
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

11
37

8v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

G
R

] 
 1

7 
Ju

n 
20

24

NON-FREENESS OF PARABOLIC TWO-GENERATOR GROUPS

PHILIP CHOI, KYEONGHEE JO, HYUK KIM, AND JUNHO LEE

Abstract. A complex number λ is said to be non-free if the subgroup of SL(2,C) gen-
erated by

X =

(

1 1
0 1

)

and Yλ =

(

1 0
λ 1

)

is not a free group of rank 2. In this case the number λ is called a relation number, and
it has been a long standing problem to determine the relation numbers. In this paper,
we characterize the relation numbers by establishing the equivalence between λ being a
relation number and u :=

√
−λ being a root of a ‘generalized Chebyshev polynomial’.

The generalized Chebyshev polynomials of degree k are given by a sequence of k integers
(n1, n2, · · · , nk) using the usual recursive formula, and thereby can be studied systemat-
ically using continuants and continued fractions. Such formulation, then, enables us to
prove that, the question whether a given number λ is a relation number of u-degree k can
be answered by checking only finitely many generalized Chebyshev polynomials. Based
on these theorems, we design an algorithm deciding any given number is a relation num-
ber with minimal degree k. With its computer implementation we provide a few sample
examples, with a particular emphasis on the well known conjecture that every rational
number in the interval (−4, 4) is a relation number.

1. Introduction

For each complex number λ, we consider a subgroup of SL(2,C) generated by

X =

(

1 1
0 1

)

and Yλ =

(

1 0
λ 1

)

and denote it by Gλ. Note that for any two parabolic elements A,B in SL(2,C) such
that AB 6= BA, there exists U ∈ SL(2,C) such that UAU−1 = X , UBU−1 = Yλ with
λ = 2 − tr(AB−1), see [24]. Therefore any two non-abelian groups G1 and G2 generated
by two parabolic elements Xi and Yi (with i = 1, 2) are conjugate in SL(2,C), and hence
isomorphic, if tr(X1Y1

−1)=tr(X2Y2
−1). The problem of whether Gλ is free or not has

been the subject of extensive studies by many authors. We say that λ is free when Gλ is
isomorphic to a free group of rank 2. Otherwise, we say that λ is non-free or a relation
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number. (It is unfortunate that our λ is twice the “λ” which is used by other authors in
most previous works.)

By definition, λ is non-free if and only if there exists a nontrivial word of the form

w(x, y) = xn1yn2xn3yn4 · · ·xnm , ni ∈ Z

in the free group F = 〈x, y〉 which evaluates to Id ∈ SL(2,C) for w(X, Yλ). In other words,
a non-free number λ must satisfy the four polynomial equations

w(X, Yλ)11 = 1, w(X, Yλ)12 = 0, w(X, Yλ)21 = 0, w(X, Yλ)22 = 1.

However, it turns out that λ is a relation number if and only if
√
−λ is a root of a

generalized Chebyshev polynomial (see Theorem A below). A polynomial characterization
of the relation number has been considered previously by many authors [20, 24, 4, 2, 26], and
Chebyshev formulation appeared recently for the representation of the 2-bridge knot group
case [17]. It is interesting to notice that the coefficients of Bamberg polynomial has ‘cyclic
symmetry’ while those of Chebyshev has ‘linear symmetry’. In this paper we further show
that all the components w(X, Y )ij can be written in the Chebyshev polynomials explicitly
(see Theorem 3.2), which should be useful for a ‘membership problem’ [7, 25, 5]. The
Chebyshev setting brought us lots of advantages in the analysis for the proofs of Theorem
B and C below.

In 1955, Brenner [5] demonstrated that Gλ is free for |λ| ≥ 4 following [25], then in 1958,
Chang-Jennings-Ree [6] extended this by proving that Gλ is free for λ outside three open
discs of radius 2 centered at (−2, 0), (0, 0), and (2, 0) respectively. In 1969, Lyndon and
Ullman [20] further contributed by establishing that Gλ is free if either of the following
two conditions hold:

• λ is not within the interior of the convex hull of the set consisting of the circle
|z| = 2 together with the two points z = ±4.
• |λ± i| ≥ 1 and |λ± 2| ≥ 2.

After that, Ignatov proved that Gλ is free if any one of the following conditions holds (see
[14] and [15]):

• |λ− 2| > 1 and 2 ≤ |Re(λ)| < 5
2
.

• |λ| > 2 and |Im(λ)| > 1.

Now it is well known that λ is free (and discrete) when it lies in the closure of the Riley
slice in C [18] and the set of relation numbers is dense in the exterior of the Riley slice ‘in
a strong sense’ [21]. (See also [1] for a recent summary for the discrete case.)

There have also been numerous results about the rational relation numbers. It is known
earlier that the set of relation numbers are densely distributed inside the unit circle [23]
and also dense on the interval (−4, 4) [6]. Then one might ask about the non-freeness of
rational numbers in that interval, and Lyndon and Ullman actually verified that a family
of rational numbers and some others are non-free. Since then the list grows gradually by
the works of many authors, and there are currently no known rational numbers within the
interval (−4, 4) being identified as free. (see Gilman’s paper [11] for a summary up to that
time.) Hence it has been conjectured that all rational numbers within the interval (−4, 4)
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are non-free (see [10, 4, 19, 16, 26, 7], and references therein). Notably in 1995, Farbman
proved that all rational numbers in (−4, 4) whose numerator is at most 16 are non-free
[10], and then in 2022, Kim and Koberda expanded this result to include rational numbers
with numerators up to 27 with the possible exception of 24 [19]. In this paper we will
consider the rational numbers with fixed denominators up to 22 as an application of our
result.

It is known to be difficult to find accumulation points of non-free rational numbers. In
fact, there is no known sequence of non-free rational numbers converging to 3 or 4. In
1993, Beardon found a sequence of rational numbers {µk} for any non-square integer n,
such that each µk is a convergent of

√
n satisfying Pell’s equation, and { 1

µ2
k

} is a sequence of
non-free rational numbers converging to 1

n
[3]. Subsequently, in 1996, Tan-Tan found more

sequences of non-free rational numbers which converge to numbers of the form n
n±1 using

quadratic Diophantine equations [27]. In 2021, Smilga discovered sequences of non-free

rational numbers converging to (
√
5+1
2

)±2 and many other interesting sequences of non-free
rational numbers [26]. These sequences are of a very special type, and we can show that

such limit points, including (
√
5+1
2

)±2, are also relation numbers (see Remark 2.20).
In Section 2, we introduce generalized Chebyshev polynomials, and discuss various prop-

erties of these polynomials. In Section 3, we prove that a relation number λ can be char-
acterized by the property that

√
−λ is a root of a certain class of ‘generalized Chebyshev

polynomial’ as follows.

Theorem A (Theorem 3.6, Corollary 3.8, Theorem 3.12). Let λ be a nonzero complex
number.

(1) The following are all equivalent:
(i) λ is a relation number.
(ii)
√
−λ is a root of an n-Chebyshev polynomial snk+1(t) ∈ Z[t] for some nonzero

integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk).
(iii)
√
−λ is a root of an n-Chebyshev polynomial sn2k(t) ∈ Z[t] for some nonzero

integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2k−1).
(iv)
√
−λ is a root of a polynomial T n

k (t) ∈ Z[t] for some nonzero integer sequence
n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk).

(v)
√
−λ is a root of a polynomial T̃ n

k (t) ∈ Z[t] for some nonzero integer sequence
n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk).

(vi)
√
−λ is a root of a polynomial T̂ n

k (t) ∈ Z[t] for some nonzero integer sequence
n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk).

(2) λ is a relation number if
√
−λ is a zero of either an n-Chebyshev polynomial vnk (t)

or vnk (−t) in Z[t] for some nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk).

Here snk+1(t) is a polynomial of degree k whose coefficients are constructed from the
sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) using Chebyshev polynomial recursion generalizing the clas-
sical Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind, while T n

k (t) is a generalized version of

the classical Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind with degree k. T̃ n

k (t) and T̂ n

k (t) are

slight variations of T n

k (t). Furthermore, T̃ n

2k+1(t) coincides with Bamberg’s polynomial Bk
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in [2] as (−1)ktBk(− t2

2
), and T̂ n

k+1(t) with Smilga’s polynomial P k+1
HR (t) in [26] as either

tP k+1
HR (n;−t2) (when k is odd) or t2P k+1

HR (n;−t2) (when k is even). Also, Jang-Kim’s poly-
nomial in [16] is a specialization of the T n

2k+1(t), where n = (1,−1, 1,−1, . . .), divided by a
factor of t. (see Remark 3.13). The polynomials vnk (t) and vnk (−t) in (2), are also general-
ized Chebyshev polynomials corresponding to the third and the fourth kind, respectively.
(See Section 2 and 3 for the details.)

As easy consequences of Theorem A, we will demonstrate in Section 4, through a direct
factorization of low degree Chebyshev polynomials sn2k for k ≤ 4, that the following ex-
plicitly given rational numbers all become the relation numbers for any nonzero integers
r, s, t, v:

• r + s

rs
,
r + s+ t

rst
,

r2s+ tv2

r2stv + rstv2
,
1

r
+

1

rs
+

1

rst

• r + w + t

rst
when w|rs

• r + t + v + w

rst
when vw | rst, rv + tv + tw = 0

• r + t + v + w

rst
when rst = vw, r2s+ w2 + rst = (r + t)(v + w)

Of course we can find lots of rational relation numbers directly from these lists but these
do not cover all the rational numbers in (−4, 4) since they are obtained only from sn2m for
m ≤ 4, which are determined by an integer sequence of length 7, n = (n1, · · · , n7). In fact,
we can show that as a rational number approaches ±4, we need higher and higher degree
Chebyshev polynomials. (See Proposition 6.6.)

To resolve the rational relation number conjecture, for a given number λ we need a way
to check that

√
−λ is a root of some Chebyshev polynomial snk+1, n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk). And

this can be done in principle when such k is minimal by the following ‘finiteness theorem’
not for only rational but for any complex number λ.

Theorem B. Let λ = −u2 ∈ C be a relation number, and let k be the smallest positive
integer such that snk+1(u) = 0 for some integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk). Then there
exist positive integers N1, N2, · · · , Nk such that |n′i| ≤ Ni (i = 1, · · · , k) holds for all integer
sequences n′ with sn

′

k+1(u) = 0.

Note that the above theorem does not hold for a non-minimal k. That is, if there is a
smaller positive integer k′ than k such that snk′+1(u) = 0 for some integer sequence n, then
there might be infinitely many sequences n such that snk+1(u) = 0. For example, while
(1, 1) and (−1,−1) are the only two integer sequences of length k = 2 satisfying sn3 (1) = 0,
infinitely many sequences of length 5, including n = (1, 1, n,±1,±1) for all n ∈ Z, satisfy
sn6 (1) = 0.

Hence the problem of deciding a given number is a relation number of minimal length
or u-degree k can be solvable at least theoretically once we establish an algorithm to find
N1, · · · , Nk. Indeed, we have the following ‘decision theorem’.

Theorem C. There is an algorithm to decide if a given λ = −u2 ∈ C is a relation number
with a given minimal u-degree k.
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If we denote the set of all relation number with minimal u-degree k by Rk, then each
relation number belongs to Rk for some positive integer k, and the set of relation numbers
is the disjoint union of Rk’s. Theorem C answers the decision problem of whether a given
complex number is contained in Rk or not.

The proof of Theorem B is given in Section 5, and then the algorithm for decision
problem, Theorem C, follows in the next section. The initial idea for the proof is the ob-
servation that, as some of ni’s approach the infinity, the corresponding roots of Chebyshev
polynomials approach the roots of some lower degree Chebyshev polynomials.

In Section 6, we prove Theorem C by establishing an exhaustive algorithm to find a
nonzero integer sequence n of a given length k satisfying snk+1(

√
−λ) = 0 for a given

λ ∈ C assuming k is the minimal such length. The idea for the proof is to consider
a (generalized) continued fraction associated to λ and n. We show that the shortest
continued fraction whose value is ∞ gives the sequence we want to find. The algorithm
is designed to systematically compute the maximum absolute value of continued fractions
of a given length i, denoted as Mi, and it checks whether Mi equals to ∞ or not. The
values of Mi are calculated in sequential order, which establishes that Mi is achieved by
an integer sequence within a bounded region of Zi determined using M1,M2, · · · ,Mi−1.
These also essentially determine Ni in Theorem B.

But in the actual computer implementation, as i increases, the size of the region grows
exponentially. And therefore we introduce a greedy algorithm that, in conjunction with
the exhaustive algorithm, enables us to find the sequences more quickly, although they
might not be of the minimal length. We tried to list the integer sequences for all the
rational numbers in the interval (−4, 4) with denominators up to 22. We determine all
such sequences except possibly for 6 fractions:

51

13
,
67

17
,
74

19
,
75

19
,
83

21
,
87

22
.

It takes too much time (more than a week with a desktop computer) for these numbers,
and we could not conclude whether these are relation numbers or not with our computer.

We provide the corresponding integer sequence n for each of these rational numbers with
denominator≤ 22, along with a usable Mathematica code in https://relation-numbers.diagram.site/.
We only present the computed results when the denominator is 13 as a sample in this pa-
per. In addition, a few irrational real and complex relation numbers are also presented
using this algorithm.

2. n-Chebyshev polynomials and Continuants

In this section, we define an n-Chebyshev polynomial for an arbitrary integer sequence
n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk), as a generalization of Chebyshev polynomials, and investigate their
relationship with the continuants. The result of this section will be used later.

2.1. Chebyshev polynomials. Chebyshev polynomials are defined by a three-term re-
cursion

gn+1(t) = tgn(t)− gn−1(t).

https://relation-numbers.diagram.site/
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We denote the Chebyshev polynomials gn(t) with the initial condition g0(t) = a, g1(t) = b
by Cht

n(a, b), which depends on the initial condition linearly. And the following properties
are also obvious:

Cht
n(a, b) = Cht

n−k(Cht
k(a, b), Cht

k+1(a, b))

Cht
n(a, b) = aCht

n(1, 0) + bCht
n(0, 1)

(2.1)

If we denote a particular Chebyshev polynomials Cht
n(0, 1) by sn(t), then from the recursion

Cht
n(1, 0) = Cht

n−1(0,−1) = −Cht
n−1(0, 1) = −sn−1(t),

and arbitrary Chebyshev polynomials are expressed as linear combinations of sn−1(t) and
sn(t) as follows :

Cht
n(a, b) = −asn−1(t) + bsn(t)

The following two Chebyshev polynomials frequently appear along with sn(t):

vn(t) := sn+1(t)− sn(t) = Cht
n(1, t− 1) = Cht

n+1(1, 1)

tn(t) := sn+1(t)− sn−1(t) = Cht
n(2, t).

