,2)

−1.
Similarly we have gs,3,2 = g−1

s,2,3 and gs,1,3 = g−1
s,3,1. It follows that

F ′ (gs,2,1) = F ′ (gs,3,2) = F ′ (gs,1,3) . □

Lemma 3.5. Consider G as a groupoid with one object ∗ and morphisms the elements of
the group G. Let F : G → C be a representation satisfying properties (a)-(d) of Lemma 3.4.
Then there is a functor

F ′ : G→ C

defined by F ′ (∗) = F (b1) and on the generating morphisms by F ′ (s) = F (gs,1,2).

Proof. We only have to verify that F ′ (s′′)◦F ′ (s′)◦F ′ (s) = idF ′(∗) for any relation s′′s′s =
e in R. We compute

F ′ (s′′) ◦ F ′ (s′) ◦ F ′ (s) = F (gs′′,1,2) ◦ F (gs′,1,2) ◦ F (gs,1,2)

=F (gs′′,3,1) ◦ F (gs′,2,3) ◦ F (gs,1,2) = F (gs′′,3,1 ◦ gs′,2,3 ◦ gs,1,2) = F (idb1)

=idF (b1) = idF ′(∗). □

Lemma 3.6. Consider G as a groupoid with one object ∗. Let F : G → C be a repre-
sentation of G. Then there is a functor

F ′ : G → C

defined on objects by F ′ (bi) = F (∗) and on the generating morphisms by:

F ′ (gs,1,2) = F ′ (gs,2,3) = F ′ (gs,3,1) = F (s) and

F ′ (gs,2,1) = F ′ (gs,3,2) = F ′ (gs,1,3) = F (s)−1

for each s ∈ S. This functor satisfies properties (a)-(d) of Lemma 3.4.

Proof. Once we prove F ′ is a functor, properties (a)-(d) follow directly from the definition.
Thus we only need to check that each relation between morphisms in G is respected by F ′.

Observe that if s ∈ S and i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} are distinct then F ′ (gs,j,i) ◦ F ′ (gs,i,j) equals
either F (s) ◦ F (s)−1 or F (s)−1 ◦ F (s), depending on whether the pair (i, j) is one
of {(1, 2) , (2, 3) , (3, 1)}, and in either case the composition maps to the identity. Since
F ′ (ge,i,j) = F (e) = idF (∗), it is clear that

F (ge,k,i) ◦ F (ge,j,k) ◦ F (ge,i,j) = idF (bi)

whenever i, j, k are distinct indices. Similarly,

F (gs,j,k) ◦ F (ge,i,j) = F ′ (s)sgn(j,k,i) = F ′ (s)sgn(i,j,k) = F (ge,j,k) ◦ F (gs,i,j) .

If s′′s′s = e is a relation in R and (i, j, k) is a cyclic shift of (1, 2, 3) we then have
F ′ (gs,i,j) = F (s), F ′ (gs′,j,k) = F (s′), and F ′ (gs′′,k,i) = F (s′′), so that

F ′ (gs′′,k,i) ◦ F ′ (gs′,j,k) ◦ F ′ (gs,i,j) = F (s′′) ◦ F (s′) ◦ F (s)

=F (s′′s′s) = F (e) = idF (bi). □

3.2. Generalized Dowling geometries. We define a class of matroids which generalize
the classical Dowling geometries from finite groups to finitely presented groups (we first
defined these in [KY22]). The structure closely parallels that of the Dowling groupoids
defined above.
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Definition 3.7. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a group together with a symmetric triangular pre-
sentation. The generalized Dowling geometry associated to the presentation ⟨S | R⟩ is the
rank 3 matroid M on the ground set

E := {b1, b2, b3} ∪ {si | s ∈ S, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3}
(i.e., three elements b1, b2, b3 and three indexed copies of each element s ∈ S) and with the
following flats of rank 2 (which are called lines, in analogy with affine geometry):

• For each s ∈ S, we place the element s1 on the line spanned by {b1, b2}, and similarly
s2 and s3 are on the lines spanned by {b2, b3} and {b3, b1} respectively. This means
that each of the sets

{b1, b2} ∪ {s1 | s ∈ S} , {b2, b3} ∪ {s2 | s ∈ S} , {b3, b1} ∪ {s3 | s ∈ S}
is a flat.

• For each relation s′′s′s = e in R and any cyclic shift (i, j, k) of the indices (1, 2, 3),
we take

{
si, s

′
j, s

′′
k

}
to be a flat.

Proposition 3.8. The generalized Dowling geometry associated to a symmetric triangu-
lar group presentation is a matroid and B = {b1, b2, b3} is one of its bases.

Proof. Any two of the rank-2 flats defined above intersect in at most one element, and B is
not contained in any of these flats. The result thus follows from [Oxl11, Prop. 1.5.6]. □

Definition 3.9. LetG = ⟨S | R⟩ be a group with a symmetric triangular presentation. We
define a set MS,R of generalized Dowling geometries, which we call the set of generalized
Dowling geometries subordinate to ⟨S | R⟩.

Denote by T the set of all words s′′s′s, where s, s′, s′′ ∈ S are three generators (not
necessarily distinct). For each X ⊆ T symmetrize the relations of ⟨S | R ∪X⟩ and denote
by MX the generalized Dowling geometry associated to the resulting group presentation.
Then

MS,R := {MX | X ⊆ T}.
Remark 3.10. Each generalized Dowling geometry in MS,R is the geometry associated to
⟨S | R ∪X⟩ for some X , and there is a quotient map ⟨S | R⟩ → ⟨S | R ∪X⟩ which is the
identity on the generators.

The family MS,R can also be described as a collection of certain weak images of the
generalized Dowling geometry associated to ⟨S | R⟩, but we will not use this.

4. PROBABILITY SPACE REPRESENTATIONS OF MATROIDS

An entropic representation of a matroid is given by a collection of random variables on
a discrete probability space. We introduce some new language to handle these more conve-
niently: rather than working with the entropy function, we prefer to work with the indepen-
dence and determination properties of the variables. In terms of the matroids involved, this
corresponds to working with independent sets and circuits. We package everything we need
into the definition of a “probability space representation” and the accompanying notation.
The discussion is essentially equivalent to the probabilistic representations introduced by
Matǔs in [Mat93].

Definition 4.1. Let (Ω,F , P ) be a probability space and let {Xe}e∈E be a finite collection
of random variables on (Ω,F , P ). (See Section 2.1 for the notation.)

(a) The variables {Xe}e∈E are independent if for any (Ae)e∈E ∈∏e∈E Fe:

P

(⋂
e∈E

X−1
e (Ae)

)
=
∏
e∈E

P
(
X−1

e (Ae)
)
.
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(This is the usual notion of independence of random variables.)
(b) Fix c ∈ C ⊆ E. The function Xc is determined by {Xe}e∈C\{c} if there exists a

measurable function
f :

∏
e∈C\{c}

Ωe → Ωc

such that f ◦ (Xe)e∈C\{c} = Xc. Such a function f is called a determination function
for Xc given {Xe}e∈C\{c}, or just a determination function for short.

Definition 4.2. Let M be a matroid on a finite set E. A probability space representation
of M consists of a discrete probability space (Ω,F , P ) and an indexed collection of random
variables {Xe}e∈E on Ω such that the following conditions hold:

(a) (Independence.) If A ⊆ E is independent, the variables {Xe}e∈A are independent.
(b) (Determination.) If C ⊆ E is a circuit and c ∈ C, then Xc is determined by

{Xe}e∈C\{c}.
(c) (Non-triviality.) If e ∈ E is not a loop, there are disjoint measurable S, T ⊊ Ωe such

that X−1
e (S) and X−1

e (T ) have nonzero probability.

Remark 4.3. The non-triviality condition implies, for instance, that Ωe is not a singleton.
Together with the independence condition, it also ensures that if e ∈ A ⊆ E where A is
independent then Xe is not determined by {Xf}f∈A\{e}.

Note that since the probability space is discrete, it is harmless to assume that all singletons
have positive probability. With this additional assumption we have that XA is surjective for
each independent A ⊆ E.

As in Section 2.1, whenever we work with just one matroid on a ground set E and one
probability space representation in (Ω,F , P ), we will denote the measurable spaces and
functions associated to each element e ∈ E by (Ωe,Fe) and Xe : Ω → Ωe respectively,
without further explicit mention of the notation.

Theorem 4.4. Let M be a connected matroid of rank at least two. Then M is entropic
if and only if it has a probability space representation in a discrete probability space in
which each singleton has nonzero probability. In this case, each of the random variables
{Xe}e∈E is uniformly distributed and the underlying probability space has a finite subset of
probability 1.

The first part of the theorem relies on standard facts concerning entropy functions and
the second part of the theorem is a trivial generalization of a result by Matǔs in [Mat93,
p.190-191]. We defer the proof to Appendix A.

4.1. Entropic representations of generalized Dowling geometries. In this section we ex-
tract group-theoretic information from entropic representations of generalized Dowling ge-
ometries.

Theorem 4.5. Let G be a group with a symmetric triangular presentation ⟨S | R⟩ and
let M be the associated generalized Dowling geometry. If M is entropic then there exists
n ∈ N such that there exists a group homomorphism ρ : G → Sn with ρ (s) ̸= ρ (s′) for
distinct s, s′ ∈ S.

This follows from the following more technical result using Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5.

Theorem 4.6. Let ⟨S | R⟩ be a group with a symmetric triangular presentation. LetM =
(E, C) be the associated generalized Dowling geometry, and let G be the corresponding
groupoid. Suppose M has a probability space representation in a discrete probability space
(Ω,F , P ), with each e ∈ E assigned the measurable space (Ωe,Fe) and the measurable
function Xe : Ω → Ωe. For s ∈ S and each circuit C ∈ C of the form {bi, bj, si} (with i, j
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distinct) let

fs,i,j : Ωbi × Ωs → Ωbj and
fs,j,i : Ωbj × Ωs → Ωbi

be the two corresponding determination functions of the circuit.
Further define

φs,i,j : Ωbi × Ω → Ωbj × Ω

φs,i,j (ωi, ω) = (fs,i,j (ωi,Xsi (ω)) , ω)

and similarly

φs,j,i : Ωbj × Ω → Ωbi × Ω

φs,j,i (ωj, ω) = (fs,j,i (ωj,Xsi (ω)) , ω) .

Then there is a functor F : G → FinSet defined on objects by F (bi) = Ωbi × Ω and on the
generators of the morphisms by F (gs,i,j) = φs,i,j . This functor is faithful (that is, it maps
distinct generating morphisms to distinct morphisms.) More explicitly:

(a) The functions φs,i,j and φs,j,i are mutually inverse.
(b) If (i, j, k) is an even permutation of (1, 2, 3) and s′′s′s = e is a relation in R then

φs′′,k,i ◦ φs′,j,k ◦ φs,i,j = idΩbi
×Ω.

(c) If s, s′ ∈ S are distinct elements and i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} are distinct then φs,i,j ̸= φs′,i,j .

Proof. We assume, as we may by Theorem 4.4, that Ω (together with all probability spaces
Ωe for e ∈ E) is finite. Thus if F defines a functor its values are in FinSet (rather than just
Set.) To show F is a functor it suffices to prove the three statements above.

(a) Let (ωi, ω) ∈ Ωbi × Ω, and assume without loss of generality that i precedes j in
the cyclic ordering of the indices. Denote ωs = Xsi (ω). Then there exists ω′ ∈ Ω
such that Xbi (ω

′) = ωi and Xsi (ω
′) = ωs, since X{bi,si} is surjective. Denote

ωj = Xbj (ω
′). Then

fs,i,j (ωi, ωs) = fs,i,j ◦X{bi,si} (ω
′) = Xbj (ω

′) = ωj,

and similarly fs,j,i (ωj, ωs) = fs,j,i ◦X{bj ,si} (ω
′) = Xbi (ω

′) = ωi. It follows that

φs,i,j (ωi, ω) = (ωj, ω) and φs,j,i (ωj, ω) = (ωi, ω) .

(b) Let (ωi, ω) ∈ Ωbi × Ω, and denote ωs = Xsi (ω), ωs′ = Xs′j
(ω). Since

{
bi, si, s

′
j

}
is

an independent set, there exists ω′ ∈ Ω such that

Xbi (ω
′) = ωi, Xsi (ω

′) = ωs, and Xs′j
(ω′) = ωs′ .

Since
{
si, s

′
j, s

′′
k

}
∈ C, the variable Xs′′k

is determined by the values of Xsi and Xs′j
,

and we have
Xs′′k

(ω′) = Xs′′k
(ω)

because the same equalities hold for Xsi and Xs′j
. Using this, we compute:

φs,i,j (ωi, ω) = (fs,i,j (ωi, ωs) , ω) =
(
Xbj (ω

′) , ω
)

where the last equality holds because Xbi (ω
′) = ωi and Xsi (ω

′) = ωs. In precisely
the same way,

φs′,j,k

(
Xbj (ω

′) , ω
)
=
(
fs′,j,k

(
Xbj (ω

′) , ωs′
)
, ω
)
= (Xbk (ω

′) , ω) and

φs′′,k,i (Xbk (ω
′) , ω) =

(
fs′′,k,i

(
Xbk (ω

′) , Xs′′k
(ω′)

)
, ω
)
= (ωi, ω)

so that φs′′,k,i ◦φs′,j,k ◦φs,i,j (ωi, ω) = (ωi, ω) where (ωi, ω) ∈ Ωbi ×Ω is an arbitrary
element.
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(c) Assume without loss of generality that i precedes j in the cyclic ordering, and con-
sider the circuits C1 = {bi, bj, si} and C2 = {bi, bj, s′i} in M . Since {si, s′i} is an
independent subset, there exist elements ω, ω′ ∈ Ω such that Xs′i

(ω) = Xs′i
(ω′) but

Xsi (ω) ̸= Xsi (ω
′) (here we used the non-triviality condition of probability space

representations of matroids).
Fix ωi ∈ Ωbi . Then by definition

φs′,i,j (ωi, ω) = fs′,i,j
(
ωi, Xs′i

(ω)
)
= fs′,i,j

(
ωi, Xs′i

(ω′)
)
= φs′,i,j (ωi, ω

′) .

Suppose for a contradiction that ωj := φs,i,j (ωi, ω) = φs,i,j (ωi, ω
′) also. Since

{bi, si} are independent we can find ω̃, ω̃′ ∈ Ω such that (Xbi , Xsi) (ω̃) = (ωi, Xsi (ω))
and (Xbi , Xsi) (ω̃

′) = (ωi, Xsi (ω
′)). Using the fact that Xbj is determined by Xbi

and Xsi we obtain the equalities(
Xbi , Xsi , Xbj

)
(ω̃) = (ωi, Xsi (ω) , ωj) and(

Xbi , Xsi , Xbj

)
(ω̃′) = (ωi, Xsi (ω

′) , ωj) .

In particular
(
Xbi , Xbj

)
(ω̃) = (ωi, ωj) =

(
Xbi , Xbj

)
(ω̃′). But Xsi is determined by

Xbi and Xbj , so

Xsi (ω) = Xsi (ω̃) = Xsi (ω̃
′) = Xsi (ω

′) .

This is a contradiction. □

5. MULTILINEAR REPRESENTATIONS OF MATROIDS

Multilinear matroids are entropic [Mat99], so the results of Section 4.1 are valid for them
as well: a multilinear representation of a generalized Dowling geometry gives rise, by the
correspondences described above, to a representation of the associated groupoid. We prove
a partial converse to this result, which states that under certain conditions a matrix repre-
sentation of a group ⟨S | R⟩ implies that the corresponding generalized Dowling geometry
is multilinear. But first we digress and discuss multilinear matroid representations on their
own terms: We introduce an equivalent definition of multilinear representability which is
directly analogous to probability space representations. We feel this definition helps clarify
what is going on: groupoid representations are constructed using determination functions in
a manner similar to the entropic case.

5.1. Notation for vector spaces and linear maps. We introduce some notation which
closely parallels the notation for probability spaces and random variables introduced in Sec-
tion 2.1.

Let F be a field. An indexed collection of linear maps on a vector space V over F consists
of an index set E, a collection of vector spaces {We}e∈E , and a collection of linear maps
{Te : V → We}e∈E . As in Section 2.1, we sometimes write “let {Te}e∈E be a collection
of linear maps on V , and refer to the codomain of each Te by We (without naming We

explicitly).
Given a tuple S = (s1, . . . , sn) of elements of E, we denote WS =

⊕n
i=1Wsi and define

a linear map TS : V → WS by

TS(v) = (Tsi(v))
n
i=1.

If the order is inessential, the same notation can be used if S is a set.

5.2. Vector space representations. The following terminology is nonstandard, but useful
because of the close analogy with random variables, probability spaces, and probability
space representations of matroids. All vector spaces in this section are over a fixed field F
and assumed to be finite dimensional.
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Definition 5.1. Let V be a vector space, let E be a finite set, and let {Te}e∈E be a collec-
tion of linear maps on V .

(a) The maps {Te}e∈E are independent if rk(TE) =
∑

e∈E dimWe.
(b) Fix x ∈ E. The map Tx is determined by {Te}e∈E\{x} if there exists a linear map

S : WE\{x} → Wx such that

Tx = S ◦ TE\{x}.

Definition 5.2. Let M be a matroid on E. A vector space representation of M consists
of c ∈ N, a vector space V , a collection of vector spaces {We}e∈E with dimWe = c for all
e ∈ E, and a collection of linear maps {Te : V → We}e∈E . These are required to satisfy:

(a) If A ⊆ E is independent in M then the maps {Te}e∈A are independent.
(b) If c ∈ C ⊆ E is a circuit in M then Tc is determined by {Te}e∈C\{c}.

We hope the proliferation of similar names (linear and multilinear representations of ma-
troids, vector space representations) does not cause confusion. Vector space representability
for matroids is equivalent to multilinear representability.

Theorem 5.3. A simple matroid has a vector space representation if and only if it is
multilinear.

This is a special case of the more general Theorem 9.5.
Given a representation of a finitely presented group we can construct a vector space rep-

resentation of the associated generalized Dowling geometry under certain conditions.

Theorem 5.4. Let G be a group with a symmetric triangular presentation ⟨S | R⟩ and
let ρ : G→ GL(W ) be a linear representation of G in a vector space W . Suppose that

(a) If s, s′ ∈ S are distinct then ρ(s)− ρ(s′) is invertible,
(b) Whenever s, s′, s′′ ∈ S (not necessarily distinct) satisfy ρ(ss′s′′) ̸= idW the linear

transformation ρ(ss′s′′)− idW is invertible, and
(c) For s, s′, s′′ ∈ S satisfying ρ(ss′s′′) = idW , the equation ss′s′′ = e is a relation in R.

Then the generalized Dowling geometry corresponding to the presentation ⟨S | R⟩ has a
vector space representation.

Moreover, if the representation ρ just satisfies the assumptions (a) and (b) then some
matroid of the generalized Dowling geometries MS,R subordinate to ⟨S | R⟩ has a vector
space representation.

Proof. This is the special case ε = 0 of the more general Theorem 9.11 proved below. □

6. GROUP SCRAMBLING

We introduce a two-step construction to modify finitely presented groups. Its goal is
to facilitate the encoding of word problems into representation problems for generalized
Dowling geometries. The main difficulty is that a linear representation of a group need not
satisfy conditions (a,b) of Theorem 5.4.

The first step, which we call scrambling, takes as input a symmetric triangular presenta-
tion ⟨S | R⟩ of a group G, and outputs a presentation ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ of (G ∗ FR)× ZN where FR

is the free group on the generating set R, ∗ is the free product of groups, and N ∈ N is some
natural number. Any matrix representation of G extends to a representation of ⟨S ′ | R′⟩
which satisfies conditions (a,b) of Theorem 5.4.

The second step, which we call augmentation, takes as input the result of the first step to-
gether with the original presentation ⟨S | R⟩ and a generator s ∈ S. It outputs a presentation
of (G ∗ FR ∗ F4)× ZN (where F4 = ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩ is the free group on four generators). The
resulting presentation has z1 and sz1s as two of its generators; it has a matrix representation
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satisfying the conditions of Theorem 5.4 if and only if there is a matrix representation ρ of
G such that ρ (s) ̸= ρ (e). The “only if” direction follows from that fact that z1 ̸= sz1s only
if s ̸= e. The “if” follows from a direct construction of a representation, which is rather
lengthy and forms a significant part of what follows.

Throughout this section we work over C in order to ensure the existence of roots of unity.
Our main aim is to show that certain matroids are entropic, and for this it suffices to show
that they are multilinear over some field by [Mat99]. Therefore, working over C results in
no loss of generality.

6.1. Sufficiently generic elements. In the rest of this section we face the following sort
of problem several times: given some finitely presented group G = ⟨S | R⟩, a free group
F on some finite set of generators, an element g ∈ G ∗ F , and a linear representation
ρ : G ∗ F → GLn(C), show that ρ(g)− In is invertible or zero.

We have some control over ρ. In particular, we are able to ensure that for each g ∈ G the
matrix ρ(g) is either In or the permutation matrix of a derangement. This motivates the next
definition.

Definition 6.1. Let FS be a free group with basis S and FT a free group on the set of
generators T . An element of x ∈ FS ∗ FT is a sufficiently generic word if the following
holds: Suppose ρ : FS ∗ FT → GLn(C) is a linear representation satisfying

(a) For each s ∈ S, ρ(s) is either In or the permutation matrix of a derangement.
(b) The indexed collection of entries of the matrices {ρ(t)}t∈T is algebraically indepen-

dent over Q.
Then ρ(x)− In is either invertible or 0.

