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AUTOMORPHISMS OF FREE METABELIAN LIE ALGEBRAS

Ualbai Umirbaev1

In memory of Professor V.A. Roman’kov (1948–2023)

Abstract. We show that every automorphism of a free metabelian Lie algebra Mn of
rank n ≥ 4 over an arbitrary field K is almost tame, that is, it is a product of so-called
Chein automorphisms (or one-row transformations). Moreover, we show that the group
of all automorphisms Aut(Mn) of Mn of rank n ≥ 4 over a field K of characteristic
6= 3 is generated by all linear automorphisms, as well as one quadratic and one cubic
automorphism. The same result holds for fields of any characteristic if n ≥ 5.

We also show that all Chein automorphisms of lower degree ≥ 4 and all exponential
automorphisms of lower degree ≥ 5 are tame, which contradicts the results of [5, 40].
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1. Introduction

The well known Jung–van der Kulk Theorem [18, 22] states that every automorphism of
the polynomial algebra K[x, y] in two variables x, y over an arbitrary field K is tame. An
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analogue of this result for free associative algebras in two variables was proven by Makar-
Limanov and Czerniakiewicz [14, 26]. The same result is true for free Poisson algebras in
two variables over a field of characteristic zero [28] (see also [27, 68, 29]). Moreover, the
automorphism groups of polynomial algebras, free associative algebras, and free Poisson
algebras in two variables are isomorphic. The tameness of automorphisms of free right-
symmetric algebras in two variables over any field was proven in [21].

For any free algebra A in the free variables x1, . . . , xn denote by φ = (f1, . . . , fn) the
endomorphism of A determined by φ(xi) = fi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

The automorphism groups of commutative and associative algebras generated by three
elements are much more complicated. The well-known Nagata automorphism [33]

(x+ 2y(zx− y2) + z(zx − y2)2, y + z(zx − y2), z)

of the polynomial algebra K[x, y, z] over a field K of characteristic 0 is proven to be wild
[51, 64]. The well-known Anick automorphism (see [13, p. 398])

(x+ z(xz − zy), y + (xz − zy)z, z)

of the free associative algebra K〈x, y, z〉 over a field K of characteristic 0 is also proven to
be wild [65, 66]. The Nagata automorphism gives an example of a wild automorphism of
free Poisson algebras in three variables. In 2006 I.P. Shestakov (unpublished) constructed
an analogue of the Anick automorphism

(x+ {xz − {y, z}, z}, y + z(xz − {y, z}), z)

for free Poisson algebras in three variables.
It is well known [58] that the Nagata and Anick automorphisms are stably tame, that

is, they become tame after adding one more variable.
In 1981 Shafarevich [49] and in 1983 Anick [1] independently proved that every auto-

morphism of the polynomial algebra K[x1, x2, . . . , xn] over a field K of characteristic zero
can be approximated by tame automorphisms with respect to two different but similar
topologies. This can be considered as a weaker generalization of the Jung-van der Kulk
Theorem for polynomial algebras of rank n ≥ 3. In particular, the Nagata automorphism
is wild but can be approximated by tame automorphisms.

A classical theorem of combinatorial group theory asserts that every subgroup of a free
group is free. Nielsen established this remarkable result in 1921 for finitely generated
subgroups [38]; in 1927, it was extended to all subgroups by Schreier [55]. A variety of
universal algebras is called Nielsen-Schreier, if any subalgebra of a free algebra of this
variety is free. In 1953 Shirshiv and in 1956 Witt proved that [52, 70] the varieties
of Lie algebras and Lie p-algebras over a field are Nielsen-Schreier. The varieties of
all non-associative algebras [23], commutative and anti-commutative algebras [53], Lie
superalgebras [30, 57], and Lie p-superalgebras [31] over a field are also Nielsen-Schreier.
It was recently shown [15] that the varieties of pre-Lie (also known as right-symmetric)
algebras and Lie-admissible algebras over a field of characteristic zero are Nielsen-Schreier.
Some other examples of Nielsen-Schreier varieties can be found in [10, 32, 50, 61, 63].

In 1924, Nielsen also proved [39] that the automorphism group of a finitely generated
free group is generated by Nielsen transformations, and represented this group as a finitely
defined group. In 1964 P. Cohn proved [11] that all automorphisms of finitely generated
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free Lie algebras over a field are tame. Later this result was extended to free algebras of
Nielsen-Schreier varieties [24]. Defining relations between the elementary automorphisms
of free algebras of Nielsen-Schreier varieties are given in [67].

One of the classical and well-studied varieties of groups is the variety of metabelian
groups. In 1965 Bachmuth [2] proved that all automorphisms of the free metabelian
group of rank 2 are tame. The first example of a non-tame automorphism of the free
metabelian group of rank 3 was constructed by Chein [9]. Bachmuth-Mochizuki proved [3]
that the group of automorphisms of the free metabelian group of rank 3 is not even finitely
generated. Strengthening these results, Roman’kov proved [45] that the free metabelian
group of rank 3 contains non-tame primitive elements and gave a method of constructing of
such elements. The well known Bachmuth-Mochizuki-Roman’kov Theorem [4, 44] states
that every automorphism of the free metabelian group of rank n ≥ 4 is tame. More
information about automorphisms of free metabelian groups can be found in [48].

The variety of metabelian Lie algebras is also a classical and well-studied variety of Lie
algebras. In this paper we denote by Mn a free metabelian Lie algebra of rank n over a
field K. It is well known that any nontrivial exponential automorphism ofM2 is wild (see,
for example [54, Proposition 4],[42, Theorem 3]). In 1992, Drensky [16] proved that the
exponential automorphism exp(ad[x1, x2]) of M3 is wild. In 2008, Roman’kov [47] proved
that the group of automorphisms ofM3 cannot be finitely generated modulo the subgroup
generated by all exponential and tame automorphisms. Kabanov and Roman’kov [19]
constructed strictly nontame primitive elements of M3.

An analogue of the Anick-Shafarevich Theorem [1, 49] for free metabelian Lie algebras
was proven in 1993 by Bryant and Drensky [8]. They proved that the group of tame
automorphisms is dense in the group of all automorphisms of Mn if n ≥ 4. A sharpened
version of this result can be found in [20].

In 2015, Nauryzbaev [37] proved that the group of tame automorphisms of Mn is gen-
erated by all linear automorphisms and the quadratic automorphism

(x1 + [x2, x3], x2, . . . , xn)(1)

if either n ≥ 4 and K is a field of characteristic 6= 3, or n ≥ 5 and K is a field of arbitrary
characteristic.

In 1992 V. Drensky [16], in 1993 Papistas [41], and in 1995 Bahturin and Shpilrain [6]
proved that free algebras of rank n ≥ 2 of any polynilpotent variety of Lie algebras that
is not abelian or metabelian have wild automorphisms. This result also makes the case
of free metabelian Lie algebras more important.

In 1992 Yu. Bahturin and S. Nabiyev [5] claimed that every nontrivial exponential
automorphism of the free metabelian Lie algebra Mn of any rank n ≥ 2 over a field of
characteristic zero is wild. More examples of wild automorphisms of Mn of rank n ≥ 4
were given in 2008 by Z. Özcurt and N. Ekici [40]. For a long time, the area specialists
believed these results were true. Unfortunately, both articles have recently been shown
to contain fatal errors [69].

Inner automorphisms of groups play a crucial role in the proofs of Bachmuth-Mochizuki-
Roman’kov Theorem [4, 44]. The group automorphism

(x−1
2 x1x2, x2, . . . , xn)
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is extreemly important in their proofs and there is no analogue of this automorphism in the
case of free metabelian Lie algebras. This makes the case of algebras more complicated.

One property of the free metabelian Lie algebras is that they admit non-elementary
automorphisms that change only one variable and fix the rest. All automorphisms of
Mn of this type (including elementary ones) are called Chein automorphisms or one-row
transformations [17, 46](see definitions in Section 2). The first example of the Chein
automorphism is

(x1 + [[x2, x3], x1], x2, . . . , xn)(2)

and no one could answer whether it is tame or not. For this reason, the specialists in the
area easily accepted the wrong results [5, 40]. This automorphism is wild if n = 3 [34],
and is the first candidate for wildness for all n ≥ 4.

Chein automorphisms were accepted as almost elementary automorphisms. An auto-
morphism of Mn is called almost tame if it is a product of Chein automorphisms [34, 36].