Note that Tn(t) =
1
2
tn(2t), Un(t) = sn+1(2t), Vn(t) = vn(2t), and Wn(t) = (−1)nvn(−2t)

are exactly the classical Chebyshev polynomials of the first, second, third, and fourth kind,
respectively.

2.2. n-Chebyshev polynomials.

Definition 2.1. For a given integer sequence n = (n1, n2, n3, · · · ), we will call the family
of polynomials {gn(t)} defined by a three-term recursion

gk+1(t) = nktgk(t)− gk−1(t)

n-Chebyshev polynomials.

We will denote the n-Chebyshev polynomials gk(t) with the initial condition g0(t) =
a, g1(t) = b by Chn

k (a, b). If we denote a particular n-Chebyshev polynomials Chn

k (0, 1) by
snk (t), and a sequence 1-shifted to the right from n by σ(n), that is,

σj(n) = (n1+j , n2+j, · · · )
then we have

Chn

m(a, b) = Chσj (n)
m−j (Chn

j (a, b), Chn

j+1(a, b))

and
Chn

k (a, b) = −asσ(n)k−1 (t) + bsnk (t).

Note that sn−1(t) = −1 by the recursive definition at k = 0. One may consider Sn

k (t) :=
snk+1(t), because k coincides with the degree of Sn

k (t), and note that only the first k elements
of n are used in defining snk+1(t). We will continue to use snk+1(t) for consistency with our
previous papers.

The following lemma can be easily proven using induction based on the definition of snk .

Lemma 2.2. For an integer sequence n = (n1, n2, n3, · · · ), the following identities hold for
k = 0, 1, · · · .
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(i) s−nk (t) = (−1)k+1snk (t)
(ii) s−nk (t) = snk (−t)

For m = (m1, m2, · · · ) and l = (l1, l2, · · · ) with mi = (−1)ini and li = (−1)i+1ni = −mi
∀i ∈ N,

(iii) sm2k(t) = −sl2k(t) =
√
−1sn2k(

√
−1t)

(iv) sm2k+1(t) = sl2k+1(t) = sn2k+1(
√
−1t)

Lemma 2.3. For an integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · ) and k ≥ 1,

snk+1(t) =











−s(n3,n4,··· ,nk)
k−1 (t) if n1 = 0,

−s(n1,n2,··· ,nj−1+nj+1,nj+2,··· ,nk)
k−1 (t) if nj = 0 for some 1 < j < k,

−s(n1,n2,··· ,nk−2)
k−1 (t) if nk = 0.

Proof. For the cases j = 1 or j = k, one can directly compute from the definition of
n-Chebyshev polynomials. If k = j + 1,

snj+2(t) = nj+1ts
n

j+1(t)− snj (t)

= nj+1t(−snj−1(t))− (nj−1ts
n

j−1(t)− snj−2(t))

= −
(

(nj−1 + nj+1)ts
n

j−1(t)− snj−2(t)
)

= −s(n1,n2,··· ,nj−1+nj+1)
j (t).

Note that snj+1(t) = −snj−1(t) when nj = 0. The conclusion for k > j is deduced from the
above calculation and the definition of n-Chebyshev polynomials. �

Note that snk (t) is a generalized version of the classical Chebyshev polynomial of the
second kind. And we introduce a generalized version of the third and fourth kind, vnk (t)
and vnk (−t) respectively.
Lemma 2.4. Let vnk (t) be the n-Chebyshev polynomials defined by

vnk (t) := Chn

k+1(1, 1).

Then

(i) vnk+2(t) = nk+2tv
n

k+1(t)− vnk (t), that is, v
n

k (t) = Chσ(n)
k (1, n1t− 1)

(ii) vnk (t) = snk+1(t)− s
σ(n)
k (t)

(iii) vnk (−t) = (−1)k(snk+1(t) + s
σ(n)
k (t)) = (−1)nChn

k+1(−1, 1)
(iv) v−nk (t) = vnk (−t)

Proof. The statements can be easily proved by induction, based on the definitions of vnk
and snk . We omit the proofs. �

Now, let’s consider the following three polynomials associated with the classical Cheby-
shev polynomial of the first kind:

• T n

k (t) := snk+1(t)− snk−1(t) = nkts
n

k (t)− 2snk−1(t)

• T̃ n

k (t) := snk+1(t)− s
σ(n)
k−1 (t) = nkts

n

k (t)− snk−1(t)− s
σ(n)
k−1 (t)
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• T̂ n

k (t) := snk+1(t) + s
σ(n)
k−1 (t) = nkts

n

k (t)− snk−1(t) + s
σ(n)
k−1 (t)

From the definition, we have the following identity immediately.

Lemma 2.5. For any integer squence (n1, n2, · · · , nk) we have

s
(n1,n2,··· ,nk)
k+1 (t) =

1

2
T

(n1,n2,··· ,nk−1,2nk)
k (t).

Proof. The identity is proved as follows:

T
(n1,n2,··· ,nk−1,2nk)
k (t) = s

(n1,n2,··· ,nk−1,2nk)
k+1 (t)− s

(n1,n2,··· ,nk−1,2nk)
k−1 (t)

= 2nkts
(n1,n2,··· ,nk−1)
k (t)− s

(n1,n2,··· ,nk−1)
k−1 (t)− s

(n1,n2,··· ,nk−1,2nk)
k−1 (t)

= 2(nkts
(n1,n2,··· ,nk−1)
k (t)− s

(n1,n2,··· ,nk−1)
k−1 (t))

= 2s
(n1,n2,··· ,nk)
k+1 (t).

�

2.3. Continuant. From the three term recursive definition of n-Chebyshev polynomial,
we are led to consider a continuant, the determinant of a tridiagonal matrix, which in turn
reminds us a connection with a continued fraction. We recall some basic properties of the
continuant, and then study some divisibility properties for later use in this subsection.

Definition 2.6. Each of the following two kinds of tridiagonal determinant is called the
continuant.

Kn(c1, · · · , cn) := det













c1 1
1 c2 1

. . .
. . .

. . .
1 cn−1 1

1 cn













K+
n (c1, · · · , cn) := det













c1 1
−1 c2 1

. . .
. . .

. . .
−1 cn−1 1

−1 cn













We set K0 := 1, K−1 := 0 and K+
0 := 1, K+

−1 := 0. Then we have the recursion for K
and K+:

Kn(c1, · · · , cn) = cnKn−1(c1, · · · , cn−1)−Kn−2(c1, · · · , cn−2)
and

K+
n (c1, · · · , cn) = cnK

+
n−1(c1, · · · , cn−1) +K+

n−2(c1, · · · , cn−2).
Using these recursion we get easily the following lemma by induction, and we omit the
proof.

Lemma 2.7. We have
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(i) K2n(c1x, c2, c3x · · · , c2n−1x, c2n) = K2n(c1, c2x, c3 · · · , c2n−1, c2nx)
K+

2n(c1x, c2, c3x · · · , c2n−1x, c2n) = K+
2n(c1, c2x, c3 · · · , c2n−1, c2nx)

(ii) K2n+1(c1x, c2, c3x · · · , c2n−1x, c2n, c2n+1x) = xK2n+1(c1, c2x, c3 · · · , c2n−1, c2nx, c2n+1)
K+

2n+1(c1x, c2, c3x · · · , c2n−1x, c2n, c2n+1x) = xK+
2n+1(c1, c2x, c3 · · · , c2n−1, c2nx, c2n+1)

(iii) Kn(c1, · · · , cn) = Kn(cn, · · · , c1)
K+

n (c1, · · · , cn) = K+
n (cn, · · · , c1)

(iv) Kn(−c1, · · · ,−cn) = (−1)nKn(c1, · · · , cn)
K+

n (−c1, · · · ,−cn) = (−1)nK+
n (c1, · · · , cn)

The following proposition shows some of the identities between the two continuants,
which will be used later.

Proposition 2.8. Let x = −t2 ∈ C. Then we have

(i) K+
2n(c1, c2x, c3, c4x · · · , c2n−1, c2nx) = (−1)nK2n(c1t, c2t, · · · , c2nt)

K+
2n−1(c1, c2x, c3, c4x · · · , c2n−1) = (−1)n−1

t
K2n−1(c1t, c2t, c3t · · · , c2n−1t)

(ii) K+
2n−1(c1x, c2 · · · , c2n−2, c2n−1x) = (−1)ntK2n−1(c1t, c2t · · · , c2n−1t)

K+
2n(c1x, c2 · · · , c2n−1x, c2n) = (−1)nK2n(c1t, c2t · · · , c2nt)

Proof. We only provide a proof for (i) here, since the similar argument can be applied to
prove (ii). For n = 1, the identities follow from

K+
1 (c1) = c1, K+

2 (c1, c2x) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

c1 1
−1 c2x

∣

∣

∣

∣

= c1c2x+ 1 = −c1c2t2 + 1

and

K1(c1t) = c1t, K2(c1t, c2t) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

c1t 1
1 c2t

∣

∣

∣

∣

= c1c2t
2 − 1.

To proceed with induction, we assume that the identities hold for all n ≤ k. Then we have

K+
2k+1(c1, c2x, c3, c4x · · · , c2k+1)

= c2k+1K
+
2k(c1, c2x, c3, c4x · · · , c2kx) +K+

2k−1(c1, c2x, c3, c4x · · · , c2k−1)

= (−1)kc2k+1K2k(c1t, c2t, · · · , c2kt) +
(−1)k−1

t
K2k−1(c1t, c2t, c3t · · · , c2k−1t)

= (−1)k 1
t
(c2k+1tK2k(c1t, c2t, · · · , c2kt)−K2k−1(c1t, c2t, c3t · · · , c2k−1t))

=
(−1)k

t
K2k+1(c1t, c2t, c3t · · · , c2k+1t)
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and

K+
2k+2(c1, c2x, c3, c4x · · · , c2k+1, c2k+2x)

= c2k+2xK
+
2k+1(c1, c2x, c3, c4x · · · , c2k+1) +K+

2k(c1, c2x, c3, c4x · · · , c2k−1, c2kx)

= (−c2k+2t
2)
(−1)k

t
K2k+1(c1t, c2t, c3t · · · , c2k+1t) + (−1)kK2k(c1t, c2t, · · · , c2kt)

= (−1)k+1 (c2k+2tK2k+1(c1t, c2t, c3t · · · , c2k+1t)−K2k(c1t, c2t, · · · , c2kt))
= (−1)k+1K2k+1(c1t, c2t, c3t · · · , c2k+2t),

which implies that (i) is also true for n = k + 1 as desired. This completes the proof. �

The following proposition is well-known.

Proposition 2.9 ([8], [22]). Let

M(c1, · · · , cn) :=
(

c1 −1
1 0

)(

c2 −1
1 0

)

· · ·
(

cn −1
1 0

)

and

M+(c1, · · · , cn) :=
(

c1 1
1 0

)(

c2 1
1 0

)

· · ·
(

cn 1
1 0

)

.

Then

M(c1, · · · , cn) =
(

Kn(c1, · · · , cn) −Kn−1(c1, · · · , cn−1)
Kn−1(c2, · · · , cn) −Kn−2(c2, · · · , cn−1)

)

and

M+(c1, · · · , cn) =
(

K+
n (c1, · · · , cn) K+

n−1(c1, · · · , cn−1)
K+

n−1(c2, · · · , cn) K+
n−2(c2, · · · , cn−1)

)

.

The following is known as Euler’s Identity and play a crucial role for the combinatorial
properties of the continuants. (See [12], [22], or [28] for references.)

Proposition 2.10 (Euler Identity). Kk−i−1(ci+1, · · · , ck−1)Kl−j−1(cj+1, · · · , cl−1) is equal
to

Kj−i−1(ci+1, · · · , cj−1)Kl−k−1(ck+1, · · · , cl−1)+Kk−j−1(cj+1, · · · , ck−1)Kl−i−1(ci+1, · · · , cl−1).
Applying Proposition 2.10 to the case of k = j + 1, we get

Corollary 2.11. Kj−i(ci+1, · · · , cj)Kl−j−1(cj+1, · · · , cl−1) is equal to

Kj−i−1(ci+1, · · · , cj−1)Kl−j−2(cj+2, · · · , cl−1) +Kl−i−1(ci+1, · · · , cl−1).
Using Corollary 2.11 we get the following proposition.

Proposition 2.12 ([17]). For any integer sequence c = (c1, · · · , cn), ←−c = (cn, · · · , c1),
and nonzero x, the following hold.

(i) K2n+1(c, x, c) = Kn(c) (Kn+1(c, x)−Kn−1(c2, · · · , cn))
K2n+1(c, x,−c) = (−1)nKn(c) (Kn+1(c, x) +Kn−1(c2, · · · , cn))
K2n+1(c, x,

←−c ) = Kn(c) (Kn+1(c, x)−Kn−1(c1, · · · , cn−1))
K2n+1(c, x,−←−c ) = (−1)nxKn(c)

2
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(ii) K2n(
←−
c , c) = Kn(c)

2 −Kn−1(c2, · · · , cn)2
K2n(c, c) = Kn(c) (Kn(c)−Kn−2(c2, · · · , cn−1))− 1
K2n(c,−c) = (−1)n (Kn(c) (Kn(c) +Kn−2(c2, · · · , cn−1)) + 1)

For each c = (c1, · · · , cn), consider the following three polynomials in x.

• qc(x) := xKn(c1, · · · , cn)− 2Kn−1(c1, · · · , cn−1)
• pc(x) := xKn(c1, · · · , cn)−Kn−1(c1, · · · , cn−1)−Kn−1(c2, · · · , cn)
• wc(x) := xKn(c1, · · · , cn)−Kn−1(c1, · · · , cn−1) +Kn−1(c2, · · · , cn)

Then the first three identities in (i) of Proposition 2.12 can be reformulated as follows.