Definition 6.2. Let G be a group and let S be a finite set together with a map φ : S →
G. Let FT a free group on the set of generators T . Denote by φ : FS → G the group
homomorphism mapping each s ∈ S ⊂ FS to the corresponding element φ(s) of G. An
element x ∈ G ∗ FT is sufficiently generic relative to φ if there exists a sufficiently generic
word x̃ ∈ FS ∗ FT such that x is conjugate to the image of x̃ under the map φ ∗ idFT

:
FS ∗ FT → G ∗ FT .

Remark 6.3. Often, S is either a subset of G or a set of generators in a group presentation
⟨S | R⟩ ≃ G, in which case φ is the obvious map S → G. In general, whenever the map φ
is clear from the context, we omit it and discuss sufficiently generic elements relative to S.

We prove that various elements of G ∗ FT are sufficiently generic.

Lemma 6.4. Let g, g′ ∈ G and let t ∈ T . The following elements ofG∗FT are sufficiently
generic relative to {g, g′}:

(i) The element gtgt−1,
(ii) the commutator [t, g], and

(iii) the commutator [g, tg′].
In particular, in parts (i),(ii), the elements are sufficiently generic relative to {g}. Moreover,
if ρ : F{g,g′} ∗ FT → GLn(C) is a representation such that ρ(g) is the permutation matrix
of a derangement and ρ(t) has entries which are algebraically independent over Q then the
element w of each of (i),(ii),(iii) satisfies that ρ(w)− In is invertible.

Proof. It suffices to prove the claim with G replaced by the free group F = ⟨g, g′⟩. For the
rest of the proof G denotes this free group.

Let ρ : G ∗ FT → GLn(C) be a representation satisfying the assumptions (a) and (b)
of Definition 6.1. So in particular ρ(g) is either In or the permutation matrix of a derange-
ment and ρ(t) is a matrix with algebraically independent entries. If ρ(g) = In then ρ(x)−In
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is 0 for each of the considered words x and we are done. We therefore assume that ρ(g) is
the permutation matrix of a derangement.

By Lemma 2.32 each of the matrices ρ(g) and ρ(g−1) is conjugate to a block diagonal
matrix in which each nonzero m×m block is a diagonal matrix of the formω

0

. . .

ωm−1


for ω a primitive m-th root of unity, and m ≥ 2 for all blocks. Thus by changing basis we
may assume that ρ(g) has this form.

(i) To show ρ (gtgt−1)− In is invertible it suffices to show ρ (t)− ρ (gtg) is invertible.
In a basis in which ρ (g) has the form above, substitute a block diagonal matrix for
ρ(t) in which each diagonal block is of the form0 0 1

0 . .
.

0
1 0 0

 .
In this basis, each diagonal block of ρ (t)− ρ (gtg) is of the form0 0 1

0 . .
.

0
1 0 0

−

ω
0

. . .

ωm−1


0 0 1

0 . .
.

0
1 0 0


ω

0

. . .

ωm−1


=

0 0 1

0 . .
.

0
1 0 0

−

 0 0 ωm−1

0 . .
.

0
ωm−1 0 0

 =
(
1− ωm−1

)0 0 1

0 . .
.

0
1 0 0

 ,
which has rank m, so each block is invertible. Thus by Corollary 2.34 the matrix
ρ (gtgt−1)− In is also invertible.

(ii) Using Corollary 2.34 again it suffices to show that [A, ρ (g)] − In is invertible for
some invertible matrix A. Again, working in a basis in which ρ (g) has the block
diagonal form described above and taking an A with the same block structure, it
suffices to show this on each diagonal block separately. Note that for invertible
matricesA,B, the matrix [A,B]−In is invertible if and only ifAB−BA is invertible.
To see this, note that

(AB −BA) (BA)−1 = ABA−1B−1 − In.

Thus for each integer m ≥ 2 and each primitive m-th root of unity ω we need to find
an m×m matrix A such that

A

ω
0

. . .

ωm−1

−

ω
0

. . .

ωm−1

A
is invertible. Take the matrix A that acts on the standard basis e1, . . . , en of the
column space Cn by Aei = ei+1 for i < n, and Aen = e1. Thus

A =


0 1
1 0

. . .
. . .

1 0





28 LUKAS KÜHNE AND GEVA YASHFE

where the unfilled entries are zero. Hence

A

ω
0

. . .

ωm−1

−

ω
0

. . .

ωm−1

A

=


0 ωm−1

ω0 0
. . .

. . .

ωm−2 0

−


0 ω0

ω1 0
. . .

. . .

ωm−1 0

 = (1− ω)A

ω
0

. . .

ωm−1


which is invertible, as a product of an invertible scalar and two invertible matrices.

(iii) As ρ(g′) is a permutation matrix by assumption, ρ(tg′) is a matrix with algebraically
independent entries. Thus this case follows from the previous one. □

6.2. Scrambled groups and their representations. We encode the properties that our
scrambling construction satisfies into a definition, and work with it axiomatically to defer
the discussion of the implementation. The actual construction is postponed to Section 6.4.

Definition 6.5. Let G be a group given by a symmetric triangular presentation ⟨S | R⟩.
We call a finitely presented group G′ = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ a scrambling of ⟨S | R⟩ if it satisfies the
following properties:

(PS1) ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ is a symmetric triangular presentation.
(PS2) There is an isomorphism µ : G′ → (G ∗ FR) × ZN for some N ≥ 0 where FR is the

free group on the letters fr for r ∈ R. We denote the projections onto the factors by

πG : (G ∗ FR)× ZN → G,

πZ : (G ∗ FR)× ZN → ZN ,

πab
F,Z : (G ∗ FR)× ZN → Z|R| × ZN ,

where πab
F,Z is the composition of the projection to FR × ZN with the abelianization ho-

momorphism of FR. Slightly abusing notation we identify G′ with (G ∗ FR)× ZN via µ.
(PS3) If s, s′ ∈ S ′ are distinct then πab

F,Z (s) ̸= πab
F,Z (s′).

(PS4) For any s, s′, s′′ ∈ S ′ (not necessarily distinct) either
(i) πab

F,Z(s
′′s′s) ̸= 0,

(ii) s′′s′s = e in G′, or
(iii) s′′s′s is a sufficiently generic element in G ∗ FR relative to the map S → G given by

the presentation G = ⟨S | R⟩. (Note that s′′s′s is in G ∗ FR ≃ (G ∗ FR)× {0} if (i)
does not hold.)

(PS5) There is a function i : S ↪→ S ′ such that πG ◦ i = idG ↾S .
(PS6) There is a basis B = {b1, . . . , bN} of ZN and a function j : B → S ′ such that

µ ◦ j (bi) = (eG∗FR
, bi) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ N .

(The functions i and j are to be given explicitly.)
(PS7) For each s ∈ S we have µ(i(s)) ∈ (G ∗ {eF})×ZN ≤ (G ∗FR)×ZN . Further, there

is a 1 ≤ k ≤ N such that πZ (i (s)) =
∑N

m=1 cmbm with ck ≥ 5, and such that for each
s′ ∈ S ′, the absolute value of the bk-coefficient of πZ (s′) is at most ck + 1.

We will frequently use the following immediate consequence of the definition of a group
scrambling.

Proposition 6.6. In the notation of Definition 6.5 consider the equation

πab
F,Z(x

′′x′x) = 0
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where x, x′, x′′ ∈ G′. If we fix x = g and x′′ = g′′ for some generators g, g′′ ∈ S ′ then there
is at most one x′ ∈ S ′ that satisfies this equation.

Proof. Since the group Z|R| × ZN is abelian the equation πab
F,Z(x

′′x′x) = 0 is equivalent to
πab
F,Z(x

′) = −πab
F,Z(gg

′′) assuming x = g and x′′ = g′′. Therefore by property (PS3) if there
exists a generator g′ such that x′ = g′ fulfills the equation this generator must be unique. □

Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a group with a given symmetric triangular presentation. We prove
that certain matrix representations of G extend to nice representations of scramblings of G.

Proposition 6.7. Let ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ be a scrambling of G = ⟨S | R⟩, so that ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ ≃
(G ∗FR)×ZN . Let ρ : G→ GLn(C) be a representation satisfying that for each g ∈ G the
matrix ρ(g) is either the permutation matrix of a derangement or the identity matrix. Then
there exists a representation

ρ̃ : (G ∗ FR)× ZN → GLn(C)

which satisfies:
(a) If s, s′ ∈ S ′ are distinct then ρ̃ (s)− ρ̃ (s′) is invertible.
(b) For s, s′, s′′ ∈ S ′ (not necessarily distinct) the matrix ρ̃ (s′′s′s)−In is either invertible

or zero.
(c) For each g ∈ G we have ρ̃ (g) = ρ (g).

Proof. Choose algebraically independent elements {yr,i,j}r∈R,1≤i,j≤n ∪ {z1, . . . , zN} ⊂ C
over Q.

The free group FR has generators fr for r ∈ R. For each such generator fr we define

ρ̃(fr) = (yr,i,j)1≤i,j≤n.

For g ∈ G define ρ̃ (g) = ρ (g). This extends to a representation ρ̃ : G ∗ FR → GLn(C)
because G ∗ FR is a free product, and FR is free. Thus ⟨S ∪ {fr}r∈R | R⟩ is a presentation
of G ∗ FR, and it is clear that ρ̃ maps all words that represent relators to the identity matrix.

This representation extends further to a representation of (G ∗ FR)× ZN as follows. For
v = (v1, . . . , vN) ∈ ZN define

ρ̃ (v) =

(
N∏
i=1

zvii

)
· In.

If g ∈ G ∗ FR and v ∈ ZN , define ρ̃ (gv) = ρ̃ (g) ρ̃ (v). Any element of (G ∗ FR)× ZN can
be written in exactly one way in the form gv, so ρ̃ is well defined. It is a homomorphism
essentially because if v ∈ ZN then ρ̃ (v) is a scalar matrix, and hence commutes with all
matrices in the image of ρ̃. More explicitly, we have

ρ̃ (g1v1 · g2v2) = ρ̃ ((g1g2) (v1v2)) = (ρ̃ (g1) ρ̃ (g2)) (ρ̃ (v1) ρ̃ (v2))

= ρ̃ (g1) ρ̃ (v1) ρ̃ (g2) ρ̃ (v2) = ρ̃ (g1v1) ρ̃ (g2v2) ,

for g1, g2 ∈ G ∗ FR and v1, v2 ∈ ZN . Observe that if v ∈ Zn is nonzero then ρ̃ (v) is of the
form λIn where λ is transcendental over Q.

We now prove the three claimed properties. It is convenient to define an auxiliary repre-
sentation ρ̃ab : (G ∗ FR)× ZN which is defined in the same way as ρ̃ by extending ρ except
that ρ̃ab(fr) = yr,1,1In for all r ∈ R.

(a) Let s, s′ ∈ S ′ be distinct elements. Denote v = πab
F,Z (s) and v′ = πab

F,Z (s′), as well
as z = ρ̃ab (v) and z′ = ρ̃ab (v′). By property (PS3) of scramblings v ̸= v′, so z−1z′

is transcendental over Q. Denote g = πG (s) and g′ = πG (s′). It suffices to prove
that the matrix ρ (g) z−ρ (g′) z′ is invertible by Lemma 2.33: this matrix is obtained
from ρ̃(s)− ρ̃(s′) by substituting different values instead of the transcendental matrix
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entries {yr,i,j}r,i,j . More explicitly, each matrix ρ̃(fr) = (yr,i,j)i,j is replaced by
yr,1,1In. Thus, instead of each off-diagonal entry yr,i,j (i ̸= j) we substitute 0, and
instead of each diagonal entry yr,i,i we substitute yr,1,1.

Since z−1z′ is transcendental over Q, Corollary 2.35 implies that

det
(
ρ (g)− z−1z′ρ (g′)

)
̸= 0.

Hence also det (ρ (g) z − ρ (g′) z′) ̸= 0.
(b) Let s, s′, s′′ ∈ S ′ be not necessarily distinct generators. Then by property (PS4) of

scramblings exactly one of the following three cases holds:
Case 1: Suppose πab

F,Z(s
′′s′s) ̸= 0. Denote z = ρ̃ab

(
πab
F,Z (s′′s′s)

)
as well as g =

πG(s
′′s′s). By construction z · ρ̃ab(g) = ρ̃ab(s′′s′s). Since z is transcendental over Q,

Corollary 2.35 shows det(ρ̃ab(s′′s′s)−In) ̸= 0. By Corollary 2.34 also ρ̃(s′′s′s)−In
is invertible.

Case 2: If s′′s′s = e then ρ̃(s′′s′s)− In = 0.
Case 3: Suppose s′′s′s is sufficiently generic relative to S. By construction, for each
g ∈ G the matrix ρ̃(g) is either the identity matrix or a permutation matrix of a
derangement, and the entries of the matrices representing the free generators of FR

are mutually transcendental elements over the prime field. So by definition of suffi-
ciently generic elements the matrix ρ̃(s′′s′s)− In is invertible.

(c) This is immediate from the construction of ρ̃. □

6.3. The augmentation construction. We construct and prove the necessary properties of
augmentations of

a presentation of the group (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩) × ZN with certain properties. These
properties are encoded by Propositions 6.10 and 6.12.

Construction 6.8. Let ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ be a scrambling of the group G = ⟨S | R⟩ given by a
symmetric triangular presentation, and let s ∈ S be a given generator. We use the same
notation as in Definition 6.5: G′ = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ is isomorphic to (G∗FR)×ZN for some given
N ∈ N, B = {b1, . . . , bN} is a basis of ZN , and µ, πZ, πF,Z, πab

F,Z, i, and j are the same
maps as in that definition.

In what follows we construct a new finitely presented groupG′′ = ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ by iteratively
adding generators and relations to S ′ and R′.

(C1) Add four generators z1, . . . , z4 to S ′. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ N and each 1 ≤ k ≤ 4 we
add the following generators and relations in order to ensure that j (bi) commutes with
zk in G′′:
(a) Add a generator uzk,i and its inverse u−1

zk,i
.

(b) Add the relations uzk,iu
−1
zk,i
e = e, j (bi) zku−1

zk,i
= e, and uzk,ij (bi)

−1 z−1
k = e.

Remark 6.9. Note that the first of these relations ensures that uzk,i and u−1
zk,i

are ac-
tually inverses in G′′; the second is equivalent to uzk,i = j (bi) zk; and substituting
the second relation into the third, we obtain j (bi) zkj (bi)

−1 z−1
k = e. We “break

up” relations in this way in the rest of this construction and in Construction 6.16 to
ensure that indeed all relations in the constructed presentation have length three.

(C2) Add a new generator t to S ′. The following ensures that t = sz1s in G′′: Denote
s′ = i (s), and express −2 · πab

F,Z (s′) ∈ ZN as a minimal-length sum

ε1bk1 + ε2bk2 + . . .+ εrbkr
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of elements of B, where ε1, . . . , εr ∈ {−1, 1}. Recall that πab
F,Z(s

′) is generated by ele-
ments inB by property (PS7). We add generators and relations to “break up” the relation

t = z−1
4

z4 ((z−1
3 ((z3s

′) z1s
′)
)
z2b

ε1
k1
z2b

ε2
k2
z2 . . . b

εr−1

kr−1
z2b

εr
kr

)
z−1
2 . . . z−1

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
r times

 .

Explicitly:
(a) Add generators v1, . . . , v4, one for each of the words

z3s
′, (z3s

′) z1, (z3s
′) z1s

′,
(
z−1
3 ((z3s

′) z1s
′)
)
= s′z1s

′.

Then add their inverses, together with relations

v1v
−1
1 e = e, . . . , v4v

−1
4 e = e

and the relations

z3s
′v−1

1 = e, v1z1v
−1
2 = e, v2s

′v−1
3 = e, z−1

3 v3v
−1
4 = e.

These relations ensure that v1 = z3s
′, v2 = (z3s

′) z1, v3 = (z3s
′) z1s

′, and v4 =
s′z1s

′ in the resulting group.
(b) Add further generators v5 = v4+1 up to v4+2r, one for each of the words(

z−1
3 ((z3s

′) z1s
′)
)
z2, . . . ,

(
z−1
3 ((z3s

′) z1s
′)
)
z2b

ε1
k1
z2b

ε2
k2
z2 . . . b

εr−1

kr−1
z2b

εr
kr
.

Add the inverses of these generators, together with the appropriate relations (analo-
gously to the above).

(c) Add generators v5+2r up to v5+3r for each of the words

z4v4+2r, z4v4+2rz
−1
2 , . . . , z4v4+2r z

−1
2 . . . z−1

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
r times

.

Add inverses for these generators, and add the appropriate relations (exactly as
above).

(d) Add a generator t, together with its inverse and the relation tt−1e = e. Then add the
relation z−1

4 v5+3rt
−1 = e to ensure t = sz1s in G′′.

(C3) Symmetrize the set of relations.

We abuse notation slightly and denote by bi (for 1 ≤ i ≤ N ) the element j (bi) in G′′. As
for general elements of G′′, we use multiplicative notation for bi in this context. Thus for
ε ∈ {−1, 1}, bεi denotes an element of G′′, but εbi denotes an element of ZN .

Proposition 6.10. In the notation of the construction, G′′ = ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ is isomorphic to
(G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩) × ZN by an isomorphism which maps each element of S ′ ⊂ S ′′ to
the corresponding element of (G ∗ FR) × ZN ≤ (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩) × Zn, and which
maps z1, . . . , z4 to the elements of the same name in (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)× ZN .

This isomorphism maps t ∈ S ′′ to (sz1s, 0) ∈ (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)× ZN .

Proof. The proposition defines a mapG′′ → (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)×ZN , and this is clearly
surjective. It is injective: first note that step (C1) of the construction ensures that every
element of G′′ commutes with each j (bk). Consider a relation added during step (C2),
skipping over all relations of the form yy−1e = e for y a new generator. Each such relation
is of the form x1 . . . xny

−1 = e, for y one of the new generators which does not appear in
any of the previous relations (except yy−1e = e). Thus, traversing this list in reverse, we
may apply Tietze transformations to remove each relation along with the generator y. The
same procedure can be applied to the relations uzk,iu

−1
zk,i
e = e and j (bi) zku−1

zk,i
= e and the

generators uzk,i (for all 1 ≤ k ≤ 4 and 1 ≤ i ≤ N ), thus eliminating all new generators in
S ′′ except for z1, . . . , z4 and their inverses. At the end of this process is finished we end up
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with the group presentation〈
S ′ ∪ {z1, . . . , z4} | R′ ∪

{
j (bi) zkj (bi)

−1 z−1
k

}
1≤i≤N
1≤k≤4

〉
,

which is isomorphic to (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)× ZN in the desired manner.
Observe that t = s′z1s

′z2b
ε1
k1
z2b

ε2
k2
z2 . . . b

εr−1

kr−1
z2b

εr
kr
z−r
2 in G′′, where s′ ∈ S ′ maps to

(s, πZ (s′)) ∈ (G ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)× ZN (this is its image in G ∗ FR × ZN under µ). □

This proposition allows us to identify G′′ with (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)× ZN .

Notation 6.11. Consider the quotient map G′′ → ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩. Composing the abelian-
ization homomorphism ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩ → Z4 on this map we obtain a homomorphism

degz : G
′′ → Z4.

Define homomorphisms degzi : G
′′ → Z for each 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, so that degzi(x) is the total

degree of zi in x, and degz(x) = (degz1(x), . . . , degz4(x)).

Proposition 6.12. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a group given by a symmetric triangular pre-
sentation and let G′ = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ be a scrambling. Let s ∈ S and let G′′ = ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ ≃
(G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)× ZN be the associated augmentation. Then the following two con-
ditions are equivalent:

(i) There exists a representation ρ : G→ GLn(C) for some n ∈ N with ρ (s) ̸= ρ (e).
(ii) There exists a representation ρ̃ : G′′ → GLn(C) for some n ∈ N which satisfies:

(a) If x, x′ ∈ S ′′ are distinct then ρ̃ (x)− ρ̃ (x′) is invertible,
(b) For x, x′, x′′ ∈ S ′′ a not necessarily distinct triple of generators, ρ̃(x′′x′x)− In

is invertible or 0.

Proof. Assume (ii) holds. The isomorphism from G′′ to (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)×ZN stem-
ming from Proposition 6.10 maps the generator t ∈ S ′′ (see Construction 6.8) to sz1s.
Further observe that z1 ∈ S ′′. Since z1, t are distinct generators, ρ̃ (z1) − ρ̃ (t) is invert-
ible, and in particular ρ̃ (t) = ρ̃ (sz1s) ̸= ρ̃ (z1). Thus ρ̃ (s) ̸= ρ̃ (e). Restricting ρ̃ to
G ≤ (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)× ZN we obtain (i).

Assuming (i) holds, let ρ : G → GLn(C) be a representation such that ρ (s) ̸= ρ (e).
By applying Lemma 2.31, changing n as necessary, we obtain a new representation ρ
of G with the property that every ρ(x) for x ∈ S is the permutation matrix of a de-
rangement or the identity matrix and ρ(s) ̸= In. By Proposition 6.7, ρ extends to a
representation ρ′ of G′ ≃ G ∗ FR × ZN over C satisfying conditions analogous to (a)
and (b). Let {ξk,i,j}1≤k≤4, 1≤i,j≤n be a collection of complex numbers which are alge-
braically independent over Q and algebraically independent over all entries in the matri-
ces of the image of ρ′. Now extend ρ′ to ρ̃ : G′′ → GLn(C) by defining (on generators)
ρ̃ (zk) = (ξk,i,j)1≤i,j≤n ∈ GLn(C) for each 1 ≤ k ≤ 4. This defines a representation
ρ̃ : (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1 . . . , z4⟩)× ZN ≃ G′′ → GLn(C) because elements of the ZN -factor map
to scalar matrices, which commute with all matrices in GLn(C), and because any represen-
tation of G ∗ FR extends to a representation of G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩ once the images of
z1, . . . , z4 are chosen (there is no constraint on these images because there are no nontrivial
relations involving any of z1, . . . , z4).

