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Abstract

We introduce the classes of descendingly flexible and descendingly alternative al-
gebras over an arbitrary field F. We suggest a new method based on the sequence of
differences between the dimensions of the linear spans of words, which allows us to
obtain upper bounds on the lengths of these algebras. We also present an example
of an algebra of arbitrarily large dimension such that these bounds are achieved on it
asymptotically.
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1 Introduction

Let A be an arbitrary finite-dimensional algebra over a field F, possibly non-unital and
non-associative. Given a subset S ⊆ A and k ∈ N, any product of k elements of S is called
a word of length k in letters from S. If the algebra is unital, the unity e is considered as a
word of zero length in S. Otherwise, we assume that there are no words of zero length.

Note that different arrangements of brackets provide different words of the same length.
The set of all words in S with length at most k is denoted by Sk, k ≥ 0. Then k < m

implies that Sk ⊆ Sm. The set of all words with letters from S is denoted by S∞ =
∞
⋃

k=0

Sk.

Recall that the linear span of S, denoted by L (S), is the set of all finite linear combi-
nations of elements of S with coefficients from F. We denote L k(S) = L (Sk), k ≥ 0, and
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L∞(S) =
∞
⋃

k=0

L k(S). Clearly, for all k we have L k(S) ⊆ L k+1(S). Moreover, L 0(S) = F

if A is unital, and L 0(S) = {0} otherwise. It can be easily seen that a set S is generating
for A if and only if A = L∞(S).

Definition 1.1. The length of a set S is l(S) = min{k | L k(S) = L∞(S)}.

Definition 1.2. The length of an algebra A is the maximum of lengths of its generating
sets, i.e., l(A) = max

S
{l(S) | L∞(S) = A}.

The length function is an important numerical invariant which is useful for the study of
finite-dimensional algebras. At present most papers in this area are devoted to the problem
of length computation for the algebra Mn(F) of n × n matrices over a field F, which was
originally stated in [16]. Despite the fact that Mn(F) is well understood, this problem still
remains open, though some bounds were obtained by several authors, see, e.g., [13,19]. One
of the reasons for such a great interest in the length of Mn(F) is that it is closely related to
the problem of classification of systems of complex inner product spaces and linear mappings
between them, see [6], which can be reduced to the problem of classifying complex matrices
up to unitary similarity. By Specht’s criterion, A,B ∈ Mn(C) are unitarily similar if and
only if tr (w(A,A∗)) = tr (w(B,B∗)) for any word w(x, y) in non-commuting variables x, y,
see [17, 20]. This criterion requires infinitely many tests but their number can be reduced
by using an upper bound on the length of Mn(C), see [6] for the details. It is the one of
many various research directions where the length function can be applied.

Then the study of length function was extended to general associative algebras, and
in [15] the upper bound for the length of an arbitrary finite-dimensional unital associative
algebra was obtained. The case of associative algebras can be considered relatively simple
in the following sense. If A is associative, then L k(S) = L k+1(S) implies L k(S) = L∞(S).
Therefore, for a unital algebra A we have l(A) ≤ dimA− 1, and for a non-unital algebra A
we have l(A) ≤ dimA. However, these inequalities do not hold for non-associative algebras,
see [7, Example 2.8].

The notion of length was generalized to unital non-associative algebras in [7,8] where the
method of characteristic sequences was introduced. This method allows to prove a sharp
upper bound for the lengths of unital non-associative algebras, cf. [7, Section 4], locally
complex algebras, cf. [7, Section 6], and quadratic algebras, cf. [9, Section 3]. We, however,
prefer to use another extremely helpful tool for length computation. Below we introduce the
sequence of differences for an arbitrary system S which describes how fast the dimension of
the linear span of words of length at most k in S is growing.

Definition 1.3. Given a subset S ⊆ A, the sequence of differences between the dimensions
of the linear spans of words in S is D(S) = {dk(S)}

∞
k=0 = {dk}

∞
k=0, where

d0 = dimL 0(S) =

{

0, A is non-unital,

1, A is unital;

dk = dimL k(S)− dimL k−1(S), k ∈ N.

Clearly, the definition of d0 does not depend on a set S, and its value is a function of an
algebra A itself. Hence we will assume throughout the paper that

d0 =

{

0, A is non-unital,

1, A is unital.
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The following proposition shows that all statements concerning lengths of algebras and
their generating sets can be reformulated in terms of the sequence of differences. We denote
the number of elements in S by |S|, and the rank of S as a linear system by rank (S).

Proposition 1.4. Let A be an arbitrary finite-dimensional algebra over a field F, S ⊆ A.
Then

(1) l(S) = max{k ∈ N0 | dk 6= 0}, where we assume that max∅ = 0;

(2) S is generating for A if and only if
∞
∑

k=0

dk = dimA;

(3) d1 =

{

rank (S), A is non-unital,

rank (S ∪ {e}) − 1, A is unital.

Proof.

(1) If A is non-unital and S contains no nonzero elements, then L∞(S) = L 0(S) = {0}
and dk = 0 for all k ∈ N0, so l(S) = 0 = max∅ = max{k ∈ N0 | dk 6= 0}. Otherwise,
let us denote m = l(S) ∈ N0. Then {0} 6= L∞(S) = Lm(S), and m is the smallest
number with this property. Thus dm ≥ 1 and dk = 0 for all k > m, so m = max{k ∈
N0 | dk 6= 0}.

(2) We have dimL∞(S) = dimLm(S) =
m
∑

k=0

dk =
∞
∑

k=0

dk, so S is generating for A if and

only if dimA = dimL∞(S) =
∞
∑

k=0

dk.

(3) Note that

dimL 1(S) =

{

rank (S), A is non-unital,

rank (S ∪ {e}), A is unital.

It remains to use the formulae for d0 and d1 from Definition 1.3.

Various identities satisfied by algebras can be very helpful in the study of their length
functions. To generalize some of them, mixing and sliding algebras were introduced in [10].
It was shown that several important classes of algebras, including Leibniz, Novikov, and
Zinbiel algebras, happen to be either mixing, or sliding, or both. Mixing and sliding algebras
have slowly growing length, that is, their length does not exceed their dimension, see [10,
Theorem 3.7].

The aim of our work is to study the lengths of several particular classes of compo-
sition algebras, such as standard composition algebras and Okubo algebras. This is an
important step to the problem of length computation for more general classes of algebras,
since, by [2, Theorem 2.9], [3, Theorems 4.2 and 4.3], and [4, Theorem 3.2], these results
would give us a complete description of lengths of symmetric composition algebras and
finite-dimensional flexible composition algebras over an arbitrary field F. In our previous
paper [11] we have computed the lengths of standard composition algebras over an arbitrary
field F with charF 6= 2. To do so, we have introduced the condition of descending flexibility
which is satisfied by standard composition algebras, cf. [11, Lemma 4.5], and it has played
a crucial role in our method of length computation. In the subsequent paper [12] we will
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extend these results to standard composition algebras over F with charF = 2 and compute
the lengths of Okubo algebras over an arbitrary field F. Thus the problem of length com-
putation for standard composition algebras and Okubo algebras will be solved completely.
We will rely vastly on the main results of the current paper, namely, on the upper bounds
for the lengths of descendingly flexible and descendingly alternative algebras.

In this paper we continue the study of the lengths of non-associative algebras. We
introduce a new class of descendingly alternative algebras and re-introduce descendingly
flexible algebras. Their definition is slightly altered with respect to the one which was given
in [11], so the class of descendingly flexible algebras becomes wider than it was before: by
Proposition 3.3, the algebras which satisfy [11, Definition 3.1] are also descendingly flexible
in the new sense. Since all the results obtained in [11, Section 3] remain valid for the new
definition of descendingly flexible algebras, we suggest that the modified definition is the one
which should be used further. We establish several important properties of such algebras
and show that the lengths of descendingly flexible and descendingly alternative algebras
have at most logarithmic growth with respect to their dimensions.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall the definitions of mixing and
sliding algebras which were first given in [10]. By Lemma 2.8, in these algebras it is sufficient
to consider only those new words of length l + 1 which can be obtained by multiplying a
word of length l by a single letter of a generating set, either on the left or on the right.
This is a generalization of [11, Lemma 3.5], where this result was obtained for descendingly
flexible algebras only.

In Section 3 we define descendingly flexible and descendingly alternative algebras which
are special cases of mixing algebras. We give some of their examples in Subsection 3.2. We
show that descendingly flexible algebras are not necessarily flexible, descendingly alternative
algebras may not be alternative, and the converse implications are not valid either. Besides,
Example 3.7 demonstrates that the classes of descendingly flexible and descendingly alterna-
tive algebras are not contained in each other. In Example 3.8 we construct a 2n-dimensional
algebra over an arbitrary field F with charF = 2, such that it is both descendingly flexible
and descendingly alternative, and its length equals n. In Subsection 3.4 we introduce the
relation of swappability for the letters of a given word and show that it is symmetric and
transitive.

In Sections 4 and 5 we obtain upper bounds on the lengths of descendingly alternative
and descendingly flexible algebras, correspondingly. Their proofs follow the same line, but
the case of descendingly flexible algebras is more technical. In Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 5.2)
we show that every new word in a descendingly alternative (descendingly flexible) algebra
can be represented as a product of two (three) canonical factors. It then follows that all
its letters are divided into at most two (three) classes of pairwise swappable letters. Then
we show that, given an arbitrary set S, the sum of its sequence of differences depends
at least exponentially on its length. Our main results are Theorems 4.5 and 5.18. Their
weaker but more convenient restatements are Corollaries 4.6 and 5.19 which show that the
length of a descendingly alternative algebra does not exceed ⌈log2(dimA − d0)⌉, and the
length of a descendingly flexible algebra of sufficiently large dimension is not greater than
⌈log2(dimA− d0) + log2(8/3)⌉.
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2 Irreducible words in mixing and sliding algebras

In this section we recall the definitions of mixing and sliding algebras which were intro-
duced in [10].

Notation 2.1. Given x, y, z ∈ A, we denote

Ql(x, y, z) = {x(zy), x(yz), y(xz), y(zx), xy, yx, xz, zx, yz, zy, x, y, z},

Qr(x, y, z) = {(xz)y, (zx)y, (yz)x, (zy)x, xy, yx, xz, zx, yz, zy, x, y, z},

P (x, y, z) = Ql(x, y, z) ∪Qr(x, y, z).

In other words, Ql(x, y, z) (or Qr(x, y, z)) contains all monomials in x, y, z of degree at most
two whose letters are pairwise distinct, and only those monomials of degree three where the
second (or the first) factor is 2-fold and contains z.

Definition 2.2.

• An algebra A is called left sliding if (xy)z ∈ L 1(Ql(x, y, z)) for all x, y, z ∈ A.

• An algebra A is called right sliding if z(xy) ∈ L 1(Qr(x, y, z)) for all x, y, z ∈ A.

• An algebra A is called sliding if it is either left sliding or right sliding.