Proposition 2.13. Let c = (c1, · · · , cn). Then

K2n+1(c1, · · · , cn, x, cn, · · · , c1) = Kn(c1, · · · , cn)qc(x)
K2n+1(c1, · · · , cn, x, c1, · · · , cn) = Kn(c1, · · · , cn)pc(x)

K2n+1(c1, · · · , cn, x,−c1, · · · ,−cn) = (−1)nKn(c1, · · · , cn)wc(x).

More generally, we get the following.

Proposition 2.14. Let c = (c1, · · · , cn). Then
(i) Kkn+k+n(c, x1, c, x2, · · · , c, xk, c) = Kn(c)Kk(pc(x1), · · · , pc(xk))
(ii) K2kn+2k+n(c, x1,

←−c , x2, c, x3,
←−c , · · · , x2k, c) = Kn(c)K2k(qc(x1), q←−c (x2), · · · , q←−c (x2k))

K2kn+2k+2n+1(c, x1,
←−c , x2, c, · · · , x2k+1,

←−c ) = Kn(c)K2k+1(qc(x1), q←−c (x2), · · · , qc(x2k+1))
(iii) K2kn+2k+n(c, x1,−c, x2, c, · · · ,−c, x2k, c) = (−1)knKn(c)Kk(wc(x1), w←−c (x2), · · · , w←−c (x2k))

K2kn+2k−1(c, x1,−c, x2, c, · · · , x2k−1,−c) = (−1)knKn(c)Kk(wc(x1), w←−c (x2), · · · , wc(x2k−1))

Proof. Since the proofs for (i) through (iii) follow a similar pattern, we will provide a
detailed proof for (i). For k = 1, the identity

K2n+1(c, x, c) = Kn(c)K1(pc(x))

follows from (i) of Proposition 2.12. We proceed by induction on k. Assume that the
identity holds for all k < i. Then

Kjn+j+n(c, x1, c, x2, · · · , xj , c) = Kn(c)Kj(pc(x1), · · · , pc(xj))

for all j < i. Since

Kni+i−1(c, x1, c, x2, · · · , xi−1, c)K2n+1(c, xi, c)

= Kn(c)Kni+i+n(c, x1, c, · · · , xi, c) +Kn(c)Kni+i−n−2(c, x1, c, · · · , xi−2, c)

from Euler identity, we have, by induction hypothesis,

Kn(c)
2Ki−1(pc(x1), · · · , pc(xi−1))K1(pc(xi))

= Kn(c)Kni+i+n(c, x1, c, · · · , xi, c) +Kn(c)Ki−2(pc(x1), · · · , pc(xi−2))
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and thus

Kni+i+n(c, x1, c, · · · , xi, c)

= Kn (c)(Ki−1(pc(x1), · · · , pc(xi−1))K1(pc(xi))−Ki−2(pc(x1), · · · , pc(xi−2)))

= Kn (c)pc(xi)Ki−1(pc(x1), · · · , pc(xi−1))−Ki−2(pc(x1), · · · , pc(xi−2)))

= Kn(c)Ki(pc(x1), · · · , pc(xi)).

which implies that the identity holds for k = i also. �

2.4. Relationship between Continuants and n-Chebyshev polynomials. The con-
tinuant is related to n-Chebyshev polynomials by letting ci = nit. The following lemma
illustrates this relationship.

Lemma 2.15. Let n = (n1, n2, n3, · · · ). Then
(i) snm+1(t) = Km(n1t, n2t, · · · , nmt)
(ii) vnm(t) = Km+1(1, n1t, n2t, · · · , nmt) = Km(n1t, n2t, · · · , nmt)−Km−1(n2t, · · · , nmt)
(iii) vnm(−t) = (−1)n (Km(n1t, · · · , nmt) +Km−1(n2t, · · · , nmt))

(iv) nmtKm+1(1, n1t, · · · , nm−1t)

= Km(n1t, · · · , nmt)−Km−1(n2t, · · · , nmt) +Km−1(1, n1t, · · · , nm−2t)

Proof. For m = 1, the identity (i) and the first equality of (ii) follow from

sn1 (t) = 1 = K0, sn2 (t) = n1t = K1(n1t)

and

vn0 (t) = 1 = K1(1), vn1 (t) = n1t− 1 = K2(1, n1t)

To proceed with induction, we assume that the identities hold for all m ≤ k. Then we
have

snk+1(t) = nkts
n

k (t)− snk−1(t)

= nktKk−1(n1t, · · · , nk−1t)−Kk−1(n1t, · · · , nk−2t)

= Kk+1(n1t, · · · , nk+1t)

and

vnk+1(t) = nk+1tv
n

k (t)− vnk−1(t)

= nk+1tKk+1(1, n1t, n2t, · · · , nkt)−Kk(1, n1t, n2t, · · · , nk−1t)

= Kk+2(1, n1t, n2t, · · · , nk+1t)

which implies that (i) and the first equality of (ii) are also true for m = k + 1 as desired.
The second equality of (ii) follows immediately from Lemma 2.4, (ii). (iii) is proved as

follows.

vnm(−t) = Km(−n1t,−n2t, · · · ,−nmt)−Km−1(−n2t, · · · ,−nmt)

= (−1)mKm(n1t, n2t, · · · , nmt)− (−1)m−1Km−1(n2t, · · · , nmt)

= (−1)m (Km(n1t, · · · , nmt) +Km−1(n2t, · · · , nmt))
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(iv) follows immediately from the fact that

Km+1(1, n1t, n2t, · · · , nmt) = nmtKm(1, n1t, · · · , nm−1t)−Km−1(1, n1t, · · · , nm−2t).

�

Applying Proposition 2.12 to the case where (c1, · · · , ck) is (n1t, · · · , nkt) and x is nk+1,
along with the relationship between the continuants and n-Chebyshev polynomials from
Lemma 2.15, we obtain the following identities.

Proposition 2.16. Let n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) be an integer sequence. Then the following
holds.

(i) s
(n,nk+1,

←−
n )

2k+2 (t) = snk+1(t)T
(n,nk+1)
k+1 (t)

(ii) s
(n,nk+1,n)
2k+2 (t) = snk+1(t)T̃

(n,nk+1)
k+1 (t)

(iii) s
(n,nk+1,−n)
2k+2 (t) = snk+1(t)T̂

(n,nk+1)
k+1 (t)

(iv) s
(←−n ,n)
2k+1 (t) = (−1)kvnk (t)vnk (−t)

(v) s
(n,n)
2k+1(t) = snk+1(t)T̃

n

k (t)− 1

(vi) s
(n,−n)
2k+1 (t) = (−1)k

(

snk+1(t)T̂
n

k (t) + 1
)

Proof. The identities (i), (ii), and (iii) follow from (i) of Proposition 2.12: For example,

s
(n,nk+1,

←−
n )

2k+2 (t) = K2k+1(n1t, · · · , nkt, nk+1t, nkt, · · · , n1t)

= Kk(n1t, · · · , nkt) (Kk(n1t, · · · , nk+1t)−Kk−1(n1t, · · · , nk−1t))

= snk+1(t)
(

snk+2(t)− snk (t)
)

= snk+1(t)T
n

k+1(t)

and similarly for (ii) and (iii). The identity (iv) follows from (ii) of Proposition 2.12 and
Lemma 2.4:

s
(←−n ,n)
2k+1 (t) = K2k(nkt, · · · , n1t, n1t, · · · , nkt)

= Kk(n1t, · · · , nkt)
2 −Kk−1(n2t, · · · , nkt)

2

= snk+1(t)
2 − s

σ(n)
k (t)2

= (snk+1(t) + s
σ(n)
k (t))(snk+1(t)− s

σ(n)
k (t)))

= (−1)kvnk (t)vnk (−t)
The identities (v) and (vi) are also proved similarly, using (ii) of Proposition 2.12. �

Further, the relationships given in Lemma 2.15 can be used to derive more identities for
n-Chebyshev polynomials. Let us introduce notations that help simplify statements and
arguments. For an integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) and fixed 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let

nL := (n1, n2, · · · , ni−1),nL′ := (n1, n2, · · · , ni−2)

nR := (ni+1, · · · , nk−1, nk),nR′ := (ni+2, · · · , nk−1, nk)
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be subsequences of n, and

snL(t) := s
(n1,n2,··· ,ni−1)
i (t), snL′ (t) := s

(n1,n2,··· ,ni−2)
i−1 (t)

snR(t) := s
(ni+1,ni+2,··· ,nk)
k−i+1 (t), snR′ (t) := s

(ni+2,ni+3,··· ,nk)
k−i (t).

Note that above polynomials are well-defined when i = 1 and i = k since sn∗

0 (t) = 0 and
sn∗

1 (t) = 1 are independent for all n∗ ∈ {nL,nL′ ,nR,nR′}. When the length of n is k, all
the integers in n are used to determine snk+1(t), and hence we may simply denote snk+1(t)

by sn, and also T n, T̃ n and T̂ n will be used instead of T n

k (t), T̃
n

k (t) and T̂ n

k (t), respectively.
n-Chebyshev polynomials are all first order polynomials in each ni, when they are con-

sidered as a function of ni with t fixed. The following proposition shows us that their
coefficients are expressed in terms of sm(t)’s in such considerations.

Proposition 2.17. Let n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) be an integer sequence. With the notations
above, we have the following, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k:

(i) snk+1(t) = nits
nL

i−1(t)s
nR

k+1−i(t)− s
nL′

i−2(t)s
nR

k+1−i(t)− snL

i−1(t)s
nR′

k−i(t)

(ii) snk+1(t) = nits
nL

i−1(t)s
nR

k+1−i(t)− s
(nL′ ,ni−1+ni+1,nR′)
k−1 (t)

(iii) T̃ n

k (t) = nits
(nR,nL)
k (t)− s

(nR,nL′)
k−1 (t)− s

(nR′ ,nL)
k−1 (t)

(iv) T̂ n

k (t) = (−1)i−1(nits
(nR,−nL)
k (t) + s

(nR,−nL′)
k−1 (t)− s

(nR′ ,−nL)
k−1 (t))

Proof. Since the statements are obvious when i is either 1 or k by the definition of each
polynomial (recall that sn−1(t) = −1), we may assume that 1 < i < k. For the first two
statements, by substituting i = 0, j = i, k = i+ 1, l = k + 1 and cm = nmt for all m in the
Euler Identity (Proposition 2.10), Kk(n1t, · · · , nkt) is equal to

Ki(n1t, · · · , nit)Kk−i(ni+1t, · · · , nkt)−Ki−1(n1t, · · · , ni−1t)Kk−i−1(ni+2t, · · · , nkt).

Hence by Lemma 2.15 we have

sn = s(nL,ni)snR − snLsnR′

= nits
nLsnR − snL′snR − snLsnR′ ,

which proves that (i), and by direct implication of Lemma 2.3, (ii) also holds true.

For (iii), recall that T̃ n

k = snk+1 − s
(n2,··· ,nk−1)
k−1 . Notice that by (i),

T̃ n

k = nit · P (i− 1, i+ 1)− P (i− 2, i+ 1)− P (i− 1, i+ 2)

where P (j, l) := s
(n1,··· ,nj)
j+1 s

(nl,··· ,nk)
k−l+2 − s

(n2,··· ,nj)
j s

(nl,··· ,nk−1)
k−l+1 .

Observe that

P (j, l) = K(n1t, · · · , njt)K(nlt, · · · , nkt)−K(n2t, · · · , njt)K(nlt, · · · , nk−1t)

= K(njt, · · · , n1t)K(nkt, · · · , nlt)−K(njt, · · · , n2t)K(nk−1t, · · · , nlt)

= K(njt, · · · , n1t, nkt, · · · , nlt)
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follows from Corollary 2.11. Therefore,

T̃ n

k = nits
(ni−1,··· ,n1,nk,··· ,ni+1)
k − s

(ni−2,··· ,n1,nk,··· ,ni+1)
k−1 − s

(ni−1,··· ,n1,nk,··· ,ni+2)
k−1

= nits
(ni+1,··· ,nk,n1,··· ,ni−1)
k − s

(ni+1,··· ,nk,n1,··· ,ni−2)
k−1 − s

(ni+2,··· ,nk,n1,··· ,ni−1)
k−1 ,

by the symmetry of the continuant (v) in Lemma 2.7 as desired.

Similarly for T̂ n

k = snk+1 + s
(n2,··· ,nk−1)
k−1 , one has

T̂ n

k = nit ·Q(i− 1, i+ 1)−Q(i− 2, i+ 1)−Q(i− 1, i+ 2)

where Q(j, l) := s
(n1,··· ,nj)
j+1 s

(nl,··· ,nk)
k−l+2 + s

(n2,··· ,nj)
j s

(nl,··· ,nk−1)
k−l+1 . By inverting some of n∗’s signs

with (vii) in Lemma 2.7 and applying the Euler identity,

Q(j, l) = K(n1t, · · · , njt)K(nlt, · · · , nkt) +K(n2t, · · · , njt)K(nlt, · · · , nk−1t)

= (−1)jK(−njt, · · · ,−n1t)K(nkt, · · · , nlt)

+ (−1)j−1K(−njt, · · · ,−n2t)K(nk−1t, · · · , nlt)

= (−1)jK(−njt, · · · ,−n1t, nkt, · · · , nlt).

which gives the desired result for T̂ . �

2.5. Roots of n-Chebyshev polynomials. In this subsection, we investigate properties
of the roots of n-Chebyshev polynomials. Namely, limits of roots of snk+1(t) and the roots
for specific n. The first property will be described by the limit of snk+1(t)/ni as a chosen
parameter |ni| tends to infinity.

Note that the coefficient of ni in (i) of Proposition 2.17 is a product of snL and snR . In
general, the following holds.

Lemma 2.18. Let n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) be an integer sequence. For a subsequence of n,
(ni1 , ni2 , · · · , nij) with 0 = i0 < i1 < i2 < · · · < im < im+1 = k + 1,

snk+1(t)

ni1ni2 · · ·nim

→ tm
m+1
∏

j=1

s
nj

ij−ij−1
(t) as |ni1 | , |ni2 | , · · · , |nim | → ∞

where nj = (nij−1+1, · · · , nij−1) for each j = 1, 2, · · · , m+ 1.