We verify that conditions (a) and (b) hold for this representation by considering the vari-
ous pairs and triples of generators in S ′′.

As a first step, we verify that if degz (x′′x′x) ̸= 0 then ρ̃ (x′′x′x) − In is invertible. So
assume for x, x′, x′′ ∈ S ′′ that degzi (x

′′x′x) ̸= 0 for some i. Considering

det (ρ̃ (x′′x′x)− In)
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as a polynomial in the entries of ρ̃ (zi) we see that the determinant doesn’t vanish, because
it doesn’t vanish if we substitute a transcendental multiple of the identity matrix by Corol-
lary 2.35. We also get invertibility if πab

F,Z (x′′x′x) ̸= 0, by the same argument.
Therefore to verify the conditions (a) and (b) it suffices to check ordered pairs x, x′ of

generators which have equal values under degz and πab
F,Z and ordered triples x, x′, x′′ with

degz(x
′′x′x) = πab

F,Z(x
′′x′x) = 0. By the next proposition (Proposition 6.13), the only such

pairs are x = t, x′ = z1, the inverse pair x = t−1, z−1
1 , and their re-orderings. To see that

ρ̃(xx′) − In is invertible in this case, we note that t = sz1s in G′′ by Proposition 6.10, and
ρ(s) ̸= e is the permutation matrix of a derangement. From Lemma 6.4, it follows that
ρ(tz−1

1 )− In is invertible and hence so are ρ(t)− ρ(z1) and ρ(z−1
1 )− ρ(t−1) as desired.

Similarly, for each ordered triple x, x′, x′′ which satisfies degz(x′′x′x) = πab
F,Z(x

′′x′x) =
0, we need to check that ρ̃(x′′x′x) − In is invertible or 0. It suffices that x′′x′x is either the
identity element or sufficiently generic in G ∗ (⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩ ∗ FR) relative to S (notice that
x′′x′x ∈ G ∗ (⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩ ∗FR) because its projection to ZN is trivial by assumption. Since
(⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩ ∗ FR) is a free group, we can discuss its sufficient genericity). That this holds
is precisely the statement of the next proposition. □

Proposition 6.13. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a group given by a symmetric triangular pre-
sentation and let G′ = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ be a scrambling. Let s ∈ S and let G′′ = ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ ≃
(G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩) × ZN be the associated augmentation. Then for any x, x′, x′′ ∈ S ′′

such that
degz(x

′′x′x) = e and πab
F,Z(x

′′x′x) = e,

each of the six products

x′′x′x, x′′xx′, x′x′′x, x′xx′′, xx′′x′, xx′x′′

over a permutation of x′′, x′, x is either trivial or sufficiently generic relative to S.
Further, the only pairs of elements x, x′ ∈ S ′′ satisfying both degz(x) = degz(x

′) and
πab
F,Z(x) = πab

F,Z(x
′) are t, z1 and the inverse pair t−1, z−1

1 .

Remark 6.14. By assumption, the element x′′x′x in the statement satisfies x′′x′x ∈ (G ∗
FR ∗ {z1, . . . , z4})× {0} ≃ G ∗ (⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩ ∗ FR), so it makes sense to discuss sufficient
genericity in G ∗ (⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩ ∗ FR) relative to the generating set S of the presentation
G = ⟨S | R⟩.
Proof. Table 1 contains, out of each pair of mutually inverse generators {x, x−1} of S ′′, an
element with nonnegative degrees in z1, . . . , z4 and shows their degrees under the map degz.

Considering the rows R1, . . . , R15 of the table as vectors in Z4, we are thus looking for
dependencies of the form ±Ri ±Rj ±Rk = 0.

Considering the values of degz (x) of the rows in Table 1 as vectors in Z4, we are thus
looking for dependencies of the form ±R1 ± R2 ± R3 = 0 where R1, R2, R3 are three of
these vectors. Such dependencies correspond exactly to those triples x, x′, x′′ ∈ S ′′ such
that

degz(x
′′x′x) = e and πab

F,Z(x
′′x′x) = e.

Since all rows in the table have nonnegative degrees (and no row is 0 except the last,
which corresponds to generators in S ′,) at least one of the coefficients in such a dependence
must be negative and at least one must be positive. Thus we may assume (by permuting the
indices if necessary) that the equation has the form R1 +R2 = R3.

Given a dependence R1 + R2 = R3, let x, x′, and x′′−1 be the generators corresponding
to R1, R2, and R3, respectively. For the rest of this proof, “sufficiently generic” is short for
“sufficiently generic in G ∗ (FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩) relative to S”. It suffices to check that x′′x′x
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Generator x degz (x)

z4 (0, 0, 0, 1)

uz4,i = j (bi) z4 (0, 0, 0, 1)

z3 (0, 0, 1, 0)

uz3,i = j (bi) z3 (0, 0, 1, 0)

z2 (0, 1, 0, 0)

uz2,i = j (bi) z2 (0, 1, 0, 0)

z1 (1, 0, 0, 0)

uz1,i = j (bi) z1 (1, 0, 0, 0)

z3s
′ (0, 0, 1, 0)

z3s
′z1 (1, 0, 1, 0)

z3s
′z1s

′ (1, 0, 1, 0)

s′z1s
′ (1, 0, 0, 0)

s′z1s
′z2 · . . . bεi−1

ki−1
· z2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ r (1, i, 0, 0)

s′z1s
′z2b

ε1
k1
. . . z2b

εi
ki

for 1 ≤ i ≤ r (1, i, 0, 0)

z4s
′z1s

′z2b
ε1
k1
. . . z1b

εr
kr
z−i
2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ r (1, r − i, 0, 1)

sz1s (1, 0, 0, 0)

any x ∈ S ′ (0, 0, 0, 0)

Table 1. The generators of S′′ together with their degrees degz .

and x′x′′x are either trivial or sufficiently generic, since each of the four other products
xx′x′′, xx′′x′, x′′xx′, x′xx′′ is a cyclic shift of one of these, and cyclic shifts are conjugate
to each other.

We now enumerate all cases by going over the possible vectors of R3 ∈ Z4.

Case 1: Suppose R3 = (0, 0, 1, 0). Then without loss of generality R1 = (0, 0, 1, 0) and
R2 = (0, 0, 0, 0). In this case x′′−1 and x are among z3, j (bi) z3 (for some 1 ≤ i ≤ N ),
and z3s′, while x′ ∈ S ′. It follows that

πab
F,Z (x′′x) ∈ {0,±bi,±πZ (s′) ,±bi ± πZ (s′)} .

Case 1.1: If πab
F,Z (x′′x) = 0 it follows that x′′ = x−1. The relation πZ (x′′x′x) = 0 then

yields x′ = e by Proposition 6.6. Thus the elements x′′x′x and x′x′′x are both e.
Case 1.2: If πab

F,Z (x′′x) = ±bi we may assume x′′−1 = z3 and x = j (bi) z3. Proposition 6.6
yields x′ = j (bi)

−1. Since j (bi) commutes with z3, the elements x′′x′x and x′x′′x are
both e.

Case 1.3: If πab
F,Z (x′′x) = ±πab

F,Z (s′) we may assume x′′−1 = z3 and x = z3s
′. Thus

πab
F,Z (x′) = −πab

F,Z (s′), and by Proposition 6.6 we must have x′ = s′−1. In this case
we obtain

x′′x′x = z−1
3 s′−1z3s =

[
z3, s

′−1
]

and x′x′′x = s′−1z−1
3 z3s

′ = e.

We show in Lemma 6.15 that [z3, s′−1] is sufficiently generic.
Case 1.4: If πab

F,Z (x′′x) = ±bi ± πab
F,Z (s′), we may assume x′′−1 = j (bi) z3 and x = z3s

′.
Thus πab

F,Z (x′) = bi − πZ (s′), and by Proposition 6.6 we must have x′ = j (bi) s
′−1. In

this case the elements x′′, x′, x differ from the elements of the previous case by j (bi)
±1.
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Since j (bi) commutes with all other generators and thus cancels in the elements x′′x′x
and x′x′′x, the computation is the same as in the previous case.

Case 2: Suppose R3 = (0, 1, 0, 0) or R3 = (0, 0, 0, 1). Then without loss of generality R1 =
R1 and R2 = (0, 0, 0, 0). Each possibility in this case was checked in the R3 = (0, 0, 1, 0)-
case with z3 in place of z2 or z4.

Case 3: Suppose R3 = (1, 0, 0, 0). Then without loss of generality R1 = (1, 0, 0, 0) and
R2 = (0, 0, 0, 0). In this case x′′−1 and x are among z1, j (bi) z1 (for some 1 ≤ i ≤ N ),
s′z1s

′, and sz1s, while x′ ∈ S ′. It follows that

πab
F,Z (x′′x) ∈ {0,±bi,±2πZ (s′) ,± (2πZ (s′)− bi)} .

There is no x′ ∈ S ′ with πab
F,Z (x′) ∈ {±2πZ (s′) ,± (2πZ (s′)− bi)} by property (PS7) of

scramblings, so either x′′ = x−1 (in which case x′ = e and the two elements x′′x′x and
x′x′′x are e) or one the following cases occurs:

Case 3.1: {x′′−1, x} = {z1, j (bi) z1}: this case was considered in the R3 = (0, 0, 1, 0)-case,
with z3 in place of z1.

Case 3.2: {x′′−1, x} = {z1, sz1s}. In this case x′ = e and the two elements x′′x′x and x′x′′x
are both conjugate to sz1sz−1

1 of which we show in Lemma 6.15 that it is sufficiently
generic.

Case 3.3: {x′′−1, x} = {j (bi) z1, sz1s}. In this case x′ = j (bi)
±1, and since j (bi) commutes

with all other generators the resulting elements are just those of the previous case.
Case 4: Suppose R3 = (1, 0, 1, 0). Then x′′−1 is either z3s′z1 or z3s′z1s′. There are two cases

to consider:
Case 4.1: R1 = (1, 0, 0, 0) and R2 = (0, 0, 1, 0).

In this case x′ is either z3 or j (bi) z3 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and x is one of z1, j (bk) z1
(for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N ), s′z1s′, and sz1s. We consider the possibilities for x′′−1:

Case 4.1.1: x′′−1 = z3s
′z: Since πab

F,Z (s′) is not of the form ±bi ±bi± bi, or ±2πZ (s′)± bi
by property (PS7) of scramblings, it is impossible to obtain πab

F,Z (x′′x′x) = 0 in this
case.

Case 4.1.2: x′′−1 = z3s
′z1s

′: As in the previous case, to obtain πab
F,Z (x′′x′x) = 0 we must

have x′ = z3 and x = s′z1s
′. In this case we obtain

x′′x′x = (z3s
′z1s

′)
−1
z3 (s

′z1s
′) = e and

x′x′′x = z3 (z3s
′z1s

′)
−1

(s′z1s
′) =

[
z3, (s

′z1s
′)
−1
]
.

We prove that
[
z3, (s

′z1s
′)−1] is sufficiently generic in Lemma 6.15.

Case 4.2: Suppose R1 = (1, 0, 1, 0) and R2 = (0, 0, 0, 0). In this case x is either z3s′z1 or
z3s

′z1s
′ and x′ ∈ S ′. We consider the possibilities for x′′−1:

Case 4.2.1: x′′−1 = z3s
′z1: If x = z3s

′z1 then πab
F,Z (x′′x) = 0, and by Proposition 6.6

we must have x′ = e. In this case the elements x′′x′x and x′x′′x are both e. If
x = z3s

′z1s
′ then πab

F,Z (x′′x) = πab
F,Z (s′), and again by Proposition 6.6 we must have

x′ = s′−1. Thus we obtain

x′′x′x = (z3s
′z1)

−1
s′−1 (z3s

′z1s
′) =

[
(z3s

′z1)
−1
, s′−1

]
and

x′x′′x = s′−1 (z3s
′z1)

−1
(z3s

′z1s
′) = e.

We prove that
[
(z3s

′z1)
−1 , s′−1

]
is sufficiently generic in Lemma 6.15.

Case 4.2.2: x′′−1 = z3s
′z1s

′. If x = z3s
′z1 then by exchanging the roles of x and x′′ (and

inverting all three generators) we reduce to the previous case. If x = z3s
′z1s

′ then
πab
F,Z (x′′x) = 0, and by Proposition 6.6 we must have x′ = e. In this case the elements
x′′x′x and x′x′′x are both e.
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Case 5: Suppose R3 = (1, i, 0, 0) for 1 ≤ i ≤ r. There are two cases to consider in this case:
Case 5.1: R1 = (1, i− 1, 0, 0) and R2 = (0, 1, 0, 0).

In this case x′′−1 is either s′z1s′z2 . . . b
εi−1

ki−1
z2 or s′z1s′z2 . . . z2bεiki . If i > 1, x is either

s′z1s
′z2 . . . z2b

εi−1

ki−1
or s′z1s′z2 . . . · z2, and thus πab

F,Z (x′′x) is either 0, −εibki , −εi−1bki−1
,

or −εi−1bki−1
−εibki . The generator x′ must be either z2 or j (bk) z2 for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N ,

so in the case πab
F,Z (x′′x) = −εi−1bki−1

− εibki there is nothing to check (because it
implies πab

F,Z (x′′x′x) ̸= 0). In each of the other cases, all elements bεjj and j (bk) vanish
from the product (because they commute with all other generators, and cancel out). Thus
we obtain

x′′x′x =
(
s′z1s

′zi2
)−1

z2
(
s′z1s

′zi−i
2

)
=
[(
s′z1s

′zi2
)−1

, z2

]
and

x′x′′x = z2
(
s′z1s

′zi2
)−1 (

s′z1s
′zi−i

2

)
= e.

We prove that
[
(s′z1s

′zi2)
−1
, z2

]
is sufficiently generic in Lemma 6.15.

If i = 1 we have that πab
F,Z (x′′) equals either −2πab

F,Z (s) or 2πab
F,Z (s) − εk1bk1 , and x

may also equal one of z1, j (bk) z1 (for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N ), s′z1s′, and sz1s (the other
possible values for x have been dealt with in the case i > 1). Thus πab

F,Z (x) is one
of 0, bk (for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N ), and 2πab

F,Z (s′). By property (PS7) of scramblings,
if πab

F,Z (x) ̸= 2πab
F,Z (s′) then πab

F,Z (x′′x′x) ̸= 0 (note that x′ is either z2 or its product
with some j (bk′), and thus πab

F,Z (x′) is either 0 or some basis element). Therefore we
need only consider the case where x = s′z1s

′. Since all basis elements of ZN cancel in
the product, it suffices to compute the elements x′′x′x and x′x′′x for x′′−1 = s′z1s

′z2,
x = s′z1s

′, and x′ = z2. This yields

x′′x′x = (s′z1s
′z2)

−1
z2 (s

′z1s
′) =

[
z−1
2 , s′z1s

′] and

x′x′′x = z2 (s
′z1s

′z2)
−1

(s′z1s
′) = e.

We prove that
[
z−1
2 , s′z1s

′] is sufficiently generic in Lemma 6.15.
Case 5.2: R1 = (1, i, 0, 0) and R2 = (0, 0, 0, 0).

In this case, x′ ∈ S ′ while x and x′′−1 are each equal to one of s′z1s′z2 . . . b
εi−1

ki−1
z2 and

s′z1s
′z2 . . . z2b

εi
ki

. It follows that πab
F,Z (x′′x) ∈ {±εibki , 0} and therefore by Proposi-

tion 6.6 x′ = e or x′ = b±1
ki

. In all cases, the elements x′′x′x and x′x′′x are both e.
Case 6: Suppose R3 = (1, i, 0, 1) for 0 ≤ i ≤ r. There are three cases to consider in this case.

In all of them we must have x′′−1 = z4s
′z1s

′z2b
ε1
k1
. . . z2b

εr
kr
zr−i
2 = z4sz1sz

i
2.

Case 6.1: R1 = (1, i− 1, 0, 1) and R2 = (0, 1, 0, 0) (if i ̸= 0).
In this case x = z4s

′z1s
′z2b

ε1
k1
. . . z2b

εr
kr
zr−i+1
2 = z4szs1z

i−1
2 . Since πab

F,Z (x′′x) = 0 we
must also have πab

F,Z (x′) = 0. Thus x′ = z2. This yields

x′′x′x =
(
z4sz1sz

i
2

)−1
z2
(
z4sz1sz

i−1
2

)
=
[(
z4sz1sz

i
2

)−1
, z2

]
and

x′x′′x =z2
(
z4sz1sz

i
2

)−1 (
z4sz1sz

i−1
2

)
= e.

We prove that
[
(z4sz1sz

i
2)

−1
, z2

]
is sufficiently generic in Lemma 6.15.

Case 6.2: R1 = (1, i, 0, 0) and R2 = (0, 0, 0, 1).
Suppose first i ̸= 0. Then x is one of s′z1s′z2 . . . b

εi−1

ki−1
z2 and s′z1s′z2 . . . b

εi−1

ki−1
z2b

εi
ki

, while
x′ is either z4 or j (bk) z4 for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N . Supposing πab

F,Z (x′′x′x) = 0, we may
ignore any basis element of ZN in x′′x′x and x′x′′x as these basis elements commute
with all other generators and cancel each other. Modulo the ZN factor, x is equivalent to
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sz1s and x′ is equivalent to z4. This yields

x′′x′x = (z4sz1s)
−1 z4 (sz1s) = e and

x′x′′x = z4 (z4sz1s)
−1 (sz1z) =

[
z4, (sz1s)

−1] .
We prove that

[
z4, (sz1s)

−1] is sufficiently generic in Lemma 6.15.
If i = 0 there are more possibilities for x: it may additionally be one of z1, j (bk′) z1
(for some 1 ≤ k′ ≤ N ), s′z1s′, and sz1s. The possibilities for x′ remain the same.
Again, assuming πab

F,Z (x′′x′x) = 0, we may work modulo the ZN factor; thus the last
two possibilities for x are both equivalent to sz1s, which has already been considered.
The first two possibilities for x are equivalent to z1. Thus the elements x′′x′x and x′x′′x
are equivalent to one of e,

[
z4, (sz1s)

−1],
(z4sz1s)

−1 z4z1 = s−1z−1
1 s−1z1 and

z4 (z4sz1s)
−1 z1 = z4

(
s−1z−1

1 s−1
)
z−1
4 z1.

We prove that these are sufficiently generic in Lemma 6.15.
Case 6.3: R1 = (1, i, 0, 1) and R2 = (0, 0, 0, 0).

In this case x′ = e and x′′−1 = x. Thus the elements x′′x′x and x′x′′x are both e.
Case 7: Suppose R3 = (0, 0, 0, 0). Then also R1 = R2 = (0, 0, 0, 0). Since all three gener-

ators are then in S ′, there is nothing to check: condition (b) holds by property (PS4) of
scramblings. □

We now verify the second part of the statement, on pairs x, x′ ∈ S ′′ satisfying both
degz (x) = degz (x

′) and πab
F,Z (x) = πab

F,Z (x′). For each possible value of degz (x) we
consider the corresponding set of rows:

Case 1: degz(x) = (0, 0, 0, 1): the corresponding generators are z4 and those generators of
the form j (bi) z4. Any two of these have distinct values under πab

F,Z (because πab
F,Z (z4) = 0

and πab
F,Z (j (bi)) takes different values for different indices i, all of which are nonzero).

Case 2: degz(x) = (0, 0, 1, 0): the corresponding generators are z3 and those of the form
j (bi) z3, and the verification is the same as that for (0, 0, 0, 1).

Case 3: degz(x) = (0, 1, 0, 0) is identical to the previous case, with z2 replacing z3.
Case 4: degz(x) = (1, 0, 1, 0): the possible generators are z3s′z1 and z3s′z1s′. These have

different values under πab
F,Z.

Case 5: degz(x) = (1, i, 0, 0) for some 1 ≤ i ≤ r: the possible generators are s′z1s′z2 ·
. . . b

εi−1

ki−1
· z2 and s′z1s′z2bε1k1 . . . z2b

εi
ki

. These have different values under πab
F,Z (differing by

πab
F,Z

(
bεiki
)
̸= 0).

Case 6: degz(x) = (1, 0, 0, 0): the corresponding generators are z1, generators of the form
j (bi) z1, s′z1s′, and sz1s. Except for the pair {z1, t = sz1s}, any two of these have distinct
values under πab

F,Z (this follows directly from (PS7)).
Case 7: degz(x) = (1, r − i, 0, 1) for some 0 ≤ i ≤ r: there is only one generator with this

degree.
Case 8: degz(x) = (0, 0, 0, 0): these cases follow from property (PS3) in the definition of

group scrambling.

Lemma 6.15. In the notation of Proposition 6.13, the following elements are sufficiently
generic relative to S:

(1) sz1sz−1
1 , s−1z−1

1 s−1z1, and z1
(
s−1z−1

1 s−1
)
,

(2) [z3, s
′−1] and

[
(z3s

′z1)
−1 , s′−1

]
, and

(3)
[
z3, (sz1s)

−1], [(sz1szi2)−1
, z2

]
,
[
z−1
2 , sz1s

]
,
[
(z4sz1sz

i
2)

−1
, z2

]
, and

[
z4, (sz1s)

−1],
(4) z4

(
s−1z−1

1 s−1
)
z−1
4 z1.
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Proof. For the following, let ρ : FS ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩ → GLn(C) be any homomorphism map-
ping each s ∈ S to the permutation matrix of a derangement or to In and mapping z1, . . . , z4
to matrices with algebraically independent entries over Q.