• An algebra A is called mixing if (xy)z, z(xy) ∈ L 1(P (x, y, z)) for all x, y, z ∈ A.

Remark 2.3. Associative algebras are both mixing and left and right sliding.

Definition 2.4. A class of algebras has slowly growing length if for any representative A of
this class it holds that l(A) ≤ dimA.

The next lemma shows that mixing and sliding algebras have the following property
which holds trivially for associative algebras, namely, if the linear spans of words of two
consequent lengths are equal, then the whole chain stabilizes afterwards.

Lemma 2.5 ([10, Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6]). Let A be mixing or sliding, and S ⊆ A. If
Lm(S) = Lm+1(S) for some m ≥ 0, then Lm(S) = Lm+1(S) = Lm+2(S) = . . . .

Corollary 2.6 ([10, Theorem 3.7]). Mixing and sliding algebras have slowly growing length.

In terms of the sequence of differences, Lemma 2.5 can be restated as follows.

Proposition 2.7. Let A be mixing or sliding, and S ⊆ A. If dm = 0 for some m ∈ N, then
dk = 0 for all k ≥ m.

We now use another approach and prove a stronger result than Lemma 2.5. In particular,
the following lemma states that in mixing and sliding algebras it is sufficient to consider
only those new words of length l+1 which can be obtained by multiplying a word of length l
by a single letter of a generating set, either on the left or on the right.

Lemma 2.8. Let S be a subset of A, m ∈ N.

(1) If A is mixing, then Lm+1(S) = Lm(S) · S + S · Lm(S) + Lm(S).
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(2) If A is left sliding, then Lm+1(S) = S · Lm(S) + Lm(S).

(3) If A is right sliding, then Lm+1(S) = Lm(S) · S + Lm(S).

Proof. If m = 1, then the statement is true by the definition. Assume now that m ≥ 2.

(1) Consider an arbitrary word w ∈ Sm+1. Then w = xy for some x ∈ Sl+1 and y ∈ Sm−l,
l ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1}. We prove that

w ∈ Xm+1 := Lm(S) · S + S · Lm(S) + Lm(S)

by induction on s(w) = min{l(x), l(y)}:

• If s(w) = 1, that is, l(x) = 1 or l(y) = 1, then either x ∈ S or y ∈ S, so
w ∈ (Sm · S) ∪ (S · Sm) ⊆ Xm+1.

• Let the statement be proved for all values less that s(w) ≥ 2. Assume without
loss of generality that l(x) ≤ l(y). Then x = uv for some u ∈ Sk+1 and v ∈ Sl−k,
k ∈ {0, . . . , l − 1}. By the definition of a mixing algebra, we have w = xy =
(uv)y ∈ L 1(P (u, v, y)). Any one-letter or two-letter word from P (u, v, y) readily
belongs to Sm ⊆ Xm+1. Any three-letter word z ∈ P (u, v, y) is a product of
two factors, exactly one of which contains y as a strictly smaller subword. Thus
we have either s(z) = min{l(u), l(v) + l(y)} = l(u) < l(x) = s(w) or s(z) =
min{l(v), l(u) + l(y)} = l(v) < l(x) = s(w). Hence, by the inductive hypothesis,
we obtain z ∈ Xm+1. Therefore, w ∈ Xm+1.

(2) Consider an arbitrary word w ∈ Sm+1. Then w = xy for some x ∈ Sl+1 and y ∈ Sm−l,
l ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1}. We prove that

w ∈ Ym+1 := S · Lm(S) + Lm(S)

by induction on sl(w) = l(x):

• If sl(w) = l(x) = 1, then x ∈ S, so w ∈ S · Sm ⊆ Ym+1.

• Let the statement be proved for all values less that sl(w) ≥ 2. We have x = uv
for some u ∈ Sk+1 and v ∈ Sl−k, k ∈ {0, . . . , l − 1}. By the definition of a left
sliding algebra, it holds that w = xy = (uv)y ∈ L 1(Ql(u, v, y)). Any one-letter
or two-letter word from Ql(u, v, y) belongs to Sm ⊆ Ym+1. For any three-letter
word z ∈ Ql(u, v, y) we have either sl(z) = l(u) < l(x) = sl(w) or sl(z) = l(v) <
l(x) = sl(w). Hence, by the inductive hypothesis, we obtain z ∈ Ym+1. Therefore,
w ∈ Ym+1.

(3) This case is symmetric to the previous one.

Remark 2.9. Lemma 2.5 which was proved in [10] follows directly from Lemma 2.8. Indeed,
it is sufficient to show that Lm(S) = Lm+1(S) implies Lm+1(S) = Lm+2(S). This is clear
if m = 0. If m ≥ 1, then, by Lemma 2.8, we have

Lm+2(S) = Lm+1(S) · S + S · Lm+1(S) + Lm+1(S)

= Lm(S) · S + S · Lm(S) + Lm(S) = Lm+1(S).

Hence the statement follows.
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Notation 2.10. Let a ∈ A. The mappings La, Ra : A → A are given by

La(x) = ax,

Ra(x) = xa

for all x ∈ A.

Notation 2.11. Let S(m) ⊆ Sm be the set constructed inductively by using equalities
S(1) = S and S(k+1) = S(k) · S ∪ S · S(k) for all k ∈ N. In other words,

S(m) = {X1X2 . . . Xm−1sm | Xi ∈ {Lsi , Rsi} for i = 1, . . . ,m− 1, and s1, . . . , sm ∈ S}.

Corollary 2.12. Let A be mixing, S ⊆ A. Then for any m ∈ N we have Lm(S) =
Lm−1(S) + L (S(m)).

Proof. Follows immediately from Lemma 2.8.

3 Descendingly flexible and descendingly alternative algebras

3.1 Definition and sufficient conditions

Some of the non-associative algebras satisfy certain restrictions that are close to the
associativity of their elements, and this makes their study easier. Probably the most popular
among such restrictions are flexibility and alternativity.

Definition 3.1.

• An algebra A is called flexible if (ab)a = a(ba) for all a, b ∈ A.

• An algebra A is called alternative if a(ab) = (aa)b and (ba)a = b(aa) for all a, b ∈ A.

It is well known that any alternative algebra is also flexible, see [14, p. 154, Exercise 2.1.1],
but the converse is not true, e.g., Cayley–Dickson algebras of dimension at least 16 are
flexible but not alternative, see [18, p. 436].

Inspired by Definition 3.1, we introduce the notions of descendingly flexible and de-
scendingly alternative algebras which form two important subclasses in the class of mixing
algebras.

Consider a, b, c ∈ A. We denote by L ′
2(a, b, c) the linear span of all words of length at

most two in a, b, c, except for the words aa, bb and cc, that is,

L ′
2(a, b, c) =

{

L (a, b, c, ab, ba, cb, bc, ac, ca), A is non-unital,

L (e, a, b, c, ab, ba, cb, bc, ac, ca), A is unital.

Note also that

L 1(a, b, aa, ab, ba) =

{

L (a, b, aa, ab, ba), A is non-unital,

L (e, a, b, aa, ab, ba), A is unital.

Definition 3.2.

7



• We say that an algebra A is descendingly flexible if for all a, b, c ∈ A it holds that

(ab)a, a(ba) ∈ L 1(a, b, aa, ab, ba), (3.1)

(ab)c+ (cb)a ∈ L ′
2(a, b, c), (3.2)

a(bc) + c(ba) ∈ L ′
2(a, b, c). (3.3)

• We say that an algebra A is descendingly alternative if for all a, b, c ∈ A it holds that

(ba)a, a(ab) ∈ L 1(a, b, aa, ab, ba), (3.4)

(ab)c+ (ac)b ∈ L ′
2(a, b, c), (3.5)

a(bc) + b(ac) ∈ L ′
2(a, b, c). (3.6)

Clearly, if charF 6= 2, then Eqs. (3.2) and (3.3) imply Eq. (3.1), and Eqs. (3.5) and (3.6)
imply Eq. (3.4). Therefore, conditions (3.1) and (3.4) are needed only in the case when
charF = 2.

The following proposition provides a convenient sufficient condition for an algebra to
be descendingly flexible or descendingly alternative. It is a stronger form of Eqs. (3.1)
and (3.4).

Proposition 3.3.

(1) Assume that for all a, b ∈ A we have (ab)a, a(ba) ∈ L 1(a, b, aa, ab, ba), and the coef-
ficient at aa depends only on b. In other words, (ab)a and a(ba) can be represented
as

f1(a, b)a+ f2(a, b)b+ g(b)aa + f3(a, b)ab+ f4(a, b)ba + f5(a, b)e (3.7)

for some functions fj : A × A → F, j = 1, . . . , 5, and g : A → F. If A is non-unital,
then we assume that f5(a, b) = 0 for all a, b ∈ A. Then A is descendingly flexible.

(2) If for all a, b ∈ A it holds that (ba)a, a(ab) ∈ L 1(a, b, aa, ab, ba), and the coefficient at
aa depends only on b, then A is descendingly alternative.

Proof. To prove (1), we linearize Eq. (3.7) by considering ((a + c)b)(a + c) − (ab)a − (cb)c
and (a + c)(b(a + c)) − a(ba) − c(bc). The terms with aa and cc vanish, as the coefficient
g(b) at aa depends only on b. The proof of (2) is completely similar.

3.2 Examples and main properties

We now give several examples of descendingly flexible and descendingly alternative al-
gebras.

Example 3.4.

(1) If a nonunital algebra A is descendingly flexible (alternative), then its unital hull F⊕A
is also descendingly flexible (alternative).

(2) If A is nilpotent of index at most 3, that is, A3 = 0, then A is both descendingly flexible
and descendingly alternative.
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(3) Let A be a standard composition algebra over an arbitrary field F, see [5, p. 378] for
its definition. If charF 6= 2, then, by [11, Lemma 4.5], A is descendingly flexible.
Moreover, the proof can be extended to the case when charF is arbitrary by using the
same arguments.

(4) Consider an Okubo algebra O over an arbitrary field F, as defined in [1]. Then O is
descendingly flexible, since it satisfies (ab)a = a(ba) = n(a)b for all a, b ∈ O, see [1,
p. 284, pp. 286–287] and [3, p. 1199].

(5) The algebra of spin factors Spinn = F1⊕ F
n with multiplication given by

(α+ v)(β + w) = (αβ + 〈v |w〉) + (αw + βv),

where 〈· | ·〉 is the standard inner product on F
n, is both descendingly flexible and

descendingly alternative. Indeed, since Spinn is commutative, one can verify that for
a = α+ v and b = β + w we have

(ab)a = a(ba) = (ba)a = a(ab) = (〈v |w〉 − αβ)a+ βaa+ αab.

Remark 3.5. Descendingly flexible algebras are not necessarily flexible. For example, if
charF 6= 2, then standard composition algebras of types II and III over F are descendingly
flexible, cf. [11, Lemma 4.5], however, they are not flexible. One can verify that this is also
an example of descendingly alternative algebras which are not alternative.