Proof. By (i) of Proposition 2.17, snk+1(t) can be written as a linear polynomial with respect
to ni1 as follows.

snk+1(t) = tsn1(t)s(ni1+1,··· ,nk)(t) · ni1 + g1(t)(2.2)

where g1(t) is a polynomial of t, n1, · · · , nk except ni1 . Note that sn1(t) does not contain
any monomial involving ni1 , ni2 , · · · , nim . Therefore, it implies the statement for m = 1
directly. For m > 1, one can show that the coefficient of ni1ni2 · · ·nim is tm

∏m+1
j=1 s

nj

ij−ij−1
(t)

in snk+1(t) and the other terms vanish after dividing by ni1ni2 · · ·nim in the limit. For

instance, if m = 2 then, by applying the same proposition to s(ni1
+1,··· ,nk)(t) in (2.2), we

have
snk+1(t) = t2sn1(t)sn2(t)sn3 · ni1ni2 + g1(t) + tni1s

n1g2(t)
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where g2(t) is a polynomial in t and ni1+1, · · · , nk except ni1 and ni2 . �

Now we have the following proposition describing the limiting behaviors of roots of
snk+1(t).

Proposition 2.19. Let k > 1 be an integer and Zk ⊂ C be the set of complex numbers z
such that snk+1(z) = 0 for some nonzero integer sequence n of length k. Then the derived
set of Zk can be given as

Z ′k =
k−1
⋃

l=1

Zl.

Proof. It suffices to show for nonzero case, i.e., that Z ′k \ {0} =
⋃k−1

l=1 (Zl \ {0}) holds.

Indeed, both sides include 0: 0 ∈ Z1 by definition, and 0 ∈ Z ′k considering roots of s
(c,··· ,c)
k+1

converges to 0 as c→∞.
Suppose z ∈ Zl \ {0} for some l < k, with an integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nl)

such that snl+1(z) = 0. Then, choose another sequence m = (m1, · · · , mk−l−1) of length

k − l − 1 so that smk−l(z) 6= 0. By Lemma 2.18, s
(n,j,m)
k+1 (t)/j converges to tsnl+1(t)s

m

k−l(t) as
|j| → ∞. Thus, by the well-known fact that roots of a polynomial is a continuous function
of its coefficients (see [9] [13] for instance), we get a sequence of complex roots {zj}∞j=1

converging to z, where zj ∈ Zk is the corresponding root of s
(n,j,m)
k+1 (t).

Notice that zj 6= z is enough to conclude that z ∈ Z ′k, as desired. If zj = z for some
j ≥ 1, one has, by Proposition 2.17,

0 = s
(n,j,m)
k+1 (z)

= jzsnl+1(z)s
m

k−l(z)− (snl+1(z)s
(m2,··· ,mk−l−1)
k−l−1 (z) + snl (z)s

m

k−l(z))

= −snl (z)smk−l(z)
as snl+1(z) = 0. Since snl+1(z) and snl (z) cannot be zero simultaneously by the recursive
definition of sn, this implies smk−l(z) = 0, which contradicts our choice of m. This proves

Z ′k \ {0} ⊃
⋃k−1

l=1 (Zl \ {0}).
Conversely, suppose z ∈ Z ′k\{0}. Take a complex sequence {zj}∞j=1 in Zk which converges

to z, and consider nj = (nj
1, · · · , nj

k) for each j which is the integer sequence satisfying

sn
j

k+1(zj) = 0. Now, consider the sequence {nj
i}∞j=1 in terms of j for each i. Depending

on the value of lim supj→∞
∣

∣nj
i

∣

∣, either
∣

∣nj
i

∣

∣ → ∞ or {nj
i} is bounded, and we may take a

subsequence to assume nj
i = ni in the latter case. In particular, there is i1, · · · , im where

limj→∞
∣

∣

∣
nj
iq

∣

∣

∣
= ∞, and nj

i = ni is fixed for all the other i’s. Therefore, we can apply

the Lemma 2.18 to see that sn
j

k+1(t) converges to the product of s
(niq−1+1,··· ,niq )

iq−iq−1
(t)’s and tm.

Then, z = limj→∞ zj is a root of the product, by the aforementioned well-known fact of
the continuity of roots of polynomials. Further, the nonzero z cannot be a root of tm = 0,

so z should be a root of s
(niq−1+1,··· ,niq )

iq−iq−1
(t) = 0 for some 1 ≤ q ≤ m+1. In particular, z ∈ Zl

for l = iq − iq−1 < k. This shows Z ′k \ {0} ⊂
⋃k−1

l=1 (Zl \ {0}), finishing the proof. �
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Remark 2.20. As stated in Theorem A of the introduction, λ is a relation number if
and only if

√
−λ is a root of an n-Chebyshev polynomial snk+1(t) ∈ Z[t] for some nonzero

integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk). This result will be demonstrated in the next section.

Smilga [26] showed that (1+
√
5

2
)±2 and 2 ±

√
2 are obtained as accumulation points of

rational relation numbers. Since the corresponding n-sequences have constant length with
some ni →∞ in each case, we can apply Lemma 2.18 to show that they also are relation
numbers.

Finally, let’s consider the roots of snk+1(t) and T n

k+1(t) for some special sequences n. If
n = (1, 1, 1, · · · ), we get the classical Chebyshev polynomials, i.e.

snk+1(t) = Uk(
t

2
) =

k
∏

i=1

(t− 2 cos
i

k + 1
π) and T n

k (t) = 2Tk(
t

2
) =

k
∏

i=1

(t− 2 cos
2i− 1

2k
π).

The following is obtained by (i) and (iii) of Lemma 2.2, and will be used later.

Lemma 2.21. For n = (1,−1, 1,−1, · · · ),

sn2k(t) = t
k−1
∏

i=1

(−t2 − 4 cos2
i

2k
π) , T n

2k(t) =
k
∏

i=1

(−t2 − 4 cos2
2i− 1

4k
π)

and

sn2k+1(t) =
k
∏

i=1

(−t2 − 4 cos2
i

2k + 1
π) , T n

2k+1(t) = t
k
∏

i=1

(−t2 − 4 cos2
2i− 1

4k + 2
π)

for k ≥ 0.

3. Non-freeness of groups generated by two parabolic elements

Let X and Y be two parabolic elements in SL(2,C), i.e., trX = trY = 2, such that
XY 6= Y X . Then after conjugating if necessary, we may assume that

X =

(

1 1
0 1

)

and Y =

(

1 0
λ 1

)

= Yλ

where λ = 2− tr(XY −1), see [24].

Definition 3.1. Let Gλ be the subgroup of SL(2,C) generated by X and Yλ. The complex
number λ is called a free number if Gλ is a free group of rank 2. Otherwise, we say that λ
is non-free or a relation number.

Note that the terminology ‘relation number’ was introduced by Kim and Koberda [19].
Let Fx,y = 〈x, y〉 be a free group of rank two. If λ is a relation number, then there is a

nontrivial word of the form

w = xn1yn2xn3yn4 · · ·xn2m−1yn2m ∈ Fx,y
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for some integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2m) such that w(X, Yλ) is an identity matrix
in SL(2,C). (Note that either n1 or n2m is possibly zero.) So we denote w(X, Yλ) for each
integer sequence n by W (n) or W (n1, n2, · · · , n2m). That is,

W (n) =Xn1Y n2

λ Xn3Y n4

λ · · ·Xn2m−1Y n2m

λ

=

(

1 1
0 1

)n1
(

1 0
λ 1

)n2
(

1 1
0 1

)n3

· · ·
(

1 1
0 1

)n2m−1
(

1 0
λ 1

)n2m

.
(3.1)

Let w∗ be the word obtained from w by exchanging x with y, and W ∗(n) := w∗(X, Yλ),
that is,

W ∗(n) = Y n1
λ Xn2Y n3

λ Xn4 · · ·Y n2m−1

λ Xn2m

=

(

1 0
λ 1

)n1
(

1 1
0 1

)n2

· · ·
(

1 0
λ 1

)n2m−1
(

1 1
0 1

)n2m

.

Note that CXC−1 = Yλ and CYλC
−1 = X for C =

(

0 1
λ 0

)

, and thus

(3.2) W ∗(n) = CW (n)C−1.

Then we have the following which has already been proved for the case when ni ∈ {1,−1}
in [17].

Theorem 3.2. Let n be an integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2m) and λ = −u2. We have

(i) W (n) = (−1)m−1




−sn2m+1(u)
1

u
sn2m(u)

−usσ(n)2m (u) s
σ(n)
2m−1(u)





(ii) W ∗(n) = (−1)m−1
(

s
σ(n)
2m−1(u)

1

u
s
σ(n)
2m (u)

−usn2m(u) −sn2m+1(u)

)

Proof. Let W (n) =

(

W11 W12

W21 W22

)

.

(i) Since

W (n) =

(

1 1
0 1

)n1
(

1 0
λ 1

)n2
(

1 1
0 1

)n3

· · ·
(

1 1
0 1

)n2m−1
(

1 0
λ 1

)n2m

=

(

1 n1

0 1

)(

1 0
n2λ 1

)(

1 n3

0 1

)(

1 0
n4λ 1

)

· · ·
(

1 n2m−1
0 1

)(

1 0
n2mλ 1

)

=

(

n1 1
1 0

)(

n2λ 1
1 0

)(

n3 1
1 0

)(

n4λ 1
1 0

)

· · ·
(

n2m−1 1
1 0

)(

n2mλ 1
1 0

)

= M+(n1, n2λ, n3, n4λ, · · · , n2m−1, n2mλ)

=

(

K+
2m(n1, n2λ, · · · , n2m−1, n2mλ) K+

2m−1(n1, n2λ, · · · , n2m−2λ, n2m−1)
K+

2m−1(n2λ, n3 · · · , n2m−1, n2mλ) K+
2m−2(n2λ, n3, · · · , n2m−2λ, n2m−1)

)

,
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the statement is proved using Proposition 2.8 and (i) of Lemma 2.15 as follows:

W11 = K+
2m(n1, n2λ, n3, n4λ, · · · , n2m−2λ, n2m−1, n2mλ)

= (−1)mK2m(n1u, n2u, n3u · · · , n2m−1u, n2mu) = (−1)msn2m+1(u)

W12 = K+
2m−1(n1, n2λ, n3, n4λ, · · · , n2m−2λ, n2m−1)

= (−1)m−1 1
u
K2m−1(n1u, n2u, n3u · · · , n2m−1u) = (−1)m−1 1

u
sn2m(u)

W21 = K+
2m−1(n2λ, n3, n4λ, · · · , n2m−2λ, n2m−1, n2mλ)

= (−1)muK2m−1(n2u, n3u · · · , n2m−1u, n2mu) = (−1)musσ(n)2m (u)

W22 = K+
2m−2(n2λ, n3, n4λ, · · · , n2m−2λ, n2m−1)

= (−1)m−1K2m−2(n2u, n3u · · · , n2m−1u) = (−1)m−1sσ(n)2m−1(u)

(ii) By (3.2), we have

W ∗(n) = CW (n)C−1 =

(

W22 λ−1W21

λW12 W11

)

, C =

(

0 1
λ 0

)

.

This completes the proof.

�

Corollary 3.3. Let n be an integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2m) and λ = −u2. Then
we have

(i) Xn1Y n2
λ Xn3 · · ·Xn2m−1Y n2m

λ = (−1)m−1




−sn2m+1(u)
1

u
sn2m(u)

−usσ(n)2m (u) s
σ(n)
2m−1(u)





(ii) Xn1Y n2
λ Xn3 · · ·Xn2m−1 = (−1)m−1





sn2m−1(u)
1

u
sn2m(u)

us
σ(n)
2m−2(u) s

σ(n)
2m−1(u)





(iii) Y n1
λ Xn2Y n3

λ · · ·Y
n2m−1

λ = (−1)m−1
(

s
σ(n)
2m−1(u) −1

u
s
σ(n)
2m−2(u)

−usn2m(u) sn2m−1(u)

)

(iv) Y n1
λ Xn2Y n3

λ · · ·Y
n2m−1

λ Xn2m = (−1)m−1
(

s
σ(n)
2m−1(u)

1

u
s
σ(n)
2m (u)

−usn2m(u) −sn2m+1(u)

)

Proof. The identities (i) and (iv) are in Theorem 3.2, and from theses (ii) and (iii) are
obtained by letting n2m = 0. �

Lemma 3.4. For any integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nj), W (n) = Id if and only if
W ∗(n) = Id.

Proof. By (3.2), we have W ∗(n) = CW (n)C−1 for C =

(

0 1
λ 0

)

. Hence the statement

follows. �
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Corollary 3.5. If a nonzero complex number λ is a relation number, then the following
hold:

(i) There is a nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2k) such that W (n) =
Xn1Y n2

λ Xn3Y n4
λ · · ·Y n2k

λ = Id.
(ii) There is a nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2k+1) such that W (n) =

Xn1Y n2

λ Xn3Y n4

λ · · ·Y n2k
λ Xn2k+1 = Id.

Proof. Due to the non-freeness of λ, we can choose a a nonzero integer sequence n =
(n1, n2, · · · , nj) such that W (n) = Id. If j = 2i+ 1 then

Id = W (n)W ∗(n) = W (ñ) for ñ = (n1, n2, · · · , n2i+1, n1, n2, · · · , n2i+1),

and if j = 2i then

Id = W (n)W ∗(n) = W (n̄) for n̄ = (n1, n2, · · · , n2i + n1, n2, · · · , n2i).

Note that the sequence ñ is a nonzero integer sequence of even length, and the sequence
n̄ might be able to be reduced but the length of n̄ is odd whether or not reduced. This
completes the proof. �

We are now in a position to derive a necessary and sufficient condition for a complex
number λ to be a relation number, as stated in the introduction in Theorem A. First we
can prove the following results regarding the n-Chebyshev polynomial snk (t), a generalized
Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind.

Theorem 3.6. Let λ be a nonzero complex number. Then the followings are all equivalent:

(i) λ is a relation number.
(ii)
√
−λ is a root of an n-Chebyshev polynomial snk+1(t) ∈ Z[t] for some nonzero integer

sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk).
(iii)
√
−λ is a root of an n-Chebyshev polynomial sn2m(t) ∈ Z[t] for some nonzero integer

sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2m−1).

Proof. We first prove that (ii) and (iii) are equivalent. To do this, we just need to prove
the following:

snk (u) = 0 implies sn̄2k(u) = 0 for some integer sequence n̄.