Observe that the value of each of the elements in the lemma’s statement under πZ is 0.
Therefore, all occurrences of s′ can be replaced with s without changing the words’ value
in the group G′′. We then obtain elements in G′′ which are words in s and z1, . . . , z4, and it
suffices to show that ρ(w)− In is invertible or 0 for w each of these words.

(1) The inverse of z1
(
s−1z−1

1 s−1
)

is sz1sz−1
1 and the inverse of s−1z−1

1 s−1z1 is conjugate
to sz1sz−1

1 . So only one of these words needs to be checked by Definition 6.2. The
element sz1sz−1

1 is sufficiently generic by Lemma 6.4 (i).
Note that if ρ(s) is the permutation matrix of a derangement then, for each of these

words w, by applying Lemma 6.4 as above we find that ρ(w)− In is invertible (and
not zero).

(2) Following the above remark it is enough to consider the elements[
z3, s

−1
]

and
[
(z3sz1)

−1 , s−1
]
.

The first is sufficiently generic by Lemma 6.4 (ii). For w =
[
(z3sz1)

−1 , s−1
]
, ob-

serve that if ρ(s) = In then ρ(w) − In = 0. Otherwise, ρ(s) is the permutation
matrix of a derangement. By Corollary 2.34, if there exist matrices B1, B2 such that
[(B1ρ(s)B2)

−1, ρ(s)−1]− In is invertible then so is ρ(w)− In. Taking B2 = ρ(s)−1
and B1 = ρ(z3)

−1, we obtain

[(B1ρ(s)B2)
−1, ρ(s)−1]− In = [ρ(z3), ρ(s)

−1],

which (since ρ(s)−1 is the permutation matrix of a derangement) is again invertible
by Lemma 6.4 (ii).

(3) Let w be any of these commutators and consider ρ (w) as a matrix with entries which
are polynomials in the entries of the matrices {ρ (zi)}4i=1. It is clear that for any
pair of invertible matrices A,B we can arrange for ρ (w) to equal [A,B] by choos-
ing the entries of {ρ (zi)}4i=1 appropriately. For example, for

[
(z4sz1sz

i
2)

−1
, z2

]
we

can set ρ (z2) = B, ρ (z1) = I , and take ρ (z4) to be the unique matrix such that
ρ
(
(z4sz1sz

i
2)

−1
)
= A. Similarly, for

[
z4, (sz1s)

−1] we can set ρ (z4) = A and take

ρ (z1) to be the unique matrix such that ρ
(
(sz1s)

−1) = B. If we take matrices A,B
that have algebraically independent entries then [A,B]−In is invertible (for instance
by Lemma 6.4 (ii)), and hence so is ρ(w)− In.

(4) Denotew = z4
(
s−1z−1

1 s−1
)
z−1
4 z1. If ρ(s) = In then ρ(w)−In = ρ([z4, z

−1
1 ])−In is

invertible. Otherwise, ρ(s) is the permutation matrix of a derangement. Considering
ρ(w)− In as a matrix with entries which are polynomials in the entries of ρ(z4), we
can substitute In for ρ(z4) to obtain ρ(s−1z11s

−1z1)− In, which is invertible by case
(1). □

6.4. The scrambling construction. We describe a construction fulfilling the axioms for
group scramblings (see Definition 6.5).

Construction 6.16. LetG = ⟨S | R⟩ be a group given by a symmetric triangular presen-
tation. We construct a finitely presented group G′ = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ together with an isomorphism
φ : G′ → G×ZS⊔R in a sequence of steps. In each step (except the first preprocessing step)
a group Gi = ⟨Si | Ri⟩ and a homomorphism φi : Gi → G × ZS⊔R is constructed. It is
always the case that Si ⊂ Si+1, Ri ⊂ Ri+1, and φi+1 ↾Si

= φi ↾Si
. We take G′ and φ to be

the group presentation and homomorphism of the last step.
In what follows we denote by B = {bs}s∈S ∪ {br}r∈R a basis for ZS⊔R.
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(CS1) (A preprocessing step.) We modify ⟨S | R⟩ to arrange that no relation abc = e in R
contains the same generator twice (though it may contain a generator and its inverse)
as follows. If some s ∈ S appears twice or three times in some relation in R, add new
elements s′ and s′′ to S, and add the relations ss′−1e = e and ss′′−1e = e to R. Then, in
any relation in which s appears more than once, replace the second (and if present, the
third) occurrence by s′ (or s′′). Repeat this process until each relation is a product of three
distinct generators (a generator and its inverse are considered distinct for this purpose).
Then symmetrize the set of relations. It is clear how the resulting finitely presented group
is isomorphic to the original one.

(CS2) For each s ∈ S \{e} define symbols xs, x−1
s . We call x−1

s the formal inverse of xs. We
consider mutually inverse generators s, s−1 in S as distinct for this purpose. In particular,
for any such pair there are four symbols: xs, xs−1 , x−1

s , and x−1
s−1 . Furthermore, define

symbols wr, w−1
r for each r ∈ R. Set

S0 =
{
xs, x

−1
s

}
s∈S ∪

{
wr, w

−1
r

}
r∈R ∪ {e} ,

R0 =
{
xsx

−1
s e = e

}
s∈S ∪

{
wrw

−1
r e = e

}
r∈R ,

and G0 = ⟨S0 | R0⟩, so that G0 is a free group on |S|+ |R| generators (note: xs and xs−1

are not inverses in G0 for any pair s, s−1 ∈ S). Then define

φ0 : G0 → (G ∗ FR)× ZS⊔R

where FR is the free group with generators fr for r ∈ R by setting

φ0 (xs) = (s, 5bs) φ0 (wr) = (fr, 0)

for each generator xs and wr, and extending to G0.
(CS3) In this step we add generators for the the ZS⊔R part together with the appropriate

commutators as relations to ensure they commute with all other generators.
(a) For each s ∈ S define symbols ts and t−1

s , and for each r ∈ R define symbols tr
and t−1

r (again, mutually inverse generators s, s−1 in S are distinct for this purpose).
Define T+ = {ts}s∈S∪{tr}r∈R, let T− = {t−1

s }s∈S∪{t−1
r }r∈R be the formal inverses

of those symbols in T+, and define T = T+ ∪ T−.
Choose a linear ordering ≺ on T+.

(b) For each s ∈ S and t ∈ T+ define new symbols us,t and u−1
s,t . Similarly for each

r ∈ R and t ∈ T+ define new symbols ur,t and u−1
r,t . Lastly for distinct t1, t2 ∈ T+

with t1 ≺ t2 define the new symbols ut1,t2 and u−1
t1,t2 . Denote the set of all these

symbols by U , and define

S1 = S0 ∪ T ∪ U.
If t1 ≻ t2 are elements of T+, define the additional notation ut1,t2 for ut2,t1 (it is not
a distinct symbol). Similarly let u−1

t1,t2 denote u−1
t2,t1 .

(c) Write the following relations: for each pair of mutually inverse symbols y, y−1 in
T ∪ U , write the relation yy−1e = e. For each s ∈ S and t ∈ T+, write the
relations xstu−1

s,t = e and us,tx−1
s t−1 = e (here t−1 ∈ T− is the formal inverse of

t ∈ T+). Similarly for each r ∈ R and t ∈ T+, write the relations wrtu
−1
r,t = e and

ur,tw
−1
r t−1 = e. Denote the set of all these relations by RT . Define

R1 = R0 ∪RT .

Define G1 = ⟨S1 | R1⟩, and define

φ1 : G1 → (G ∗ FR)× ZS⊔R
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by setting φ1 (ts) = bs for each s ∈ S, φ1 (tr) = br for each r ∈ R, φ1 (xs) = φ0 (xs),
and extending to all other generators and elements as the relations dictate (for example,
if t ∈ T+ and s ∈ S then φ1 (us,t) = φ1 (xs) · φ1 (t)).

Note that φ1 is surjective: (e, br) and (e, bs) are in the image for each r ∈ R and each
s ∈ S. Similarly (s, 5bs) is in the image for each s ∈ S.

(CS4) Order R arbitrarily, and denote the relations by r1, . . . , rn. For each relation r = rj ,
in order, for j = 1, . . . , n:
(a) Write r as abc = e for a, b, c ∈ S (by step (1) these are distinct).
(b) Define generators and relations to “break up” the relation

w−1
r (wrxat

5
rxbt

5
rxc
(
t−1
a t−1

r t−1
b t−1

r t−1
c

)5
) = e

from left to right. Explicitly, write out the word on the left hand side of the relation
without the w−1

r :

(♠) wrxa tr . . . tr︸ ︷︷ ︸
×5

xb tr . . . tr︸ ︷︷ ︸
×5

xc t
−1
a t−1

r t−1
b t−1

r t−1
c . . . t−1

a t−1
r t−1

b t−1
r t−1

c︸ ︷︷ ︸
×5

.

Then define symbols yr,1, . . . , yr,36 (together with formal inverses y−1
r,1 , . . . , y

−1
r,36), one

for each prefix of this word, omitting the empty prefix, the first prefix wr and the final
three prefixes (the entire word, and the entire word with the last or the two last letters
omitted). Denote the set of all these symbols by Yr. Write the following relations:

wrxay
−1
r,1 = e, yr,1try

−1
r,2 = e, . . . yr,35t

−1
b yr,36 = e.

(Multiplying by the symbols yr,i from the right and substituting the previous relation
into each relation in turn, these read yr,1 = wrxa, yr,2 = wrxatr, and so on up
to yr,36 = wrxatr . . . t

−1
b , which equals the entire word without the final two letters

t−1
r t−1

c ). Finally, write the relation

w−1
r yr,36u

−1
tc,tr = e.

Also, for each yr,i write the relation yr,iy−1
r,i e = e.

Denote the set of all these relations by Rr. Then define Sj+1 = Sj ∪ Yr and Rj+1 =
Rj ∪Rr, Gj+1 = ⟨Sj+1 | Rj+1⟩, and extend φj : Gj → (G ∗ FR)× ZS⊔R to

φj+1 : Gj+1 → (G ∗ FR)× ZS⊔R

in the manner dictated by the relations (this is possible because every generator
y ∈ Sj+1 \ Sj satisfies a relation which defines it in terms of previous generators.)
Observe that φj+1 is a homomorphism: it maps every relator of Rj+1 to the identity.
For “trivial” relators of the form yy−1e = e this is obvious, and similarly for the 36
relators

wrxay
−1
r,1 , yr,1try

−1
r,2 , . . . , yr,35t

−1
b yr,36,

since they define yr,1, . . . , yr,36 in terms of the previous generators. For the relator
w−1

r yr,36u
−1
tc,tr , note that utc,tr = tctr, and when we substitute previous relations into

it we obtain
w−1

r wrxat
5
rxbt

5
rxc
(
t−1
a t−1

r t−1
b t−1

r t−1
c

)5
= e.

When the left hand side is evaluated under φj we obtain precisely abc, but this prod-
uct is the identity in G, as desired.

(CS5) (Postprocessing.) Let Gn+1 = ⟨Sn+1 | Rn+1⟩ be the presentation of the last step and
φn+1 : Gn+1 → (G ∗ FR)×ZS⊔R the corresponding homomorphism. Symmetrize the set
of relations. For any relation abc = e in Rn+1 in which a = e or a ∈ T , add the relations
bac = e and bca = e. Then symmetrize the set of relations again. This does not change
the group: each generator in T commutes with all other generators.
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Remark 6.17. It is obvious from the construction that it is computable. The presentation
⟨S ′ | R′⟩ can be computed from ⟨S | R⟩, and the homomorphism φ can be computed in the
sense that we can explicitly write the image of each generator in S ′ (as a tuple consisting of
a word in the generators S and an explicitly-given element of ZS⊔R).

Theorem 6.18. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a group given by symmetric triangular presentation.
Let G′ = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ and φ : G′ → G × ZS⊔R be the output of Construction 6.16 applied to
⟨S | R⟩. Then ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ is a group scrambling of ⟨S | R⟩ in the sense of Definition 6.5.

Proof of Theorem 6.18. Properties (PS3) and (PS4) require some case enumeration and are
therefore split up into the Lemmas 6.19 and 6.20.
(PS1): The generating set S ′ is symmetric by construction, and similarly all relators in R′

have length three. The relators are cyclically symmetric as we symmetrized the
relations in the last step of the construction.

(PS2): DenoteN = |S ⊔R|. We prove that µ = φ : G′ → (G∗FR)×ZS⊔R ≃ (G∗FR)×ZN

is an isomorphism:
(1) It is a homomorphism, as explained in the construction.
(2) It is surjective because φ1 : G1 = ⟨S1 | R1⟩ → (G ∗ FR) × ZS⊔R is surjective,

where S1 ⊂ S ′ and φ (s) = φ1 (s) for each s ∈ S1.
(3) It is injective: just like in the proof of Proposition 6.10, all generators except for

{xs}s∈S∪{ts}s∈S∪{tr}r∈R can be eliminated using Tietze transformations. The
relations then simplify to:
(a) The commutators [ts, x] = e for each generator x ̸= ts,
(b) The commutators [tr, x] = e for each generator x ̸= tr,
(c) For each mutually inverse pair s, s−1 ∈ S ′, the relation xs−1xs = e.
(d) For each relation abc = e in ⟨S | R⟩, the relation

w−1
r wrxat

5
rxbt

5
rxc
(
t−1
a t−1

r t−1
b t−1

r t−1
c

)5
= e.

Since {ts}s∈S ∪ {tr}r∈R commute with all generators, the relation of the form

w−1
r wrxat

5
rxbt

5
rxc
(
t−1
a t−1

r t−1
b t−1

r t−1
c

)5
= e

can be replaced by xat−5
a xbt

−5
b xct

−5
c = e. Using further Tietze transformations,

introduce for each s ∈ S a new generator x̃s and the relation x̃s = xst
−5
s . Since

each generator xs can be expressed as x̃st5s, the generators {xs}s∈S can be elimi-
nated (again by Tietze transformations). This yields a presentation with genera-
tors {x̃s}s∈S ∪ {ts}s∈S ∪ {wr}r∈R ∪ {tr}r∈R, with relations similar to the above:
the relations of type (a) and (b) are the same, relations of type (c) are replaced
by x̃sx̃s−1 = e, and each relation of type (d) is replaced by x̃ax̃bx̃c = e for
each relation abc = e in R. It is clear that the resulting group is isomorphic to
(G∗FR)×ZS⊔R with µ mapping each x̃s to the corresponding s ∈ S, each wr to
the free generator fr, and each element of {ts}s∈S∪{tr}r∈R to the corresponding
basis element of ZS⊔R.

(PS5): Define i : S → S ′ by i (s) = xs. Then πG (i (s)) = s.
(PS6): Denote B = {bs}s∈S ∪ {br}r∈R. This is a basis of ZS⊔R ≃ ZN . Define j : B → S ′

by j (bz) = tz (for all z ∈ S ⊔R). Then µ (j (bz)) = (e, bz).
(PS7): Let s ∈ S. Then πZ (i (s)) = πZ (xs) = 5bs, so (expressed in the basis B =

{bs}s∈S ∪ {br}r∈R) the bs-coefficient of πZ (i (s)) is at least 5. We verify that the
bs-coefficient of πZ (s′) (expressed in B) is at most 6 for each s′ ∈ S ′:
(1) If x is one of the generators added in step (CS2) then πZ (x) = ±5b for some

b ∈ B, and its bs-coefficient is clearly at most 6 in absolute value.
(2) If x is one of the generators wr and w−1

r it is zero under the projection πZ.
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(3) Similarly, any of the generators ts or tr added in step (CS3) have bs-coefficient
at most 1 in absolute value.

(4) The generators us,t added in step (CS3) have bs-coefficient at most 6 in absolute
value; the generators ut1,t2 have bs-coefficient at most 1 in absolute value.

(5) If x is one of the generators added in step (CS4), there is a relation abc = e in R
such that x is a proper prefix of

wrxa tr . . . tr︸ ︷︷ ︸
×5

xb tr . . . tr︸ ︷︷ ︸
×5

xc t
−1
a t−1

r t−1
b t−1

r t−1
c . . . t−1

a t−1
r t−1

b t−1
r t−1

c︸ ︷︷ ︸
×5

.

If s /∈ {a, b, c} then πZ (x) has bs-coefficient 0. If s ∈ {a, b, c}, then since
a, b, c are distinct it is easy to see that πZ (x) has bs-coefficient nonnegative and
at most 5. □

Lemma 6.19. Properties (PS3) and (PS4) hold for the generators added in the steps
(CS1)-(CS3) of Construction 6.16.

Proof. Table 2 contains the generators defined in steps (CS1)-(CS3) of the construction (one
representative from each mutually inverse pair) together with their values under πab

F,Z. (We
slightly abuse notation: if t ∈ T+ = {ts}s∈S ∪ {tr}r∈R then bt refers to bs or br according
to the value of t. Further, we denote by fr both the generators of the free group FR and its
abelianization Z|R|.)

Generator x πab
F,Z (x)

e 0

xs for each s ∈ S 5bs

wr for each r ∈ R fr

ts for each s ∈ S bs

tr for each r ∈ R br

us,t for s ∈ S, t ∈ T+ 5bs + bt

ur,t for r ∈ R, t ∈ T+ fr + bt

ut1,t2 for distinct t1, t2 ∈ T+ bt1 + bt2

Table 2. The generators added in the steps (CS1)-(CS3) of the scrambling construc-
tion.

For Property (PS3) it suffices to verify that the values of any two of the generators in the
table under πab

F,Z are distinct, and that the value of any generator under πab
F,Z is different than

the value of the inverse of another generator. This is clear by inspection of the rows of the
table.

We now verify Property (PS4) by checking that if generators x, x′, x′′ from Table 2 satisfy
πab
F,Z(x

′′x′x) = 0 then the word x′′x′x is trivial in G′ or sufficiently generic relative to
the map from S to G ∗ FR. So assume these generators satisfy πab

F,Z(x
′′x′x) = 0. This

means we have πab
F,Z (x) + πab

F,Z (x′) + πab
F,Z (x′′) = 0. But the πab

F,Z-values in Table 2 are
positive linear combinations of the elements of the basis of Z|R| ×ZN , so at least one of the
generators x, x′, x′′ is the inverse of a generator listed in this table. By negating the equation
if necessary, we may assume without loss of generality that exactly one is the inverse of a
generator listed in Table 2, and after replacing x′′ by x′′−1 and renaming the generators if
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necessary we obtain the equation

πab
F,Z(x) + πab

F,Z(x
′) = πab

F,Z(x
′′).(πab

F,Z)

Subsequently we need to show that for generators x, x′, x′′ that satisfy this equation the
elements xx′x′′−1, x′x′′−1x, x′′−1xx′, x′xx′′−1, xx′′−1x′, x′′−1x′x are all trivial or sufficiently
generic relative to the map from S to G ∗FR. Note that the cyclic shifts of these words arise
by conjugating with x−1 or x′−1. As conjugation preserves the set of sufficiently generic
words by Definition 6.2 it suffices to consider the elements xx′x′′−1 and x′xx′′−1 in the
following.

So we now look for all generators x, x′, x′′ in Table 2 satisfying Equation (πab
F,Z) and

check if the elements xx′x′′−1 and x′xx′′−1 are trivial in G′ or sufficiently generic relative
to the map from S to G ∗ FR. We split the argument into cases based on the value of x′′.
We can exclude the cases x = e or x′ = e as this would imply πab

F,Z(x
′x′′−1) = eF or

πab
F,Z(xx

′′−1) = eF respectively, and there exist no nontrivial solution to these equations by
property (PS3) which we already verified above. If g1, g2, g3 are generators in Table 2 we
don’t distinguish between the solutions x = g1, x′ = g2, x′′ = g3 and x = g2, x′ = g1,
x′′ = g3 as we analyze the words xx′x′′−1 and x′xx′′−1 for each such solution in both cases.
Case 1: Suppose x′′ = e. Then x = wr, x′ = w−1

r for some r ∈ R. Both words xx′x′′−1

and x′xx′′−1 are trivial in G′ in this case.
Case 2: Suppose x′′ = xs for some s ∈ S. There is no solution in this case.
Case 3: Suppose x′′ = wr for some r ∈ R. There is no solution in this case.
Case 4: Suppose x′′ = ts for some s ∈ S. There is no solution in this case.
Case 5: Suppose x′′ = tr for some r ∈ R, Then x = w−1

r , x′ = ur,tr and both associated
words are trivial in G′.

Case 6: Suppose x′′ = us,t for s ∈ S and t ∈ T+. The unique solution is x = xs and x′ = t.
In this case x′′−1x′x = u−1

s,txst = e is a relator in R′, as is u−1
s,t txs = e.

Case 7: Suppose x′′ = ur,t for r ∈ R and t ∈ T+. The unique solution is x = wr and
x′ = t. The resulting words are again trivial in G′.

Case 8: Suppose x′′ = ut1,t2 for t1, t2 ∈ T+. The unique solution is x = t1 and x′ = t2. In
this case x′′−1x′x = u−1

t1,t2t1t2 = e is a relation in R′. □

Lemma 6.20. Properties (PS3) and (PS4) hold for all generators added in the scram-
bling construction.