In this paper we show that every automorphism of Mn of rank n ≥ 4 is almost tame.
Moreover, K is a field of characteristic 6= 3 then the group of all automorphisms Aut(Mn)
of Mn of rank n ≥ 4 is generated by all linear automorphisms, as well as a quadratic
automorphism (1) and a cubic automorphism (2). If n ≥ 5 then the same result holds for
fields of any characteristic.

One of the most important points of the proof is that we notice that all Chein auto-
morphisms of lower degree ≥ 4 and all exponential automorphisms of lower degree ≥ 5
are tame. These results contradict the results of [5, 40].

We follow the proof scheme given in [4], and in several places, we repeat the proofs for
completeness. The real difficulties arise in those places where inner automorphisms were
used in [4]. But in algebra, we can apply linearization [71]. Thus the question about the
existence of wild automorphisms for a free metabelian Lie algebra Mn of rank n ≥ 4 is
still open as well as in the case polynomial and free associative algebras. But in this case
it is reduced to a concrete automorphism.

Problem 1. Is the Chein automorphism (2) of the free metabelian algebra Lie algebra
Mn of rank n ≥ 4 tame?

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we define some important automor-
phisms and some subgroups of the automorphism group Aut(Mn). In Section 3, using a
representation of Mn via Magnus embedding, we give the definition of the Fox derivatives
and the Jacobian matrix of an endomorphism, and determine some of their properties.
Using some representations of automorphisms from this section, in the following sections
we make calculations in the language of the Jacobian matrices instead of automorphisms.
For this, in Section 4 we clearly determine some matrix notations. Section 5 is devoted to
the study of Chein and exponential automorphisms. Section 6 is devoted to the study of
some special class of matrices that includes the Jacobian matrices of an important class of
automorphisms. In Section 7 we prove a lemma on eliminating a variable in some cases.
Section 8 is devoted to the study of one exceptional automorphism

(x1 + [[x1, x2], x1], x2 + [[x1, x2], x2], x3, . . . , xn)(3)
4



of Mn. In Section 9 we show how to eliminate a variable in the general case. In Section
10 the main result and some its corollaries are formulated.

2. Automorphisms of Mn

Let Ln be a free Lie algebra over a field K freely generated by z1, z2, . . . , zn. Then
Yn = Ln/[Ln, Ln] is an abelian Lie algebra with a linear basis y1, y2, . . . , yn and Mn =
Ln/[[Ln, Ln], [Ln, Ln]] is a free metabelian Lie algebra with free generators x1, . . . , xn,
where yi = zi + [Ln, Ln] and xi = zi + [[Ln, Ln], [Ln, Ln]] for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Thus M ′
n = [Mn,Mn] is abelian and the set of all right normed (nonassociative) words

of the form

[. . . [[xi, xi1 ], xi2 ], . . . , xik ], i > i1 ≤ i2 ≤ . . . ≤ ik,(4)

is a linear basis of M ′
n (see, for example [7, p. 139]).

Denote by φ = (f1, . . . , fn) the endomorphism of Mn such that φ(xi) = fi for all i. In
particular, id = (x1, . . . , xn) is the identity automorphism. An automorphism of Mn of
the form

(x1, . . . , xi−1, αxi + f, xi+1, . . . , xn),

where 0 6= α ∈ K and f does not depend on xi, is called elementary. The subgroup
TAut(Mn) of Aut(Mn) generated by all elementary automorphisms is called the tame
automorphism group, and the elements of this subgroup are called tame automorphisms
of Mn. Non-tame automorphisms of Mn are called wild.

Free metabelian Lie algebras admit automorphisms of the form

(x1, . . . , xi−1, fi, xi+1, . . . , xn), 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

which include all elementary automorphisms but not necessarily elementary ones. They
are called Chein automorphisms or one-row transformations [17]. These automorphisms
move only one variable and fix the others. The subgroup ATAut(Mn) of Aut(Mn) gen-
erated by all Chein automorphisms will be called the almost tame automorphism group,
and the elements of this subgroup will be called called almost tame automorphisms ofMn

[34]. Thus

TAut(Mn) ⊆ ATAut(Mn) ⊆ Aut(Mn).

If n = 3 then every non-elementary Chein automorphism is wild [34, 47] and the
automorphism (3) is not almost tame [34]. The case = 3 is well studied and defining
relations for elementary automorphisms [35] and for Chein automorphisms [36] are given.

As usual, the group of all linear automorphisms of Mn will be identified with the
group of all invertible matrices GLn(K). Recall that the symmetric group Sn is em-
bedded into GLn(K) and any permutation π ∈ Sn represents the automorphism π =
(xπ(1), . . . , xπ(n)). For example, the transposition (23) represents the automorphism (23) =
(x1, x3, x2, x4, . . . , xn).

Obviously, the group of almost tame automorphisms ATAut(Mn) is generated by all
linear automorphisms GLn(K) and all Chein automorphisms of the form

(x1 + f, x2, . . . , xn), f ∈M2
n.(5)
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Chein automorphisms of this form are described in Section 3.
The group of tame automorphisms TAut(Mn) is generated by all linear automorphisms

GLn(K) and all automorphisms of the form (5) where f ∈ M2
n does not depend on x1.

Moreover, if n ≥ 4 and K is a field of characteristic 6= 3, then TAut(Mn) is generated [37]
by all linear automorphisms GLn(K) and the quadratic elementary automorphism (1). If
n ≥ 5 then the same result holds over fields of any characteristic.

Let 0 6= z ∈ [Mn,Mn]. Then ad z : Mn → Mn(m 7→ [z,m]) is a locally nilpotent
derivation and (ad z)2 = 0. The exponential automorphism exp(ad z) ofMn can be written
as

exp(ad z) = id + ad z = (y1 + [z, y1], . . . , yn + [z, yn]).

It is known that the exponential automorphism exp(ad [x1, x2]) is wild if n = 3 [16, 34, 47].
Let

Mn = T1 ⊕ T2 ⊕ . . .⊕ Tk ⊕ . . .

be the standard degree grading of Mn, i.e., Tk is the linear span of (non-associative)
monomials in x1, x2, . . . , xn of degree k. If

f = fs + fs+1 + . . .+ ft ∈Mn, fj ∈ Tj , fs 6= 0, ft 6= 0,

then deg(f) = t is the degree and ldeg(f) = s is the lower degree of f in the variables
x1, x2, . . . , xn. Set also deg(0) = −∞ and ldeg(0) = ∞.

Let

φ = (x1 + f1, x2 + f2, . . . , xn + fn),

where fi ∈M2
n for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then we define deg(φ) as the maximum of all deg(fi), 1 ≤

i ≤ n, and ldeg(φ) as the minimum of all ldeg(fi), 1 ≤ i ≤ n. If deg(φ) = ldeg(φ) = k ≥ 1
then we say that φ is homogeneous of degree k. In particular, if k = 2 then φ is called
quadratic and if k = 3 then it is called cubic.

The group of automorphisms IAut(Mn) of Mn that induces the identity automorphism
on Mn/[Mn,Mn] plays an important role in our study. Obviously, IAut(Mn) is the set
of all automorphisms of Mn of lower degree ≥ 2. The elements of IAut(Mn) are called
IA-automorphisms.

Here we describe a set of generators of the group of tame IA-automorphisms and almost
tame IA-automorphisms.

Lemma 1. (a) The group of tame IA-automorphisms TAut(Mn)∩ IAut(Mn) is generated
by all linear conjugates of elementary automorphisms of the form (5) where f ∈ [Mn,Mn]
does not depend on x1.

(b) The group almost tame IA-automorphisms TAut(Mn) ∩ IAut(Mn) is generated by
all linear conjugates of Chein automorphisms of the form (5).

Proof. Every tame automorphism φ can be represented as

φ = α1φ1α2φ2 . . . φkαk+1,

where φi is an elementary automorphism of the form (5) and αi is linear for all i. Since
φ ∈ IAut(Mn) for all i it follows that

α1α2 . . . ak+1 = id.
6



since φi ∈ IAut(Mn) for all i. Then αk+1 = (α1 . . . αk)
−1 and, consequently,

φ = (α1φ1α
−1
1 )(α1α2φ2(α1α2)

−1) . . . (α1 . . . αkφk(α1 . . . αk)
−1)

The statement (b) of the lemma can be proved similarly. �

3. Jacobian matrices

In this section, we define and state some necessary information about Fox derivatives
and Jacobian matrices from [43, 56, 60, 62]. In fact, we define Fox derivatives more
directly for free metabelian Lie algebras.