Let n = (n1, · · · , nk−1). If we choose n̄ as n̄ = (n1, · · · , nk−1, 1, n1, · · · , nk−1), then sn̄2k(u) =
0 by Proposition 2.12. Actually Proposition 2.12 implies that any of the following can be
n̄ for any nonzero integer x:

(n, x,n), (n, x,−n), (n, x,←−n ), (n, x,−←−n ),

where ←−n = (nk−1, nk−2, · · · , n2, n1). This proves that (ii) and (iii) are equivalent. So it
suffices to show that a complex number λ is a relation number if and only if (iii) holds.

If λ is a relation number, then there exists a nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2m)
such that W (n) = Xn1Y n2

λ Xn3Y n4
λ · · ·Xn2m−1Y n2m

λ = Id by Corollary 3.5. This implies
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sn2m(
√
−λ) = 0, since

W (n) = (−1)m−1




−sn2m+1(
√
−λ) sn2m(

√
−λ)√
−λ

−
√
−λ s

σ(n)
2m (
√
−λ) s

σ(n)
2m−1(

√
−λ)





by Theorem 3.2. Conversely, if sn2m(
√
−λ) = 0, then

W (n) =

(

∗ 0
∗ ∗

)

by Theorem 3.2 again, and thus [WYλW
−1, Yλ] = Id by the Lemma 3.7 below, which

implies that Gλ is not a free group of rank 2 and thus λ is a relation number. �

Lemma 3.7 ([20]). Let A be a lower triangular matrix in SL(2,C). Then AYλA
−1 com-

mutes with Yλ for any λ ∈ C.

Proof. Let A =

(

a 0
b c

)

∈ SL(2,C). Then [AYλA
−1, Yλ] = Id follows from

AYλA
−1 =

(

a 0
b c

)(

1 0
λ 1

)(

c 0
−b a

)

=

(

1 0
c2λ 1

)

.

�

From the identity s
(←−n ,n)
2k+1 (t) = (−1)kvnk (t)vnk (−t) for any integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk)

in Proposition 2.16, we immediately obtain the following:

Corollary 3.8. A nonzero complex number λ is a relation number if
√
−λ is a root of

either vnk (t) or vnk (−t) for some integer sequence n and some integer k > 0.

Recall that vnk (t) and vnk (−t) are generalized Chebyshev polynomials of the third and

fourth kind, respectively. Now we show that all the roots of T n

k , T̃
n

k , and T̂ n

k , generalized
Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind, are also relation numbers, and vice versa.

Lemma 3.9. If a nonzero complex number λ is a relation number, then the following holds:

(i) There is a nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) such that

T̃ n

k (
√
−λ) = 0 = T̂ n

k (
√
−λ)

(ii) There is a nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) such that

T̃ n

k (
√
−λ) = ±2 and T̂ n

k (
√
−λ) = 0

Proof. Let λ = −u2. Since λ is a relation number, there are two integer sequences n =
(n1, n2, · · · , n2i+1) andm = (m1, m2, · · · , m2i) such that W (n) = Id = W (m) by Corollary
3.5. For the sequence n, we have

Id = W (n) = (−1)i




sn2i+1(u)
1

u
sn2i+2(u)

us
σ(n)
2i (u) s

σ(n)
2i+1(u)



 ,
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and this implies that

T̃ n

2i+1(u) = sn2i+2(u)− s
σ(n)
2i (u) = 0− 0 = 0

and
T̂ n

2i+1(u) = sn2i+2(u) + s
σ(n)
2i (u) = 0 + 0 = 0.

For the sequence m, we have

Id = W (m) = (−1)i−1




−sm2i+1(u)
1

u
sm2i (u)

−usσ(m)
2i (u) s

σ(m)
2i−1 (u)



 ,

and this implies that

T̃m

2i (u) = sm2i+1(u)− s
σ(m)
2i−1 (u) = (−1)i − (−1)i−1 = (−1)i2

and
T̂m

2i (u) = sm2i+1(u) + s
σ(m)
2i−1 (u) = (−1)i + (−1)i−1 = 0.

�

Lemma 3.10. For any integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2k+1), the following hold:

(i) W ∗(n) = W (n)−1 if and only if T̃ n

2k+1(u) = 0

(ii) W ∗(n) = W (−n)−1 if and only if T̂ n

2k+1(u) = 0

On the other hand, for n = (n1, n2, · · · , n2k), we have

W (n) = W (−n)−1 if and only if T̂ n

2k(u) = 0.

Proof. From

W ∗(n) = (−1)k
(

s
σ(n)
2k+1(u) −1

u
s
σ(n)
2k (u)

−usn2k+2(u) sn2k+1(u)

)

and

W (n)−1 = (−1)k




s
σ(n)
2k+1(u) −1

u
sn2k+2(u)

−usσ(n)2k (u) sn2k+1(u)





it is obvious that W ∗(n) = W (n)−1 if and only if T̃ n

2k+1(u) = sn2k+2(u)−sσ(n)2k (u) = 0. This
proves (i). (ii) and the last statement can also be similarly proven. �

Proposition 3.11. A nonzero complex number λ is a relation number if
√
−λ is a root

of any one of three polynomials: T n

k (t), T̃
n

k (t), and T̂ n

k (t), where n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) is a
nonzero integer sequence.

Proof. Let m = (n1, · · · , nk, nk−1, · · · , n1), m̃ = (n1, · · · , nk, n1, · · · , nk−1), and m̂ =

(n1, · · · , nk,−n1, · · · ,−nk−1). Then by Proposition 2.16, T n

k (t) | sm2k(t), T̃ n

k (t) | sm̃2k(t), and
T̂ n

k (t) | sm̂2k(t). Hence the statement follows from Theorem 3.6. �

From Lemma 2.5, Lemma 3.9, and Proposition 3.11, we have

Theorem 3.12. Let λ be a nonzero complex number. Then
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(i) λ is a relation number if and only if
√
−λ is a root of T n

k (t) for a nonzero integer
sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk).

(ii) λ is a relation number if and only if
√
−λ is a root of T̃ n

k (t) for a nonzero integer
sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk).

(iii) λ is a relation number if and only if
√
−λ is a root of T̂ n

k (t) for a nonzero integer
sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk).

Remark 3.13. Note that T̃ n

2k+1(u) corresponds to Bamberg polynomial in [2], since

W ∗(n) = CW (n)C−1

and
W ∗(n) = W (n)−1 if and only if T̃ n

2k+1(u) = 0

by Lemma 3.10. Similarly, one can show that T̂ n

2k+1(u) corresponds to Smilga polynomial
in [26].

On the other hand, T n

2k+1(t) is related to Jang-Kim polynomial discussed in [16]. To be
more precise, the polynomial pk(α) constructed in the proof of their main theorem can be
associated with our polynomial as follows:

pk(−t2) =
1

t
T n

2k+1(t), n = (1,−1, 1,−1, · · · ).

According to Lemma 2.21, we can express pk(α) as:

pk(α) =

k
∏

j=1

(α− 4 cos2
2j − 1

4k + 2
π)

The roots of pk(α), specifically 4 cos2 2j−1
4k+2

π, are all distinct relation numbers. Moreover, as
pointed in [16], these roots are accumulating relation numbers converging to 4 as k →∞.

Expanding upon Proposition 3.11, the following much more complicated polynomials
also produce relation numbers.

Theorem 3.14. Let n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) and m = (m1, m2, · · · ) be nonzero integer se-
quences. A nonzero complex number λ is a relation number if

√
−λ is a root of any one

of the following polynomials for j = 1, 2, · · · :
(i) Kj

(

T̃
(n,m1)
k+1 (t), · · · , T̃ (n,mj)

k+1 (t)
)

(ii) K2j

(

T
(n,m1)
k+1 (t), T

(←−n ,m2)
k+1 (t), · · · , T (←−n ,m2j)

k+1 (t)
)

(iii) K2j+1

(

T
(n,m1)
k+1 (t), T

(←−n ,m2)
k+1 (t), · · · , T (n,m2j+1)

k+1 (t)
)

(iv) K2j

(

T̂
(n,m1)
k+1 (t), T̂

(←−n ,m2)
k+1 (t), · · · , T̂ (←−n ,m2j)

k+1 (t)
)

(v) K2j+1

(

T̂
(n,m1)
k+1 (t), T̂

(←−n ,m2)
k+1 (t), · · · , T̂ (n,m2j+1)

k+1 (t)
)

.

Note that

T̃
(n,mi)
k+1 (t) = mits

n

k+1(t)− snk (t)− s
σ(n)
k (t) = s

(n,mi)
k+2 (t)− s

σ(n)
k (t)
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T̂
(n,mi)
k+1 (t) = mits

n

k+1(t)− snk (t) + s
σ(n)
k (t) = s

(n,mi)
k+2 (t) + s

σ(n)
k (t)

T
(n,mi)
k+1 (t) = mits

n

k+1(t)− 2snk (t) = s
(n,mi)
k+2 (t)− snk (t).

Proof. We get the statement by applying Proposition 2.14 to c = (n1t, · · · , nkt) and
(x1, x2, · · · ) = (m1t,m2t, · · · ). �

Remark 3.15. One can quickly check that
√
2,
√
−2, and

√
3 are relation numbers by

observing that

T̃
(1,−1,−1,−1)
4 (t) = −t4 + 2, T̃

(1,1,−1,−1)
4 (t) = t4 + 2

and

K2

(

T
(1,1,1)
3 (t), T

(1,1,−1)
3 (t)

)

= −t4 + 3

4. Rational relation numbers

It has been conjectured that every rational number q ∈ (−4, 4) is a relation number. In
this section, we present some explicit results in relation to this conjecture as consequences
of Theorem 3.6, (ii).

Definition 4.1. A nonzero complex number λ is called an l-step relation number if
sn2l+2(

√
−λ) = 0 for some integer sequence n.

This is equivalent to that sn2m+2(
√
−λ) = 0 for some m ∈ [0, l] and some integer sequence

n, since sn2k(
√
−λ) = 0 implies that sn

′

2k+2(
√
−λ) = 0 for any integer sequence n′ such that

n′i = ni (i ≤ 2k − 1), n′2k+1 = 0.

Note that this definition is consistent with that of Kim and Koberda [19]. In fact, they
defined l-step relation number as follows: A complex number λ is called an l-step relation
number if there exists a nontrivial word of the form w(x, y) = xn1yn2xn3yn4 · · ·xn2k+1 in a
free group F = 〈x, y〉, for some k ∈ [0, l], such that

w(X, Yλ) =

(

1 1
0 1

)n1
(

1 0
λ 1

)n2
(

1 1
0 1

)n3

· · ·
(

1 1
0 1

)n2k
(

1 0
λ 1

)n2k+1

is a lower-triangular matrix in SL(2,C). Note that every non-free number is an l-step
relation number for some l ≥ 0, and conversely, according to Lemma 3.7, every l-step
relation number is a non-free number having a word w(x, y) ∈ F of syllable length at most
8(l + 1) such that w(X, Yλ) = 1.

Note that −
√
−λ is also a root of sn2m(t) if

√
−λ is, since t|sn2m(t) and 1

t
sn2m(t) is an even

polynomial. The following observations are well-known.

Proposition 4.2. The following hold.

(i) If a complex number λ is an l-step relation number, so is −λ.
(ii) If λ is an l-step relation number, so is λ

r
for any nonzero integer r.

Proof. (i) The statement follows from

(

1 0
−λ 1

)−n
=

(

1 0
λ 1

)n

.
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(ii) The statement follows from

(

1 0
λ
r

1

)rn

=

(

1 0
λ 1

)n

.

�

Let us denote the set of complex numbers which are l-step relation numbers by R(l),
that is,

R(l) := {q ∈ C | q is an l-step relation number} = {q ∈ C | sn2l+2(
√−q) = 0 for some n},

and denote the set of rational numbers which are l-step relation numbers by R
(l)
Q , that is,

R
(l)
Q := R(l) ∩Q.

The following proposition characterizes the set of 1-step relation numbers.

Proposition 4.3. Let A
(1)
Q := {a+b

ab
| a, b, c ∈ Z \ {0}}. Then we have the following:

R(1) = R
(1)
Q = {a+ b

abc
| a, b, c ∈ Z \ {0}} = A

(1)
Q

Consequently, 1
r
and 2

r
are 1-step relation numbers for any nonzero integer r.

Proof. For any nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, n3),

sn4 (u) = u
(

n1n2n3u
2 − (n1 + n3)

)

and u is a nonzero root of sn4 (u) = 0 if and only if −u2 = − n1+n3

n1n2n3
, which implies that

n1+n3

n1n2n3
is an 1-step relation number for any integer sequence n = (n1, n2, n3, · · · ), and such

rational numbers of this form cover all 1-step relation numbers, that is,

R
(1)
Q = {a+ b

abc
| a, b, c ∈ Z \ {0}} = R(1).

By choosing c = 1, we obtain

A
(1)
Q = {a+ b

ab
| a, b, c ∈ Z \ {0}} ⊂ R

(1)
Q

and the identity
a + b

abc
=

ac+ bc

(ac)(bc)

implies R
(1)
Q ⊂ A

(1)
Q . Therefore we have R(1) = A

(1)
Q as desired. Since 1 is obtained by

choosing a = b = 2, and 2 is obtained by choosing a = b = 1,

1, 2 ∈ A
(1)
Q

and thus the last statement is proved. �

For 2-step relation numbers, we obtain some families of rational relation numbers by
factorizing sn6 (u).

Proposition 4.4. For arbitrary nonzero integers r, s, t, v, w, the following holds:

(i) 3
r
, r+s+t

rst
, r2s+tv2

r2stv+rstv2
∈ R

(2)
Q .
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(ii) r+w+t
rst
∈ R

(2)
Q if w|rs.

(iii) r+t+v+w
rst

∈ R
(2)
Q if vw | rst and rv + tv + tw = 0.

Proof. For any nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, n3, n4, n5),

sn6 (u) = u
(

n1n2n3n4n5u
4 − (n1n2n3 + n1n2n5 + n1n4n5 + n3n4n5)u

2 + (n1 + n3 + n5)
)

.

and thus u is a nonzero root of sn6 (u) = 0 if and only if λ = −u2 satisfies

n1n2n3n4n5λ
2 + (n1n2n3 + n1n2n5 + n1n4n5 + n3n4n5)λ+ (n1 + n3 + n5) = 0.

In the case when n1n2 = n4n5, we have

n1n2n3n4n5λ
2 + (n1n2n3 + n1n2n5 + n1n4n5 + n3n4n5)λ+ (n1 + n3 + n5)

= (n1n2λ+ 1)(n1n2n3λ+ n1 + n3 + n5).