Proof. We inductively verify that these properties still hold when further generators are
added for each relator in R in step (CS4) of Construction 6.16. Denote the relators in R
by r1, . . . , rn according to the arbitrary order chosen in Construction 6.16. By induction on
1 ≤ j ≤ n we show that:

(i) For each j = 1, . . . , n, the generators
{
y±1
rj ,i

}36

i=1
all satisfy that their value under

πab
F,Z involves brj or frj and no other element of {br, fr}r∈R.

(ii) The generators added in steps (CS1)-(CS3) of the construction, together with the
generators

⋃
k≤j

{
y±1
rk,i

}36
i=1

satisfy conditions (PS3) and (PS4).
Let the j-th relation rj be abc = e. Table 3 lists one generator from each mutually inverse

pair
{
yrj ,i, y

−1
rj ,i

}
added in step (CS4) for this relation.

Part (i) is clear: the new generators all satisfy that their value under πab
F,Z involves brj

or frj and no other element of {br, fr}r∈R. We need to verify (ii), i.e. conditions (PS3)
and (PS4).

For condition (PS3) it suffices to check that any two of the new generators have distinct
values under πab

F,Z, and that their values under πab
F,Z are distinct from those of the generators
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Generator x πab
F,Z (x)

yrj ,i for 1 ≤ i ≤ 6 frj + 5ba + (i− 1) brj

yrj ,i for 7 ≤ i ≤ 12 frj + 5ba + 5bb + (i− 2)brj

yrj ,13 frj + 5ba + 5bb + 5bc + 10brj

yrj ,13+5k for 1 ≤ k ≤4 frj + (5− k)ba + (5− k)bb + (5− k)bc + (10− 2k)brj

yrj ,14+5k for 0 ≤ k ≤ 4 frj + (4− k)ba + (5− k)bb + (5− k)bc + (10− 2k)brj

yrj ,15+5k for 0 ≤ k ≤ 4 frj + (4− k)ba + (5− k)bb + (5− k)bc + (9− 2k)brj

yrj ,16+5k for 0 ≤ k ≤ 4 frj + (4− k)ba + (4− k)bb + (5− k)bc + (9− 2k)brj

yrj ,17+5k for 0 ≤ k ≤ 3 frj + (4− k)ba + (4− k)bb + (5− k)bc + (8− 2k)brj

Table 3. The generators corresponding to the relator rj added in the step (CS4) of
the scrambling construction.

added in steps (CS1)-(CS3) of the construction. Note that the values of πF,Z in Table 3 are all
distinct, so it suffices to compare these generators with the ones added in steps (CS1)-(CS3).
These all have a brj -coefficient at most one. We list all generators which after applying πab

F,Z

have brj -coefficient one or involve the generator frj in Table 4. Apparently, any two of

Generator x πab
F,Z (x)

yrj ,1 frj + 5ba

yrj ,36 frj + bc + brj

trj brj

us,trj for s ∈ S 5bs + brj

urj ,t for t ∈ T+ frj + bt

utrj ,t for t ∈ T+ \
{
trj
}

brj + bt

wrj frj

Table 4. The generators of S′ which have brj -coefficient one or involve the genera-
tor frj after applying πab

F,Z.

these have different values under πab
F,Z. and it is not possible that πab

F,Z (x) = πab
F,Z (x′−1) =

−πab
F,Z (x′).

For the rest of this proof, “sufficiently generic” is short for “sufficiently generic in G ∗
(FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩) relative to S”

For condition (PS4) we proceed similarly as in Lemma 6.19, namely we consider gen-
erators x, x′, x′′ in the Tables 2 and 3 that satisfy Equation (πab

F,Z). We verify that for these
generators the words xx′x′′−1 and x′xx′′−1 are trivial in G′ or sufficiently generic.

By the above discussion we may exclude the cases in which x = e or x′ = e. As in the
proof of Lemma 6.19, we don’t distinguish between the solutions x = g1, x′ = g2, x′′ = g3
and x = g2, x′ = g1, x′′ = g3 for generators g1, g2, g3 as we analyze the words xx′x′′−1

and x′xx′′−1 for each such solution in both cases. We may also restrict to cases in which
at least one of the generators involves a generator yrj ,k for 1 ≤ k ≤ 36 as otherwise the
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condition was already checked in Lemma 6.19. We begin by assuming that x′′ = yrj ,k for
some 1 ≤ k ≤ 36. This yields the following cases.
Case 1: Suppose x′′ = yrj ,1. In this case the only solution is x = xa, x′ = wrj which

yields the words xawrx
−1
a w−1

r and wrxax
−1
a w−1

r . The former is sufficiently generic by
Lemma 6.4 (ii) and the latter is clearly trivial in G′.

Case 2: Suppose x′′ = yrj ,k with 2 ≤ k ≤ 6. In this case there are the following solutions:
(1) If k = 2 there is x = ua,trj , x′ = wr which yields the words xatrjwrt

−1
rj
x−1
a w−1

r

and wrxatrj t
−1
rj
x−1
a w−1

r . Since trj commutes with all other involved letters this case
reduces to the previous one.

(2) If k = 2 there is x = xa, x′ = urj ,trj which yields the words xawrj trj t
−1
rj
x−1
a w−1

rj

and wrj trjxat
−1
rj
x−1
a w−1

rj
. These words again reduce to the k = 1 case.

(3) If k = 3 there is x = ua,trj , x′ = urj ,trj which yields the words xatrjwrj trj t
−2
rj
x−1
a w−1

rj

and wrj trjxatrj t
−2
rj
x−1
a w−1

rj
which also reduces to the k = 1 case.

(4) For all k = 2, . . . , 6 there is x = yrj ,k−1, x′ = trj which yields trivial words in G′ in
both orders.

Case 3: Suppose x′′ = yrj ,k with 7 ≤ k ≤ 12. In this case we have the solution x = yrj ,k−1,
x′ = trj which yields either the trivial element in G′ or (after canceling trj ) the word

xbwrjxax
−1
b x−1

a w−1
rj

= [xb, wrjxa].

This word is sufficiently generic by Lemma 6.4 (iii). For k = 7 there is the additional
solution x = yrj ,5, x′ = ub,trj which yields the same words as the previous solution.

Case 4: Suppose x′′ = yrj ,13. There is x = yrj ,12, x′ = xc and x = yrj ,11, x′ = uc,trj which
yields a trivial word in G′ and the word

xcwrjxaxbx
−1
c x−1

b x−1
a w−1

rj
=
[
xc, wrjxaxb

]
.

This word is sufficiently generic by Lemma 6.4 (iii). Furthermore there are solutions
x = yrj ,14, x′ = ta and x = yrj ,15, x

′ = ua,trj . Both solutions yield in both orders trivial
words in G′ as all t’s commute with all other letters.

Case 5: Suppose x′′ = yrj ,k with 14 ≤ k ≤ 34. The prefixes yrj ,k all involve frj and at least
three different bases elements of B with brj -coefficient at least two. Thus the only solu-
tions involve the two previous or the two following prefixes and the appropriate letters
that got added between these prefixes. Denoting by lk the k-th letter of the word (♠) we
have the following solutions:
(1) x = yrj ,k−2, x′ = ul−1

k ,l−1
k+1

where ul−1
k ,l−1

k+1
is the commutator symbol of the letters

l−1
k and l−1

k+1,
(2) x = yrj ,k−1, x′ = l−1

k+1,
(3) x = yrj ,k+1, x′ = l−1

k−1,
(4) x = yrj ,k+2, x′ = ul−1

k−1,l
−1
k−2

where ul−1
k−1,l

−1
k−2

is the commutator symbol of the letters

l−1
k−2 and l−1

k−1.
The case k = 14 and x = yrj ,12, x′ = uc,trj reduces to the sufficiently generic word given
in Case 4. All other resulting words are trivial inG′ as they involve the “noncommutative
block” wrjxaxbxc in the right order on both sides and the t’s cancel.

Case 6: Suppose x′′ = yrj ,35. There are also solutions of the same shape as in the previous
case, namely x = yrj ,33, x′ = utb,trj , x = yrj ,34, x′ = tbb , and x = yrj ,36, x′ = brj
which all yield trivial words in G′. Furthermore, there is also the solution x = urj ,trj ,
x′ = utc,trj which after reordering some t’s yields the word

(1) wrj t
2
rj
tcy

−1
rj ,35

= wrjy
−1
rj ,36

utc,trj .
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This word is trivial in G′ as there is the relation w−1
r yrj ,36u

−1
tc,tr = e in this group.

Case 7: Suppose x′′ = yrj ,36. There are the solutions x = yrj ,34, x
′ = utb,trj and x = yrj ,35,

x′ = trj which also yield trivial words as above. Furthermore, there are the solution
x = wrj , x

′ = utc,trj , x = urj ,tc , x
′ = trj , and x = urj ,trj , x′ = tc which yield the same

trivial word as in Equation (1) after reordering the t’s.

The only remaining cases left to check are the ones where x = yrj ,k for some 1 ≤ k ≤ 36
and x′′ is a generator of Table 2. As the brj -coefficient of the generator x can be at most
one and the generators x, x′, x′′ satisfy Equation (πab

F,Z) there are only the following cases to
consider.

Case 8: Suppose x = yrj ,1. The only solution is x′ = w−1
rj

and x′′ = xa. This yields a trivial
word and the word wrjxaw

−1
rj
x−1
a . The latter is sufficiently generic by Lemma 6.4.

Case 9: Suppose x = yrj ,2. The only solution is x′ = w−1
rj

and x′′ = ua,trj . As the t’s
commute and cancel we obtain the same words as in the previous case.

Case 10: Suppose x = yrj ,36. The only solution is x′ = w−1
rj

and x′′ = utc,trj . Both words
are trivial due to the relation w−1

r yrj ,36u
−1
tc,tr = e in the group G′.

Thus, condition (PS4) holds for all generators x, x′, x′′ ∈ S ′ which completes the proof. □

7. ENTROPIC MATROID REPRESENTABILITY IS UNDECIDABLE

We have now all necessary tools at our disposal to complete the proof that there is no
algorithm that checks whether a matroid is entropic. We prove this result by connecting the
uniform word problem for finite groups with the entropic representations of the associated
generalized Dowling geometries. The first part of this relation is described in the following
theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let ⟨S | R⟩, s ∈ S be an instance of the uniform word problem for finite
groups. Furthermore let ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ be the augmented presentation from Construction 6.8
and M the set of generalized Dowling geometries subordinate to this presentation. If there
exists a finite quotient of GS,R in which s is nontrival then some matroid in M is entropic.

Proof. Assume there is a group homomorphism φ : GS,R → G for some finite group G with
φ(s) ̸= e. Set n := |G| and identify the elements of G with {1, . . . , n}. Let ρ : GS,R →
GLn(C) the representation where each ρ(g) is the permutation matrix corresponding to the
action of φ(g) by left-multiplication on G.

By assumption we have ρ(s) ̸= ρ(e). Therefore we can apply Proposition 6.12 and obtain
a representation ρ̃ : GS′′,R′′ → GLñ(C) for some ñ ∈ N such that

(a) ρ̃(s)− ρ̃(s′) is invertible for any distinct s, s′ ∈ S ′′ and
(b) whenever s, s′, s′′ ∈ S ′′ (not necessarily distinct) satisfy ρ̃(s′′s′s) ̸= In then the

matrix ρ̃(s′′s′s)− In is invertible.

Hence by Theorem 5.4 some of the generalized Dowling geometries M subordinate to
⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ is multilinear over F. Thus by [Mat99] this matroid in M is also entropic. □

The next theorem describes the converse implication

Theorem 7.2. Let ⟨S | R⟩, s ∈ S be an instance of the uniform word problem for finite
groups and M be the generalized Dowling geometry of the presentation ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ obtained
from Construction 6.8. Assume that some matroid of the generalized Dowling geometries
M subordinate to ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ is entropic. Then there exists a group homomorphism φ :
GS,R → G to a finite group G with φ(s) ̸= e.
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Proof. Suppose the matroid M ∈ M is entropic. This is the generalized Dowling geometry
of a quotient of GS′′,R′′ . Composing the quotient map with the group homomorphism stem-
ming from Theorem 4.5 applied to the entropic matroid M we obtain an n ∈ N and a group
homomorphism ρ : GS′′,R′′ → Sn with ρ (x) ̸= ρ (x′) for distinct x, x′ ∈ S ′′. Recall from
Construction 6.8 that there is an isomorphism

ν : (GS,R ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)× ZN → GS′′,R′′

such that ν(z1) = sz for some generator sz ∈ S ′′ and ν(sz1s) = t with t ∈ S ′′.
As ν is an isomorphism the generators sz and t must be distinct. Hence we obtain ρ(t) ̸=

ρ(sz). Composing these maps therefore yields ρ ◦ ν(sz1s) ̸= ρ ◦ ν(z1). Thus ρ ◦ ν(s) ̸=
ρ ◦ ν(e). Restricting ρ ◦ ν to GS,R ≤ (GS,R ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩) × ZN therefore yields the
desired map from GS,R to the finite group Sn with ρ ◦ ν(s) ̸= ρ ◦ ν(e). □

Combining the last two theorems with Slobodskoi’s undecidability of the uniform word
problem for finite groups immediately yields a proof of Theorem 1.2, which we restate here:

Theorem 7.3. The entropic matroid representation problem is algorithmically undecid-
able. In other words, there is no algorithm that takes a matroid as input, always halts, and
returns “true” if and only if the matroid is entropic.

Proof. Theorems 7.1 and 7.2 imply that solving an instance of the uniform word for finite
groups is equivalent to checking whether at least one member in finite set of matroids is
entropic. The conclusion therefore follows from Slobodskoi’s theorem that the uniform
word problem for finite groups is undecidable (Theorem 2.10). □

8. THE CONDITIONAL INDEPENDENCE IMPLICATION PROBLEM

We fix some finite ground set E for the entire section.

Lemma 8.1. A family of discrete random variables {Xe}e∈E realizes the CI statement
(i ⊥ i | J) with i ∈ E and J ⊆ E \ {i} if and only if Xi is determined by {Xj}j∈J .

Proof. The random variables {Xe}e∈E realize a CI statement (A ⊥ B | C) forA,B,C ⊆ E
if and only if

H(XA | XC) +H(XB | XC)−H(XA∪B | XC) = 0,

whereH(XS | XT ) is the entropy ofXS conditioned onXT for subsets S, T ⊆ E. Applying
this to the CI statement (i ⊥ i | J) implies that H(Xi | XJ) = 0 which is the case if and
only if Xi is determined by {Xj}j∈J . □

We relate probability space representations of matroids to the following variant of the
conditional independence implication (CII) problem.

Problem 8.2. The conditional independence realization (CIR) problem asks:
Instance: A set C of CI statements on a finite ground set E.
Question: Does there exist a nontrivial family of discrete random variables {Xe}e∈E real-

izing all CI statements in C? By nontrivial we mean that there is at least one random
variable that is not constant (i.e., at least one random variable does not take a single
value with probability 1).

Theorem 8.3. Let M be a connected matroid on the ground set E. There exists a set
of CI statements CM on the ground set E such that M has a discrete probability space
representation if and only if CM can be realized by a nontrivial family of discrete random
variables.

Proof. Given a connected matroid M we construct a set of CI statements CM :
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(a) For every independent set A ⊆ E in M we add the CI statements (i ⊥ A \ {i} | ∅)
for all i ∈ A to CM

(b) For every circuit C ⊆ E in M we add the CI statements (i ⊥ i | C \ {i}) for all
i ∈ C to CM .

Let {Xe}e∈E be a set of discrete random variables. Suppose A = {a1, . . . , ak} ⊆ E is
an independent subset of M . The random variables {Xe}e∈A are independent if and only
if they realize the CI statements (ai+1 ⊥ {a1, . . . , ai} | ∅) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. By
construction, CM contains all these CI statements, because a subset of an independent set
of M is independent. Therefore if {Xe}e∈E satisfy CM then {Xa}a∈A are independent for
every independent set A of M .

Conversely, it is clear that if the variables {Xe}e∈E give a probability space representation
of M , they satisfy every CI statement in CM constructed in (a).

Let C ⊆ E be a circuit of M . Lemma 8.1 yields that the random variables {Xe}e∈C\{i}
determine Xi for all i ∈ C if and only if the random variables realize the CI statements
corresponding to this circuit. Thus, for the family {Xe}e∈E it is equivalent to realize all CI
statements corresponding to circuits of the matroid and to fulfill all determination properties
dictated by the matroid in Definition 4.2.

Finally, the probability space representation being nontrivial implies that the random vari-
able corresponding to an element that is not a loop is not constant with probability 1. Hence,
if {Xe}e∈E are random variables corresponding to a probability space representation of M
then they are a nontrivial realization of CM .

Conversely, assume that {Xe}e∈E is a nontrivial family of random variables realizing CM ,
so that there exists e ∈ E such that Xe is a nontrivial random variable. We show that this
implies the nontriviality condition of a probability space representation in Definition 4.2:
Let f ∈ E be any element that is not a loop in the matroid M . Since the matroid is con-
nected, there exists a circuit C of M with {e, f} ⊆ C. By the above arguments we know
that the family {Xe}e∈E satisfies the independence and determination assumptions. In par-
ticular, the subfamily {Xg}g∈C\{e} is independent and determines Xe. Thus, the subfamily
{Xg}g∈C\{e,f} does not determine Xe which implies that Xf must be nontrivial too. □

Corollary 8.4. The conditional independence realization (CIR) problem is algorithmi-
cally undecidable.

Proof. This follows directly form the Theorems 7.3 and 8.3 since the generalized Dowling
geometries are connected matroids. □

Now we are finally ready to prove that the conditional independence implication problem
is undecidable,

Theorem 8.5. The conditional independence implication (CII) problem is algorithmi-
cally undecidable.

Proof. Assume there is an oracle to decide the CII problem. We will show that using this
oracle one can also decide the CIR problem. By Corollary 8.4 this then shows that the CII
problem is algorithmically undecidable.

Let C be an CIR problem instance and denote by AE the set of all CI statements on the
ground setE. We claim that C has a nontrivial realization, that is the associated CIR problem
has a positive solution, if and only if at least one of the following finite set of CII problem
instances has a negative answer:

(2)

{∧
A∈C

A⇒ c | c ∈ AE \ C
}
.
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Suppose the family {Xe}e∈E is nontrivial and realizes C. Since the family is nontrivial there
is some c0 ∈ AE that is not realized by this family: (e ⊥ e|∅) is not realized whenever Xe

is not constant. Hence, the CII problem instance
∧

A∈C A ⇒ c0 that appears in (2) has a
negative answer.

Conversely, assume that
∧

A∈C A ⇒ c0 for some c0 ∈ AE \ C has a negative answer.
Hence, there exists a family {Xe}e∈E of discrete random variables that realizes C but not
c0. Thus, they also realize C. Since {Xe}e∈E does not realize c the family is nontrivial and
therefore the CIR problem has a positive answer. □

9. ALMOST MULTILINEAR MATROIDS

This section presents our results in the almost multilinear setting. Section 9.1 and Sec-
tion 9.2 generalize Section 5.2 and Section 4.1. Section 9.3 parallels Section 6. Finally,
Section 9.4 puts everything together to prove undecidability results parallel to Section 7, but
for almost multilinear rather than entropic matroids.

9.1. Approximate vector space representations. Here we generalize Definitions 5.1 and 5.2
to the approximate setting. We use the notation for collection of linear maps introduced
in Section 5.1

Definition 9.1. Let V be a vector space, c ∈ N andE be a finite set. Further, let {We}e∈E
be a collection of vector spaces with dimWe = c and let {Te : V → We}e∈E be a collection
of surjective linear maps. Fix some ε > 0.

(a) The maps {Te}e∈E are independent with error ε if rk(TE) ≥ c(|E| − ε).
(b) Fix x ∈ E. The map Tx is determined with error ε by {Te}e∈E\{x} if there exists a

linear map S : WE\{x} → Wx such that

rk(Tx − S ◦ TE\{x}) ≤ cε.

That is, the normalized rank distance of Tx and S ◦ TE\{x} is at most ε. In this case,
S is called an ε-determination map.

For the sake of brevity we sometimes write that a set of maps is ε-independent, or that some
map is ε-determined by a given collection of maps.

Lemma 9.2. Let A ∈ Mc(F) be a matrix over a field F and let δ ≥ 0 be a real number.
Then rk(A) ≥ c(1− δ) if and only if there exists an invertible matrix D ∈ Mc(F) such that
rk(Ic −DA) ≤ cδ.

Proof. Suppose rk(A) ≥ c(1−δ). Then there exists an invertible matrixA′ such thatA′−A
has at most cδ nonzero rows: To construct such an A′ from the given matrix A, iteratively
find a row of the matrix which is in the span of the others, and replace it by a row which is
not in the row span. After c − rk(A) row replacements we obtain an invertible matrix and
the process ends.

For D = A′−1, we have

rk(Ic −DA) = rk(DA′ −DA) = rk(A′ − A) ≤ cδ.

Conversely, suppose there exists a matrix D with rk(Ic − DA) ≤ cδ. By the triangle
inequality rk(Ic) ≤ rk(Ic −DA) + rk(DA), and hence rk(DA) ≥ c(1− δ), which implies
the claim. □

The following corollary is obvious from the lemma.