Conversely, flexible (alternative) algebras need not be descendingly flexible (alterna-
tive). Indeed, any associative algebra is automatically both flexible and alternative. Let
A = Mn(F) be the algebra of (n × n)-matrices over an arbitrary field F with n ≥ 4, and
{Eij | i, j = 1, . . . , n} be the set of matrix units. Set a = E12, b = E23, and c = E34.
Then abc + cba = abc + acb = abc + bac = E14 /∈ L ′

2(a, b, c). Hence Eqs. (3.2)–(3.3) and
Eqs. (3.5)–(3.6) are not satisfied.

Proposition 3.6. Descendingly flexible and descendingly alternative algebras are mixing.
Hence they have slowly growing length, and one can apply Lemmas 2.5 and 2.8 and Corol-
lary 2.12 to them.

Proof. Follows immediately from the definition of mixing algebras, Eqs. (3.2)–(3.3) and
Eqs. (3.5)–(3.6).

The following example shows that the classes of descendingly flexible and descendingly
alternative algebras are not contained in each other.

Example 3.7. Let F be an arbitrary field, Aflex be an algebra over F with the basis e1, . . . , e5
and multiplication table 1, Aalt be an algebra over F with the basis f1, . . . , f5 and multi-
plication table 2. Then Aflex is descendingly flexible but not descendingly alternative, and
Aalt is descendingly alternative but not descendingly flexible.

Indeed, e1(e1e2) = e1e3 = e4 /∈ L (e1, e2, e1e1, e1e2, e2e1) and f1(f2f1) = f1f3 = f4 /∈
L (f1, f2, f1f1, f1f2, f2f1), so Aflex is not descendingly alternative, and Aalt is not descend-
ingly flexible. We now show that a(ba) = (ab)a = 0 for all a, b ∈ Aflex and c(cd) = (dc)c = 0
for all c, d ∈ Aalt. Then Aflex is descendingly flexible and Aalt is descendingly alternative
by Proposition 3.3.
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Clearly, the coefficients at e1 and e2 in ab and the coefficients at f1 and f2 in dc are
zero, so (ab)a = 0 and (dc)c = 0. Hence it remains to show that a(ba) = 0 and c(cd) = 0.
By linearity, it is sufficient to consider b ∈ {e1, e2} and d ∈ {f1, f3, f5}. Besides, since
e4x = xe4 = 0 for any x ∈ Aflex, we can take a ∈ L (e1, e2, e3, e5), and since we multiply
by c only on the left, we can take c ∈ L (f1, f2). Let a = k1e1 + k2e2 + k3e3 + k5e5,
c = l1f1 + l2f2. Then

e1a = e1(k1e1 + k2e2 + k3e3 + k5e5) = k2e3 + k3e4 + k1e5,

a(e1a) = (k1e1 + k2e2 + k3e3 + k5e5)(k2e3 + k3e4 + k1e5) = k1k2e4 − k1k2e4 = 0,

a(e2a) = a(e2(k1e1 + k2e2 + k3e3 + k5e5)) = a(−k5e4) = 0,

c(cf1) = (l1f1 + l2f2)((l1f1 + l2f2)f1) = (l1f1 + l2f2)(l2f3 + l1f5) = l1l2f4 − l1l2f4 = 0,

c(cf3) = c((l1f1 + l2f2)f3) = c(l1f4) = 0,

c(cf5) = c((l1f1 + l2f2)f5) = c(−l2f4) = 0,

as required.

× e1 e2 e3 e4 e5
e1 e5 e3 e4 0 0
e2 0 0 0 0 −e4
e3 0 0 0 0 0
e4 0 0 0 0 0
e5 0 0 0 0 0

Table 1: Multiplication table of Aflex.

× f1 f2 f3 f4 f5
f1 f5 0 f4 0 0
f2 f3 0 0 0 −f4
f3 0 0 0 0 0
f4 0 0 0 0 0
f5 0 0 0 0 0

Table 2: Multiplication table of Aalt.

To sum up, the classes of flexible, alternative, descendingly flexible and descendingly
alternative algebras are related as follows:

Alternative
⇒
6⇐

Flexible

6⇓ 6⇑ 6⇓ 6⇑

Descendingly
alternative

6⇒
6⇐

Descendingly
flexible

Table 3: Relations between (descendingly) flexible
and (descendingly) alternative algebras.

3.3 An example of a logarithmic bound on the length

The following example shows that the upper bound on the lengths of descendingly flexible
and descendingly alternative algebras has at least logarithmic growth with respect to their
dimensions.

Example 3.8. Assume that charF = 2. For any n ∈ N consider an algebra A over F with
the basis {ex | x ∈ Z

n
2}, so dimA = 2n. We define multiplication on A by the formula
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exey = ex+y. Clearly, A is commutative, associative, and unital, with e0 being its unit
element.

We now prove that A is descendingly alternative, i.e., conditions (3.4)–(3.6) hold. Due
to commutativity of A, it will follow automatically that A is descendingly flexible. To
prove (3.4), note that for any a =

∑

x∈Zn
2
axex and b ∈ A we have (ba)a = a(ab) = (aa)b =

(
∑

x∈Zn
2
a2x)b ∈ L (b). Conditions (3.5) and (3.6) follow from the fact that (ab)c + (ac)b =

a(bc) + b(ac) = 2abc = 0.
If {f1, . . . , fn} is an arbitrary basis in Z

n
2 , then S = {ef1 , . . . , efn} is a generating system

for A which clearly has length n. Therefore, l(A) ≥ n = log2(dimA).

In Sections 4 and 5 we prove that the upper bound on the lengths of these algebras
is actually logarithmic. Its exact value is still unknown, but we will see that for de-
scendingly alternative algebras it does not exceed ⌈log2(dimA − d0)⌉ (see Corollary 4.6),
and for descendingly flexible algebras of sufficiently large dimension it is not greater than
⌈log2(dimA− d0) + log2(8/3)⌉ (see Corollary 5.19).

Remark 3.9. We now compute the exact value of l(A) in Example 3.8. Assume that l(A) ≥
n+ 1. Then, by Theorem 4.5 which will be proved later, we have

2n − 1 = dimA− d0 ≥ 2n + (n+ 1)− 2 ≥ 2n,

a contradiction. Hence l(A) ≤ n, so l(A) = n.

3.4 Swappability relation

Together with the sequence of differences which was defined in the introduction, one
of the main tools to be used in the next two sections is the partition of all letters of a
given word into several classes of pairwise swappable letters. To introduce the swappability
relation, we first need the definitions of equivalence and formal equivalence for words in
letters from S.

Definition 3.10. The length of a word x ∈ S∞ is the number of letters from S in its
notation, i.e., the smallest value m ∈ N0 such that x ∈ Sm. We denote it by l(x).

Definition 3.11. Let x, y ∈ ±S∞ with l(x) = l(y) = m ≥ 1. We say that x and y are
equivalent if x− y ∈ Lm−1(S). We denote x ∼ y.

Proposition 3.12.

(1) The relation ∼ is an equivalence relation.

(2) If l(x) = l(y) = m ≥ 1, x ∼ y and y ∈ Lm−1(S), then x ∈ Lm−1(S).

(3) If x ∼ y and z ∈ ±S∞, then xz ∼ yz and zx ∼ zy.

Proof.

(1) It is clear that ∼ is reflexive and symmetric. Besides, if x ∼ y and y ∼ z with l(x) =
l(y) = l(z) = m, then x− y, y − z ∈ Lm−1(S) implies that x− z = (x− y) + (y − z) ∈
Lm−1(S), so x ∼ z.

(2) Follows immediately from the the fact that x− y ∈ Lm−1(S).
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(3) Let l(x) = l(y) = m ≥ 1 and l(z) = k. Then l(xz) = l(yz) = l(zx) = l(zy) = m + k.
Since x − y ∈ Lm−1(S), we have xz − yz = (x − y)z ∈ Lm+k−1(S) and zx − zy =
z(x− y) ∈ Lm+k−1(S), so xz ∼ yz and zx ∼ zy.

Remark 3.13. Definition of equivalence can be extended to the case when x, y are not just
words of length m, but (formal) linear combinations of elements from Sm, and both x and y
have nonzero summands which correspond to some words of length m in letters from S. In
this case Proposition 3.12 remains valid. For simplicity of notation, we will use this modified
definition in the proofs of Lemmas 5.9 and 5.12 without further notice.

Proposition 3.14. Assume that a, b, c ∈ S∞ with l(a), l(b), l(c) ≥ 1.

(1) If A is descendingly flexible, then

(ab)c ∼ −(cb)a, (3.8)

a(bc) ∼ −c(ba). (3.9)

(2) If A is descendingly alternative, then

(ab)c ∼ −(ac)b, (3.10)

a(bc) ∼ −b(ac). (3.11)

Proof. Let us denote n = l(a)+ l(b)+ l(c). Then l((ab)c) = l(a(bc)) = n, and the statement
follows immediately from Eqs. (3.2)–(3.3) and Eqs. (3.5)–(3.6), since the lengths of the basis
elements of L ′

2(a, b, c) are less than n.

Proposition 3.14 allows us to introduce another equivalence relation for words in letters
from S which is stronger than usual equivalence.

Definition 3.15. Let S ⊆ A and x, y ∈ ±S∞. We say that x and y are formally equivalent
if there is a chain of elementary equivalences between x and y. Elementary equivalences are
defined inductively:

• If an equivalence has the form described in Eqs. (3.8)–(3.9) (if A is descendingly
flexible) or Eqs. (3.10)–(3.11) (if A is descendingly alternative), then it is elementary.

• If u ∼ v is an elementary equvalence, then for any z ∈ S∞ the equivalences uz ∼ vz
and zu ∼ zv are also elementary.

Definition 3.16. Let S ⊆ A, x ∈ S∞, and s, t ∈ S are contained in x (denoted by s, t ∈ x).
We say that s and t are swappable (denoted by s ↔ t) if one of the following conditions
holds:

(1) A is descendingly flexible, and x is formally equivalent to some word either of the form
. . . RsLt . . . or of the form . . . LsRt . . . ;

(2) A is descendingly alternative, and x is formally equivalent to some word either of the
form . . . RsRt . . . or of the form . . . LsLt . . . .

Proposition 3.17.
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(1) The relation ↔ is symmetric and transitive.

(2) If x ∈ Sm, s, t ∈ x, and s ↔ t, then s = t implies x ∈ Lm−1(S).

(3) If x ∈ Sm, and for some n > |S| the letters s1, . . . , sn ∈ x are pairwise swappable, then
x ∈ Lm−1(S).

Proof.

(1) Symmetricity follows from Eqs. (3.8)–(3.11). Assume now that s ↔ t ↔ u, and

x = . . . s . . . t . . . u · · · ∼ . . . XsYt · · · ∼ . . . ZtWu . . . ,

where X,Y,Z,W ∈ {L,R}. Then we have

x ∼ . . . XsYt · · · ∼ − . . . XtYs . . .