So we have n1+n3+n5

n1n2n3
∈ R

(2)
Q under the condition of n5|n1n2. By choosing n1 = r, n2 =

s, n3 = t, n5 = w, we have the statement (ii),

r + w + t

rst
∈ R

(2)
Q if w|rs.

By choosing n1 = r, n2 = s = n5, n3 = t, we have r+s+t
rst

∈ R
(2)
Q . Since r+s+t

rst
= 3 for

r = s = t = 1, we also have 3 ∈ R
(2)
Q and thus 3

r
∈ R

(2)
Q by (ii) of Proposition 4.2.

Now we claim r2s+tv2

r2stv+rstv2
∈ R

(2)
Q , which completes the proof of (i). If we assume that

n1 + n3 + n5 = 0, then we have

n1n2n3n4n5λ
2 + (n1n2n3 + n1n2n5 + n1n4n5 + n3n4n5)λ+ (n1 + n3 + n5)

= n1n2n3n4n5λ

(

λ+
n1n2n3 + n1n2n5 + n1n4n5 + n3n4n5

n1n2n3n4n5

)

= n1n2n3n4n5λ

(

λ+
n2
1n2 + n4n

2
5

n1n2(n1 + n5)n4n5

)

,

Since we obtain
n2
1n2+n4n2

5

n1n2(n1+n5)n4n5
= r2s+tv2

r2stv+rstv2
by choosing n1 = r, n2 = s, n3 = −r − v, n4 =

t, n5 = v, the claim is proved.
By choosing n1 = r, n2 = s, n3 = t+ v, n4 =

rst
vw

, n5 = w, (iii) is proved as follows:

n1n2n3n4n5λ
2 + (n1n2n3 + n1n2n5 + n1n4n5 + n3n4n5)λ+ (n1 + n3 + n5)

= rst

(

rs+
rst

v

)

λ2 +

(

rs(t+ v + w) + (r + t+ v)
rst

v

)

λ+ r + t+ v + w

= (rstλ+ (r + t + v + w))

(

(rs+
rst

v
)λ+ 1

)

�

By applying (ii) of Proposition 4.4 to w = rs and t = 1, we have that 1 + 1
s
+ 1

rs
is a

relation number, and thus for any nonzero integer v, 1
v
(1 + 1

s
+ 1

rs
) = 1

v
+ 1

vs
+ 1

vrs
is also a

relation number by (ii) of Proposition 4.2 Hence we get the following.
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Corollary 4.5. For nonzero integers r, s, t, the following holds.

1

r
+

1

rs
+

1

rst
∈ R

(2)
Q

For 3-step relation numbers, we also obtain a family of rational relation numbers by
factorizing sn8 (u).

Proposition 4.6. For arbitrary nonzero integers r, s, t, v, w, we have

r + t+ v + w

rst
∈ R

(3)
Q

if rst = vw and r2s+ w2 + rst = (r + t)(v + w).

Proof. For any nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, n3, n4, n5, n6, n7),

sn8 (u) = u(u6n1n2n3n4n5n6n7− u4

∧
∑

i1:odd
i5≤7

ni1 · · ·ni5 + u2

∧
∑

i1:odd
i3≤7

ni1ni2ni3 − (n1+n3 +n5 +n7)),

and thus u is a nonzero root of sn8 (u) = 0 if and only if λ = −u2 satisfies

λ3n1n2n3n4n5n6n7 + λ2
∧
∑

i1:odd
i5≤7

ni1 · · ·ni5 + λ
∧
∑

i1:odd
i3≤7

ni1ni2ni3 + (n1 + n3 + n5 + n7) = 0.

Here
∧
∑

i1:odd
ik≤n

means the following:

∧
∑

i1:odd
ik≤m

: 0 < i1 < i2 < i3 < · · · < ik ≤ m, i2i+1 is odd, i2i is even

In fact,
∧
∑

i1:odd
ik≤m

ni1 · · ·nik is the sum of all possible products obtained by removing m−k
2

number

of the adjacent pairs njnj+1 from the full product n1n2 · · ·nm.
In the case when

(4.1) n1n2n3 = n5n6n7 and n2
1n2 + n6n

2
7 + n1n2n3 = (n1 + n3)n4(n5 + n7),

we have

λ3n1n2n3n4n5n6n7 + λ2
∧
∑

i1:odd
i5≤7

ni1 · · ·ni5 + λ
∧
∑

i1:odd
i3≤7

ni1ni2ni3 + (n1 + n3 + n5 + n7)

= (n1n2n3λ+ n1 + n3 + n5 + n7)
(

n4n5n6n7λ
2 + (n1n2 + n6n7)λ+ 1

)
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So n1+n3+n5+n7

n1n2n3
is a 3-step relation number under the condition (4.1). Hence we obtain the

statement by choosing n1 = r, n2 = s, n3 = t, n4 = 1, n5 = v, n6 = 1, n7 = w. �

Remark 4.7. Proposition 4.4 and Proposition 4.6 imply that for arbitrary nonzero integers
r, s, t, v, w satisfying either (i) vw | rst and rv+ tv+ tw = 0 or (ii) rst = vw and r2s+w2+
rst = (r + t)(v + w), we have

−4 <
r + t+ v + w

rst
< 4,

since any real number q ∈ R \ (−4, 4) can not be a relation number (see [5] and [25]).

5. Proof of Theorem B

Let u be a nonzero root of snk+1(t) for some integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk), and
let’s assume that sml+1(t) 6= 0 for any integer sequence m if l < k. In this section, we show
that such an integer sequence lies within a bounded region in Zk, implying the existence
of Ni, i = 1, 2, · · · , k, such that |ni| ≤ Ni for each i. This proves Theorem B stated in
the introduction. For this purpose, we first consider the following well-known generalized
continued fraction.

Definition 5.1. Let C̄ = C ∪ {∞} and λ be a nonzero complex number. A λ-weighted
continued fraction of length k + 1 is a multivariate rational function from Zk+1 to C̄

[n0;n1, n2, · · · , nk]1/λ := n0 +
1/λ

n1 +
1/λ

n2 +
1/λ

· · ·+ 1/λ

nk

∈ C̄.

For an integer sequence, n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) ∈ Zk, we simply denote [0;n1, · · · , nk]1/λ
by [n] = [n1, n2, · · · , nk]. Let [ ] := 0 for the empty sequence. For example, [n] = [n1] =

1/λ
n1

when k = 1.

Proposition 5.2. Let n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) ∈ Zk. Then we have

(i) [n1, n2, · · · , nk] = −
s
σ(n)
k (u)

usnk+1(u)
, [nk, nk−1, · · · , n1] = −

snk (u)

usnk+1(u)
(ii) snk+1(u) = 0 if and only if [n] =∞.

Proof. We can prove the two identities in (i) by induction using the recursion

nkus
n

k(u)− snk−1(u) = snk+1(u).

For example, for k = 1,

[n] = [n1] =
1/λ

n1

= − sn1 (u)

usn2 (u)
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and if we assume that the statement holds for all k < l, then the case k = l is also proved
by the induction hypothesis as follows.

[nl, nl−1, · · · , n1] =
1/λ

nl + [nl−1, nl−2, · · · , n1]

=
− 1

u2

nl −
snl−1(u)

usnl (u)

=
− 1

u
snl (u)

nlusnl (u)− snl−1(u)
= − snl (u)

usnl+1(u)
.

This proves the second identity of (i), and the first identity can also be proved using the
identity snk+1(u) = s

←−
n

k+1(u) derived from (iii) of Lemma 2.7 and (i) of Lemma 2.15.
As we have seen earlier, snk+1(u) and snk (u) cannot be zero simultaneously due to the

recursive definition of sn. Similarly, snk+1(u) and s
σ(n)
k (u) cannot be zero simultaneously.

Consequently, (ii) directly follows from (i).
�

Remark 5.3. Kim-Koberda showed in [19] that a nonzero complex number λ is a re-
lation number if and only if there exists n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) ∈ (Z \ {0})k such that
[nk, nk−1, · · · , n1] = ∞ for some k ≥ 2 or [nk, nk−1, · · · , n1] = [nk′, nk′−1, · · · , n1] for some
k > k′ ≥ 2. In fact, in the latter case, it can be proven using Lemma 2.3 and Proposition
2.17 that

[n1, n2, · · · , nk′−1, nk′ − nk,−nk−1, · · · ,−n1] =∞.

Proposition 2.17 allows us to rewrite an equation sn(u) = 0 in terms of λ-weighted
continued fractions as follows, which is needed to prove Theorem B.

Lemma 5.4. For an integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) and for each i = 1, 2, · · · , k,
snk+1(u) = 0 if and only if

ni = −([ni−1, · · · , n1] + [ni+1, · · · , nk]) or [ni−1, · · · , n1] = [ni+1, · · · , nk] =∞.

Similarly,

T̃ n

k (u) = 0⇔ ni = − ([ni+1 · · ·nk, n1, · · · , ni−1] + [ni−1, · · · , n1, nk, · · · , ni+1])

or [ni+1 · · ·nk, n1, · · · , ni−1] = [ni−1, · · · , n1, nk, · · · , ni+1] =∞
and

T̂ n

k (u) = 0⇔ ni = [ni+1 · · ·nk,−n1, · · · ,−ni−1]− [−ni−1, · · · ,−n1, nk, · · · , ni+1]

or [ni+1 · · ·nk,−n1, · · · ,−ni−1] = [−ni−1, · · · ,−n1, nk, · · · , ni+1] =∞.

Proof. For each i, we have

sn(u) = nius
nL(u)snR(u)− snL′ (u)snR(u)− snL(u)snR′ (u)(5.1)

= snL(u)s(ni,nR)(u)− snL′ (u)snR(u)(5.2)
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by (i) of Proposition 2.17 or by the Euler identity (Proposition 2.10). If none of snL(u)
and snR(u) is zero, then sn(u) = 0 if and only if

ni =
snL′ (u)

usnL(u)
+

snR′ (u)

usnR(u)

= −([ni−1, · · · , n1] + [ni+1, · · · , nk])

by (5.1). For considering a case snL(u) = 0 or snR(u) = 0, note that (5.2) implies that
if two of sn(u), snL(u) and snR(u) are zero then the other must be zero. For example, if
sn(u) and snL(u) are zero, then snL′ (u) cannot be zero by the definition of snL(u); so it
implies that snR(u) = 0. This completes the proof for the statement for sn(u). One can

show the statements for T̃ n

k and T̂ n

k by applying similar, but much simpler, arguments to
(iii) and (iv) of Proposition 2.17. �

For the proof of the Theorem B, we need to extend the domain of λ-weighted continued
fractions to include infinity as below.

Lemma 5.5. Consider Z̄ = Z ∪ {∞} as a subset of C̄. Suppose sml+1(u) 6= 0 for any
sequence m ∈ (Z \ {0})l of length l < k. Then, n 7→ [n] is contiuously well-defined on
(Z̄ \ {0})k. Furthermore, we have [nL,∞,nR] = [nL].

Proof. We will show the following by induction on k.

• [m] 6=∞ for a sequence m of length l < k.
• n 7→ [n] is well-defined on (Z̄ \ {0})k.
• [nL,∞,nR] = [nL].

This is clear for k = 1. For k > 1, we first show [m] 6=∞ for a sequence m of length l < k.
If m does not contain infinity, this can be derived from sml+1(u) 6= 0. Otherwise, one has

[m] = [mL,∞,mR] = [mL] 6=∞
by induction hypothesis. This shows the well-definedness of [n] as well, considering

[n] = [n1,nR] = [n1 + [nR]]

and nR has length k − 1 < k. Finally, we can check by computation that

[nL,∞,nR] = [nL,∞+ [nR]] = [nL]

holds. �

Proof of Theorem B. It suffices to only consider sequences of nonzero integers, since we
can replace n into a shorter sequence by using Lemma 2.3 if n contains a zero. Suppose
that n is such a sequence which satisfies snk+1(u) = 0 with minimal length. By Lemma 5.4,
we obtain

|ni| = |[ni−1, · · · , n1] + [ni+1, · · · , nk]|
≤ max

m1,··· ,mi−1∈Z̄\{0}
|[mi−1, · · · , m1]|+ max

mi+1,··· ,mk∈Z̄\{0}
|[mi+1, · · · , mk]| <∞.(5.3)

Consequently, we have a bound Ni of the sequence where |ni| ≤ Ni. Therefore, this implies
that there could be only finitely many such sequences for a given λ and k. �
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Remark that similar approach could be applied to T̃ , T̂ and T to obtain a bound of n
satisfying T̃ n(u) = 0, etc. In the case of T , T (n1,··· ,nk) = 2 s(n1,··· ,nk−1,nk/2) by Lemma 2.5,

so the same argument as for snk+1 applies to it. Bounds of such n for T̃ , T̂ can be obtained
as follows.

Proposition 5.6. An integer sequence of length k, n, satisfying T̃ n(u) = 0 (or T̂ n(u) = 0),
lies within the range |ni| ≤ max

m∈(Z̄\{0})k−1

∣

∣[m] + [←−m]
∣

∣(or max
m∈(Z̄\{0})k−1

∣

∣[m]− [←−m]
∣

∣, respec-

tively), provided that sml+1(u) 6= 0 for any sequence m of length l < k.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem B, we have the λ-weighted continued fraction well-
defined on (Z̄ \ {0})k, with corresponding maximum for each length l ≤ k. Recall that in
Lemma 5.4, each such a sequence satisfies these conditions:

T̃ n(u) = 0 ⇔ ni = −[nR,nL]− [←−nL,
←−
nR],

T̂ n(u) = 0 ⇔ ni = [nR,−nL]− [−←−nL,
←−nR].

In both cases, we obtain

|ni| ≤ max
nL,nR

∣

∣∓[nR,±nL]− [±←−nL,
←−nR]
∣

∣

from which the desired conclusion follows. �

6. Algorithms for relation numbers

In this section, we prove Theorem C by establishing an exhaustive algorithm to find a
nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) of a given length k satisfying snk+1(

√
−λ) = 0

for a given λ ∈ C assuming k is the minimal such length. Using the fact that snk+1(u) = 0
if and only if [n] = ∞ (Proposition 5.2), our exhaustive algorithm is designed to find the
shortest nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) satisfying [n] = ∞ by inductively
computing the maximum absolute value Mi of λ-weighted continued fractions for each
increasing length i and checking whether Mi equals to ∞ or not.