First we give another representation of the free metabelian algebraMn over K with free
generators x1, . . . , xn. Let Yn be the abelian Lie algebra with a linear basis y1, y2, . . . , yn.
The universal enveloping algebra U(Yn) of Yn is the polynomial algebra U = U(Yn) =
K[y1, . . . , yn] in the variables y1, y2, . . . , yn. Let

U = U0 ⊕ U1 ⊕ . . .⊕ Uk ⊕ . . .

be the degree grading of U , i.e., Uk is the linear span of all homogeneous of degree k
monomials in y1, y2, . . . , yn. If

a = as + as+1 + . . .+ at ∈ U, aj ∈ Uj , as 6= 0, at 6= 0,

then deg(a) = t is the degree and ldeg(a) = s is the lower degree of a in the variables
y1, y2, . . . , yn. Set deg(0) = −∞ and ldeg(0) = ∞ as usual.

Let Tn be a free right U -module with basis t1, . . . , tn. Turn the direct sum

M = Yn ⊕ Tn

into a Lie algebra by

[a+ t, b+ s] = tb− sa,

where a, b ∈ Yn and t, s ∈ Tn. Then the subalgebra of M generated by

xi = yi + ti, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

is the free metabelian Lie algebra Mn with the free generators x1, . . . , xn. In the case of
groups the corresponding embedding is called the Magnus embedding [25] and in the case
of Lie algebras it follows from Shmel’kin’s Theorem on wreath products [54].

Notice that M ′
n = [Mn,Mn] ⊆ Tn and for any m ∈M ′

n and yi we get

myi = [m, xi].

Every element m ∈ M ′
n can be written in the form

m =
∑

1≤i<j≤n

[xi, xj ]aij , aij ∈ U.

Let f ∈Mn be an arbitrary element Mn. Then f is uniquely represented as

f = y + t, y ∈ Yn, t ∈ Tn.

Moreover, t is uniquely represented as

t = t1d1 + . . .+ tndn, d1, . . . , dn ∈ K[y1, . . . , yn] = U.
7



Set di =
∂f

∂xi
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n and

∂(f) = (d1, . . . , dn)
t =

( ∂f

∂x1
, . . . ,

∂f

∂xn

)t
,

where t means the transpose. We call ∂f

∂x1
, . . . , ∂f

∂xn
the Fox derivatives of f (see [56, 60]).

Let e1, e2, . . . , en be the columns of the identity matrix I = In of order n.
The statement of the next lemma is well known (see [60, Lemma 5],[62]).

Lemma 2. Let a = (a1, a2, . . . , an)
t ∈ (Un)t be an arbitrary column of dimension n over

U . Then the following conditions are equivalent.
(1) a = ∂(f) for some f ∈ [Mn,Mn];
(2) Y a = y1a1 + . . .+ ynan = 0 where Y = (y1, . . . , yn);
(3) a =

∑

i<j(eiyj − ejyi)aij, aij ∈ U .

Proof. If i < j and a ∈ U , then

∂([xi, xj ]a) = eiyja− ejyia = (eiyj − ejyi)a.

Consequently, (1) implies (3). Obviously, (3) implies (2) since Y (eiyj − ejyi) = 0 for all
i < j.

Suppose that (2) holds. Then an = y1b1 + . . . + yn−1bn−1 for some bj ∈ U . Set

g = [xn, x1]b1+. . .+[xn, xn−1]bn−1. Then
∂g

∂xn
= an and the last component of a′ = a−∂(g)

is zero. Moreover, if a′ = (a′1, . . . , a
′
n−1, 0) then y1a

′
1 + . . . + yn−1a

′
n−1 = 0. Leading an

induction on the number of nonzero components of a, we may assume that there exists
h ∈ [Mn,Mn] such that a′ = ∂(h). Then a = ∂(g + h). �

Every endomorphism φ of Mn induces an endomorphism of Yn =Mn/[Mn,Mn], which
can be uniquely extended to an endomorphism of U = U(Yn). This endomorphism will
be denoted again by φ for simplicity of notation. If f ∈ U , then the image φ(f) will be
denoted by fφ.

We define the Jacobian matrix of φ = (f1, . . . , fn) by

J(φ) =

[

∂fj
∂xi

]

1≤i,j≤n

= [∂(f1) . . . ∂(fn)] .

If φ = (f1, . . . , fn) and ψ = (g1, . . . , gn) then

φ ◦ ψ(xi) = gi(f1, . . . , fn)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The corresponding Chain Rule gives [56, 60, 62] that

J(φ ◦ ψ) = J(φ)J(ψ)φ.(6)

The statement of the next lemma is also well known (see [56],[60, Theorem 2]).

Lemma 3. An endomorphism φ of Mn is an automorphism if and only if the Jacobian
matrix J(φ) is invertible.

Here is a description of Chein automorphisms.

Corollary 1. An endomorphism of Mn of the form (5) is an automorphism if and only
if f belongs to the ideal generated by all [xs, xt], where s, t 6= 1.

8



Proof. Let φ = (x1 + f, x2, . . . , xn) where f ∈ M2
n. The Jacobian matrix of φ is

J(φ) = I + [∂(f) 0 . . . 0]. This matrix is invertible if and only if 1 + ∂f

∂x1
is invertible in

U or, equivalently, ∂f

∂x1
= 0. We show that ∂f

∂x1
= 0 if and only if f belongs to the ideal

generated by all [xs, xt], where s, t 6= 1.
The basis (4) of M2

n is convenient to work with ∂f

∂xn
= 0. Any f ∈ M2

n can be written
in the form

f = f ′ + [xn, x1]a1 + [xn, x2]a2 + . . .+ [xn, xn−1]an−1,

where f ′ belongs to the ideal generated by all [xs, xt] with s, t 6= n and ai ∈ K[yi, . . . , yn]

for all i. Since ∂f ′

∂xn
= 0 it follows that

∂f

∂xn
= y1a1 + y2a2 + . . .+ yn−1an−1.

If

y1a1 + y2a2 + . . .+ yn−1an−1 = 0

then the substitution y1 = . . . = yn−2 = 0 gives that an−1 = 0. Repeated substitution
y1 = . . . = yn−3 = 0 gives an−2 = 0. Continuing the same discussions, we get an−1 =
an−2 = . . . = a1 = 0. Threfore ∂f

∂xn
= 0 if and only if f = f ′. �

Consider the set of Chein automorphisms of the form

(x1 + [x2, x3]a, x2, . . . , xn), a ∈ U.(7)

These automorphisms are elementary if a does not depend on y1.
In this paper we denote by Matn(U) the set of all square matrices of order n over U

(since the more standard notation Mn(U) can be confused with the notation of the free
metabelian Lie algebra Mn). As usual, denote by GLn(U) and SLn(U) the general linear
group and the special linear group of matrices of order n over U , respectively. The identity
matrix of order n is already denoted by I.

In Section 2 we mentioned that the group GLn(K) will be identified with the group
of all linear automorphisms of Mn. We meant that each linear automorphism α will be
identified with its Jacobian matrix J(α). This means that α is a matrix and instead of
J(α) in our calculations we will write α.

Lemma 4. (a) If φ, ψ ∈ IAut(Mn) then

J(φψ) = J(φ)J(ψ);

(b) If φ ∈ IAut(Mn) and α ∈ GLn(K) then

J(αφα−1) = αJ(φ)αα−1;

(c) The map

J : IAut(Mn) → SLn(U)

is an injective homomorphism of groups and G = J(IAut(Mn)) is the set of all matrics
from SLn(U) of the form

I + A,

where A ∈ Mat(U) is a matrix such that Y A = 0.
9



Proof. Since φ induces an identity automorphism on U , (a) is a direct consequence of
(6). Using (6) we also get

J(αφα−1) = J(α(φα−1)) = J(α)J(φα−1)α = J(α)(J(φ)J(α−1)φ)α = J(α)(J(φ)J(α−1))α

= J(α)J(φ)αJ(α−1)α = J(α)J(φ)αJ(α−1) = J(α)J(φ)αJ(α)−1 = αJ(φ)αα−1.

In this calculation we again used that φ induces an identity automorphism on U , J(α−1) ∈
GLn(K) is a constant matrix, and that J(α−1) = J(α)−1 by (6).