∼ − . . . t . . . s . . . u · · · ∼ − . . . ZsWu . . . ,

so s ↔ u.

(2) Follows immediately from Proposition 3.12(2) together with Eqs. (3.1) and (3.4).

(3) Since n > |S|, there exist i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that i 6= j but si = sj. Then the
statement follows from (2).

4 Lengths of descendingly alternative algebras

In this section we assume that A is a descendingly alternative algebra over an arbitrary
field F. Recall that the set S(m) ⊆ Sm was introduced in Notation 2.11.

Lemma 4.1. Let S ⊆ A and w ∈ S(m) for some m ≥ 2. Then

(1) There exists a word xy = (((x1x2) . . . )xk) · (ym−k(. . . (y2y1))), where 1 ≤ k ≤ m − 1,
such that w ∼ ±xy.

(2) There are at most two classes of pairwise swappable letters in xy, namely, y1, x2, . . . , xk
and x1, y2, . . . , ym−k.

Proof.

(1) We prove the statement by induction on m. Clearly, the induction base is true. In
order to prove the induction step, we note that if w = xy ∈ Sm for x = ((x1x2) . . . )xk
and y = ym−k(. . . (y2y1)), then for any s ∈ S we have, by Eqs. (3.10) and (3.11),
ws = (xy)s ∼ −(xs)y and sw = s(xy) ∼ −x(sy), which are again of the desired form.

(2) Note that

xy = (((x1x2) . . . )xk) · (ym−k(. . . (y2y1)))

∼ −ym−k((((x1x2) . . . )xk) · (ym−k−1(. . . (y2y1))))

∼ · · · ∼ ±ym−k(. . . (ym−k−1((((x1x2) . . . )xk) · y1))),

so y1, x2, . . . , xk are pairwise swappable. Similarly, x1, y2, . . . , ym−k are pairwise swap-
pable.
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Proposition 4.2 ([7, Lemma 2.11, Corollary 2.12]). Let S, S′ be two subsets of A such that
L 1(S) = L 1(S

′). Then L k(S) = L k(S
′) for all k ∈ N, so L∞(S) = L∞(S′). Hence S is

generating for A if and only if S′ is generating for A, and l(S) = l(S′).

Corollary 4.3. Let S ⊆ A. Then L 2d1(S)+1(S) = L 2d1(S)(S), so l(S) ≤ 2d1(S).

Proof. Recall that d1 = d1(S) = dimL 1(S)− dimL 0(S). It follows that L 1(S) = L 0(S) +
L (S′) for some S′ ⊆ S such that |S′| = d1. Then L 1(S) = L 1(S

′), so, by Proposition 4.2,
L k(S) = L k(S

′) for all k ∈ N. Thus we may assume that |S| = d1(S) = d1.
Consider an arbitrary word xy ∈ S2d1+1 such that

x = ((x1x2) . . . )xk and y = y2d1+1−k(. . . (y2y1))

where x1, . . . , xk, y1, . . . , y2d1+1−k ∈ S and 1 ≤ k ≤ 2d1. By Lemma 4.1(2), y1, x2, . . . , xk
are pairwise swappable (k letters in total) and x1, y2, . . . , y2d1+1−k are pairwise swappable
(2d1+1−k letters in total). Since either k ≥ d1+1 or 2d1+1−k ≥ d1+1, Proposition 3.17(3)
implies that xy ∈ L 2d1(S).

It follows from Corollary 2.12 and Lemma 4.1(1) that L 2d1+1(S) = L 2d1(S)+L (S(2d1+1)) =
L 2d1(S). By Lemma 2.5, in this case we have L∞(S) = L 2d1(S). Hence, by Definition 1.1,
l(S) ≤ 2d1.

We now prove an even stronger result.

Lemma 4.4. Let S ⊆ A, xy = (((y1x2) . . . )xk) · (yn−k(. . . (y2x1))) ∈ Sn \ L n−1(S). Then
dimL n(S)− d0 ≥ max{k, n − k}+ 2n − 2k − 2n−k + 1.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, x1, x2, . . . , xk are pairwise swappable, and y1, y2, . . . , yn−k are also
pairwise swappable. Let now l,m ∈ N, 1 ≤ l ≤ k and 1 ≤ m ≤ n − k. We consider two
arbitrary sequences of indices 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < il ≤ k and 1 ≤ j1 < · · · < jm ≤ n − k,
and denote them by I and J . We also denote |I| = l and |J | = m. Then we set wI,J =
(((yj1xi2) . . . )xil) · (yjm(. . . (yj2xi1))) ∈ Sl+m. We will show that for any 2 ≤ p ≤ n the set

Wp = {wI,J | all I, J such that |I|+ |J | = p}

is linearly independent modulo L p−1(S). It then follows that dp = dp(S) = dimL p(S) −
dimL p−1(S) ≥ |Wp|, so

d2 + · · ·+ dn ≥ |W2|+ · · ·+ |Wn| = (2k − 1)(2n−k − 1) = 2n − 2k − 2n−k + 1.

Here |W2|+ · · · + |Wn| is the cardinality of the set {wI,J | I, J are nonempty}, and 2k − 1
and 2n−k − 1 are the numbers of all nonempty subsets in {1, . . . , k} and {1, . . . , n − k},
respectively. Similarly to Corollary 4.3, we may assume that |S| = d1. Since xy /∈ L n−1(S),
Proposition 3.17(3) then implies that we also have d1 ≥ max{k, n − k}. Therefore,

dimL n(S) = d0 + d1 + d2 + · · ·+ dn ≥ d0 +max{k, n − k}+ 2n − 2k − 2n−k + 1,

as desired.
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Given I and J , let us denote {il+1, . . . , ik} = {1, . . . , k} \ I and {jm+1, . . . , jn−k} =
{1, . . . , n − k} \ J . Similarly to the proofs of Proposition 3.17(1) and Lemma 4.1, one can
show that

xy = (((y1x2) . . . )xk) · (yn−k(. . . (y2x1)))

∼ ±(((yj1xi2) . . . )xik) · (yjn−k
(. . . (yj2xi1)))

∼ ±Lyjn−k
. . . Lyjm+1

((((yj1xi2) . . . )xik) · (yjm(. . . (yj2xi1))))

∼ ±Lyjn−k
. . . Lyjm+1

Rxik
. . . Rxil+1

((((yj1xi2) . . . )xil) · (yjm(. . . (yj2xi1))))

= ±Lyjn−k
. . . Lyjm+1

Rxik
. . . Rxil+1

wI,J .

Assume now that I ′, J ′ are distinct from I, J and |I ′|+ |J ′| = |I| + |J |. We can apply the
converse transformations to uI′,J ′ = Lyjn−k

. . . Lyjm+1
Rxik

. . . Rxil+1
wI′,J ′ to show that uI′,J ′

necessarily contains at least two equal letters which belong to the same class of pairwise
swappable elements. Indeed, if |I ′| ≥ |I| and I ′ 6= I, then there exists i ∈ I ′ \ I, so xi occurs
in uI′,J ′ twice: both in wI′,J ′ and in Rxi

. Otherwise, we have |J ′| ≥ |J | and J ′ 6= J , so some
yj occurs both in wI′,J ′ and in Lyj . Hence, by Proposition 3.17(2), we have uI′,J ′ ∈ L n−1(S).

Finally, assume that Wp is linearly dependent modulo L p−1(S). Then there exist I, J
such that |I|+ |J | = p and

wI,J =
∑

|I′|+|J ′|=p
(I′,J ′)6=(I,J)

αI′,J ′wI′,J ′ + z,

where αI′,J ′ ∈ F and z ∈ L p−1(S). Therefore, we have

xy ∼ ±Lyjn−k
. . . Lyjm+1

Rxik
. . . Rxil+1

wI,J

= ±
∑

|I′|+|J ′|=p

(I′,J ′)6=(I,J)

αI′,J ′uI′,J ′ ± Lyjn−k
. . . Lyjm+1

Rxik
. . . Rxil+1

z ∈ L n−1(S),

so xy ∈ L n−1(S), a contradiction.

Theorem 4.5. Let n = l(A) ≥ 2. Then dimA− d0 ≥ 2n−1 + n− 2.

Proof. Choose a generating system S for A such that l(S) = l(A). Then

A = L n(S) 6= L n−1(S),

so, by Corollary 2.12 and Lemma 4.1(1), there exists

xy = (((x1x2) . . . )xk) · (yn−k(. . . (y2y1))) ∈ Sn \ L n−1(S).

We may assume without loss of generality that k ≤ n−k, i.e., 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊n2 ⌋. By Lemma 4.4,
we have dimA− d0 = dimL n(S) − d0 ≥ 2n − 2k − 2n−k + n − k + 1 = f(n, k). Now note
that for k ≤ ⌊n2 ⌋ − 1 it holds that n− k − 1 > k, so

f(n, k+1)−f(n, k) = (2k+2n−k+k)−(2k+1+2n−k−1+k+1) = 2n−k−1−2k−1 ≥ 2−1 > 0.

Hence f(n, k) is an increasing function in k for 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊n2 ⌋, and thus its minimum is
achieved when k = 1. We have f(n, 1) = 2n − 2n−1 + n − 2 − 1 + 1 = 2n−1 + n − 2, so
dimA− d0 ≥ 2n−1 + n− 2.
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The following corollary provides a weaker but more conveninent form of Theorem 4.5.

Corollary 4.6. Let dimA− d0 ≥ 3. Then l(A) ≤ ⌈log2(dimA− d0)⌉.

Proof. We denote n = ⌈log2(dimA − d0)⌉ ≥ 2. Assume that l(A) ≥ n + 1. Then, by
Theorem 4.5, we have

2n ≥ dimA− d0 ≥ 2n + (n+ 1)− 2 ≥ 2n + 1,

a contradiction. Therefore, l(A) ≤ n.

5 Lengths of descendingly flexible algebras

5.1 Explicit form of words in descendingly flexible algebras

In this section we assume that A is a descendingly flexible algebra over an arbitrary
field F.

Definition 5.1. Let S ⊆ A. We say that x ∈ S(m) is left swapping if

x = LxmRxm−1
Lxm−2

. . . x1

for some x1, . . . , xm ∈ S, and x is right swapping if

x = RxmLxm−1
Rxm−2

. . . x1.

In this case x1 is called the inner letter of x, and x2, . . . , xm are called the outer letters of x.

Lemma 5.2. Let S ⊆ A and w ∈ S(m) for some m ≥ 3. Then

(1) The word w is equivalent to ±(xy)z or ±z′(y′x′), where x, y′, z′ are left swapping, and
x′, y, z are right swapping.

(2) The word (xy)z or z′(y′x′) is obtained from w by the permutation of letters, and this
permutation preserves the classes of pairwise swappable letters (p.s.l.) in these words.