Corollary 9.3. Let T : V → W be a linear transformation between vector spaces of the
same (finite) dimension c and let δ ≥ 0. Then rk(T ) ≥ c(1− δ) if and only if there exists an
invertible transformation S : W → V such that rk(idV − S ◦ T ) ≤ cδ.
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Definition 9.4. Let M be a matroid on E. An ε-approximate vector space representation
of M consists of c ∈ N, a vector space V and a collection of surjective linear maps {Te :
V → We}e∈E with dimWe = c such that

(a) If A ⊆ E is independent, the maps {Te}e∈A are independent with error ε.
(b) If C ⊆ E is a circuit and e ∈ C, then Te is determined with error ε by {Tf}f∈C\{e}.

Theorem 9.5. A simple matroid M is multilinear if and only if it has a vector space
representation. It is almost-multilinear if and only if it has an ε-approximate vector space
representation for every ε > 0.

The proof consists of simple but slightly lengthy calculations.

Notation 9.6. For a, b ∈ R, we write a ≈ε b as shorthand for |a− b| ≤ ε.

Lemma 9.7. Let M = (E, r) be a simple matroid. A vector space V and a collection
of linear maps {Te : V → We}e∈E define a vector space representation of M if and only if
there exists c ∈ N such that for all S ⊆ E

r(S) =
1

c
rk(TS).

Proof. Suppose V and the maps {Te}e∈E define a vector space representation of M . Then
c := dimWe = rk(Te) is independent of e ∈ E. Each S ⊆ E contains a maximal indepen-
dent subset S ′ ⊆ S with r (S) = r (S ′) = |S ′|, which then satisfies

rk(TS′) =
∑
e∈S′

rk(Te) = c |S ′| .

If e ∈ S \ S ′ then e is in the closure of S ′, so Te is determined by {Tf}f∈S′ . It follows that
rk(TS) = rk(TS′) = c |S ′| = c r (S).

Conversely, suppose a vector space V and linear maps {Te : V → We}e∈E are given such
that rk(TS) = c r (S) for all S ⊆ E. If S ⊆ E is independent then r (S) = |S|, so that
rk(TS) = c |S| =∑e∈S rk(Te), and the maps {Te}e∈S are independent. If C = {e1, . . . , en}
is a circuit of M then r (C) = |C| − 1 and C \ {e1} is independent, so

rk(TC\{e1}) = c (|C| − 1) = rk(TC).

The map π :
⊕

e∈C We →
⊕

e∈C\{e1}We which drops theWe1 coordinate satisfies TC\{e1} =

π ◦ TC , so it induces an isomorphism im(TC) → im(TC\{e1}) (π must be a surjection
onto im(TC\{e1}) because TC\{e1} is a surjection; the dimensions of the two spaces are
equal, so it is injective as well). Let ψ : im(TC\{e1}) → im(TC) be its inverse and let
πe1 :

⊕
e∈C We → We1 be the projection to the We1 summand. Then

(πe1 ◦ ψ) ◦ TC\{e1} = πe1 ◦ TC = Te1 ,

and Te1 is determined by {Te}e∈C\{e1} as required. □

The proof of the analogous statement for almost-multilinear matroids is very similar. The
following simple claim is useful:

Lemma 9.8. Let T : W1 → W2 be a surjection. Then there exists a map S : W2 → W1

such that rk (S ◦ T − idW1) ≤ dimW1 − dimW2.

Proof. Pick a basis v1, . . . , vn of W2 and choose w1 ∈ T−1 (v1) , . . . , wn ∈ T−1 (vn). Then
w1, . . . , wn are independent since they have an independent image, and they can be com-
pleted to a basis w1, . . . , wn, wn+1, . . . , wn+r of W1. Define S : W2 → W1 on v1, . . . , vn by
S (vi) = wi and extend linearly. Then the map S ◦T − idW1 vanishes on span (w1, . . . , wn),
so its image is equal to the image of its restriction to span (wn+1, . . . , wn+r), and therefore
has dimension at most r = dimW1 − dimW2. □
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Lemma 9.9. Let M = (E, r) be a simple matroid, let V be a vector space and let
{Te : V → We}e∈E be a collection of linear maps. If {Te}e∈E defines an ε-approximate
vector space representation of M then there exists c ∈ N such that

rk(TS) ≈c|E|ε c · r (S) for all S ⊆ E.

Conversely, if there exists c ∈ N such that rk(Te) = c for all e ∈ E and

rk(TS) ≈cε c · r (S) for all S ⊆ E

then the maps {Te}e∈E define a 2ε-approximate vector space representation of M .

Proof. Suppose V and the maps {Te}e∈E define an ε-approximate vector space representa-
tion of M . Then c := dimWe = rk(Te) is independent of e ∈ E. Each nonempty S ⊆ E
contains a maximal independent subset S ′ ⊆ S with r (S) = r (S ′) = |S ′|, which then
satisfies

rk(TS′) ≈cε

∑
e∈S′

rk(Te) = c |S ′| .

If e ∈ S \ S ′ then e is in the closure of S ′, so Te is determined by {Tf}f∈S′ with error ε. It
follows that

rk(TS) ≈c(|S|−|S′|)ε rk(TS′) ≈cε |S ′| c = c · r (S) ,
so

rk(TS) ≈c(|S|−|S′|+1) c · r (S) ,
where |S| − |S ′|+ 1 ≤ |E| because S ′ ̸= ∅ (or S consists of loops, and M is not simple).

Conversely, suppose a vector space V and linear maps {Te : V → We}e∈E are given such
that rk(TS) ≈cε c · r (S) for all S ⊆ E. If S ⊆ E is independent then r (S) = |S|, so that
rk(TS) ≈cε c |S| =

∑
e∈S rk(Te), and the maps {Te}e∈S are independent with error ε. If

C = {e1, . . . , en} is a circuit of M then r (C) = |C| − 1 and C \ {e1} is independent, so

rk(TC\{e1}) ≈cε c (|C| − 1) ≈cε rk(TC),

and rk(TC)− rk(TC\{e1}) ≤ 2cε. The map π :
⊕

e∈C We →
⊕

e∈C\{e1}We which drops the
We1–coordinate satisfies TC\{e1} = π◦TC , so it induces a surjection im(TC) → im(TC\{e1})
(π is a surjection onto im(TC\{e1}) because TC\{e1} is a surjection). Lemma 9.8 implies that
there exists ψ : im(TC\{e1}) → im(TC) such that

rk
(
ψ ◦ π − idim(TC)

)
≤ 2cε.

Denote the projection to the e1-summand
⊕

e∈C We → We1 by πe1 . Then πe1 ◦TC = Te1 by
definition, and

πe1 ◦
(
ψ ◦ π − idim(TC)

)
◦ TC = πe1 ◦ ψ ◦ (π ◦ TC)− πe1 ◦ TC

= (πe1 ◦ ψ) ◦ TC\{e1} − Te1

has rank at most 2cε (since
(
ψ ◦ π − idim(TC)

)
has rank at most 2cε). This shows that Te1 is

determined by {Te}e∈C\{e1} with error at most 2ε. □

Lemma 9.10. A matroid M = (E, r) is almost multilinear if and only if for every ε > 0

there exists a linear polymatroid
(
Ẽ, r̃

)
and a c ∈ N∥∥∥∥r − 1

c
r̃

∥∥∥∥
∞
< ε

and in addition r̃(e) = c for all e ∈ E.

Proof. One direction is trivial: if for every ε > 0 there exists a polymatroid as in the state-
ment then M is almost multilinear.
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Conversely, suppose M is almost multilinear and let ε > 0. Denote ε′ = 1
|E|+1

ε. Take a

linear polymatroid
(
Ẽ, r̃

)
and a c ∈ N

lim
n→∞

∥∥∥∥r − 1

c
r̃

∥∥∥∥
∞
< ε′.

Let V be a vector space and let {We}e∈E be subspaces representing
(
Ẽ, r̃

)
. Assume

dimV ≥ c (by enlarging V if necessary). For each e ∈ E denote de = dimWe, and
take a basis be1, . . . , b

e
de

for We. If c > de add vectors to the basis such that be1, . . . , b
e
de
, . . . , bec

are linearly independent; if c < de remove the last vectors from the list. Then define

W ′
e = span {be1, . . . , bec} .

Consider the subspaces {W ′
e}e∈E . For any S ⊆ E we have∣∣∣∣∣dim

(∑
e∈S

W ′
e

)
− dim

(∑
e∈S

We

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤∑
e∈S

|c− de| ≤
∑
e∈E

|c− de|

where |c− de| = c
∣∣1− 1

c
r̃(e)

∣∣ ≤ c
∥∥r − 1

c
r̃
∥∥
∞.

In particular, if r′ is the rank function of the polymatroid represented by {W ′
e}e∈E then

∥r′ − r̃∥∞ ≤ |E| c
∥∥∥∥r − 1

c
r̃

∥∥∥∥
∞
,

and therefore∥∥∥∥r − 1

c
r′
∥∥∥∥
∞

≤
∥∥∥∥r − 1

c
r̃

∥∥∥∥
∞
+

∥∥∥∥1c r′ − 1

c
r̃

∥∥∥∥
∞

=

∥∥∥∥r − 1

c
r̃

∥∥∥∥
∞
+

1

c
∥r′ − r̃∥∞

≤
∥∥∥∥r − 1

c
r̃

∥∥∥∥
∞
(|E|+ 1) < ε. □

Proof of Theorem 9.5. Let V be a finite dimensional vector space and let {We}e∈E be a finite
indexed collection of subspaces. For each W ≤ V denote by W 0 ≤ V ∗ the annihilator of
W in the dual space, and recall dimW 0 = dimV − dimW . Define Te : V ∗ → V ∗/W 0

e to
be the quotient map. The indexed collection of maps {Te : V ∗ → V ∗/W 0

e }e∈E satisfies

kerTS =
⋂
e∈S

W 0
e =

(∑
e∈S

We

)0

for any S ⊆ E, where TS is the map

TS : V ∗ →
⊕
e∈S

V ∗/W 0
e .

Thus

rk(TS) = dimV ∗ − dimkerTS = dimV ∗ −
(
dimV − dim

(∑
e∈S

We

))

= dim

(∑
e∈S

We

)
,

and dimV ∗/W 0
e = dimWe for all e ∈ E.

It follows that the subspaces {We}e∈E define a multilinear representation of a matroid
(E, r) if and only if the maps {Te}e∈E define a vector space representation. Similarly, by
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Lemma 9.10 and Lemma 9.9 the matroid M = (E, r) is almost multilinear if and only if for
every ε > 0 it has an ε-approximate vector space representation. □

9.2. Almost multilinear Dowling geometries. The next two theorems provide sufficient
conditions for a generalized Dowling geometry to be almost multilinear. Moreover, we
discuss a group-theoretic consequence of a Dowling geometry being almost-multilinear.

Theorem 9.11. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a group with a given symmetric triangular presenta-
tion and fix ε ≥ 0. Let ρ : S → GL(W ) be an ε/18-approximate representation of ⟨S | R⟩,
where W is a finite dimensional vector space over a field F. Suppose that

(a) drk(ρ(s), ρ(s′)) ≥ 1− ε/18 for all distinct s, s′ ∈ S,
(b) For all triples s, s′, s′′ ∈ S (not necessarily distinct) either drk(ρ(s′′)ρ(s′)ρ(s), idW ) ≤

ε/18 or drk(ρ(s′′)ρ(s′)ρ(s), idW ) ≥ 1− ε/18.
(c) If s, s′, s′′ ∈ S (not necessarily distinct) satisfy drk(ρ(s′′)ρ(s′)ρ(s), idW ) ≤ ε/18

then s′′s′s = e is a relation in R.
Then the generalized Dowling geometry of the presentation ⟨S | R⟩ has an ε-approximate
vector space representation.

Moreover, if the approximate representation ρ just satisfies the assumptions (a) and (b)
then some matroid among the generalized Dowling geometries MS,R subordinate to ⟨S | R⟩
has an ε-approximate vector space representation.

Proof. The second statement (“Moreover, ...”) follows from the first after adding the rela-
tions s′′s′s = e to R whenever ρ(s′′s′s) = e holds. Note that by the definition of the sub-
ordinate generalized Dowling geometries, the matroid of this new presentation is a member
of MS,R.

As in Definition 3.7, we denote the generalized Dowling geometry of ⟨S | R⟩ by M , the
ground set by E, and the special basis by B = {b1, b2, b3}. We construct an ε-approximate
vector space representation of M .

Set c = dimW and for each e ∈ E set We = W . Let V = Wb1 ⊕ Wb2 ⊕ Wb3 , and
let Tbi : V → Wbi be given by the projection. Let i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} be two distinct indices,
and suppose j is the element following i in the cyclic ordering. Let s ∈ S be any element.
Define

Tsi : V = Wb1 ⊕Wb2 ⊕Wb3 → Wsi

Tsi (v1, v2, v3) = vj − ρ(s) (vi) ,

or in other words Tsi = Tbj − ρ(s)Tbi .
(One can come up with this guess for the maps by starting with the following deter-

mination map for vj given vsi = Tsi(v1, v2, v3) and vi: S(vi, vsi) = ρ(si)vi + vsi . Such
determination maps “compose correctly” in the sense of Theorem 4.6, condition (b). An-
other way is to inspect the matrix representations of Dowling geometries.) In order to prove
the required ε-independence and ε-determination conditions we first establish the following
claims.
Claim 1: drk(ρ(s)−1, ρ(s−1)) ≤ ε/9.
Claim 2: Fix ε′ ≥ 0. Let S ⊆ E with |S| = 3. If Tbi is determined by {Te}e∈S with error

ε′/3 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 then {Te}e∈S is independent with error ε′.
Claim 3: Let S ⊆ E with |S| = 3. If {Te}e∈S is independent with error ε′/3 then Tbi is

determined by {Te}e∈S with error ε′ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3.

Proof of Claim 1. Applying assumption (b) to the relation s−1se = e, we obtain

drk(ρ(s
−1)ρ(s)ρ(e), idW ) ≤ ε/18.
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Since drk(ρ(e), idW ) ≤ ε/18, we have

drk(ρ(s
−1)ρ(s), idW )

≤ drk(ρ(s
−1)ρ(s) ◦ idW , ρ(s

−1)ρ(s)ρ(e)) + drk(ρ(s
−1)ρ(s)ρ(e), idW ) ≤ ε/9.

by Remark 2.9 and the triangle inequality. □

Proof of Claims 2 and 3. Given a basis S ⊆ E of M (so that in particular |S| = 3) consider
the map

TS : V = Wb1 ⊕Wb2 ⊕Wb3 → WS =
⊕
e∈S

We.

Suppose each Tbi is (ε′/3)-determined by {Te}e∈S . Then there exist maps T̃1, T̃2, and T̃3
such that

rk(Tbi − T̃i ◦ TS) ≤ cε′/3

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Define

T̃ : WS → V = Wb1 ⊕Wb2 ⊕Wb3

w = (we)e∈S 7→ (T̃1(w), T̃2(w), T̃3(w))

and observe that TB differs from T̃ ◦ TS on a subspace of dimension at most 3 · cε′/3 = cε′.
In particular TS has rank at least rk(TB)− cε′, and thus {Te}e∈S are ε′-independent.

Suppose {Te}e∈S are independent with error ε′/3. Then by definition TS has rank at least
c(1− ε′/3). Thus by Corollary 9.3 there exists a map T̃ : WS → V such that

rk(idV − T̃ ◦ TS) ≤ 3c(ε′/3) = cε′.

Composing with Tbi for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, we find

rk(Tbi − (Tbi ◦ T̃ ) ◦ TS) ≤ cε′,

so that each Tbi is determined by {Te}e∈S with error ε′. □

We now verify that the correct independence and determination conditions hold with error
at most ε for the maps {Te : V → We}e∈E .

For the independence conditions there are several cases. It suffices to check the condition
for bases of M (recall these are all of size 3 = rk(M)). In each case we will show that
{Te}e∈S ε/3-determines Tbi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, which suffices by Claim 2.

(a) For {b1, b2, b3} the statement is clear: Tbi (i = 1, 2, 3) are distinct projections onto
summands of V = Wb1 ⊕Wb2 ⊕Wb3 .

(b) For subsets of the form {b1, b2, s2}, we have

Ts2 + ρ(s)Tb2 = Tb3 ,

so that Tb3 is determined (with error 0) by {Tb1 , Tb2 , Ts2}, and we reduce to the previ-
ous case. The same holds for subsets of the form {b1, b2, s3}, or similar subsets with
cyclic shifts of the indices.

(c) Subsets of the form {s1, s′2, b1} (up to shifts of the indices, with s = s′ allowed) are
similar: we first observe that Tb2 is determined (with error 0) by {Tb1 , Ts1} and then
reduce to (b). The same idea works for subsets of the form {s1, s′2, b2}.

(d) For subsets of the form {s1, s′1} we note that

ρ(s)Tb1 + Ts1 = ρ(s′)Tb1 + Ts′1 = Tb2

and therefore (ρ(s)− ρ(s′))Tb1 = Ts′1 −Ts1 . By assumption we know that rk(ρ(s)−
ρ(s′)) ≥ c(1− ε

18
). Thus by Corollary 9.3, there is a T̃ ∈ GL(W ) such that

rk(idW − T̃ ◦ (ρ(s)− ρ(s′))) ≤ cε/18.
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Precomposing with Tb1 and using the identity (ρ(s)− ρ(s′))Tb1 = Ts′1 −Ts1 , we find

rk(Tb1 − T̃ ◦ (Ts′1 − Ts1)) ≤ cε/18.

Thus Tb1 is determined by {Ts′1 , Ts1} with error ε/18.
Using ρ(s)Tb1+Ts1 = Tb2 and composing the maps in the previous rank inequality

with ρ(s), we find

rk(Tb2 − [ρ(s)T̃ ◦ (Ts′1 − Ts1)− Ts1 ])

= rk([ρ(s)Tb1 + Ts1 ]− [ρ(s)T̃ ◦ (Ts′1 − Ts1)− Ts1 ])

= rk(ρ(s) ◦ Tb1 − ρ(s)T̃ ◦ (Ts′1 − Ts1)) ≤ cε/18.

Observe that ρ(s)T̃ ◦ (Ts′1 − Ts1)− Ts1 is the composition of a map

Ws′1
⊕Ws1 → W = Wb2

on T{s′1,s1}. Therefore Tb2 is determined with error ε/18 by T{s′1,s1}.
By Claims 2 and 3, this computation yields the independence condition for subsets

of the form S = {s1, s′1, b3}: by our computation, the maps {Te}e∈S determine Tb1
and Tb2 with error ε/18 each, so that TB is determined with error at most ε/9 and the
maps are ε/3-independent.

It also yields the independence condition for subsets of the form S = {s1, s′1, s′′2}
which are independent in M (up to shifts of the indices, with s, s′, s′′ not necessarily
distinct): the maps {Te}e∈S determine each Tbi with error ε/18.

(e) Finally, for subsets of the form {s1, s′2, s′′3} with s′′s′s ̸= e, we have

Ts′′3 + ρ(s′′)Ts′2 + ρ(s′′)ρ(s′)Ts1

= [Tb1 − ρ(s′′)Tb3 ] + ρ(s′′) [Tb3 − ρ(s′)Tb2 ] + ρ(s′′)ρ(s′) [Tb2 − ρ(s)Tb1 ]

=Tb1 − ρ(s′′)ρ(s′)ρ(s)Tb1 = [idW − ρ(s′′)ρ(s′)ρ(s)]Tb1 .

By assumption rk(idW − ρ(s′′−1)ρ(s′)ρ(s)) ≥ c(1 − ε/18). By Corollary 9.3 there
exists a T̃ ∈ GL(W ) such that

rk(id(W )− T̃ ◦ ρ(s′′)ρ(s′)ρ(s)) ≤ cε/18.

As in case (d), this implies that Tb1 is determined by {Te}e∈S with error ε/18 for each
1 ≤ i ≤ 3. By permuting the indices (1, 2, 3) and generators (s, s′, s′′) cyclically,
we find similar expressions for Tb2 and Tb3 . This shows each Tbiis determined by(
Ts1 , Ts′2 , Ts′′3

)
with error ε/18, which by Claim 2 implies the claimed independence.

We now consider the circuits and show that the determination conditions are satisfied.
(a) If C is a circuit of size 4, let x ∈ C. The subset C \ {x} is a basis of M (since this

subset is independent and M has rank 3), so {Te}e∈C\{x} determine Tb1 , Tb2 and Tb3
with error ε/3 by the above arguments.

By construction we can express Tx by Tx =
∑3

i=1AiTbi for some maps Ai ∈
GL(W ). The above argument also implies that {Te}e∈C\{x} determines AiTbi with
error ε/3 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Therefore {Te}e∈C\{x} determines Tx with error ε.

(b) If C consists of 3 elements of the flat spanned by {b1, b2} then any subset consisting
of two elements is of the form S = {b1, b2}, S = {bi, s1} (i ∈ {1, 2}), or S =
{s1, s′1} (where s ̸= s′ in S). In the first case it is clear that {Te}e∈S determines Tx
(with error 0) for x the unique element of C \ S.

For the latter two cases, note that in the cases (b) and (d) of the independence
conditions it is shown that {Te}e∈S determines Tb1 and Tb2 in either case with error
ε/18. Therefore, {Te}e∈S determines Te′ with error ε/18 for any e′ in the flat spanned
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by {b1, b2} by an analogous argument as in the previous case, and in particular for x
the unique element of C \ S.

(c) Suppose C = {s1, s′2, s′′3} where s′′s′s = e, or equivalently s′′ = (s′s)−1 = s−1s
′−1.