If φ ∈ IAut(Mn), then

φ = (x1 + f1, x2 + f2, . . . , xn + fn),

where fi ∈ [Mn,Mn] for all i, and

J(φ) = I + A, A = [∂(f1) . . . ∂(fn)] .

We get Y A = 0 by Lemma 2. If J(φ) = I then ∂(fi) = 0 for all i. Notice that for
any f ∈ [Mn,Mn] we get f = (t1, . . . , tn)∂(f) by the definition of ∂(f). Consequently,
fi = (t1, . . . , tn)∂(fi) = 0. This means φ = id, i.e., J is injective.

Conversely, let A ∈ Matn(U) such that Y A = 0. By Lemma 2 there exist g1, g2, . . . , gn ∈
[Mn,Mn] such that A = [∂(g1) . . . ∂(gn)]. Set ψ = (x1 + g1, x2 + g2, . . . , xn + gn). Then
J(ψ) = I + A. If I + A ∈ SLn(U) then ψ is an automorphism by Lemma 3 and ψ ∈
IAut(Mn). �

4. Matrix notations

Using Lemma 4, we will represent automorphisms from IAut(Mn) by their Jacobian
matrices and make calculations in the language of Jacobian matrices. Results formulated
in the language of matrices will be also reformulated in the language of automorphisms.

Thus G represents the set of all Jacobian matrices of automorphisms from IAut(Mn).
Set T = J(TAut(Mn) ∩ IAut(Mn)) and S = J(ATAut(Mn) ∩ IAut(Mn)). We have

T ⊆ S ⊆ G.

In order to prove that ATAut(Mn) = Aut(Mn) it is sufficient to prove that ATAut(Mn)∩
IAut(Mn) = IAut(Mn) since both groups include all linear automorphisms. Thus, it is
sufficient to prove that S = G.

Let Eij a square matrix with 1 in the (i, j) position and zeros elsewhere. The order of
Eij is usually clear from the context. Recall that

EijEkl = δjkEil,

where δjk is the Kronecker delta. A matrix of the form

I + aEij , i 6= j, a ∈ U,

is called elementary.
If i < j, then for any k denote by Fijk the n× n matrix with yj in position (i, k), −yi

in position (j, k), and zeros in other places, that is,

Fijk = yjEik − yiEjk.
10



In other words, the kth column of Fijk is equal to ∂([xi, xj ]) = eiyj − ejyi, and the rest
are zeros. It is easy to check that

FijkFstm =







ytFijm if k = s,
−ysFijm if k = t,

0 if k 6= s, t
,

EijFkst = ysEijEkt − ykEijEst =







ysEit if j = k,
−ykEit if j = s,

0 if j 6= k, s
,

and

FkstEij = ysEktEij − ykEstEij =

{

Fskj if t = i,
0 if t 6= i

.

We refer to these three formulas as the multiplication tables but often use them without
reference. Properties of the product of matrices of types

I + A+B = (I + A)(I +B),

which is true if AB = 0, and

I + (a+ b)C = (I + aC)(I + bC),

which is valid if C2 = 0, to simplify terminology, will be called additivity.
For example, if f =

∑

i<j[xi, xj ]aij, then the Jacobian matrix of the endomorphism (5)

is I +
∑

i<j aijFij1, and, by additivity,

I +
∑

i<j

aijFij1 =
∏

i<j

(I + aijFij1).

Moreover,

I + (a+ b)Fij1 = (I + aFij1)(I + bFij1).

Consider the set of matrices of the form

I + aF231, a ∈ U.(8)

These matrices are Jacobian matrices of Chein automorphisms (7).
Here are two remarks:
(a) If A ∈ G and α ∈ GLn(K) then αAαα−1 ∈ G by Lemma 4(b). This matrix will be

called the linear conjugate of A by α.
(b) If J(φ) = I+A ∈ S and A is a homogeneous matrix, then, usually, it is easy to show

that I+µA ∈ S for any µ ∈ K. This can be done by adding some coefficients in the proofs.
For example, this can be done when conjugating matrices (8) using (x1, µx2, x3, . . . , xn).
For this reason we ignore the difference between the coefficients of this type.

Corollary 2. (a) The group T is generated by all linear conjugates of matrices of the
form (8) where a does not depend on y1.

(b) The group S is generated by all linear conjugates of matrices of the form (8).
11



Proof. By Lemma 1, every automorphism TAut(Mn)∩ IAut(Mn) is a product of linear
conjugates of automorphisms of the form (5). Notice that every automorphism of the
form (5) is itself a product of linear conjugates of automorphisms of the form (7) with
a ∈ K[y2, . . . , yn]. Then J(τ) is a matrix of the form (8). If α ∈ GLn(K) then

J(ατα−1) = αJ(τ)αα−1

by Lemma 4, that is, J(ατα−1) is the linear conjugate of J(τ) by α. If φ, ψ ∈ IAut(Mn)
then J(φψ) = J(φ)J(ψ) by the same lemma. This proves (a).

The statement (b) can be checked similarly. �

5. Tame automorphisms

In this section we assume that either n ≥ 4 and K is a field of characteristic 6= 3 or
n ≥ 5.

Lemma 5. Every matrix of the form (8) belongs to T if ldeg(a) ≥ 2.

Proof. The proof practically repeats the proof of Theorem 1 from [37].
Due to the additivity of (8) with respect to a, we can assume that a = yi11 y

i2
2 . . . y

in
n . If

i1 = 0 then I + aF231 ∈ T by the definition of T . Assume that i1 ≥ 1.
Case 1. Suppose that ij ≥ 1 for some 2 ≤ j ≤ n− 1. Set

A = I + yi11 . . . y
ij−1
j F23n, B = I − y

ij+1

j+1 . . . y
in
n Fjn1.

A direct calculation using the multiplication tables gives that

[A,B] = ABA−1B−1 = I + aF231 ∈ T

since A,B ∈ T .
Case 2. Let i2 = i3 = . . . = in−1 = 0 and in 6= 0. Then a = yi11 y

in
n and we get

aF231 = yi11 y3y
in−1
n F2n1 − yi11 y2y

in−1
n F3n1

by the Jacobi identity. If in ≥ 2 then

I + yi11 y3y
in−1
n F2n1, I − yi11 y2y

in−1
n F3n1 ∈ T

by Case 1. Consequently,

I + aF231 = (I + yi11 y3y
in−1
n F2n1)(I − yi11 y2y

in−1
n F3n1) ∈ T.

If in = 1, then set α = I + E42. Notice that I + yi11 y2F231 ∈ T by Case 1. Hence

(I + E42)(I + yi11 y2F231)
α(I − E42) = I + yi11 y2F231 + yi11 (y4F231 − y2F341)− yi11 y4F341

= (I + yi11 y2F231)(I + yi11 (y4F231 − y2F341))(I − yi11 y4F341) ∈ T.

Since the first and the last factors of this product belong to T it follows that

C = I + yi11 (y4F231 − y2F341) ∈ T.

The Jacobi identity implies that

y4F231 = y3F241 − y2F341.
12



Consequently,

3aF231 = yi11 [(y4F231 − y2F341) + (y4F231 + y3F241)]

and, by additivity,

I + 3aF231 = [I + yi11 (y4F231 − y2F341)][I + yi11 (y4F231 + y3F241)].

The first factor is C and belongs to T . The second factor also belongs to T since

(23)(C−1)(23)(23) = (23)((I + yi11 (y4F231 − y2F341))
−1)(23)(23)

= (23)(I − yi11 (y4F231 − y2F341))
(23)(23) = I + (y4F231 + y3F241),

where (23) = (x1, x3, x2, x4, . . . , xn). Consequently, I + 3aF231 ∈ T . If the characteristic
of K is not 3, then its conjugation by (x1, 3x2, x3, . . . , xn) gives that I + aF231 ∈ T .

If n ≥ 5, then conjugating (8) by (4n), we can make i4 > 0. Case 1 gives that
I + aF231 ∈ T .

Case 3. Let i2 = i3 = . . . = in−1 = in = 0. In this case a = yi11 and s = i1 ≥ 2 since
ldeg(a) ≥ 2. Case 2 gives that I + y4y

s−1
1 F231 ∈ T . Set β = I + E14 ∈ GLn(K). Using

the multiplication tables we get

β(I + y4y
s−1
1 F231)

ββ−1 = I + (y4 + y1)y
s−1
1 F231 − (y4 + y1)y

s−1
1 F234

= (I + (y4 + y1)y
s−1
1 F231)(I − (y4 + y1)y

s−1
1 F234)

= (I + y4y
s−1
1 F231)(I + ys1F231)(I − y4y

s−1
1 F234)(I − ys1F234) ∈ T.