(3) The word (xy)z or z′(y′x′) can be chosen in such a way that one of the following condi-
tions holds (here l(x) denotes the length of either x or x′, and similarly for l(y) and l(z)):

(EOO) l(x) is even, l(y), l(z) are odd;

(OEE) l(x) is odd, l(y), l(z) are even;

(O11) l(x) is odd, l(y) = l(z) = 1;

(OO) l(x) = 1, l(y) is even, l(z) is odd, i.e., w ∼ ±uv, where u = xy (or u = z′) is left
swapping of odd length, v = z (or v = y′x′) is right swapping of odd length, and at
least one of the values l(u) and l(v) is greater than 1;

(OE) l(x), l(y) are odd with l(y) ≥ 3, l(z) = 1, i.e., either w ∼ ±(xy)z ∼ ∓(zy)x = ∓uv
or, symmetrically, w ∼ ±z′(y′x′) ∼ ∓x′(y′z′) = ∓v′u′. Here u = zy is left
swapping of even length with l(u) ≥ 4, and v = x is left swapping of odd length.
Similarly, u′ = y′z′ is right swapping of even length with l(u′) ≥ 4, and v′ = x′ is
right swapping of odd length.
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Each of the first three types is coded by the sequence of symbols which describe the lengths
of l(x), l(y) and l(z) as E — even, O — odd, or 1 — equal to 1. Following this notation,
the last two types should be encoded as (1EO) and (OO1), respectively. However, they
are more easily described as a product of only two left or right swapping subwords u
and v, and Proposition 5.4 together with Lemma 5.16 show that it is more convenient
to operate with two subwords instead of three of them. Hence we use only two letters to
encode the last two types.

(4) There are at most three classes of p.s.l. in w.

Namely, in the first three cases of (3) we can divide the letters of (xy)z or z′(y′x′) into
three types I, II and III such that all letters of each type are pairwise swappable, i.e.,
each type is completely contained in some class of p.s.l. In cases (EOO) and (O11) they
are described by Table 4(a), and in case (OEE) we have Table 4(b).

In the last two cases it is sufficient to use only two types I and II, and both in (OO) and
(OE) we have Table 4(c).

x/x′ y/y′ z/z′

outer II/– III/– I/–

inner I II III

(a) First case

x/x′ y/y′ z/z′

outer III/– I II

inner I II III

(b) Second case

u/u′ v/v′

outer I/– II/–

inner II I

(c) Third case

Table 4: Division of letters into types

Here A/B denotes that one of the two possibilities A or B holds, and “–” means that
the set of outer letters of the given word is empty.

(5) The largest class of p.s.l. contains at least ⌊m3 ⌋+ 1 elements.

Proof.

(1) We prove the statement by induction on m. The induction base is clearly true. In order
to prove the induction step, it is sufficient to show that if w ∈ Sm is an arbitrary word
of the given form, then for any s ∈ S the words sw and ws are equivalent to some words
of the same form from Sm+1. We may assume without loss of generality that w = (xy)z,
since the case w = z′(y′x′) is symmetric to it. Then, by Eqs. (3.8) and (3.9), we have
ws = ((xy)z)s ∼ −(sz)(xy) and sw = s((xy)z) ∼ −s((zy)x) ∼ x((zy)s) ∼ −x((sy)z).
Since sz and sy are left alternative, these words have the desired form.

Note that, when a new letter is added to z, the subwords x and y change their roles,
and z keeps its role. Similarly, when a new letter is added to y, the subwords x and z
change their roles, and y keeps its role. Normally, we can add letters only to y or to z.

(2) This statement immediately follows from (1) and Definition 3.16.

(3) By (1), we may assume without loss of generality that w ∼ ±(xy)z. We denote x =
Lx1

Rx2
Lx3

. . . xj, y = Ry1Ly2Ry3 . . . yk and z = Rz1Lz2Rz3 . . . zl. If k = l(y) ≥ 3, then
y = (y2y

′)y1, where y′ = Ry3 . . . yk is again a right swapping word, and we can pull out
the letters y1 and y2 from w in the following way:

w ∼ ±(xy)z = ±(x((y2y
′)y1))z ∼ ∓(x((y2y

′)z))y1 ∼ ±(y2((xy
′)z))y1.
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We can proceed similarly with (xy′)z until we obtain (xy′′)z with l(y′′) ∈ {1, 2}. Sim-
ilarly, if l(z) ≥ 3, we can pull out the outer letters of z from w until we have (xy′′)z′′

with l(z′′) ∈ {1, 2}. We now consider four cases:

• l(y′′) = l(z′′) = 1. If l(x) is even, then we have the case (EOO). The other case is
temporarily denoted by (OOO).

• l(y′′) = 1, l(z′′) = 2. Then we have

w ∼ ±(xy′′)(zlzl−1) ∼ ∓zl−1(zl(xy
′′)).

It remains to apply the previous case for xy′′, zl and zl−1.

• l(y′′) = 2, l(z′′) = 1. If l(x) = 1, then we have the case (OO). Otherwise, we can
decompose x = x1x

′, where x′ is right swapping, and obtain

w ∼ ±((x1x
′)y′′)z′′ ∼ ∓(z′′y′′)(x1x

′).

Then z′′y′′ is left swapping of length 3, so we can apply the first case to x′, x1 and
z′′y′′.

• l(y′′) = l(z′′) = 2. Then

w ∼ ±(xy′′)(zlzl−1) ∼ ∓((zlzl−1)y
′′)x ∼ ±((y′′zl−1)zl)x ∼ (xzl)(y

′′zl−1).

Then y′′zl−1 is right swapping of length 3, so we can apply the first case to x, zl
and y′′zl−1.

Then we push the letters from y and z back in, and after this procedure we are still in
one of the cases (EOO), (OOO) or (OO), since it preserves the parity of l(y) and l(z).
We now show that (OOO) leads to one of the cases (OEE), (O11) or (OE).

If l(y) = l(z) = 1, then we already have the case (O11). Assume now the contrary. If
l(y) ≥ 2, then we can pull out one letter from y, and if l(z) ≥ 2, we can do the same
with z. In both cases we obtain a word with an even number of letters, since the parity
of the length has changed. We have already shown that this word belongs to one of the
types (EOO), (OOO) or (OO), but the type (OOO) has an odd number of letters, so
it is impossible. Then we push the letter from y or z back in, and after that (EOO) is
transformed into (OEE), while (OO) is transformed into (OE).

(4) We may assume without loss of generality that w ∼ ±(xy)z. We first consider the case
(OEE). Then, proceeding as in the proof of (3), we can pull out the outer letters of
y and z until we obtain (xy′′)z′′ with l(y′′) = l(z′′) = 2. Due to transitivity of the
swappability relation, all outer letters of y are pairwise swappable, so they belong to
the same type as yk−1. Similarly, all outer letters of z are pairwise swappable, and they
belong to the same type as zl−1. It remains to prove that the letters of (xy′′)z′′ are
divided into types according to Table 4(b). We have already shown in the proof of (3)
that we can obtain a subword y′′zl−1, so yk ↔ zl−1, and a subword xzl, so x1 ↔ zl
whenever l(x) ≥ 2. Besides, we can pull out the outer letters of x from a subword xy′′

until we obtain xjy
′′, and thus xj ↔ yk−1.

If we have the case (O11) or l(y) = l(z) = 1 in (EOO), then the sets of outer letters for
y and z are empty, so we immediately obtain Table 4(a). Assume now that l(y) ≥ 3 in
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(EOO). Then y = y′y1, so we can pull y1 out and obtain w ∼ ±(x(y′y1))z ∼ ∓(x(y′z))y1.
Then x(y′z) is of the type (OEE), so it satisfies Table 4(b) with the roles of x and z
interchanged. All outer letters of y are pairwise swappable, so y1 belongs to the same
type as the set of outer letters of y′ which is nonempty because l(y′) ≥ 2. Therefore,
(xy)z satisfies Table 4(a). The case when l(z) ≥ 3 is considered similarly.

We now consider the case (OO). Then w ∼ ±(xy)z = ±uv, where u = xy and v = z.
Clearly, all outer letters of u are pairwise swappable, and, similarly to the proof of (3),
we can pull out the outer letters of v = z until we obtain l(z′′) = 1. Then we have
(xy)z′′ = uzl, so the inner letter of v is swappable with the outer letters of u. If l(v) = 1,
then we have already shown that uv satisfies Table 4(c), and if l(v) ≥ 3, then we can
change the roles of u and v to show that the inner letter of u is swappable with the
outer letters of v.

Now only the case (OE) remains. We have w ∼ ±(xy)z ∼ ∓uv with u = zy and v = x.
Clearly, xy is of the type (OO), so it satisfies Table 4(c) with x and y instead of u
and v. Since l(y) ≥ 3, the letter z is swappable with the set of outer letters of y which
is nonempty, and thus uv also satisfies Table 4(c).

(5) If 3 6 | m, then this statement immediately follows from (4). Assume now that 3 | m, and
all classes of p.s.l. contain less than m

3 + 1 elements, i.e., there are three of them, and
each one contains exactly p = m

3 elements. If p = 1, then m = 3, so there are only two
classes of p.s.l. in this case, a contradiction. If p ≥ 2, then this is possible only in cases
(EOO) and (OEE), but then we obtain a contradiction with the fact that the sizes of
all three classes have the same parity.

Lemma 5.2(5) has an immediate corollary which provides a linear bound on the length
of a descendingly flexible algebra.

Corollary 5.3. Let S ⊆ A. Then L 3d1(S)(S) = L 3d1(S)−1(S), so l(S) ≤ 3d1(S)− 1.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Corollary 4.3, we again assume that |S| = d1(S) = d1.
Consider an arbitrary word w ∈ S(3d1). By Lemma 5.2(5), we have at least d1 + 1 pairwise
swappable letters in (xy)z, so, by Proposition 3.17(3), w ∈ L 3d1−1(S). Then Corollary 2.12
implies that L 3d1(S) = L 3d1−1(S).

However, we aim to obtain a logarithmic bound on the length of A. Our method uses
the procedure of pulling the letters out which is described by the following proposition.

Proposition 5.4. The division of letters into types from Lemma 5.2(4) is preserved under
pulling a letter out in the following sense. Here we follow the encoding from Lemma 5.2(3).

(EOO) Consider the case with (xy)z. If l(y) ≥ 2, then y = y′y1, so we can pull y1 out and
obtain (xy)z = (x(y′y1))z ∼ −(x(y′z))y1. If l(z) ≥ 2, then z = z′z1, so we can pull z1
out and obtain (xy)z = (xy)(z′z1) ∼ −z1(z

′(xy)). In both cases the words x(y′z) and
z′(xy) have length m − 1 and are of the type (OEE). Therefore, the division of their
letters into types is described by Table 4(b) with the roles of the subwords interchanged,
and it can be obtained from Table 4(a) applied to (xy)z.