We first introduce an exhaustive algorithm for real λ ∈ R, and then we discuss an
extension of the algorithm to the complex case, i.e., for λ ∈ C, with a few modifications.
We also present a modified version, called the greedy algorithm, designed for practical
purpose for finding an n-sequence more easily, but not necessarily shortest.

For this purpose, we introduce the following terminologies.

Definition 6.1. For λ = −u2 ∈ C, the minimal u-degree of λ, mindegu(λ), is the minimal
length k of a nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) such that snk+1(u) = 0. If there
is no such n, then mindegu(λ) :=∞.

Definition 6.2. For a fixed nonzero complex λ and a positive integer k, the k-th maximum
absolute value of λ-weighted continued fraction, valued in R>0 ∪ {∞}, is defined as

Mk(λ) :=

{

∞ if snj+1(u) = 0 for some n of length j < k,

max {|[n]| |n ∈ (Z̄ \ {0})k} otherwise,

and let M0(λ) := 0.
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Note that the minimum k such that Mk(λ) =∞ is the same as mindegu(λ). We use the
shorthand notation Mk for Mk(λ) whenever λ is well-understood.

Let k0 = mindegu(λ). Consider a sequence

(0 = M0,M1,M2, · · · ,Mk0−1,Mk0 =∞)(6.1)

which might be an infinite sequence when k0 = ∞. By Lemma 5.5, [n1, n2, · · · , nk] =
[n1, n2, · · · , nk,∞] ≤ Mk+1 for k < k0, and that the above sequence is an increasing
sequence, i.e., if k0 <∞

0 = M0 < M1 ≤M2 ≤ · · · ≤ Mk0−1 < Mk0 =∞.

Remark that k0 < ∞ if and only if λ is a relation number. For λ ∈ R, it suffices to
consider only positive λ since Mk(λ) = Mk(−λ). Note that

[n1, n2, n3, · · · , nk]−1/λ = [−n1, n2,−n3, · · · , (−1)knk]1/λ(6.2)

from the definition. The following proposition offers a more simplified understanding of
the sequence (6.1) when λ is a real number.

Proposition 6.3. Let k0 ∈ N ∪ {∞} be the minimal u-degree of a nonzero real λ. Then,
for all positive integer k ≤ k0,

Mk = max{|[n1, n2, · · · , nk]| |n1, n2, · · · , nk ∈ Z \ {0}},
i.e., Mk is attained with ni 6=∞ for all i = 1, 2, · · · , k, and furthermore Mk−1 < Mk.

Proof. Fix a nonzero real λ and u ∈
√
−1 R such that λ = −u2. We may consider [n] as a

rational function from Rk to R̄ = R∪ {∞}; [n] can be written as t(n1, t(n2, · · · t(nk, 0) · · · )
where t(z, w) = 1

λ
· 1

z+w
and ∂

∂z
t(z, w) = ∂

∂w
t(z, w) = −λ(t(z, w))2. One can directly

calculate

∂

∂ni
[n] =

i
∏

j=1

(−λ[nj , nj+1, · · · , nk]
2) 6= 0.

The fact that the above expression is not zero arises from each term [nj , nj+1, · · · , nk] being
nonzero, which is ensured by Proposition 5.2 and the assumption of minimal u-degree,

ensuring that s
(nj+1,··· ,nk)
k−j+1 (u) 6= 0. Moreover, by Proposition 2.17,

[n] = −1

u
· nius

σ(nL)
i−1 (u)snR

k−i+1(u)− (s
σ(nL′ )
i−2 (u)snR

k−i+1(u) + s
σ(nL)
i−1 (u)s

nR′

k−i(u))

nius
nL

i (u)snR

k−i+1(u)− (s
nL′

i−1(u)s
nR

k−i+1(u) + snL

i (u)s
nR′

k−i(u))
(6.3)

(note that sn−1(u) = −1)

=















1/λ

n1 + [n2, · · · , nk]
, i = 1

[n1, · · · , ni−1] ·
ni + [ni−1, · · · , n2] + [ni+1, · · · , nk]

ni + [ni−1, · · · , n1] + [ni+1, · · · , nk]
, i ≥ 2.
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In other words, [n] is a rational function of ni = x with numerator and denominator both
polynomials of degree ≤ 1, which has a singular point

x∞ = −([ni−1, · · · , n1] + [ni+1, · · · , nk])(6.4)

In particular, one can always choose one of nearest integers to the singular point (which
might be the point itself), saymi, to maximize the absolute value with |[n1, · · · , mi, · · · , nk]| ≥
|[n1, · · · , ni, · · · , nk]| for all ni ∈ Z \ {0}. See Figure 1 below.

mi

x∞

y = [n1, · · · , ni−1]

O

y = [n]

x

y

Figure 1. Graph of y = [n] as a function of x = ni along with its asymptotic
line y = [n1, · · · , ni−1], when i is even.

Taking i = k + 1, one has mk+1 ∈ Z \ {0} satisfying
(6.5) |[n1, · · · , nk]| < |[n1, · · · , nk, mk+1]|
considering the behavior when |nk+1| → ∞, with other nj ’s being finite. Suppose that Mk

is attained at n and let say ni is the leftmost argument which is ∞. By Proposition 5.5
and the above argument, we have mi+1 ∈ Z \ {0} such that

Mk = [n1, · · · , ni−1,∞, ni+1, · · · , nk] = [n1, · · · , ni−1] < [n1, · · · , ni−1, mi] ≤ Mi,

leading to a contradiction. Therefore, Mk is always attained at a finite integer sequence of
length k. Lastly, (6.5) shows that Mk is a strictly increasing sequence. �

Note that a singular point of a rational function (6.3) lies in the range (5.3) and the
nearest integer points to this singular point are candidates for maximizing |[n]|.
Proposition 6.4. Let λ be a nonzero real number and k0 be its minimal u-degree. For
k ≤ k0, each Mk is attained by a nonzero integer sequence n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) satisfying

|ni + [ni−1, · · · , n1] + [ni+1, · · · , nk]| < 2.
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In particular,

|ni + [ni−1, · · · , n1]| < Mk−i + 2

for all i = 1, 2, · · · , k.
Proof. Let us apply induction on k. Note that

|[n1]| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

λn1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

|λ| = M1

for all n1 ∈ Z \ {0}. Hence, M1 is obtained when |n1| = 1 < M0 + 2.
It suffices to prove for k > 1. We will consider [n] to be a function of ni only, and fix

all the other nj ’s. To emphasize this, denote f(x) := [n1, · · · , ni−1, x, ni+1, · · · , nk]. Note
that x∞ is the singular point of f(x). Then, take li, ri to be the floor and ceiling of x∞,
respectively. If the singular point x∞ is a nonzero integer, one has Mk =∞ obtained from
the nonzero integer sequence (n1, · · · , nk) with ni = x∞. Otherwise, li < x∞ < ri and so

{

f(ri) ≤ f(m) ≤ f(li) if i is even

f(li) ≤ f(m) ≤ f(ri) if i is odd
⇒ |f(m)| ≤ max {|f(ri)| , |f(li)|}

for all m ∈ Z \ {0}. If one of li or ri equals to zero, then one may take li = −1 and ri = 1
instead without violating any of the inequalities above. As a consequence, if Mk is obtained
by n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) then nonzero ni must be either li or ri for each i = 1, 2, · · ·k. �

Following the proof of Proposition 6.4, we can calculate a sequence (0 = M0,M1,M2, · · · )
in a stepwise manner. Start with M1 = 1

|λ| , then determine M2 by computing the maxi-

mum of |[n1, n2]| among nonzero integer sequences n within the range |n1| < M1 + 2 and
|n2 + [n1]| < M0+2 = 2. If M2 =∞ is obtained by one of the sequences, then the sequence
should satisfy sn3 (u) = 0. Otherwise, find M3 by calculating the maximum of |[n1, n2, n3]|
within a range |n1| < M2+2, |n2 + [n1]| < M1+2, and |n3 + [n2, n1]| < M0+2, and repeat
this procedure. Fortunately, one might skip the initial steps by the following proposition.

Proposition 6.5. Let λ be a fixed nonzero real number. If Mk ≤ 1 for some positive
integer k, then

Mk+1 =

{

[1,−1, 1, · · · , (−1)k] if λ > 0,

[−1,−1,−1, · · · ,−1] if λ < 0.

Proof. Let λ = −u2 ∈ R>0 and let us prove the statement by induction. First, note
that M1 = [1] as checked in the proof of Proposition 6.4. Assume the statement holds
for k − 1 and Mk ≤ 1. Then, by Proposition 6.3, Mk−1 < Mk ≤ 1 so that Mk =
[1,−1, 1, · · · , (−1)k−1] by the induction hypothesis. Since |[n2, · · · , nk+1]| ≤ 1 for all
nonzero integer sequence n,

[n1, n2, · · · , nk+1] =
1

λ
· 1

n1 + [n2, · · · , nk+1]

is maximized when n1 = 1 and [n2, · · · , nk+1] is closest to −1 which is the case that
[n2, · · · , nk+1] = −Mk = [−1, 1, · · · , (−1)k] by the induction hypothesis (note that −[n] =
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[−n]). Therefore, Mk+1 = [1,−1, · · · , (−1)k]. The statement for λ < 0 follows directly
from (6.2). �

Now we describe a structure for an algorithm which checks whether a given positive
real λ is a relation number or not by combining Proposition 6.4 and 6.5: First, calculate
[1,−1, · · · , (−1)k] until it exceeds 1. Suppose thatMk′−1 ≤ 1 < Mk′ = [1,−1, · · · , (−1)k′−1]
for some k′ > 0. Let k = k′ + 1 and calculate |[n1, n2, · · · , nk]| for all n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk)
satisfying

|n1| < Mk−1 + 2

|n2 + [n1]| < Mk−2 + 2

|n3 + [n2, n1]| < Mk−3 + 2

...

|nk + [nk−1, nk−2, · · · , n1]| < M0 + 2 = 2.

If there exists a sequence with [n] =∞ in the above range, then we have Mk =∞ and the
algorithm terminates. Otherwise, let Mk be the maximum value among calculations, and
repeat the process after increasing k by 1. See Algorithm 1 for the pseudocode.

Unfortunately, reliance of Algorithm 1 on nested k-loops becomes a serious drawback
when the algorithm slows down considerably for large k. In particular, we experimentally
observed an exponential growth tendency in Mk as k increases. For example, a sequence
of maximum absolute values for λ = 27

8
is as follows.

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 · · ·

Mk 8

27

8

19

152

297

88

145

1160

1539

456

379

3032

2079

6680

953

140680

243

563336

19
· · ·

Table 1. A maximum absolute values of 27/8-weighted continued fractions

In this context, mindegu(λ) reflects difficulty of deciding whether a given λ is a relation
number or not. The following statement, which is a generalization of the well-known fact
that λ ≥ 4 cannot be a relation number, illustrates that the difficulty increases as λ gets
closer to 4.

Proposition 6.6. If λ is a real number such that |λ| ≥ 4 cos2(π/(n+ 1)) for some n > 1,
then the minimal u-degree of λ is greater than or equal to n. The equality holds only if
λ = ±4 cos2(π/(n+1)). In particular, 4 cos2(π/(2l+2)) is the largest l-step relation number
among real numbers.
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Algorithm 1 Exhaustive algorithm (for λ > 0)

1: k ← 0, M0 ← 0
2: while Mk ≤ 1 do

3: n← (+1,−1, · · · , (−1)k)
4: Mk+1 ← [n], k ← k + 1

5: if Mk =∞ then

6: return n

7: else

8: while Mk <∞ do

9: for n1 ∈ (Z \ {0}) ∩ (−(Mk−1 + 2), (Mk−1 + 2)) do
10: for n2 ∈ (Z \ {0}) ∩ (−[n1]− (Mk−2 + 2), −[n1] + (Mk−2 + 2)) do

11:
...

12: for nk−1 ∈ (Z \ {0}) ∩ (−[nk−2, · · · , n1]− (M1 + 2),
−[nk−2, · · · , n1] + (M1 + 2)) do

13: m← −[nk−1, · · · , n1]
14: if m ∈ Z \ {0} then
15: nk ← m
16: return n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk)
17: else

18: l ← ⌊m⌋ and r ← ⌈m⌉
19: if l = 0 or r = 0 then

20: l ← −1, r ← 1

21: Mk ← max {Mk, |[n1, · · · , nk−1, l]| , |[n1, · · · , nk−1, r]}|

Proof. It is enough to consider for λ > 0. By Lemma 2.21, one can calculate that, for all
k > 0,

[1,−1, 1, · · · , (−1)k−1] = − snk (u)

usnk+1(u)
= λ

(−1)k−1
2

qk(λ)

qk+1(λ)

where n = (1,−1, 1,−1, · · · ) and qk(α) is a monic polynomial whose roots are 4 cos2( 1
k
π),

4 cos2( 2
k
π), · · · , 4 cos2( ⌊k/2⌋

k
π) except 4 cos2(π/2)(= 0). With the assumption of the state-

ment, we have Fk := [1,−1, 1, · · · , (−1)k−1] > 0 and 0 < Fk−1 < 1 for k = 2, 3, · · · , n since
Fk = [1− Fk−1] > 0. Finally, Proposition 6.5 implies that Mn(= [1,−1, 1, · · · , (−1)n−1]) is
∞ only if λ = 4 cos2(π/(n+ 1)). �

Thereby, a rational number (4q−1)/q poses a significant challenge when deciding whether
it is a relation number or not. In our experiments, Algorithm 1 terminates within a few
minutes for q = 1, 2, 3. However, for q > 3 the Algorithm failed to produce results for
hours. We dealt with such cases by applying heuristics to obtain a ‘greedy algorithm’.

The greedy algorithm selects small search range with the intuition earned in the ex-
haustive algorithm. Notice that in Algorithm 1, the search range of ni ≈ [n1, · · · , ni−1] +
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Algorithm 2 Greedy algorithm

1: function ContinuantZero(λ, N , W , k)
2: for n1 ∈ (Z \ {0}) ∩ [−W,W ] do
3: for n2 ∈ (Z \ {0}) ∩ [−[n1]1/λ −W,−[n1]1/λ +W ] do
4: for n3 ∈ (Z \ {0}) ∩ [−[n2, n1]1/λ −W,−[n2, n1]1/λ +W ] do

5:
...