Since all factors of this product except I+ys1F231 belong to T , this implies that I+ys1F231

also belongs to T . �
Here is a reformulation of this lemma in the language of automorphisms.

Corollary 3. Every Chein automorphism of the form (5) with ldeg(f) ≥ 4 is tame.

Proof. By Corollary 1, any such Chein automorphism is a product of linear conjugates
of Chein automorphisms of the form (7) with ldeg(a) ≥ 2. Then J(τ) is a matrix of the
form (8) and belongs to T by Lemma 5. �

This corollary contradicts the results of [40].

Corollary 4. Assume that either n ≥ 4 and K is a field of characteristic 6= 3 or n ≥ 5.
Then the group of all almost tame automorphisms ATAut(Mn) is generated by all linear
automorphisms, as well as a quadratic automorphism (1) and a cubic automorphism (2).

Proof. The group of all tame automorphisms TAut(Mn) is generated by all linear au-
tomorphisms, as well as a quadratic automorphism (1) [37]. All Chein automorphisms of
the form (7) with ldeg(a) ≥ 2 belong to TAut(Mn). By the additivity of automorphisms
of the form (7) with respect to a, we may assume that a is homogeneous of degree ≤ 1.
If a does not depend on y1 then (7). Again, by additivity, we may assume that a = y1.
In this case (7) is the cubic automorphism (2). �

Lemma 6. Every matrix of the form

A(a) = I + ay1F121 + ay2F122

belongs to T if ldeg(a) ≥ 2.
13



Proof. By Lemma 5,

B = I − by1F341 − by2F342 = (I − by1F341)(I − by2F342) ∈ T

if ldeg(b) ≥ 1. Set C = I + F123 ∈ T . Then

[B,C] = BCB−1C−1 = I + by1y4F121 + by2y4F122 = A(y4b) ∈ T.

Consequently, the statement of the lemma is true if y4 divides a. Obviously, the same is
true if yi divides a for all 3 ≤ i ≤ n. By the additivity of A(a) with respect to a, we may
assume that a ∈ K[y1, y2].

Set α = I + E14 ∈ T . If b ∈ K[y1, y2] then, using the multiplication tables, we get

αA(y4b)
αα−1 = I + y1(y4 + y1)bF121 + y2(y4 + y1)bF122 − y2(y4 + y1)bF124

= A(y4b)A(y1b)(I − y2(y4 + y1)bF124) ∈ T.

Since A(y4b) ∈ T and I− y2(y4+ y1)bF124 ∈ T by Lemma 5, this implies that A(y1b) ∈ T .
Therefore the statement of the lemma is true if a ∈ K[y1, y2] and y1 divides a. Obviously,
the same is true for y2. �

Corollary 5. Every automorphism of the form

(x1 + [x1, x2]y1a, x2 + [x1, x2]y2a, x3, . . . , xn)

is tame if ldeg(a) ≥ 2.

Proof. By Lemma 6 the Jacobian matrices of these automorphisms belong to T . �

Corollary 6. Every exponential automorphism of lower degree ≥ 5 is tame.

Proof. Let

exp(ad(m)) = (x1 + [m, x1], x2 + [m, x2], . . . , xn + [m, xn])

be an exponential automorphism with ldeg(m) ≥ 4. By the additivity with respect to
m we may assume that m = [x1, x2]a with ldeg(a) ≥ 2. Then the Jacobian matrix of
exp(ad(m)) is

I +
∑

i

yiaF12i = (I + y1aF121 + y2aF122)
∏

i≥3

(I + yiaF12i).

This matrix belongs to T by Lemmas 5 and 6. �
This corollary contradicts the main result of [5].

6. Almost tame automorphisms

For the remainder of this article, we always assume that n ≥ 4 and K is an arbitrary
field. By Corollary 2, every matrix of the form (8) and its conjugates belong to S. For
this reason we do not need the proof of Lemma 5, where the condition that either n ≥ 4
and K is a field of characteristic 6= 3 or n ≥ 5 was used. The other proofs of Section 5
did not use this condition.
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Lemma 7. Every matrix of the form

C(a) = I + ay1F121 + ay2F122

with ldeg(a) ≥ 1 belongs to S.

Proof. For any b ∈ U we have

B = I − by1F341 − by2F342 = (I − by1F341)(I − by2F342) ∈ S.

Repeating the proof of Lemma 6 with this data, we get that C(a) ∈ S for all a with
ldeg(a) ≥ 1. �

Notice that Lemma 7 does not include only the matrix

I + y1F121 + y2F122(9)

of the same type, which is the Jacobian matrix of (3).

Corollary 7. Every exponential automorphism of lower degree ≥ 4 is almost tame.

Proof. Using the decomposition of the Jacobian matrix of an exponential automorphism
from the proof of Corollary 6, we conclude that it belongs to S by Lemma 7 if its lower
degree ≥ 3. Consequently, every exponential automorphism of lower degree ≥ 4 belongs
to ATAut(Mn). �

7. Special matrices

We use matrices instead of matrix notation in many places because it makes the cal-
culations easier to understand. To some extent this is due to the application of Suslin’s
theorem [59].

The main aim of this section is to prove that every matrix of the form

I +















ynC

0
.
.
.
0

∗ ∗ . . . ∗ 0















∈ G(10)

belongs to S. We will provide several lemmas to the proof of this result. A matrix of the
form (10) will be called special.

Lemma 8. Let B be any matrix from SLn−1(U, ynU). Then B = In−1 + ynC for some
matrix C ∈ Matn−1(U) and there exists a unique special matrix A such that

A = I +

[

ynC 0
∗ 0

]

.
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Proof. Obviously, B = In−1 + ynC for some matrix C ∈ Matn−1(U). If C = [cij] then

A = I +

















ynD

0
.
.
.
0

−
∑n−1

i=1 yidi1 −
∑n−1

i=1 yidi2 . . . −
∑n−1

i=1 yidi(n−1) 0

















belongs to G by Lemma 2. If C = 0 then A = I by Lemma 2. This implies the uniqueness
of A. �

If B ∈ SLn(U) is a matrix of the form B =

[

C 0
0 In−k

]

, where C ∈ SLk(U) for some

1 ≤ k ≤ n, then we say that B is k-reducible and Bk = C will be called its k-reduction.
Calculations with k-reducible matrices from G can be done by using their k-reductions.

Set An−1 = B for matrices A,B satisfying the conditions of Lemma 8. We use this
notation for special matrices despite the fact that A is not n−1-reducible in general. But
Lemma 16 allows us to use the matrix B instead of C in some calculations. Moreover, if
B is k-reducible for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, then Bk will also be called the k-reduction of
the special matrix A and the special matrix A will be called special k-reducible. Let us
specify how can we use k-reductions of special matrices. Using (6) it is easy to check the
following statements:

(1) If A and B are two special k-reducible matrices, then AB is a special k-reducible
and (AB)k = AkBk;

(2) If A is special k-reducible and B ∈ SLn(U) (not necessarily B ∈ G) is k-reducible,
then AB = BAB−1 is special k-reducible and (AB)k = BkAkB

−1
k ;

(3) If A is special k-reducible and α ∈ SLn(K) is k-reducible, then the linear conjugation
αAαα−1 of A by α is special k-reducible and (αAαα−1)k = αkA

αk

k α−1
k .

Lemma 9. Every special matrix of the form

A(h, g) = I + hgF1n1 + hg2F2n1 − hF1n2 − hgF2n2

belongs to S.

Proof. We have

A(h, g)2 = I2 + ynh

[

g −1
g2 −g

]

.

(a) Let α = I − λE21, λ ∈ K. Then

A(h, g)α2 = I2 + ynh
α

[

gα −1
(gα)2 −gα

]

and

α2A(h, g)
α
2α

−1
2 =

[

1 0
−λ 1

](

I2 + ynh
α

[

gα −1
(gα)2 −gα

])[

1 0
λ 1

]

= I2 + ynh
α

[

(gα − λ) −1
(gα − λ)2 −(gα − λ)

]

= A(hα, (gα − λ))2.
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Consequently, αA(h, g)αα−1 = A(hα, (gα − λ)). This means that A(h, g) ∈ S if and only
if A(hα, (gα − λ)) ∈ S. Using this we may assume that g(0, . . . , 0) = 0.