(OEE) This case is completely similar to the previous one, but x(y′z) and z′(xy) are of the
type (EOO), and the division of their letters into types is described by Table 4(a).
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(O11) We have l(y) = l(z) = 1, so we cannot pull out the letters from y and z.

(OO) If l(u) ≥ 1, then u = u1u
′, so we can pull u1 out and obtain uv = (u1u

′)v ∼ −(vu′)u1.
Similarly, if l(v) ≥ 1, then v = v′v1, so we can pull v1 out and obtain uv = u(v′v1) ∼
−v1(v

′u). The words vu′ and v′u both have length m − 1 and are of the type (OE).
Hence the division of their letters into types is described by Table 4(c), and it can be
obtained from Table 4(c) applied to uv.

(OE) Consider the case with uv. If l(u) ≥ 1, then u = u1u
′, and we again obtain uv ∼

−(vu′)u1. Then the word vu′ has length m−1 and is of the type (OO), so the division
of its letters into types is again described by Table 4(c).

Proof. Immediately follows from Lemma 5.2(3–4).

Corollary 5.5. The division of letters into types from Lemma 5.2(4) is preserved under
pulling the letters out in the sence of Proposition 5.4 which is performed an arbitrary number
of times.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 5.4 by induction on the number of iterations, since the
cases (EOO) and (OEE), as well as (OO) and (OE), are transformed into each other under
this procedure.

Remark 5.6. In Proposition 5.4 it is possible to pull out not only one of the letters y1, z1,
u1 or v1 (we will temporarily denote it by s1, and the subword containing it by s). Actually,
we can pull out an arbitrary letter t which belongs to the same type as s1 in Table 4 (we
will denote this type by IV). Indeed, t and s1 are swappable, so we can exchange t with s1
as in the proofs of Proposition 3.17(1) and Lemmas 4.1 and 4.4, so that t becomes the most
outer letter of s, and then pull t out.

We can proceed to pull out the letters of type IV until there is only one letter of this
type is left, and it is the inner letter of some subword distinct from s. By Lemma 5.2(4),
type IV contains l(s) letters, so we can pull out at most l(s)− 1 of them.

Notation 5.7. We denote the operation of pulling out several letters from s as follows:

• Es if their number is even;

• Os if their number is odd;

• As if their number is arbitrary, i.e., either even or odd.

Example 5.8. Consider (xy)z ∈ Sn of the type (EOO) or (OEE) from Lemma 5.2(3). If
we pull out an even number of letters from y (Ey), then the new word is again of the form
(xy)z (we denote this by (xy)z 7→ (xy)z). If we pull out an odd number of letters from z
after that (Oz), then the word transforms into z(xy) (i.e., (xy)z 7→ z(xy)). If, finally, we
pull out an arbitrary number of letters from x (Ax), then for Ex we have z(xy) 7→ z(xy),
and for Ox we have z(xy) 7→ (zx)y.
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5.2 Bounds on the lengths

We first prove an analogue of Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 5.9. Let S ⊆ A, and (xy)z ∈ Sn \ L n−1(S) is of the type (EOO) or (OEE) from
Lemma 5.2(3). Consider four sets of subwords obtained from (xy)z by pulling its letters out:

(A) Ey ((xy)z 7→ (xy)z), Oz ((xy)z 7→ z(xy)), Ax;

(B) Ez ((xy)z 7→ (xy)z), Oy ((xy)z 7→ x(yz)), Ax;

(C) Oz ((xy)z 7→ z(xy)), Ox (z(xy) 7→ (zx)y), Ay;

(D) Oy ((xy)z 7→ x(yz)), Ox (x(yz) 7→ (yz)x), Az.

We denote by WX
m the subset of X ∈ {A,B,C,D} which consists of all words with a given

length m, 3 ≤ m ≤ n− 1. Then WX
m is linearly independent modulo Lm−1(S).

Remark 5.10. It is allowed to pull out not only the outer letters of x, y and z but all letters
which belong to the same type (I, II or III). However, there should remain at least one letter
of each type, see Remark 5.6.

By Corollary 5.5, the subwords of length m obtained by pulling out the same sets of
letters have the same structure and the same division of letters into types. Thus they are
equivalent up to multiplication up to ±1, so we will not distinguish them.

Proof of Lemma 5.9. We will prove this statement for the set A only, since other cases
are completely similar. For simplicity of notation, we will also assume that the letters of
(xy)z are divided into types according to Table 4(b). We denote the types containing the
outer letters of x, y and z by X = {x1, . . . , xj}, Y = {y1, . . . , yk} and Z = {z1, . . . , zl},
respectively. Here j = l(x), k = l(y) and l = l(z), so j + k + l = n. Note that the inner
letter of x belongs to Y , the inner letter of y belongs to Z, and the inner letter of z belongs
to X. The elements of each type are pairwise swappable.

Let m ∈ N. We consider three arbitrary sequences of indices 1 ≤ j1 < · · · < jr ≤ j,
1 ≤ k1 < · · · < ks ≤ k and 1 ≤ l1 < · · · < lt ≤ l, and denote them by J , K and L,
respectively. We also say that k − s must be even, l − t must be odd, and r + s + t = m.
Then we define the word wA

J,K,L ∈ Sm as

wA
J,K,L =

{

(Lzl1
Rzl2

. . . xjr) · ((Lxj1
Rxj2

. . . yks) · (Ryk1
Lyk2

. . . zlt)), j − r is even,

((Lzl1
Rzl2

. . . xjr) · (Rxj1
Lxj2

. . . yks)) · (Ryk1
Lyk2

. . . zlt), j − r is odd.

This corresponds to Example 5.8 which describes the form of the word obtained from (xy)z
by pulling Ey,Oz,Ax out. Clearly, j − r is even if and only if n−m is odd. We will show
that for any 3 ≤ m ≤ n the set

WA
m = {wA

J,K,L | all J,K,L such that |J |+ |K|+ |L| = m}

is linearly independent modulo Lm−1(S). It will follow that dm(S) = dimLm(S) −
dimLm−1(S) ≥ |WA

m |.
Let us denote q = {1, . . . , q} for any q ∈ N, and also {jr+1, . . . , jj} = j\J , {ks+1, . . . , kk} =

k \ K, {lt+1, . . . , ll} = l \ L. Then, by Corollary 5.5 and Remark 5.6, if we pull out
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yks+1
, . . . , ykk , then zlt+1

, . . . , zll , and finally xjr+1
, . . . , xjj from (xy)z, the resulting word

is equivalent to wA
J,K,L up to multiplication by ±1.

Assume now that J ′,K ′, L′ are distinct from J,K,L and |J ′|+|K ′|+|L′| = |J |+|K|+|L|.
Then we can push the letters xjr+1

, . . . , xjj , zlt+1
, . . . , zll , and yks+1

, . . . , ykk into wA
J ′,K ′,L′

to obtain a new word uJ ′,K ′,L′ . It follows from Lemma 5.2(4) and Corollary 5.5 that the
letters of uJ ′,K ′,L′ are divided into types J ′ ∪ (j \ J), K ′ ∪ (k \K) and L′ ∪ (l \L). We now
show that at least one of these types contains two equal elements. Indeed, if |J ′| ≥ |J | and
J ′ 6= J , then there are two equal elements in J ′ ∪ (j \ J). The similar statement holds for
K and L, and at least one of these conditions must be satisfied, since otherwise we have
(J,K,L) = (J ′,K ′, L′). Hence uJ ′,K ′,L′ has at least two equal letters which belong to the
same class of p.s.l. and, by Proposition 3.17(2), we have uJ ′,K ′,L′ ∈ Lm−1(S).

Finally, assume that WA
m is linearly dependent modulo Lm−1(S). Then there exist

J,K,L such that |J |+ |K|+ |L| = m and

wA
J,K,L =

∑

|J ′|+|K ′|+|L′|=m

(J ′,K ′,L′)6=(J,K,L)

αJ ′,K ′,L′wA
J ′,K ′,L′ + v,

where αJ ′,K ′,L′ ∈ F and v ∈ Lm−1(S). Therefore, we have

(xy)z ∼ ±
∑

|J ′|+|K ′|+|L′|=m

(J ′,K ′,L′)6=(J,K,L)

αJ ′,K ′,L′uJ ′,K ′,L′ ± v′,

where v′ is obtained from v by pushing the letters xjr+1
, . . . , xjj , zlt+1

, . . . , zll , and yks+1
, . . . , ykk

in, so v′ ∈ L n−1(S). Hence (xy)z ∈ L n−1(S), a contradiction.

Remark 5.11. Note that WA
n−1 can only be obtained by pulling out one letter from z (1z), so

|WA
n−1| = l, WB

n−1 can only be obtained by pulling out one letter from y (1y), so |WB
n−1| = k,

and WC
n−1 = WD

n−1 = ∅, since we have to pull out at least two letters from (xy)z. Besides,
WA

n−2 = WC
n−2 (1z,1x) and WB

n−2 = WD
n−2 (1y,1x).

Lemma 5.12. Assume that, under the conditions of Lemma 5.9, the set WA
n−1 ∪WB

n−1 is
linearly dependent modulo L n−2(S). Then there exist two words (x̃ỹ)z̃, (x̂ŷ)ẑ ∈ Sn\L n−1(S)
such that











l(x̃) = l(y)− 1,

l(ỹ) = l(z),

l(z̃) = l(x) + 1.











l(x̂) = l(z)− 1,

l(ŷ) = l(x) + 1,

l(ẑ) = l(y).

Proof. Assume that the set WA
n−1 ∪WB

n−1 is linearly dependent. Since WA
n−1 and WB

n−1 are
both linearly independent, it follows that there exists some wA

j,k,L
with |L| = l − 1 which

can be expressed linearly through
{

wA
j,k,L′

∣

∣

∣
|L′| = l − 1, L′ 6= L

}

∪
{

wB
j,K ′,l

∣

∣

∣
|K ′| = k − 1

}

∪ L n−2(S).

Then

(xy)z ∼ ±zllw
A
j,k,L

∼
∑

|L′|=l−1
L′ 6=L

αL′

(

zllw
A
j,k,L′

)

+
∑

|K ′|=k−1

βK ′

(

zllw
B
j,K ′,l

)

.
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We have shown in the proof of Lemma 5.9 that zllw
A
j,k,L′

∈ L n−1(S). But (xy)z /∈

L n−1(S), so there exists K ′ such that zllw
B
j,K ′,l

/∈ L n−1(S). It can be easily seen that

wB
j,K ′,l

/∈ L n−1(S) has the form x(y′z) with l(y′) = l(y) − 1, so zllw
B
j,K ′,l

has the form

zll(x(y
′z)) ∼ −(y′z)(xzll). It remains to denote x̃ = y′, ỹ = z and z̃ = xzll .

Similarly, some wB
j,K,l

can be expressed linearly through all other elements of WA
n−1 ∪

WB
n−1 modulo L n−2(S). By repeating this argument, we obtain the desired word (x̂ŷ)ẑ ∈

Sn \ L n−1(S).