We show that Ts′′3 is determined by
{
Ts1 , Ts′2

}
with error ε. To this end, we compute

− ρ(s)−1Ts1 − ρ(s)−1ρ(s′)−1Ts′2

=− ρ(s)−1 [Tb2 − ρ (s)Tb1 ]− ρ (s)−1 ρ (s′)
−1

[Tb3 − ρ (s′)Tb2 ]

=Tb1 − ρ (s)−1 ρ (s′)
−1
Tb3

By assumption we have rk(ρ(s′′)ρ(s′)ρ(s)− idW ) ≤ ε/18. Composing the transfor-
mation with ρ(s)−1ρ(s′)−1 from the right, we obtain

rk(ρ(s′′)− ρ(s)−1ρ(s)−1) ≤ ε/18.

Therefore
rk(Ts′′3 − [Tb1 − ρ (s)−1 ρ (s′)

−1
Tb3 ]) ≤ ε/18,

which implies

rk([−ρ(s)−1Ts1 − ρ(s)−1ρ(s′)−1Ts′2 ]− Ts′′3 ) ≤ ε/18,

so the map Ts′′3 is determined by {Ts1 , Ts′2} as required. □

Theorem 9.12. Suppose the generalized Dowling geometry M = (E, r) associated to a
finitely presented group G = ⟨S | R⟩ is almost multilinear. Then s ̸= s′ in G for all distinct
s, s′ ∈ S.

The next lemma is helpful in part of the computation.

Lemma 9.13. Let M = (E, r) be a matroid and let E ′ = {e1, e2, e3} ⊆ E be a subset
such that r ({e1, e2, e3}) = 2 and r ({ei, ej}) = 2 for all distinct 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. Let an ε-
approximate multilinear representation of M be given by the vector space V and the maps
{Te : V → We}e∈E , and denote by c the dimension of each of the vector spaces {We}e∈E
(recall this dimension is constant by assumption). Then there are 6ε-determination functions
f : We1 ⊕We2 → We3 and g : We1 ⊕We3 → We2 such that the following holds. Pick bases
for Wei (1 ≤ i ≤ 3) and identify the spaces with Fc. Then there are matrices A1, A2 ∈
Mc (F) such that A2 is invertible, and f, g satisfy

f (v1, v2) = A1v1 + A2v2, g (v1, v3) = −A−1
2 A1v1 + A−1

2 v3.

Proof. Take an ε-determination map f̃ : We1 ⊕We2 → We3 . Since f̃ is linear, it is of the
form f̃ (v1, v2) = A1v1 + Ã2v2 for some A1, Ã2 ∈Mc (F). Define

T̃e3 : V → We3

T̃e3 (v) = f̃ (Te1(v), Te2(v)) .

Further define
T̃(e1,e3) : V → We1 ⊕We3

T̃(e1,e3)(v) =
(
Te1(v), T̃e3(v)

)
by analogy with T(e1,e3).

By definition drk
(
Te3 , T̃e3

)
≤ ε, and hence also drk

(
T(e1,e3), T̃(e1,e3)

)
≤ ε. In particular,

rk
(
T̃(e1,e3)

)
≥ rk

(
T(e1,e3)

)
− cε ≥ 2c− 2cε. Observe that

T̃(e1,e3)(v) =
(
Te1(v), T̃e3(v)

)
=
(
Te1(v), f̃ (Te1(v), Te2(v))

)
.
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Hence, for
F : We1 ⊕We2 → We1 ⊕We3

F (v1, v2) = (v1, f (v1, v2)) =
(
v1, A1v1 + Ã2v2

)
,

we have T̃(e1,e3) = F ◦ T(e1,e2). In particular, F has rank at least 2c − 2cε. Identifying
We1 ⊕ We2 and We1 ⊕ We3 with F2c via the chosen bases, we represent F by the block
matrix [

I 0

A1 Ã2

]
(note that indeed

[
I 0
A1 Ã2

]
[ v1v2 ] =

[ v1
A1v1+Ã2v2

]
). Since such a block matrix has rank c +

rk
(
Ã2

)
, we obtain rk

(
Ã2

)
≥ c−2cε. By Lemma 9.2 there is an invertible matrix A2 such

that drk
(
A2, Ã2

)
≤ 2ε. Define

f : We1 ⊕We2 → We3

f (v1, v2) = A1v1 + A2v2

as well as
g : We1 ⊕We3 → We2

g (v1, v3) = −A−1
2 A1v1 + A−1

2 v3.

It remains to show that these are 6ε-determination functions. First observe that
(
f̃ − f

)
(v1, v2) =(

A2 − Ã2

)
v2, and therefore

drk

(
f̃ , f

)
= drk

(
Ã2, A2

)
=

1

c
rk
(
Ã2 − A2

)
≤ 2ε.

Hence also

drk
(
f ◦ T(e1,e2), Te3

)
≤ drk

(
f ◦ T(e1,e2), f̃ ◦ T(e1,e2)

)
+ drk

(
f̃ ◦ T(e1,e2), Te3

)
≤ 3ε,

so f is a 3ε-determination function. For g, observe that for all v ∈ V , denoting v1 = Te1(v)
and v2 = Te2(v) we have g (v1, f (v1, v2)) = v2 by construction. So it suffices to bound

drk
(
g ◦ T(e1,e3), [v 7→ g (Te1(v), f (Te1(v), Te2(v)))]

)
,

since the map on the right equals Te2 . By Remark 2.9 (using the fact that both maps are
constructed by composing a map with g) this is at most

2drk
(
T(e1,e3),

[
v 7→

(
Te1(v), f ◦ T(e1,e2)(v)

)])
≤ 2drk

(
Te3 , f ◦ T(e1,e2)

)
≤ 6ε. □

Proof of Theorem 9.12. We start by constructing approximate representations of the Dow-
ling groupoid G associated to G. Recall that this is a finitely presented category with objects
{b1, b2, b3} and with generating morphisms

{gs,i,j : bi → bj | s ∈ S, and i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} with i ̸= j} .
These objects and generating morphisms define a directed graph H . Using the notation of
Sections 2.9 and 2.10, we denote by C(H) the free category on H , so that G = C(H)/ ∼,
with ∼ the congruence generated by the relations described in Definition 3.2.

Let an ε-approximate vector space representation of M be given by the vector space V
and the linear maps {Te : V → We}e∈E . Suppose the spaces {We}e∈E all have dimension
c, and define D to be the category of vector spaces over the underlying field of V .
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We define a graph homomorphism f : H → Graph (D) as follows. On objects define f
by f (bi) = Wbi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. To define f on the morphisms, suppose 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3
and i precedes j in the cyclic ordering. Given s ∈ S, choose 6ε-approximate determination
maps

φs,i,j :Wbi ⊕Wsi → Wbj and
φs,j,i :Wbj ⊕Wsi → Wbi

for Tbj given {Tbi , Tsi} and for Tbi given
{
Tbj , Tsi

}
, respectively. (We take 6ε instead of ε

because we later apply this construction with determination maps produced by Lemma 9.13
and obtain additional consequences. For the first part of the proof this choice doesn’t matter.)
Then define f (gs,i,j) : Wbi → Wbj by

(f (gs,i,j)) (w) = φs,i,j (w, 0)

and similarly define
(f (gs,j,i)) (w) = φs,j,i (w, 0) .

We now show that for any relation φ1 = φ2 in the presentation of G we have

drk (f (φ1) , f (φ2)) ≤ 20ε.

Case 1: For i, j, and s as above consider the relation gs,j,i ◦ gs,i,j = idbi . Since T(bi,si) is
ε-independent, its image intersects the subspaceWbi⊕{0} ⊂ Wbi⊕Wsi in a subspace of
dimension at least c (1− ε). In the same way, the image of T(bj ,si) intersects Wbj ⊕ {0}
in a subspace of dimension at least c (1− ε). Define

V ′ = T−1
si

(0) .

The previous considerations imply precisely that T(bi,si) (V
′) ≃ Tbi (V

′) and T(bj ,si) (V
′) ≃

Tbj (V
′) have dimension at least c (1− ε). It is clear that

rk
(
Tbj ↾V ′ −φs,i,j ◦ T(bi,si) ↾V ′

)
≤ rk

(
Tbj − φs,i,j ◦ T(bi,si)

)
≤ 6cε

(the inequality on the right is from the definition of φs,i,j as a determination map). In
the same way,

rk
(
Tbi ↾V ′ −φs,j,i ◦ T(bj ,si) ↾V ′

)
≤ 6cε.

Therefore

V ′′ =
[
ker
(
Tbi ↾V ′ −φs,j,i ◦ T(bj ,si) ↾V ′

)
∩ ker

(
Tbj ↾V ′ −φs,i,j ◦ T(bi,si) ↾V ′

)]
is a subspace of V ′ of dimension at least dimV ′ − 12cε. Its image under Tbi therefore
has codimension at most 12cε within the image of V ′, and similarly for Tbj . That is,

dimTbi (V
′′) ≥ c (1− 13ε) and dimTbj (V

′′) ≥ c (1− 13ε) .

By definition, if w ∈ Tbi (V
′′) then w = Tbi (v) for some v ∈ V ′′ and

(fn (gs,i,j)) (w) = φs,i,j (w, 0) = φs,i,j

(
T(bi,si) (v)

)
= Tbj (v)

where the rightmost equality is because v ∈ V ′′ is contained in the kernel of Tbj −φs,i,j ◦
T(bi,si). In the same way, if w ∈ Tbj (V

′′) then w = Tbj (v) for some v ∈ V ′′ and

(fn (gs,j,i)) (w) = Tbi (v) .

It follows that
fn (gs,j,i) ◦ fn (gs,i,j) ↾Tbi

(V ′′)= idTbi
(V ′′),

and the normalized rank distance between fn (gs,j,i) ◦ fn (gs,i,j) and idWbi
is at most

1

c
(dimWbi − dimTbi (V

′′)) ≤ 13ε.
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Case 2: Suppose (i, j, k) is an even permutation of (1, 2, 3) (so that i < j < k < i in the
cyclic ordering) and let s, s′, s′′ ∈ S such that s′′s′s = e is a relation in R. We verify
that

fn (gs′′,k,i) ◦ fn (gs′,j,k) ◦ fn (gs,i,j)
has small normalized rank distance from idWbi

. Define

V ′ = T−1
si

(0) ∩ T−1
s′j

(0) ∩ T−1
s′′k

(0) = T−1
(si,s′j ,s

′′
k)
(0) .

By ε-determination of Ts′′k by
{
Tsi , Ts′j

}
, the map T(si,s′j ,s′′k) has rank at most c (2 + ε).

Therefore V ′ is a subspace of V with dimension at least

dimV − rk
(
T(si,s′j ,s′′k)

)
≥ dimV − c (2 + ε) .

Since φs,i,j is a 6ε determination map we have

rk
(
Tbj ↾V ′ −φs,i,j ◦ T(bi,si) ↾V ′

)
≤ rk

(
Tbj − φs,i,j ◦ T(bi,si)

)
≤ 6cε,

and in the same way also

rk
(
Tbk ↾V ′ −φs′,j,k ◦ T(bj ,s′j) ↾V ′

)
≤6cε and

rk
(
Tbi ↾V ′ −φs′′,k,i ◦ T(bk,s′′k) ↾V ′

)
≤6cε.

Define
V ′′ =ker

(
Tbj ↾V ′ −φs,i,j ◦ T(bi,si) ↾V ′

)
∩

ker
(
Tbk ↾V ′ −φs′,j,k ◦ T(bj ,s′j) ↾V ′

)
∩

ker
(
Tbi ↾V ′ −φs′′,k,i ◦ T(bk,s′′k) ↾V ′

)
.

Then V ′′ has codimension at most 18cε within V ′.
We now compute dimTbi (V

′′): observe that V ′′ ⊆ V ′ ⊆ T−1
si

(0) ∩ T−1
s′j

(0). Since{
Tsi , Ts′j

}
determine Ts′′k with error at most ε, the codimension of V ′ within T−1

si
(0) ∩

T−1
s′j

(0) is at most cε. Thus the codimension of V ′′ within T−1
si

(0) ∩ T−1
s′j

(0) is at most

c (1 + 18) ε = 19cε. Since
{
Tbi , Tsi , Ts′j

}
are ε-independent, the image of T(bi,si,s′j)

intersects
Wbi ⊕ {0} ⊕ {0} ⊆ Wbi ⊕Wsi ⊕Ws′j

in a subspace of codimension at most cε. This intersection is isomorphic to

Tbi

(
T−1
si

(0) ∩ T−1
s′j

(0)
)
,

which thus has codimension at most cε in Wbi . It follows that Tbi (V
′′) has codimension

at most 19cε+ cε = 20cε within Wbi .
Fix v ∈ V ′′. Then v ∈ ker

(
Tbj − φs,i,j ◦ T(bi,si)

)
, and

(fn (gs,i,j)) (Tbi (v)) = φs,i,j (Tbi (v) , 0) = φs,i,j

(
T(bi,si) (v)

)
= Tbj (v) .

In the same way we have

(fn (gs′,j,k))
(
Tbj (v)

)
= Tbk (v) and (fn (gs′′,k,i)) (Tbk (v)) = Tbi (v) .

It follows that

fn (gs′′,k,i) ◦ fn (gs′,j,k) ◦ fn (gs,i,j) ↾Tbi
(V ′′)= idTbi

(V ′′),
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so the normalized rank distance between fn (gs′′,k,i) ◦ fn (gs′,j,k) ◦ fn (gs,i,j) and idWbi
is

at most
1

c
[c− dimTbi (V

′′)] ≤ 20ε.

This shows that f is a 20ε-approximate representation of G.
Let s, s′ ∈ S be distinct generators. By Corollary 2.29, it suffices to find a positive

constant lower bound on drk(f(φs,1,2), f(φs′,1,2)) that holds for all small enough ε: this
implies that φs,1,2 ̸= φs′,1,2 in G and hence by the results of Section 3.1 that s, s′ map to
distinct elements of G as required.

We apply Lemma 9.13 to Wb1 ,Wb2 ,Ws1 and obtain 6ε-determination maps ψ : Wb1 ⊕
Wb2 → Ws1 and φs,1,2 : Wb1 ⊕Ws1 → Wb2 such that with respect to bases for the three
vector spaces, ψ(v1, v2) = A1v1 + A2v2, the matrix A2 is invertible, and φs,1,2(v1, v3) =
−A−1

2 A1v1 + A−1
2 v3. Applying the lemma to Wb1 ,Wb2 ,Ws′1

we obtain similar maps ψ′ :
Wb1 ⊕Wb2 → Ws′1

and φs′,1,2 : Wb1 ⊕Ws′1
→ Wb2 with matrices A′

1, A
′
2. We may assume

that the chosen bases for Wb1 and Wb2 are the same in both applications of the lemma. Note
that with respect to our chosen bases,

f(φs,1,2) = −A2
−1A1 and f(φs′,1,2) = −A′

2
−1
A′

1,

and it suffices to find a constant positive lower bound for the normalized rank distance
between these two matrices that holds for all small enough ε.

Observe that
{
Ts1 , Ts′1

}
are ε-independent, so rk(T(s1,s′1)) ≥ c(2− ε). Define

F : V → Ws1 ⊕Ws′1

F (v) = (ψ ◦ T(b1,b2)(v), ψ′ ◦ T(b1,b2)(v))
and observe that

rk(F − T(s1,s′1)) ≤ rk(ψ ◦ T(b1,b2) − Ts1) + rk(ψ′ ◦ T(b1,b2) − Ts′1) ≤ 12cε.

Therefore rk(F ) ≥ rk(T(s1,s′1)) − 12cε ≥ c(2 − 13ε). Representing F with respect to the
bases chosen in our applications of Lemma 9.13, we obtain the block matrix[

A1 A2

A′
1 A′

2

]
.

By applying block row operations (multiplying the first row by A2
−1, the second by A′

2
−1,

and then subtracting the second row from the first) we find it has rank equal to the rank of[
A2

−1A1 − A′
2
−1A′

1 0
A′

2
−1A′

1 I

]
,

which has rank c + rk(A2
−1A1 − A′

2
−1A′

1). It follows that c + rk(A2
−1A1 − A′

2
−1A′

1) ≥
c(2− 13ε), or in other words that

drk(−A2
−1A1,−A′

2
−1
A′

1) ≥ 1− 13ε,

and if ε < 1
26

this is at least 1
2

as required. □

9.3. Approximate representations of scrambled groups. We prove analogues of Propo-
sition 6.7 and Proposition 6.12 for approximate representations of sofic groups. The state-
ments and proofs are similar, and the approximate statements are strictly more general so
that in principle they could replace Proposition 6.7 and Proposition 6.12 entirely. Since the
approximate versions are more technical we decided to keep them separate.

Lemma 9.14. Let G be a group with generating set S and let FT be a free group with
basis T . Suppose G ∗ FT has a presentation ⟨S̃|R⟩ with S ∪ T ⊆ S̃, let x ∈ G ∗ FT be
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sufficiently generic relative to S and let x̃ ∈ FS̃ be a word representing x in the generators.
Then there exists k ∈ N such that the following holds.

For every ε-approximate representation ρ : S̃ → GLn(C) of ⟨S̃|R⟩ which satisfies:
(a) for each s ∈ S the matrix ρ(s) is the permutation matrix of a derangement or the

identity, and
(b) the entries of the matrices {ρ(t) | t ∈ T} are algebraically independent over Q,

it holds that
drk(ρ(x̃), In) ≤ kε or drk(ρ(x̃), In) ≥ 1− kε.

Moreover, if x̃(g, g′, t) is one of the words covered by Lemma 6.4 (where g, g′ ∈ S and
t ∈ T ) and ρ(g) ̸= In then the second case occurs, i.e., drk(ρ(x̃), In) ≥ 1− kε.

Proof. Suppose x ∈ G ∗ FT is sufficiently generic relative to S. Construct a representation
ψ : FS ∗ FT → GLn(C) by extending the function given by s 7→ ρ(s) and t 7→ ρ(t) on
S ∪ T to a homomorphism from the free group on these generators. Let w ∈ FS ∗ FT be a
sufficiently generic word mapping onto a conjugate axa−1 of x ∈ G ∗ FT .

Such a w exists since x is sufficiently generic. Observe that unlike x̃, it is a word in the
generators S ∪ T only; this set may be strictly contained in S̃.

By sufficient genericity, ψ(w) − In is invertible or 0. Since w is a word in elements of
S ∪ T ⊆ S̃ and their inverses, ρ(w) is defined (as a product over values of ρ on the letters
of the word) and equal to ψ(w) by construction of ψ. By definition,

ψ(w)− In = ρ(w)− In

is invertible or 0. If u is a word in the generators S̃ representing a, then

drk(ρ(x̃), ρ(u)
−1ρ(w)ρ(u)) < kε

for some k depending only on ⟨S̃ | R⟩. Hence

drk(ρ(u)
−1ρ(w)ρ(u), In) = drk(ρ(u)

−1[ρ(w)− In]ρ(u), 0) = drk(ρ(w)− In, 0)

is either 1 or 0, and since we have

drk(ρ(x̃), ρ(u)
−1ρ(w)ρ(u)) < kε,

by the (reverse) triangle inequality also

drk(ρ(x̃), In)

is either at least 1− kε or at most kε.
Finally, observe that if x̃(g, g′, t) is one of the words covered by Lemma 6.4, where g, g′ ∈

S and t ∈ T , and ρ(g) ̸= In, then w = x̃ and hence ρ(x̃)− In = ψ(w)− In is invertible by
Lemma 6.4 and the above. □

The next proposition and proof are analogous to Proposition 6.7 and its proof.

Proposition 9.15. Let G′ = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ be a scrambling of a finitely presented group G =
⟨S | R⟩, so that ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ ≃ (G∗FR)×ZN . Let ⟨T | RT ⟩ be a presentation ofG′ = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩
such that T contains both S ′ and S. Explicitly, this means that if G is identified with the
subgroup (G ∗ {e})× {0} of G′, the two diagrams:

S

��

// T

��
G // G′

and S ′ //

��

T

��
G′ // G′

commute, where the vertical maps send generators of a presentation into the appropriate
group, and horizontal maps are inclusions (or the identity map G′ → G′).
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Then for each ε > 0 there exists a δ > 0 such that the following holds: If ρ : S → GLn(C)
is a δ-approximate representation of G = ⟨S | R⟩ such that ρ(s) is the permutation matrix
of a derangement for each s ∈ S, then there exists an ε-approximate representation of
G′ = ⟨T | RT ⟩

ρ̃ : T → GLn (C)

which satisfies:
(a) If s, s′ ∈ S ′ are distinct then drk(ρ̃(s), ρ̃(s′)) ≥ 1 − ε (our construction actually

satisfies drk(ρ̃(s), ρ̃(s′)) = 1.
(b) For s, s′, s′′ ∈ S ′ (not necessarily distinct) the matrix A = ρ̃ (s′′) ρ̃ (s′) ρ̃ (s) satisfies

either drk(A, In) ≥ 1− ε or drk(A, In) ≤ ε.
(c) ρ̃(s) = ρ(s) for each s ∈ S ⊆ T .

Proof. Let ε > 0 and ρ : S → GLn(C) a δ-approximate representation of ⟨S | R⟩ satisfying
the above assumptions where δ > 0 will be determined later.

Choose algebraically independent {yr,i,j} r∈R,
1≤i,j≤n

∪{z1, . . . , zN} ⊂ C {yr,i,j}r∈R,1≤i,j≤n ∪
{z1, . . . , zN} ⊂ C.

We denote the generators of the free group FR by {fr}r∈R. For each such fr we define

ρ̃(fr) = (yr,i,j)1≤i,j≤n.