(b) Set B = I − fF231 ∈ S. Then

B3 =





1 0 0
−y3f 1 0
y2f 0 1



 .

Direct calculations give that

B3A(h, g)3B
−1
3 = I + ynh





(g − y3f) −1 0
(g − y3f)

2 −(g − y3f) 0
y2(g − y3f)f −y2f 0





=



I + ynh





(g − y3f) −1 0
(g − y3f)

2 −(g − y3f) 0
0 0 0











I + ynh





0 0 0
0 0 0

y2(g − y3f)f −y2f 0









= A(h, g − y3f)3C3,

where

C = I + y2h(g − y3f)fF3n1 − y2hfF3n2 = (I + y2h(g − y3f)fF3n1)(I − y2hfF3n2).

Notice that C ∈ S. Consequently, A(h, g) ∈ S if and only if A(h, g−y3f) ∈ S. Of course,
the same trick can be done with any variable yi if 3 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Therefore, replacing g
by g − yif for all 3 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 we may assume that

g = G(y1, y2)− yna.

(c) Now we show how to eliminate yna. First we replace g to

g + y3a = G(y1, y2) + y3a− yna

using (b). If γ = I + E3n, then it is easy to check that

γA(h, g + y3a)
γγ−1 = A(hγ, (g + y3a)

γ).

We have

(g + y3a)
γ = gγ + (y3 + yn)a

γ

= G(y1, y2)− yna
γ + (y3 + yn)a

γ = G(y1, y2) + y3a
γ .

Using (b) again, we may assume that

g = G(y1, y2).

(d) Let f be a polynomial in y1, y2. Then g can be replaced by g + yif , where i = 1, 2.
For this we first replace g by g+y3f using (b), i.e., we can assume that g = G(y1, y2)+y3f .
If δ = I + Ei3, then

δA(h, g)δδ−1 = (I − hδgδF1n1 − hδ(gδ)2F2n1)A(h
δ, gδ).

Since I−hδgδF1n1−h
δ(gδ)2F2n1 ∈ S it follows that A(h, g) ∈ S if and only if A(hδ, gδ) ∈ S.

Notice that

gγ = G(y1, y2) + y3f
γ + yif

γ.
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Using (b), we can replace gγ by

G(y1, y2) + yif
γ.

This means that we can replace g = G(y1, y2) by G(y1, y2) + yif for any f . Then we can
make g = 0. Notice that A(h, 0) = I − hF1n2 ∈ S. �

Corollary 8. Every automorphism of the form

(x1 + [x1, xn]hg + [x2, xn]hg
2, x2 + [x1, xn]h+ [x2, xn]hg, x3, . . . , xn)

belongs to W .

Lemma 10. Every matrix of the form

A(h, f, g) = I + hfgF1n1 + hg2F2n1 − hf 2F1n2 − hfgF2n2

belongs to S.

Proof. The proof of the lemma repeats the proof given on pages 90–91 of [4]. Notice
that A(h, f, g) is an induced 2-reducible matrix and

A(h, f, g)2 = I2 + ynh

[

fg −f 2

g2 −fg

]

We have

A(h, f, g)3 =





1 0 0
0 1 0
g −f 1









1 0 −ynhf
0 1 −ynhg
0 0 1









1 0 0
0 1 0
−g f 1









1 0 ynhf
0 1 ynhg
0 0 1



 .

In matrix notation, this can be written as

A(h, f, g) = [(I + gE31 − fE32), (I − hfF1n3 − hgF2n3)]

= (I − hfF1n3 − hgF2n3)
(I+gE31−fE32)(I + hfF1n3 + hgF2n3)

The last factor belongs to S. Therefore it is sufficient to prove that

(I − hfF1n3 − hgF2n3)
(I+gE31−fE32) = (I − hfF1n3)

(I+gE31−fE32)(I − hgF2n3)
(I+gE31−fE32)

belongs to S. Moreover, it is sufficient to prove that the first factor of the last product
belongs to S since its conjugation by the linear automorphism (12) gives a matrix that
has the form of the second factor. We have





1 0 0
0 1 0
g −f 1









1 0 −ynhf
0 1 0
0 0 1









1 0 0
0 1 0
−g f 1



 = I3 + ynh





fg −f 2 −f
0 0 0
fg2 −f 2g −fg





=



I3 + ynh





0 −f 2 0
0 0 0
0 −f 2g 0











I3 + yn(hf)





g 0 −1
0 0 0
g2 0 −g







 ,

which means that

(I − hfF1n3)
(I+gE31−fE32) = (I − hf 2F1n2 − hf 2gF3n2)

·(I + (hf)gF1n1 + (hf)g2F3n1 − (hf)F1n3 − (hf)gF3n3).

The first factor of this product belongs to S and the second factor belongs to S by Lemma
9. �

18



Corollary 9. Every automorphism of the form

(x1 + [x1, xn]hfg + [x2, xn]hg
2, x2 + [x1, xn]hf

2 + [x2, xn]hfg, x3, . . . , xn)

belongs to W .

First, let us recall some results of Cohn [12] and Suslin [59] on generators of special
linear groups over polynomial algebras.

In 1966 P. Cohn [12] proved that the matrix
[

1 + x1x2 x22
−x21 1− x1x2

]

is not a product of elementary matrices over the polynomial algebra K[x1, x2].
Denote by Ek(U) the subgroup of SLk(U) generated by all elementary matrices, that

is, by all matrices of the form

Ik + aEij , a ∈ U.

The well-known Suslin’s Theorem [59] states that if k ≥ 3 then SLk(U) = Ek(U), that
is, every matrix from SLk(U) is a product of elementary matrices. If I is an ideal of
U then the natural map U → U/I induces the natural maps GLk(U) → GLk(U/I) and
GLk(U) → GLk(U/I). Denote by GLk(U, I) the kernel of GLk(U) → GLk(U/I) and by
SLk(U, I) the kernel of SLk(U) → SLk(U/I). Denote by Ek(U, I) the normal closure in
Ek(U) of the set of all elementary matrices of the form I + aEij , where i 6= j and a ∈ I.

The next corollary of Suslin’s results is formulated in [4].

Proposition 1. Let k ≥ 3 and I = ynU . Then
(1) SLk(U, I) = Ek(U, I);
(2) Ek(U, I) is generated by the set of all matrices of the form

I + h(fei + gej)(gei − fej)
t

where i < j, h ∈ I, and f, g ∈ U .

Proof. We repeat a short proof given in [4]. By [59], every matrix Φ ∈ SLk(U, I) is a
product of elementary matrices Φ = E1 . . . Es. Any a ∈ U = K[y1, . . . , yn] can be written
in the form

a = ynb+ c, b ∈ U, c ∈ K[y1, . . . , yn−1],

and, consequently,

I + aEij = (I + ynbEij)(I + cEij).

Thus, Ei = HiGi where Hi ∈ Ek(U, I) and Gi ∈ Ek(K[y1, . . . , yn−1]). Then

Φ = H1(G1H2G
−1
1 )(G1G2H3G

−1
2 G−1

1 ) . . . (G1 . . . Gs−1HsG
−1
s−1 . . . G

−1
1 )(G1 . . . Gs).

Substituting yn = 0 we get G1 . . . Gs = 1. Since

G1 . . . Gi−1HiG
−1
i−1 . . . G

−1
1 ∈ Ek(U, I)

it follows that Φ ∈ Ek(U, I).
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By [59, Corollary 1.4], the group Ek(U, I) is generated by the set of all matrices of the
form

Ik + hu(ujei − uiej)
t

where h ∈ I, u = (u1, . . . , uk) is a unimodular column over U , and 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k. Recall
that a column u is called unimodular if the ideal generated by its components contains
the identity element. We have

Ik + hu(ujei − uiej)
t = (Ik + h(uiei + ujej)(ujei − uiej)

t)
∏

l 6=i,j

(Ik + hulel(ujei)
t)
∏

l 6=i,j

(Ik − h(ulel)
tuiej).

This proves (b). �
Notice that if i = 1, j = 2, then the matrix from Proposition 1(2) is 2-reducible and its

2-reduction is

I2 + h

[

fg −f 2

g2 −fg

]

,

which is a generalization of the Cohn matrix mentioned above.

Proposition 2. Every special matrix belongs to S.