Lemma 5.9 does not allow to obtain subwords of length m ≤ 2, since at least one letter
of each of the three types must be left. Hence it provides lower bounds on dm(S) for
3 ≤ m ≤ n − 1 only. In the following lemma we also obtain lower bounds on d1(S) and
d2(S).

Lemma 5.13. Let S ⊆ A, and (xy)z ∈ Sn\L n−1(S) is of the type (EOO), (OEE) or (O11)
from Lemma 5.2(3). We denote j = l(x), k = l(y) and l = l(z). Then d1(S) ≥ max{j, k, l}
and d2(S) ≥ max{jk, kl, jl}.

Proof. By Lemma 5.2(4), the letters of (xy)z can be divided into three types whose sizes
are j, k and l, and the elements of each type are pairwise swappable. Similarly to the
proof of Corollary 4.3, we may assume that |S| = d1(S) = d1. Then it follows from
Proposition 3.17(3) that d1(S) ≥ max{j, k, l}.

For simplicity of notation, in the proof of the second part of this lemma we may assume
without loss of generality that (xy)z is of the type (EOO), so its letters are divided into
types according to Table 4(a). We again denote the types containing the outer letters of x,
y and z by X = {x1, . . . , xj}, Y = {y1, . . . , yk} and Z = {z1, . . . , zl}, respectively.

Let j, k, l ≥ 2. Then x = Lx1
Rx2

. . . zl, y = Ry1Ly2 . . . xj and z = Rz1Lz2 . . . yk, so in
the middle of x we have xj−1zl, in the middle of y we have yk−1xj , and in the middle of z
we have zl−1yk. We can now prove similarly to Lemma 5.9 that the set

Wx,z = {xhzi | 1 ≤ h ≤ j, 1 ≤ i ≤ l}

is linearly independent. Indeed, if we replace xj−1zl in (xy)z with some other two-letter
subword xhzi, then there occur two equal letters which are pairwise swappable, so the
resulting word belongs to L n−1(S). Hence there is no a linear expression for xj−1zl through
other elements of Wx,z modulo L 1(S). The same is true for all other elements of the set
Wx,z, so Wx,z is linearly independent modulo L 1(S). Hence d2 = d2(S) ≥ |Wx,z| = jl.
Then we prove similarly that d2 ≥ jk and d2 ≥ kl, so d2 ≥ max{jk, kl, jl}.

Assume now that one of the values j, k, l is equal to 1, say, k = 1. Then max{jk, kl, jl} =
jl, and it is sufficient to show that d2 ≥ jl. If j ≥ 2, then we again consider the set Wx,z

which is again linearly independent modulo L n−1(S). If we also have j = 1, then we have
to show that d2 ≥ l. If l = 1, then this is clearly true, since in this case (xy)z /∈ L 2(S)
implies xy /∈ L 1(S). And if l ≥ 2, then we consider the set

Wz,y = {zhy1 | 1 ≤ h ≤ l}

which is also linearly independent modulo L n−1(S), and the statement follows.

Lemma 5.14. Let S ⊆ A, n ≥ 3, and (xy)z ∈ Sn \ L n−1(S) with l(y) = l(z) = 1. Then
dimL n(S)− d0 ≥ 2n−2 + n− 2.
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Proof. Note that (xy)z /∈ L n−1(S) implies xy ∈ Sn−1 \ L n−2(S). Besides, xy is a right
swapping word, so we can denote xy = Rx1

Lx2
. . . s for some x1, . . . , xn−2, s ∈ S. Similarly

to Lemma 5.9, for any 1 ≤ m ≤ n− 2 and any sequence 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im ≤ n− 2 denoted
by I we can define an element wI ∈ Sm+1 by

wI =

{

Rxi1
Lxi2

. . . s, n−m is even,

Lxi1
Rxi2

. . . s, n−m is odd.

Then the set
Wm = {wI | |I| = m} ⊆ Sm+1

is linearly independent modulo Lm(S), so dm+1 = dm+1(S) = dimLm+1(S)−dimLm(S) ≥
|Wm|. Besides, by Lemma 5.13, we have d1 ≥ n− 2. Thus

dimL n(S)− d0 = d1 + (dn + d2 + · · ·+ dn−1)

≥ n− 2 + (1 + |W1|+ · · · + |Wn−2|) = n− 2 + 2n−2.

Lemma 5.15. Let S ⊆ A and dn(S) ≥ 1 for some 1 ≤ n ≤ 5, i.e., l(S) ≥ n. Then

dimL n(S)− d0 ≥

{

n, 1 ≤ n ≤ 2,

2n − 1, 3 ≤ n ≤ 5.

Moreover, if n ∈ {3, 4}, then dk(S) ≥ 2 for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

Proof. Recall that dimL n(S)− d0 = d1 + · · ·+ dn. By Proposition 2.7, if dm = 0 for some
m ∈ N, then dk = 0 for all k ≥ m. Hence the statement is readily true for n ≤ 2.

Let now n = 3. Then we may assume without loss of generality that there exists a
word (ab)c ∈ S3 \ L 2(S). We have (ab)c ∼ −(cb)a, so the elements ab, cb ∈ S2 are linearly
independent modulo L 1(S), and a, c ∈ S are linearly independent modulo L 0(S). Hence
d3 ≥ 1 and d2, d1 ≥ 2, so dimL 3(S)− d0 ≥ 5.

Assume that n = 4. If there exists some (a(bc))d or a((bc)d) ∈ S4\L 3(S), then there is a
class of p.s.l. which consists of at least three elements, so one can easily show that d1, d2, d3 ≥
3, and thus dimL 4(S) − d0 ≥ 10. Otherwise, there exists a word (ab)(cd) ∈ S4 \ L 3(S),
since ((cd)b)a ∼ −(ab)(cd) ∼ d(c(ab)). Assume that d3 = 1. Then (cd)b, c(ab) ∈ S3 \L 2(S)
are linearly dependent modulo L 2(S). It then follows that we can replace (cd)b with c(ab)
in ((cd)b)a ∈ S4 \L 3(S) and obtain that (c(ab))a ∈ S4 \L 3(S). But we have already shown
that in this case d3 ≥ 3, a contradiction. Therefore, d3 ≥ 2, and, according to the previous
paragraph, we also have d2, d1 ≥ 2. Thus dimL 4(S)− d0 ≥ 7.

Finally, let n = 5, and consider any w ∈ S5 \ L 4(S). Then, by Lemma 5.2(3), we
may assume that w belongs to one of the types (O11), (OEE) or (OE). In the case (O11),
Lemma 5.14 implies that dimL 5(S) − d0 ≥ 23 + 3 = 11. In the case (OEE), we assume
that w = (xy)z with l(x) = 1 and l(y) = l(z) = 2, so, by Lemma 5.2(4), the outer
letter of z belongs to the type which consists of two elements. Thus we can pull it out
from (xy)z to obtain that d4 ≥ 2. In the case (OE), we may assume that w = uv with
l(u) ∈ {2, 4}, so, again by Lemma 5.2(4), the type which contains the outer letters of u
consists of at least two elements. We can pull out an outer letter from u and again obtain
that d4 ≥ 2. Besides, we have already proved that d3, d2, d1 ≥ 2, so in the last two cases we
have dimL 5(S)− d0 ≥ 9.
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Lemma 5.16. Let S ⊆ A, uv ∈ Sn \ L n−1(S), and one of the following conditions holds:

(1) both u and v are left swapping, l(u) ≥ 3, either l(u) is even or l(v) is odd;

(2) both u and v are right swapping, l(v) ≥ 3, either l(v) is even or l(u) is odd;

(3) u is left swapping and v is right swapping, at least one of the values l(u) and l(v) is
odd, and if one of them equals 1, then the other one is odd and greater than 1.

Then dimL n(S)− d0 ≥ 3 · 2n−4 + n− 3.

Proof.

(1) If l(u) is even and l(v) is odd, then uv has the type (OE), and the division of its letters
into types is described by Table 4(c). Hence type I which contains the outer letters of u
consists of l(u) elements. By Proposition 5.4, we can pull out an odd number of letters
of type I to obtain a word of the form vu′, where u′ is a subword of u of odd length.
Note that, since l(u) is even, at least one letter of type I always remains. After that
we pull out an arbitrary number of outer letters from v. Then, similarly to the proof
of Lemma 5.9, we can show that for each m ∈ N the resulting set Wm of subwords of
length m is linearly independent modulo Lm−1(S), and thus dm ≥ |Wm|. Since there
are 2l(u)−1 ways to choose an odd number of letters of type I, and there are l(v) − 1
outer letters in v, we obtain

dimL n(S)− d0 = d1 + · · ·+ dn

≥ |W1|+ · · ·+ |Wn|

= 2l(u)−1 · 2l(v)−1 = 2n−2

≥ 3 · 2n−4 + n− 3

for any n ≥ 4.

If l(u) and l(v) are both odd, then we set u = z′ and decompose v = y′x′ with l(y′) = 1
and x′ right swapping of even length, so uv = z′(y′x′) has the type (EOO). Thus its
letters are divided into types according to Table 4(a), and hence the inner letter of v
is swappable with outer letters of u. Therefore, type I which contains the outer letters
of u again consists of at least l(u) elements. We can pull out an odd number of letters
of type I such that at least one letter of this type remains as the inner letter of v, and
then pull out an arbitrary number of outer letters from v. If we denote the resulting
sets of subwords of length m by Wm, then we again obtain dm ≥ |Wm|. Note that Wm

is nonempty for 2 ≤ m ≤ n − 1 only, so we have bounds only for d2, . . . , dn−1. Since
l(u) is odd, we have to distract 1 from 2l(u)−1 ways to choose an even number of letters
of type I, and thus |W2| + · · · + |Wn−1| = (2l(u)−1 − 1) · 2l(v)−1. We also have dn ≥ 1
and, by Lemma 5.13, d1 ≥ max{l(u), l(v) − 1}. Therefore,

dimL n(S)− d0 = d1 + · · ·+ dn

≥ max{l(u), l(v) − 1}+ (2l(u)−1 − 1) · 2l(v)−1 + 1

= 2n−2 − 2n−l(u)−1 +max{l(u), n − l(u)− 1}+ 1.

25



The minimum of the right-hand side is achieved when l(u) takes on its minimal value,
i.e., l(u) = 3. Hence dimL n(S)− d0 ≥ 3 · 2n−4 + n− 3.