6: for nN ∈ (Z \ {0}) ∩ [−[nN−1, · · · , n1]1/λ −W,−[nN−1, · · · , n1]1/λ +W ]
do

7: for i ∈ [N + 1, k] do
8: m← −[ni−1, · · · , n1]1/λ
9: ni ← Round(m)
10: if ni = 0 then

11: ni ← 1

12: if m ∈ Z \ {0} then
13: return n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk)

14: return fail

[nk, · · · , ni+1] is based around the previous continued fraction [n1, · · · , ni−1]. Moreover,
the right-hand side continued fraction [nk, · · · , ni+1] is found to be often smaller than 1.
This phenomenon suggests a heuristic of taking narrow search range around this point. To
be precise, we consider the following range as in Algorithm 2:

{

|ni − [n1, · · · , ni−1]| ≤Wλ, 1 ≤ i ≤ Nλ

ni = round([n1, · · · , ni−1]), Nλ < i ≤ k.

The values of Wλ and Nλ are taken through experiments. In the case of rational λ = p/q,
we found that Wp/q = q and Np/q = 5 or 6 works well. With such an appropriate Wλ and
Nλ, this algorithm yields n-sequences for most of small rational λ values.

Our results are listed in the form of an additional file for q < 23, which gives the desired
sequences for all such p/q except for

51

13
,
67

17
,
74

19
,
75

19
,
83

21
,
87

22

and the result for q = 13 is given in Table 2 as a sample. For each λ = p
13
, we keep a record

of n such that snk+1(u) = 0, and we designate k, the length of n, as the minimal u-degree
of λ if n is found by Algorithm 1. Otherwise, k serves as an upper bound for the minimal
u-degree. The lower bound is given by Proposition 6.6.

Exhaustive algorithm for λ ∈ C.

The process of finding maximum of the continued fraction can be extended to complex
λ as well, with a few adjustments. Given λ ∈ C, we will fix nL and compute

MnL

k := max
ni,nR

|[nL, ni,nR]| .
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λ (= −u2) d := mindegu(λ) n = (n1, n2, · · · , nk) such that snk+1(u) = 0
1/13 2 (−13, 1)
2/13 3 (13,−7, 1)
3/13 3 (13, 4,−1)
4/13 3 (13, 3,−1)
5/13 5 (−13, 8,−9,−1, 2)
6/13 3 (13, 2,−1)
7/13 3 (13,−2, 1)
8/13 5 (13,−5, 9,−1, 2)
9/13 5 (13,−3, 1,−3, 13)
10/13 5 (−13, 4, 4, 1,−1)
11/13 5 (1,−1,−13,−1, 1)
12/13 3 (13, 1,−1)
14/13 3 (13,−1, 1)
15/13 5 (1,−1, 13,−1, 1)
16/13 5 (13, 4,−1, 1, 52)
17/13 5 (13, 29, 1,−1, 3)
18/13 7 (1,−1, 3,−1− 1, 7,−39)
19/13 5 (13, 2,−1, 1, 26)
20/13 5 (13,−2, 1,−1, 26)
21/13 5 (−39, 6,−1, 1,−2)
22/13 7 (2, 26, 1,−1, 2,−1, 39)
23/13 7 (1, 65, 1,−1, 1, 2,−26)
24/13 5 (−26, 3, 1,−1, 1)
25/13 5 (13, 1,−1, 1, 13)
27/13 5 (13,−1, 1,−1, 13)
28/13 7 (1,−13, 1, 3,−1, 1,−1)
29/13 9 (1,−2, 13,−3, 1,−1, 1,−9, 13)
30/13 7 (13, 3,−2, 1,−1, 1,−130)
31/13 9 (3,−13, 3,−1, 2,−1, 1,−1, 611)
32/13 9 (2,−299, 1,−1, 1,−1,−1,−1,−195)
33/13 9 (13,−2, 9, 1,−1, 1,−1,−6,−52)
34/13 5 (104, 1,−1, 1,−1)
35/13 7 (52,−4, 1,−1, 1,−1,−299)
36/13 7 (104, 19, 1,−1, 1,−1, 2)
37/13 9 (13, 7,−2, 1,−1, 1,−1, 4, 65)
38/13 12 ≤ d ≤ 151 (1, 1, 1, · · · , 43, 1, 13)
40/13 11 (2,−6,−11, · · · ,−3,−1040,−1346)
41/13 13 ≤ d ≤ 125 (1, 1, 1, · · · , 11,−6,−13)
42/13 9 (13, 1,−1, 1,−1, 1,−1,−13,−94)
43/13 13 ≤ d ≤ 127 (1, 1, 1, · · · , 1, 1, 39)
44/13 14 ≤ d ≤ 165 (1, 1, 1, · · · , 1,−8, 13)
45/13 14 ≤ d ≤ 175 (1, 1, 1, · · · ,−1, 78,−3)
46/13 15 ≤ d ≤ 125 (1, 1, 1, · · · , 17,−1, 26)
47/13 15 ≤ d ≤ 107 (1, 1, 1, · · · ,−25,−13, 2)
48/13 17 ≤ d ≤ 117 (1, 1, 1, · · · ,−7, 13,−2)
49/13 18 ≤ d ≤ 95 (1, 1,−1, · · · , 320, 13,−7)
50/13 21 ≤ d ≤ 147 (1, 1, 7, · · · ,−4,−5,−52)
51/13 29 ≤ d Unknown

Table 2. A combined result of the exhaustive and greedy algorithm for
rational λ whose denominator is 13
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As we will see later, this can be determined as MnL

k = maxni∈Ni
M

(nL,ni)
k where the finite

candidate set Ni depends on nL = (n1, · · · , ni−1). Then, maximum over all n in (Z̄ \ {0})k
is obtained as Mk = M

()
k = maxn1∈N1 M

(n1)
k = maxn1∈N1 maxn2∈N2(n1)M

(n1,n2)
k = · · · . This

can be determined similar to the exhaustive algorithm for real λ.
Recall that for i ≥ 2, one has

[n] = [n1, · · · , ni−1] ·
ni + [ni−1, · · · , n2] + [ni+1, · · · , nk]

ni + [ni−1, · · · , n1] + [ni+1, · · · , nk]
= [nL]

(

1− D

ni − x∞

)

by denoting D := [ni−1, · · · , n1] − [ni−1, · · · , n2]; x∞ is the singular point given as x∞ =
−([ni−1, · · · , n1] + [ni+1, · · · , nk]). Remark that the singular point is a complex number,
so it might not lie on R. Then for fixed nL, one has

MnL

k = max
ni,nR

|[n]| = |[nL]D| ·max
ni,nR

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

D
− 1

ni − x∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Meanwhile, if i = 1, we may take x∞ = −[n2, · · · , nk] and D =∞ so that

M
()
k = max

n1,nR

|[n1,nR]| = max
n1,nR

∣

∣

∣

∣

1/λ

n1 + [nR]

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
1

|λ| max
n1,nR

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

∞ −
1

n1 − x∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

In particular, for any i, MnL

k is obtained when |D−1 − (ni − x∞)−1| is maximal.
First, we will compute xmax ∈ R̄ which maximizes |[nL, x,nR]|.

Lemma 6.7. Let x∞ = a + b
√
−1, and suppose D / (2b

√
−1) 6= 0,−1. Then, (x 7→

|[nL, x,nR]|) : R̄ = R∪ {∞} → [0,∞] has a unique local maximum at x = xmax ∈ R̄, given
as

xmax − a =















− |D||D+2b
√
−1|−〈D,D+2b

√
−1〉

2Re(D)
, D 6=∞,Re(D) 6= 0

∞, D/(2b
√
−1) ∈ (−1, 0)

0, D/(2b
√
−1) ∈ R̄ \ (−1, 0)

,

where 〈−,−〉 is a R-bilinear form given by 〈c+ d
√
−1, c′ + d′

√
−1〉 = cc′ + dd′.

Proof. Consider that the Möbius transformation ϕ(z) = z−1 sends R̄ − x∞ to a line or a
circle. When it is mapped to a line, R̄−x∞ should pass through the origin, so xmax = x∞ ∈
R obtains the maximum ∞; one can check this matches the desired conclusion. Hence, it
is enough to show for the general case where ϕ(R̄ − x∞) is a circle passing through the
origin.
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0R

C−1

R− x∞

M X

D

C

0

ϕ(R− x∞)

X−1

M−1

D−1

C

X−1 = 0

ϕ(R− x∞)
M−1

D−1

Figure 2. Left: R− x∞ and relevant points before transformation.
Middle, Right: After transformation ϕ; figure on right depicts the special
case where D−1 lies on

√
−1R above C.

Note we can identify the circle’s center C ∈ C as follows. Let M = − Im(x∞)
√
−1, an

intersection of the imaginary line
√
−1R and R − x∞. ϕ sends M to an intersection of

the imaginary line and ϕ(R − x∞), where the two meets orthogonally. Hence, C is the
midpoint of M−1 and 0, and so C−1 = 2M = −2 Im(x∞)

√
−1.

Now, observe that the value to maximize, |D−1 − (x− x∞)
−1|, is the distance from

(x − x∞)−1 ∈ ϕ(R − x∞) to D−1. Clearly it has a unique local maximum, which is
obtained when D−1, the center C, and (x−x∞)−1 are collinear in this order. Remark that
the same logic works for D = ∞ as well, since D−1 = 0 6= C. Let us denote the local
maximum as xmax, and let X = xmax − x∞. Then, one can calculate X −M = xmax − a
from the fact that X−1, C,D−1 are collinear, using either cross ratio or basic trigonometry.
This gives the desired result, where the bilinear form originates from Re(z̄w) = 〈z, w〉. �

Remark 6.8. |[nL, x,nR]| is constant if D = 0 or D = −2 Im(x∞)
√
−1. Indeed, one has

[nL, x,nR] = [nL] if D = 0, and the center C coincides with D−1 if D = −2 Im(x∞)
√
−1.

Now, we can show the statement analogous to Proposition 6.4.

Proposition 6.9. The maximum MnL

k can be obtained by n = (nL, ni,nR) satisfying
{

∣

∣

∣
ni −

(

Re(x∞)− δ(2 Im(x∞))
2Re(D)

)∣

∣

∣
< 2, Re(D) 6= 0,

|ni − Re(x∞)| < 2 or ni =∞, Re(D) = 0 or D =∞

where δ(t) = |D|
∣

∣D + t
√
−1
∣

∣− 〈D,D + t
√
−1〉.

Proof. This can be checked in case-by-case manner. The inequality comes from |ni − xmax| <
2 in cases where ni is finite, whose reasoning is analogous to the proof of Proposition 6.4. �

Remark 6.10. The function δ(t) = |D|
∣

∣D + t
√
−1
∣

∣−〈D,D + t
√
−1〉 introduced in Propo-

sition 6.9 only has a local minimum of 0 at t = 0, without any local maximum; this can be
checked by looking at the derivative. Hence, δ(t) is maximized at the boundary of closed
interval.
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Now, we are ready to compute the maximum MnL = maxni,nR
|[nL, ni,nR]| given nL,

whose process is outlined below.

(1) Compute D, and compute range of x∞ (denoted B ⊂ C) using
∣

∣x∞ + [←−nL]
∣

∣ ≤
max |[nR]| = Mk−i.

(2) Compute range Ni ⊂ Z̄ \ {0} of ni depending on D.
(a) If Re(D) = 0, |ni − Re(x∞)| < 2 or ni =∞, so Ni = (Re(B)+ (−2, 2))∪{∞}.
(b) If Re(D) 6= 0, compute ∆ = max(δ(a), δ(b)) for 2 Im(B) = [a, b]. By the

remark above, one has δ(2 Im(x∞)) ∈ [0,∆]. Together with Proposition 6.9,
one has

Ni = Re(B)− 1

2Re(D)
· [0,∆] + (−2, 2).

(3) Compute MnL

k = maxni∈Ni
M

(nL,ni)
k recursively. Remark that for ni = ∞, one

always have M (nL,∞) = |[nL]| as [nL,∞,nR] = [nL]. Thus, we do not have to
further compute on the case ni =∞.

The desired maximum Mk = M
()
k can be obtained by the above process in a Depth-

First Search(DFS) fashion, similar as the exhaustive algorithm for real λ; we begin by
choosing n1, n2, · · · from candidates ni ∈ Ni(n1, · · · , ni−1), descending down to nk; then,
each maximum MnL

k will be computed from the computed MnL,ni

k ’s as we recurse back up.
The Mk obtained as above can be used to determine the minimal u-degree.

Remark 6.11. Unlike the case when λ is limited to the real numbers, Mk might not be
strictly increasing, but it is still increasing. Specifically, a maximum can be obtained as
Mk = [nL,∞,nR]. For instance, one has M1 = [1,∞]1/λ = M2 for λ =

√
−1 case.

Note that the prescribed algorithm is generally slower than the algorithm 1. This is
because the range of x∞, B, is way larger on complex plane than on real line. As a result,
the candidate set Ni of ni is larger in this case. Nevertheless, this algorithm was able to
determine the following relation numbers in a few seconds.

• λ =
√
−1 has minimal u-degree 5; n = (1, 1,−1,−1, 1)

• λ = 1+
√−1
2

has minimal u-degree 4; n = (1,−1,−2, 1)
• λ = 1+

√−3
2

has minimal u-degree 4; n = (−1, 1, 1,−1)
• λ = −1+√−3

2
has minimal u-degree 4; n = (−1,−1, 1, 1)

We have also devised an improved version of this algorithm by giving separate bounds to
real parts and imaginary parts of [n], whose details will be omitted. The following relation
numbers were found in this way.

• λ = 2+
√
−1

3
has minimal u-degree 5; n = (−3, 1,−3,−1, 1)

• λ = 3+4
√
−1

5
has minimal u-degree 5; n = (−5, 1,−1,−1, 1)

• λ = 2+
√−5
3

has minimal u-degree 5; n = (−3, 1,−1,−1, 1)
• λ = 1+

√−8
3

has minimal u-degree 5; n = (−3,−1, 1, 1,−1)
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matical Society, 25(6):527–532, 1993.

[4] JL Brenner, RA MacLeod, and DD Olesky. Non-free groups generated by two 2 x 2 matrices. Canadian
Journal of Mathematics, 27(2):237–245, 1975.
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