Proof. Since n ≥ 4 it follows by Proposition 1 that SLn−1(U, ynU) is generated by the
set of all matrices

B = In−1 + ynh(fei + gej)(gei − fej)
t, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n− 1.

It is sufficient to prove that for any such matrix B there exists a special matrix A from
S such that its special (n− 1)-reduction is B. Without loss of generality we may assume
that i = 1 and j = 2, that is,

B = In−1 + ynh(fe1 + ge2)(ge1 − fe2)
t.

Then for

A = I + hfgF1n1 + hg2F2n1 − hf 2F1n2 − hfgF2n2

we get An−1 = B and A belongs to S by Lemma 10. �

Corollary 10. Every automorphism of the form

(x1 + f1, x2 + f2, . . . , xn−1 + fn−1, xn),

where f1, f2, . . . , fn−1 belong to the ideal generated by [x1, xn], . . . , [xn−1, xn], belongs to
W .

8. Inductive lemma

The following lemma is part of the excellent proof given in [4, p. 99–100], and we will
repeat this for completeness. Since we have no exponential automorphisms of degree 3,
we first present this statement with a slight restriction. Using this lemma, in the next
section we will deal with exponential automorphisms of degree 3. Then we can prove this
lemma in full form. Fortunately, the proof given here works in the general case.
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Lemma 11. Let A = I+[aij] ∈ SLn(U,
∑n

j=s yjU)∩G, ldeg(aij) ≥ 3, and a1n, a2n, . . . , a(n−1)n ∈
∑n−1

j=s yjU + y2nU . Then there exists B ∈ S such that B−1A ∈ SLn(U,
∑n−1

j=s yjU).

Proof. For any a ∈ U and any matrix R over U let a and R be the result of setting
ys = ys+1 = . . . = yn−1 = 0 in a and R respectively.

Let

M =















In−1

0
.
.
.
0

y1 y2 . . . yn−1 yn















.

Then

M =















In−1

0
.
.
.
0

y1 . . . ys−1 0 . . . 0 yn















.

We have

MAM−1 = In +















[aij − y−1
n yjain]

y−1
n a1n
.
.
.

y−1
n a(n−1)n

0 . . . 0 0















=















In−1

y−1
n a1n
.
.
.

y−1
n a(n−1)n

0 . . . 0 1





























In +















[aij − y−1
n yjain]

0
.
.
.
0

0 . . . 0 0





























,

M A M
−1

=















In−1

y−1
n a1n
.
.
.

y−1
n a(n−1)n

0 . . . 0 1





























In +















[aij − y−1
n yjain]

0
.
.
.
0

0 . . . 0 0





























,
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and

M A M
−1

=

















In−1

ynd1n
.
.
.

ynd(n−1)n

0 . . . 0 1































In +















[yndij ]

0
.
.
.
0

0 . . . 0 0





























,

where dij ∈ K[y1, . . . , ys−1, yn]. The last equality is possible since aij ∈ ynK[y1, . . . , ys−1, yn]
for all i, j and ain ∈ y2nK[y1, . . . , ys−1, yn] for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Moreover, notice that
ldeg(dij) ≥ 2 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n − 1 and ldeg(din) ≥ 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 since
ldeg(aij) ≥ 3 for all i, j.

For any 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, let

δk = In +







































0 0 . . . 0
. . . . . .
. . . . . .
. . . . . .
0 0 . . . 0

y1yndkn y2yndkn . . . y2ndkn
0 0 . . . 0
. . . . . .
. . . . . .
. . . . . .
0 0 . . . 0

−y1ykdkn −y2ykdkn . . . −ynykdkn







































=
∏

l 6=k,n

(In + yldknFknl) · (In + ykdknFknk − yndknFknn).

Notice that all factors of the product
∏

l 6=k,n(In + yldknFknl) belong to S and

In + ykdknFknk − yndknFknn ∈ S

by Lemma 7 since ldeg(dkn) ≥ 1 (this is the only place where the restriction ldeg(aij) ≥ 3
was used). Consequently, δk ∈ S.

Notice that

Mδ1 . . . δn−1M
−1

=

















In−1

ynd1n
.
.
.

ynd(n−1)n

0 . . . 0 0

















22



and

M(δ1 . . . δn−1)
−1ΦM

−1
=













[yndij ]

0
.
.
.

0 . . . 0













.

Let

ǫ = In +

















ynd11 . . . ynd1(n−1) 0
. . . . . .
. . . . . .
. . . . . .

ynd(n−1)1 . . . ynd(n−1)(n−1) 0

−
∑n−1

j=1 yjdj1 . . . −
∑n−1

j=1 yjdj(n−1) 0

















.

By Proposition 2, ǫ ∈ S ∩ SLn(U,
∑n

j=s yjU), and

MǫM−1 =MǫM
−1

=













[yndij]

0
.
.
.

0 . . . 0













.

Consequently,

Mǫ−1(δ1 . . . δn−1)
−1A M

−1

MB
−1
A M

−1
= In,

where B = δ1 . . . δn−1ǫ. This means that B−1A ∈ S ∩ SLn(U,
∑n−1

j=s yjU). �

9. Exceptional automorphism

Now we prove that the automorphism (3) is almost tame using the ideas of approxima-
tion [8] and the results of the preceding sections. Recall that the Jacobian matrix of (3)
is the matrix (9).

Lemma 12. The matrix (9) belongs to S.

Proof. We have

A = I + y2F231 − λy1F231 ∈ S.
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Let α = I + λE12. Then B = αAαα−1 ∈ S. Since A and α are 3-reducible it follows that
B is 3-reducible and

B3 = α3A
α
3α

−1
3 =





1 λ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1









1 0 0
(y2 − λy1)y3 1 0
−(y2 − λy1)y2 0 1





α 



1 −λ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1





=





1 λ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1









1 0 0
y2y3 1 0

−y2(y2 + λy1) 0 1









1 −λ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1





=





1 + λy2y3 −λ2y2y3 0
y2y3 1− λy2y3 0

−y2(y2 + λy1) λy2(y2 + λy1) 1





Set C = (I − y2F231)(I + λ2y2F132)B. Then

C3 =





1 0 0
−y2y3 1 0
y22 0 1









1 λ2y2y3 0
0 1 0
0 −λ2y2y1 1









1 + λy2y3 −λ2y2y3 0
y2y3 1− λy2y3 0

−y2(y2 + λy1) λy2(y2 + λy1) 1





=





1 + λy2y3 + λ2y22y
2
3 −λ3y22y

2
3 0

−λy22y
2
3(1 + λy2y3) 1− λy2y3 + λ3y32y

3
3 0

λ(−y1y2 + y32y3)(1 + λy2y3) λy22 + λ3y1y
2
2y3 − λ3y42y

2
3 1





= I3 + λ





y2y3 0 0
0 −y2y3 0

−y1y2 y22 0



+ y22y3C
′,

where

C ′ =





λ2y3 −λ3y3 0
−λy3(1 + λy2y3) λ3y2y

2
3 0

λ(y2 − λy1 + λy22y3) λ3y1 − λ3y22y3 0



 .

Set also D = (I + y2F231)(I − λ2y2F132)B
−1. Then

D3 =





1− λy2y3 + λ2y22y
2
3 −λ3y22y

2
3 0

−λy22y
2
3(1− λy2y3) 1 + λy2y3 − λ3y32y

3
3 0

λ(y1y2 + y32y3)(1− λy2y3) −λy22 + λ3y1y
2
2y3 + λ3y42y

2
3 1





and

(23)3D
(23)
3 (23)3 =





1− λy2y3 + λ2y22y
2
3 0 −λ3y22y

2
3

λ(y1y3 + y2y
3
3)(1− λy2y3) 1 −λy23 + λ3y1y2y

2
3 + λ3y22y

4
3

−λy22y
2
3(1− λy2y3) 0 1 + λy2y3 − λ3y32y

3
3





= I3 + λ





−y2y3 0 0
y1y3 0 −y23
0 0 y2y3



+ y2y
2
3D

′,

D′ =





λ2y2 0 −λ3y2
λ(y3 − λy1 − λy2y

2
3) 0 λ3y1 + λ3y2y

2
3

−λy2(1− λy2y3) 0 −λ3y22y3



 .
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Let E = C(23)D(23)(23) ∈ S. A direct calculation gives that

E3 = C3(23)3D
(23)
3 (23)3 = (I3 + λ





y2y3 0 0
0 −y2y3 0

−y1y2 y22 0



+ y22y3C
′)

×(I3 + λ





−y2y3 0 0
y1y3 0 −y23
0 0 y2y3



+ y2y
2
3D

′) = I3 + λ





0 0 0
y1y3 −y2y3 −y23
−y1y2 y22 y2y3





+λ2y2y3





−y2y3 0 0
−y1y3 0 y23
2y1y2 0 −y2y3



+ (I3 + λ





y2y3 0 0
0 −y2y3 0

−y1y2 y22 0



+ y22y3C
′)y2y

2
3D

′

+y22y3C
′ + λy22y3C

′





−y2y3 0 0
y1y3 0 −y23
0 0 y2y3



 = I3 + λ





0 0 0
y1y3 −y2y3 −y23
−y1y2 y22 y2y3



+ E ′,

where all elements of E ′ are divisible by y3 and all elements of the last column of E ′ are
divisible by y23. Let

P = (I + λy1F231)(I − λy2F232 − λy3F233) = I + λy1F231 − λy2F232 − λy3F233.