Finally, let l(u) and l(v) be both even. Then we denote v = x and decompose u = zy,
where l(z) = 1 and y is right swapping of odd length. Thus uv = (zy)x ∼ −(xy)z is of
the type (EOO), so, according to Table 4(a), type II, which contains the outer letters
of v = x, also contains the inner letter of y, i.e., the inner letter of u. Hence type II
consists of l(v) elements. Type III, which contains the outer letters of u, consists of
l(u)−1 elements. We pull out an odd number of outer letters of u, and then we pull out
an arbitrary number of letters of type II such that at least one of them remains as the
inner letter of u. Similarly to the previous case, we denote the set of resulting subwords
of length m by Wm, and dm ≥ |Wm| for any 2 ≤ m ≤ n − 1. We also have dn ≥ 1 and
d1 ≥ max{l(u)− 1, l(v)}. Thus

dimL n(S)− d0 = d1 + · · ·+ dn

≥ max{l(u)− 1, l(v)} + 2l(u)−2 · (2l(v) − 1) + 1

= 2n−2 − 2n−l(v)−2 +max{n− l(v)− 1, l(v)} + 1.

The minimum of the right-hand side is achieved when l(v) takes on its minimal value,
and since l(v) is even, this is l(v) = 2. We again have dimL n(S)−d0 ≥ 3 ·2n−4+n−3.

(2) This case is symmetric to the previous one.

(3) By symmetricity, we may assume without loss of generality that either both l(u) and
l(v) are odd, or l(u) is odd and l(v) is even.

In the first case uv is of the type (OO), so, according to Table 4(c), its elements are
divided into two types of sizes l(u) and l(v). We can pull out an even number of letters
of type I to obtain a word of the form u′v, where u′ is a subword of odd length in u, and
then pull out an even number of letters of type II. Since l(u) and l(v) are odd, at least
one letter of each type always remains. Thus dimA − d0 ≥ 2l(u)−1 · 2l(v)−1 = 2n−2 ≥
3 · 2n−4 + n− 3 for any n ≥ 3.

In the second case l(u) ≥ 3, so we denote v = z and decompose u = xy, where l(x) = 1
and y is right swapping of even length. Then uv = (xy)z has the type (OEE), so the
division of its letters into types is described by Table 4(b). Thus type II which contains
outer letters of v = z also contains the inner letter of y, i.e., the inner letter of u, so
type II consists of l(v) elements. We pull out an even number of outer letters of u,
and then pull out an arbitrary number of letters of type II such that at least one of
them remains as the inner letter of u. Then |W2|+ · · · + |Wn−1| = 2l(u)−2 · (2l(v) − 1),
dm ≥ |Wm| for all 2 ≤ m ≤ n − 1, dn ≥ 1 and d1 ≥ max{l(u) − 1, l(v)}. Hence the
bound for dimA− d0 is the same as in the last paragraph of case (1).

Lemma 5.17. Let S ⊆ A and dn(S) ≥ 1 for some n ≥ 6, i.e., l(S) ≥ n. Then dimL n(S)−
d0 ≥ 3 · 2n−4 + n− 3.

Proof. By Corollary 2.12 and Lemma 5.2, dn(S) ≥ 1 implies that there exists a word
w ∈ Sn \ L n(S) which has one of the types (EOO), (OEE), (O11), (OO) or (OE). If w is
of the type (O11), then the desired statement follows from Lemma 5.14, and if w is of the
type (OO) or (OE), then it follows from Lemma 5.16.
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Assume now that w = (xy)z is of the type (EOO). Then n is even. If l(y) = l(z) = 1,
then we again use Lemma 5.14. If l(y) = 1 and l(z) ≥ 3, then we can consider u = xy and
v = z which are both right swapping and of odd length, and then apply Lemma 5.16(2) to
uv. If l(y) ≥ 3 and l(z) = 1, then w = (xy)z ∼ −(zy)x, so we consider u = zy and v = x
which are both left swapping of even length, and then apply Lemma 5.16(1) to uv.

Let now l(y), l(z) ≥ 3. We denote l(x) = j, l(y) = k and l(z) = l. Consider the sets
WX

m from Lemma 5.9. Then d3 + · · ·+ dn−1 ≥ ΣX , where

ΣX = |WX
3 |+ · · ·+ |WX

n−1| =























2k−1 · (2l−1 − 1) · (2j − 1), X = A,

2l−1 · (2k−1 − 1) · (2j − 1), X = B,

(2l−1 − 1) · 2j−1 · (2k − 1), X = C,

(2k−1 − 1) · 2j−1 · (2l − 1), X = D.

Besides, dn ≥ 1 and, by Lemma 5.13, d1 ≥ max{j, k, l} and d2 ≥ max{jk, kl, jl}. It also
follows from Lemma 5.9 applied to WA

n−1 and WB
n−1 that dn−1 ≥ max{k, l}, and Remark 5.11

implies that |WC
n−1| = |WD

n−1| = 0. We may assume without loss of generality that l ≥ k.
Then ΣA ≥ ΣB and ΣC ≥ ΣD.

• If, moreover, k ≥ j, then ΣC ≥ ΣA, so in this case we can write

dimL n(S)− d0 = d1 + d2 + (d3 + · · · + dn−2) + dn−1 + dn

≥ l + kl + (2l−1 − 1) · 2j−1 · (2k − 1) + l + 1

= 2n−2 + 2n−k−l−1 − 2n−l−1 − 2n−k−2 + l(k + 2) + 1.

Minimizing the right-hand side over all k and l such that n ≥ l ≥ k ≥ n − l − k ≥ 2
with k and l being odd, we obtain that the minimum is achieved for j = 2, k = 3 and
l = n− 5, which is possible for even values of n ≥ 8 only. Hence

dimL n(S)− d0 ≥ 2n−2 + 2− 24 − 2n−5 + 5(n − 5) + 1

= 7 · 2n−5 + 5n− 38 ≥ 3 · 2n−4 + n− 3.

• Otherwise, we have ΣA ≥ ΣC . Moreover, if the set WA
n−1∪WB

n−1 is linearly dependent
modulo L n−2(S), then, by Lemma 5.12, there exists a word (x̃ỹ)z̃ ∈ Sn \ L n−1(S)
with l(x̃) = k − 1, l(ỹ) = l and l(z̃) = j + 1, so l(ỹ), l(z̃) ≥ l(x̃), and we fall into the
previous case. Therefore, we may assume that WA

n−1 ∪WB
n−1 is linearly independent

modulo L n−2(S), and thus dn−1 ≥ |WA
n−1|+ |WB

n−1|, so we can add |WB
n−1| = k to ΣA.

Hence

dimL n(S)− d0 = d1 + d2 + (d3 + · · ·+ dn−1) + dn

≥ max{j, l} + jl + 2k−1 · (2l−1 − 1) · (2j − 1) + k + 1

= 2n−2 + 2n−j−l−1 − 2n−l−1 − 2n−j−2

+max{j, l} + jl + (n− j − l) + 1.

The minimum of the right-hand side over all j and l such that n ≥ j, l ≥ n− j− l ≥ 3
with j even and l odd is achieved for k = l = 3 and j = n − 6. This is possible for
n ≥ 10 only. Thus

dimL n(S)− d0 ≥ 2n−2 + 22 − 2n−4 − 24 + (n− 6) + 3(n − 6) + 3 + 1

= 3 · 2n−4 + 4n− 32 ≥ 3 · 2n−4 + n− 3.
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Assume now that w = (xy)z is of the type (OEE). Then n is odd. If l(x) = 1, then we
consider a left swapping word of odd length u = xy and a right swapping word of even length
v = z, and then apply Lemma 5.16(3) to uv. Let now l(x) ≥ 3. Then, in the notations of
the previous case, we have

ΣX = |WX
3 |+ · · ·+ |WX

n−1| =























(2k−1 − 1) · 2l−1 · (2j − 1), X = A,

(2l−1 − 1) · 2k−1 · (2j − 1), X = B,

2l−1 · (2j−1 − 1) · (2k − 1), X = C,

2k−1 · (2j−1 − 1) · (2l − 1), X = D.

We again assume without loss of generality that l ≥ k. Then ΣA ≤ ΣB and ΣC ≤ ΣD.

• If, moreover, j ≥ l, then ΣD ≥ ΣB, so in this case we can write

dimL n(S)− d0 = d1 + d2 + (d3 + · · ·+ dn−2) + dn−1 + dn

≥ j + jl + 2k−1 · (2j−1 − 1) · (2l − 1) + l + 1

= 2n−2 + 2n−j−l−1 − 2n−j−1 − 2n−l−2 + (j + 1)(l + 1).

Minimizing the right-hand side over all j and l such that n ≥ j ≥ l ≥ n − l − j ≥ 2
with j odd and l even, we obtain that the minimum is achieved for j = n − 4 and
k = l = 2, which is possible for odd values of n ≥ 7 only. Hence

dimL n(S)− d0 ≥ 2n−2 + 2− 23 − 2n−4 + 3(n − 3)

= 3 · 2n−4 + 3n− 15 ≥ 3 · 2n−4 + n− 3.

• Otherwise, we have ΣB ≥ ΣD, so

dimL n(S)− d0 = d1 + d2 + (d3 + · · ·+ dn−1) + dn

≥ l +max{jl, kl} + (2l−1 − 1) · 2k−1 · (2j − 1) + 1

= 2n−2 + 2n−j−l−1 − 2n−l−1 − 2n−j−2

+ l · (max{j, n − j − l}+ 1) + 1.

The minimum of the right-hand side over all j and l such that n ≥ l ≥ j, n− j− l ≥ 2
with j odd and l even is achieved for j = 3, k = 2

⌊

n−3
4

⌋

and l = 2
⌈

n−3
4

⌉

. This is
possible for n ≥ 9 only. Thus k ≤ n− 7, so

dimL n(S)− d0 ≥ 2n−2 + 2k−1 − 2k+2 − 2n−5 + (3 + 1) · l + 1

≥ 7 · (2n−5 − 2k−1) + 4 · 2 · n−3
4 + 1

≥ 7 · (2n−5 − 2n−8) + 2n − 5 = 49 · 2n−8 + 2n − 5

≥ 48 · 2n−8 + n− 3 = 3 · 2n−4 + n− 3.

Hence the statement is proved in all cases.

Theorem 5.18. Let n = l(A). Then

dimA− d0 ≥











n, 1 ≤ n ≤ 2,

2n− 1, 3 ≤ n ≤ 5,

3 · 2n−4 + n− 3, 6 ≤ n.
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Proof. Choose a generating system S for A such that l(S) = l(A). Then the statement
immediately follows from Lemmas 5.15 and 5.17.

Corollary 5.19. It holds that

l(A) ≤

{

⌈

dimA−d0
2

⌉

, 3 ≤ dimA− d0 ≤ 10,

⌈log2(dimA− d0) + log2(8/3)⌉, 11 ≤ dimA− d0.

Proof. The case when 3 ≤ dimA − d0 ≤ 10 immediately follows from Theorem 5.18. Let
now dimA − d0 ≥ 11. We denote n = ⌈log2(dimA − d0) + log2(8/3)⌉ ≥ 5. Assume that
l(A) ≥ n+ 1 ≥ 6. Then, by Theorem 5.18, we have

3 · 2n−3 ≥ dimA− d0 ≥ 3 · 2n−3 + (n+ 1)− 3 ≥ 3 · 2n−3 + 3,

a contradiction. Therefore, l(A) ≤ n.
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