For s ∈ S define ρ̃ (s) = ρ (s). So in total we have a map ρ̃ : S ∪ {fr}r∈R → GLn(C),
which is a δ-approximate representation of ⟨S ∪ {fr}r∈R | R⟩ ≃ G ∗FR because ρ̃|S = ρ is
a δ-approximate representation of ⟨S | R⟩.

We extend ρ̃ to a map defined on (S ∪ {fr}r∈R)× ZN ⊂ (G ∗ FR)× ZN as follows. For
v = (v1, . . . , vN) ∈ ZN define

ρ̃ (v) =

(
N∏
i=1

zvii

)
· In.

If x ∈ S ∪ {fr}r∈R and v ∈ ZN , define ρ̃ (xv) = ρ̃ (x) ρ̃ (v).
Let e1, . . . , eN be the standard basis of ZN , so that S ∪ {fr}r∈R ∪ {e1, . . . , eN} is a

generating set for (G ∗ FR) × ZN . We obtain a presentation with these generators and the
relations given by R, together with all commutators [x, y] for x, y any two of the generators
such that y ∈ {e1, . . . , eN}. Since ρ̃ (ei) is by construction a scalar matrix for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N
the map ρ̃ satisfies all these commutation relations on the nose. Hence, ρ̃ also restricts to a δ-
approximate representation of (G∗FR)×ZN for the generating set S∪{fr}r∈R∪{ei}1≤i≤N

with respect to the relations R and the commutators involving the ei’s.
Extend ⟨T | RT ⟩ (to a presentation of the same group G′ = (G ∗ FR)× ZN = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩)

such that RT contains R′ and T contains:
• S ′ as well as S ∪ {fr}r∈R ∪ {ei}1≤i≤N ,
• For every s, s′, s′′ ∈ S ′ a generator mapping onto ss′ and a generator mapping onto
ss′s′′,

• For every x among the generators above, a generator mapping onto πG(x).
Lemma 2.18 now yields that after sufficiently shrinking δ, we can extend ρ̃ to a δ′-approximate
representation of G′ = ⟨T | RT ⟩, where the desired value of 0 < δ′ will be determined later.

We now prove the three claimed properties. It is convenient to define an auxiliary map
ρ̃ab : T → GLn(C) which is constructed from ρ just like ρ̃, except that ρ̃ab(fr) = yr,1,1In
for all r ∈ R. We can describe ρ̃ab explicitly: if w is any word in the generators, ρ̃(w)ab is
obtained from ρ̃(w) by substituting different values for the transcendentals {yr,i,j}r,i,j: each
yr,i,i is replaced by yr,1,1 and each yr,i,j for i ̸= j is replaced by 0. Thus if w,w′, . . . are
some words in the generators and some expression in the matrices ρ̃ab(w), ρ̃ab(w′), . . . has
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rank d, then Lemma 2.33 implies that the same expression in the matrices ρ̃(w), ρ̃(w′), . . .
has rank at least d as well.

It is straightforward to verify that ρ̃ab is a δ′-approximate representation of ⟨T | RT ⟩.
Observe that ρ̃ab extends to an honest representation of the subgroup FR × ZN of (G ∗

FR) × ZN : each element of this subgroup can be mapped to any of its expressions in
{fr}r∈R ∪ {e1, . . . , eN} (these elements clearly generate FR ×ZN ), since the only relations
between these generators are commutators that ρ̃ab satisfies exactly. In fact, this represen-
tation factors through Z|R| × ZN , since each ρ̃ab(fr) is a scalar matrix yr,1,1In. Abusing
notation slightly, we use this to define expressions of the form ρ̃ab(v) for v ∈ Z|R| × ZN .

(a) Let s, s′ ∈ S ′ be distinct elements. Denote v = πab
F,Z (s) and v′ = πab

F,Z (s′), as well
as z = ρ̃ab (v) and z′ = ρ̃ab (v′). By property (PS3) of scramblings v ̸= v′, so z−1z′

is transcendental. Denote g = πG (s) and g′ = πG (s′).
By construction, T contains generators mapping to g and to g′. We abuse notation

slightly and also denote these generators by g, g′.
Observe that the matrix ρ̃ab (g) z− ρ̃ab (g′) z′ is invertible: Since z−1z′ is transcen-

dental, Corollary 2.35 implies that

det
(
ρ̃ab (g)− z−1z′ρ̃ab (g′)

)
̸= 0.

Hence also det
(
ρ̃ab (g) z − ρ̃ab (g′) z′

)
̸= 0.

By definition of z, z′ and the fact that ρ̃ab is a δ′-approximate representation that
sends elements of FR to scalar matrices, Lemma 2.16 shows that there exists some
k ∈ N (independent of the specific choice of ρ̃ab and δ, δ′ but depending only on the
presentation ⟨T | RT ⟩) such that

drk(ρ̃
ab(g)z, ρ̃ab(s)) < kδ′

and similarly
drk(ρ̃

ab(g′)z′, ρ̃ab(s′)) < kδ′.

For this k we have that

drk(ρ̃
ab(s′)− ρ̃ab(s), 0) ≥ 1− kδ′,

or in other words
drk(ρ̃

ab(s′), ρ̃ab(s)) ≥ 1− kδ′.

By the remark on the comparison of ρ̃ with ρ̃ab above, the last inequality holds with
ρ̃ in place of ρ̃ab.

(b) Let s, s′, s′′ ∈ S ′ be not necessarily distinct generators. Then by property (PS4) of
scramblings exactly one of the following three cases holds:

Case 1: Suppose πab
F,Z(s

′′s′s) ̸= 0. Denote z′′ = ρ̃ab
(
πab
F,Z (s′′)

)
, z′ = ρ̃ab

(
πab
F,Z (s′)

)
,

and z = ρ̃ab
(
πab
F,Z (s)

)
, as well as g′′ = πG (s′′), g′ = πG (s′), and g = πG (s). Then

as above, T contains generators mapping onto g, g′, g′′, which by abuse of notation
we denote by g, g′, g′′ as well. Now

z′′ρ (g′′)− (z′z)−1 (ρ (g′) ρ (g))
−1

= (z′′) ·
(
ρ (g′′)− (z′′z′z)

−1
(ρ (g′) ρ (g))

−1
)
.

By Corollary 2.35, det
(
ρ (g′′)− (z′′z′z)−1 (ρ (g′) ρ (g))−1) is nonzero as z′′z′z =

ρ̃ab
(
πab
F,Z (s′′s′s)

)
is transcendental, because πab

F,Z (s′′s′s) ̸= 0. Therefore, just as
in (a), there exists k ∈ N depending only on the presentation ⟨T | RT ⟩ such
that drk(ρ̃ (s′′) , (ρ̃ (s′) ρ̃ (s))

−1) ≥ 1 − kδ′. Multiplying both sides on the right by
the invertible matrix (ρ̃ (s′) ρ̃ (s)), we obtain drk(ρ̃(s′′)ρ̃(s′)ρ̃(s), In) ≥ 1− kδ′.

Case 2: If s′′s′s = e then drk(ρ̃(s′′)ρ̃(s′)ρ̃(s), In) < kδ′ for k depending only on ⟨T |
RT ⟩ (and not on ρ̃ or δ′).
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Case 3: Suppose s′′s′s ∈ G ∗FR ⊂ (G ∗FR)×ZN is sufficiently generic relative to S.
By construction of ρ̃ the representation matrices of elements of S are either the iden-
tity matrix or permutation matrices of derangements and the entries of the represen-
tation matrices of the free generators of FR are algebraically independent over Q.
Therefore by Lemma 9.14 there exists k ∈ N depending only on ⟨T | RT ⟩ and on
s′′s′s such that drk(ρ̃(s′′)ρ̃(s′)ρ̃(s), In) is either at least 1− kδ′ or at most kδ′.

(c) This is immediate from the construction of ρ̃.

Given a δ > 0, we found δ′ > 0 such that for each δ-approximate representation ρ of
⟨S | R⟩, there is a δ′-approximate representation ρ̃ of ⟨T | RT ⟩ such that ρ̃ extends ρ, and
such that each of the proposition’s claimed inequalities holds with ε = kδ′ for some k ∈ N
(which does not depend on δ, ρ, or ρ̃). Taking k to be the maximum of these integers that
appears in all these finitely many inequalities, we choose δ small enough that δ′/k < ε. □

The next proposition is a translation of Proposition 6.12 to the approximate setting.

Proposition 9.16. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩ be a sofic group given by a symmetric triangular
presentation and let G′ = ⟨S ′ | R′⟩ be a scrambling. Let s ∈ S and let G′′ = ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ ≃
(G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)× ZN be the associated augmentation. Then the following two con-
ditions are equivalent:

(i) For all ε > 0 there exists an n ∈ N, and an ε-approximate representation ρ : S →
GLn(C) of ⟨S | R⟩ such that drk(ρ(s), ρ(e)) ≥ 1

2
and ρ(x) is the identity matrix or

the permutation matrix of a derangement for all x ∈ S.
(ii) For all ε > 0 there exists an n ∈ N and an ε-approximate representation

ρ̃ : S ′′ → GLn(C)

of ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ which satisfies:
(a) If x, x′ ∈ S ′′ are distinct then drk (ρ̃ (x) , ρ̃ (x′)) ≥ 1− ε,
(b) For x, x′, x′′ ∈ S ′′ a not necessarily distinct triple of generators, the matrix

A = ρ̃ (x′′) ρ̃(x′)ρ̃(x) satisfies either drk(A, In) ≥ 1− ε or drk(A, In) ≤ ε.

Proof. First assume (ii) holds and let ε > 0. So suppose ρ̃ : S ′′ → GLn(C) is a δ-
approximate representation of ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ satisfying conditions (a) and (b) for some δ > 0.
The isomorphism fromG′′ to (G ∗ FR ∗ ⟨z1, . . . , z4⟩)×ZN stemming from Proposition 6.10
maps the generator t ∈ S ′′ (see Construction 6.8) to sz1s. Using Lemma 2.18, we extend ρ̃
to a δ′-approximate representation of the presentation ⟨S ′′ ∪ {s} | R′′ ∪ {s = w}⟩, where
w is a word expressing s in the generators S ′′, and δ′ > 0 can be made arbitrarily small by
taking δ small enough.

Since by the above discussion t and sz1s define the same word in this group, by Lemma 2.16
there exists a constant k ∈ N such that

(3) drk(ρ̃(t), ρ̃(sz1s)) < kδ′.

Since t, z1 ∈ S ′′ are distinct generators we have drk(ρ̃(t), ρ̃(z1)) ≥ 1− δ′ by assumption
(a). Together with (3) we obtain

drk(ρ̃(sz1s), ρ̃(z1)) > 1− (k + 1)δ′.

Using the triangle inequality and Remark 2.9 this yields:

1− (k + 1)δ′ < drk(ρ̃(sz1s), ρ̃(z1))

≤ drk(ρ̃(sz1s), ρ̃(z1s)) + drk(ρ̃(z1s), ρ̃(z1))

= drk(ρ̃(s), ρ̃(e)) + drk(ρ̃(s), ρ̃(e)) = 2drk(ρ̃(s), ρ̃(e)).
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Hence we have

drk(ρ̃(s), ρ̃(e)) >
1

2
− (k + 1)

2
δ′,

and we obtain drk(ρ̃(s), ρ̃(e)) > 1
2
− ε if we choose δ > 0 small enough.

By the above calculation and Corollary 2.17 we see that s ̸= e in G′′. Thus (i) follows
from Lemma 2.15.

Assume (i) holds and let ε > 0. By assumption, for each δ > 0 there exists a δ-
approximate representation ρ : S → GLn(C) with drk(ρ(s), ρ(e)) ≥ 1

2
, and such that ρ(x)

is the identity matrix or the permutation matrix of a derangement for all x ∈ S. We take
such a ρ, with δ to be determined later, and note that ρ(s) ̸= In is a derangement matrix.

Let ε′ > 0 and fix a presentation ⟨T | RT ⟩ of G′ with S, S ′ ⊂ T as in Proposition 9.15. If
δ > 0 is chosen small enough, Proposition 9.15 yields an extension of ρ to a ε′-approximate
representation ρ′ : T → GLn(C) satisfying conditions analogous to (a) and (b) in (ii) for all
generators in S ′.

Let {ξk,i,j}1≤k≤4, 1≤i,j≤n ⊂ C be algebraically independent over the subfield of C gener-
ated by the entries of all matrices in the image of ρ′. Now extend ρ′ to ρ̃ : T ∪ {zi}1≤i≤4 →
GLn(C) by defining ρ̃ (zk) = (ξk,i,j)1≤i,j≤n ∈ GLn(C) for each 1 ≤ k ≤ 4. This is
again an ε′-approximate representation of G′′ = ⟨T ∪ {zi}1≤i≤4 | RT ⟩ as there are no non-
trivial relations involving any of z1, . . . , z4. By shrinking ε′ > 0 further if necessary, we
use Lemma 2.18 to extend ρ̃ to an ε-approximate representation of a presentation of G′′

containing as generators all elements of S ′′ ∪ T and all relations R′′ ∪RT .
We verify that conditions (a) and (b) hold for this representation by considering the vari-

ous pairs and triples of generators in S ′′. The argument from this point on is almost identical
with that in Proposition 6.12.

As a first step, we verify that if degz (x′′x′x) ̸= 0 then ρ̃ (x′′) ρ̃ (x′) ρ̃ (x)−In is invertible.
So assume for x, x′, x′′ ∈ S ′′ that degzi (x

′′x′x) ̸= 0 for some i. Considering

det (ρ̃ (x′′) ρ̃ (x′) ρ̃ (x)− In)

as a polynomial in the entries of ρ̃ (zi) we see that the determinant doesn’t vanish, because
it doesn’t vanish if we substitute a transcendental multiple of the identity matrix by Corol-
lary 2.35 (observe that ρ̃(x′′),ρ̃(x′),ρ̃(x) are all invertible since they come from an extension
of ρ). We also get invertibility if πab

F,Z (x′′x′x) ̸= 0, by the same argument.
Using Lemma 9.14 (and perhaps shrinking ε by the constant factor required to use this

lemma), the remaining cases follow as in Proposition 6.12. □

9.4. Almost-multilinear matroid representability is undecidable. We put together our
tools and show that it is undecidable whether a matroid is almost multilinear: this section is
roughly parallel to Section 7.

Theorem 9.17. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩, s ∈ S be an instance of the word problem and assume
⟨S | R⟩ is sofic. Let ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ be the augmented presentation from Construction 6.8, and
let M be the set of generalized Dowling geometries subordinate to this presentation. If s is
nontrival in ⟨S | R⟩ then some matroid in M is almost multilinear.

Proof. Assume s is nontrivial in ⟨S | R⟩.
By Lemma 2.15 for any ε > 0 there is an n ∈ N and an ε-approximate representation

ρ : S → GLn(C) ofG such that ρ(x) is either In or the permutation matrix of a derangement
for each x ∈ S, and ρ(s) satisfies drk(ρ(s), In) ≥ 1

2
.

Applying Proposition 9.16 we see that for any ε > 0 there exists an n ∈ N and an ε-
approximate representation ρ : S ′′ → GLn(C) of ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ such that drk(ρ(x), ρ(x′)) ≥
1 − ε for all distinct generators x, x′ ∈ S ′′ and such that if x, x′, x′′ ∈ S ′′ is any triple of
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generators (not necessarily distinct) then drk(ρ(x′′)−1, ρ(x′x)) is either at most ε or at least
1− ε.

Hence by Theorem 9.11 at least one of the generalized Dowling geometries M subordi-
nate to ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ is almost multilinear over C. □

Theorem 9.18. Let G = ⟨S | R⟩, s ∈ S be an instance of the word problem and M be
the generalized Dowling geometry of the presentation ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ obtained from Construc-
tion 6.8. Assume that some matroid of the generalized Dowling geometries M subordinate
to ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩ is almost multilinear. Then s ̸= e in G.

Proof. Say the matroid M ∈ M is almost multilinear. This is the generalized Dowling
geometry of a quotient of ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩. By Theorem 9.12, we have t ̸= z1 in ⟨S ′′ | R′′⟩, where
t = sz1s. It follows that s ̸= e in G as desired. □

Corollary 9.19. Almost-multilinearity of matroids is undecidable.

Proof. The preceding two theorems reduce the word problem in a finitely presented sofic
group to a finite (computable) sequence of almost-multilinearity problems for matroids. But
the former problem is undecidable by Theorem 2.12. □

Remark 9.20. One can formulate a problem parallel to conditional independence implica-
tion (as in Section 8) in the almost-multilinear setting. We leave the details to the interested
reader. Undecidability of conditional rank inequalities in a linear setting already follows
from [KY22]; the approximate version would correspond to considering “stable” implica-
tions, which continue to hold in an approximate sense even when the assumptions hold only
in an approximate sense.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM 4.4

The proof relies on these two properties of entropy functions found for instance in [Yeu08].

Lemma A.1. Suppose {Xe}e∈E is finite collection of random variables on a discrete
probability space (Ω, P ) and assume H(XA) <∞ for all A ⊆ E.

(a) Then it holds that
H(XE) ≤

∑
e∈E

H(Xe)

and equality holds if and only if the family {Xe}e∈E is independent.
(b) Furthermore, it holds that

H(XE\{c}) ≤ H(XE)

and equality holds if and only if the family {Xe}e∈E\{c} determines Xc.

We now proceed with proving one part of the first statement in Theorem 4.4.

Lemma A.2. An entropic matroid M = (E, r) has a discrete probability space repre-
sentation.

Proof. By assumption there exists a collection {Xe}e∈E of random variables on a discrete
probability space (Ω, P ) and a scalar λ ∈ R+ such that r(A) = λH(XA) for all A ⊆ E.

Let e ∈ E be a non-loop. Then 1 = r(e) = λH(Xe), that is, H(Xe) = 1
λ

for all
non-loops. Hence Xe is not a trivial random variable.

LetA ⊆ E be an independent subset. Thus |A| = r(A) = λH(XA). Also, Lemma A.1 (a)
yields

|A| = λH(XA) ≤ λ
∑
e∈A

H(Xe) = λ
∑
e∈A

1

λ
= |A|.
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Hence, the second part of Lemma A.1 (a) yields that {Xe}e∈A is independent.
Now let C ⊆ E be a circuit and c ∈ C an element of the circuit. Thus,

λH(XC\{c}) = r(C \ {c}) = r(C) = λH(XC).

There {Xe}e∈C\{c} determinesXc by Lemma A.1 (b) which verifies the determination prop-
erty of collections of random variables associated to circuits. □

The second part of Theorem 4.4 follows from the next lemma which is a trivial general-
ization of a result proved by Matǔs in [Mat93, p.190-191].

Lemma A.3. Let M = (E, r) be a connected matroid of rank at least two and suppose
{Xe}e∈E is a probability space representation of M . Then every Xe is a uniformly dis-
tributed random variables and its underlying probability space can be chosen to be finite.

Proof. Let {Xe}e∈E be a collection of random variables on a discrete probability space
(Ω, P ) is forming a probability space representation of M . Consider a pair {e, e′} ⊆ E of
distinct elements of M . If r({e, e′}) = 1, that is e and e′ are parallel elements, then Xe

and Xe′ determine each other which means that the probability distributions of these two
random variables agree up to a bijection between Ωe and Ωe′ .

If r({e, e′}) = 2 then by assumption there exists a circuit C with {e, e′} ⊆ C. Set
L = C \ {e, e′}. Let ωe ∈ Ωe and ωe′ ∈ Ωe′ be two elements with Pe(ωe) > 0 and
Pe′(ωe′) > 0. Since {e, e′} is independent this implies

P{e,e′}(ωe, ωe′) = Pe(ωe)Pe′(ωe′) > 0.

Thus, there exists a ωL ∈ ΩL with PC(ωL, ωe, ωe′) > 0 and PL(ωL) > 0. Using the
determination condition we then obtain

PL(ωL)Pe′(ωe) = PC(ωL, ωe, ωe′) = PL(ωL)Pe′(ωe′).

Hence, Pe(ωe) = Pe′(ωe′) for all nontrivial events ωe and ωe′ . Therefore, all random vari-
ables associated to non-loops of the matroid are uniformly distributed. Thus they all have
finite support which must be of equal size. Removing all events in Ωe that occur with prob-
ability zero yields the second claim. □

This allows us to prove the last missing piece of Theorem 4.4.

Lemma A.4. Let M = (E, r) be a connected matroid that has a discrete probability
space representation. Then M is also entropic.

Proof. By assumption there exists a collection {Xe}e∈E of random variables on a discrete
probability space (Ω, P ) satisfying the assumptions of Definition 4.2. Using Lemma A.3 we
can assume that the probability spaces Ωe for e ∈ E are finite and therefore H(XA) < ∞
for all A ⊆ E. For every non-loop e ∈ E, the random variable Xe is non-trivial which
implies H(Xe) > 0.

Let {e, e′} ⊆ E be a pair of non-loops elements. Since M is connected there exists a
circuit C with {e, e′} ⊆ C. Then Lemma A.1 implies

H(Xe) +H(XC\{e,e′}) = H(XC\{e′}) = H(XC\{e}) = H(Xe′) +H(XC\{e,e′}).

Thus, H(Xe) = H(Xe′) for all non-loops e, e′ and we set λ := 1
H(Xe)

for some non-loop e
which is well-defined as H(Xe) > 0 by assumption on Xe being non-trivial.

Lemma A.1 (a) then implies r(A) = λH(XA) for all independent subsets A ⊆ E.
Lemma A.1 (b) and entropy functions being submodular yields this equality for all sub-
sets of E which completes the proof. □
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