Then

P3 = I3 + λ





0 0 0
y1y3 −y2y3 −y23
−y1y2 y22 y2y3



 .

Then

P−1
3 E3 = (I3 − λ





0 0 0
y1y3 −y2y3 −y23
−y1y2 y22 y2y3



)(I3 + λ





0 0 0
y1y3 −y2y3 −y23
−y1y2 y22 y2y3



+ E ′)

= I3 + (I3 − λ





0 0 0
y1y3 −y2y3 −y23
−y1y2 y22 y2y3



)E ′ = I3 + P ′.

Notice that all elements of P ′ are of lower degree ≥ 4, divisible by y3, and all elements of
the last column are divisible by y23. Thus the matrix (3n)(P−1E)(3n)(3n) ∈ SLn(U, ynU)
and satisfies the conditions of Lemma 11 for s = n. By Lemma 11, there exists a matrix
Q such that Q−1(3n)(P−1E)(3n)(3n) ∈ SLn(U, 0), that is, Q−1(3n)(P−1E)(3n)(3n) = I.
Consequently, (3n)(P−1E)(3n)(3n) = Q ∈ S and P−1E ∈ S. Since E ∈ S it follows that
P ∈ S. Notice that the first factor I + λy1F231 of P belongs to S. Consequently,

(I − λy1F231)P = I − λy2F232 − λy3F233 ∈ S.

Conjugating the inverse of this matrix we can get the matrix (9). �

Corollary 11. The automorphism (3) is almost tame.
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10. Elimination of a variable

In this section, we prove the main proposition to reduce the number of variables in ma-
trices from G modulo S, repeating the proofs from [4, pages 99–100], with some minimal
necessary changes. We present two lemmas to avoid yet another use of inner automor-
phisms in [4].

Lemma 13. There exists a 3-reducible matrix C in T such that C3 after setting y2 =
y3 = 0 becomes equal to

I3 + λy1E13 = I3 +





0 0 0
0 0 0
λy1 0 0



 ,

where λ ∈ K.

Proof. Set

A = I + F231, α = I + λE12, B = I − λ2F132.

Then

A3α3(A
−1
3 )αα−1

3 =





1 0 0
y3 1 0
−y2 0 1









1 λ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1









1 0 0
−y3 1 0
y2 0 1





α 



1 −λ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1





=





1 0 0
y3 1 0
−y2 0 1









1 λ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1









1 0 0
−y3 1 0

y2 + λy1 0 1









1 −λ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1





=





1− λy3 λ2y3 0
−λy23 1 + λy3 + λ2y23 0

λy1 + λy2y3 −λy2 − λ2y1 − λ2y2y3 1





and

B3A3α3(A
−1
3 )αα−1

3 =





1 −λ2y3 0
0 1 0
0 λ2y1 1









1− λy3 λ2y3 0
−λy23 1 + λy3 + λ2y23 0

λy1 + λy2y3 −λy2 − λ2y1 − λ2y2y3 1





=





1− λy3 + λ3y33 −λ3y23 − λ4y33 0
−λy23 1 + λy3 + λ2y23 0

λy1 + λy2y3 − λ3y1y
2
3 −λy2 − λ2y2y3 + λ3y1y3 + λ4y1y

2
3 1



 .

If C = BAα(A−1)αα−1 then C ∈ T and C3 = B3A3α3(A
−1
3 )αα−1

3 after setting y2 = y3 = 0
gives I3 + λy1E13. �

Lemma 14. Let

In + [aij] ∈ SLn(U, y1U + y2U) ∩G.

Then ldeg(aij) ≥ 2 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2.
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Proof. Let

A = [aij ] = A1 + . . .+ Ak,

where all elements of Ai are homogeneous of degree i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k and let A1 = [bij ].
Since aij ∈ y1U + y2U then bij ∈ Ky1 +Ky2. Moreover, since Y A = 0 by Lemma 2, we
get Y A1 = 0. By Lemma 2 there exist quadratic elements f1, . . . , fn ∈ Mn such that

A1 = [bij ] = [∂(f1) . . . ∂(fn)].

Therefore all components of ∂(fi) belong to Ky1 +Ky2.
Let

fi =

n−1
∑

k=1

αk[xn, xk] + f ′
i ,

where f ′
i does not depend on xn and α1, . . . , αn−1 ∈ K. If αj 6= 0 for some 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1

then
∂fi
∂xj

= −αjxn +
∂f ′

i

∂xj
/∈ Ky1 +Ky2.

Consequently, α1 = . . . = αn−1 = 0 and fi does not depend on xn. The same discussions
give that fi does not depend on x3, . . . , xn. Hence fi = λi[x1, x2] for all i. Then

A1 = λ1F121 + λ2F122 + . . .+ λnF12n

and the trace tr(A1) of A1 is λ1y2 − λy1.
Recall that the determinat of I + A is 1. The homogeneous part of degree 1 of the

determinant of I + A1 + . . . + Ak is tr(A1). Consequently, tr(A1) = 0. The equation
λ1y2 − λy1 = 0 gives that λ1 = λ2 = 0. This means that bij = 0 and ldeg(aij) ≥ 2 for all
1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2. �

Lemma 15. Let

A = I + [aij ] ∈ SLn(U,
n

∑

j=s

yjU) ∩G.

Then there exists R ∈ S such that R−1A = I + [eij ] ∈ SLn(U,
∑n

j=s yjU) ∩ G and

e1n, e2n, . . . , en−1n ∈
∑n−1

j=s yjU + y2nU .

Proof. For any a ∈ U and any matrix R over U let a and R be the result of setting
ys = ys+1 = . . . = yn−1 = 0 in a and R, respectively.

By Lemma 2,

y1a1j + y2a2j + . . . ynanj = 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Consequently,

y1a1j + . . . ys−1a(s−1)j + ynanj = 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Since A = I + [aij] ∈ SLn(U,
∑n

j=s yjU) it follows that aij ∈
∑n

j=s yjU and, conse-

quently, aij ∈ ynK[y1, . . . , ys−1, yn], that is, aij = ynbij for some bij ∈ K[y1, . . . , ys−1, yn].

Therefore A = I + [aij ] = I + [ynbij ] and the preceding equality gives that

y1b1j + . . . ys−1b(s−1)j + ynbnj = 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ n.
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If (c1n, . . . , c(n−1)n) is the result of setting yn = 0 in (b1n, . . . , b(n−1)n) then from this we
get

y1c1n + . . . ys−1c(s−1)n = 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ n.(11)

First we show that there exists a matrix R ∈ S ∩ SLn(U,
∑n

j=s yjU) such that

R = C =















In−1

ync1n
.
.
.

ync(n−1)n

0 . . . 0 1















.

belongs to S. In fact,

C =



































In−1

ync1n
.
.
.

ync(s−1)n

0
.
.
.
0

0 . . . 0 1





































































In−1

0
.
.
.
0

yncsn
.
.
.

ync(n−1)n

0 . . . 0 1



































.

The first factor belongs to G by (11) and Lemma 2, and, consequently, belongs to S. The
second factor is equal to the product

D =

n−1
∏

k=s

(I + yncknEkn)

Let

ckn = y1f1 + . . .+ ys−1fs−1 + λ,

where fi ∈ K[y1, . . . , ys−1] and λ ∈ K. Then

ynckn = y1ynf1 + . . .+ ys−1ynfs−1 + ynλ.
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Let

Pk =



























In−1

−ykynf1
.
.
.

−ykynfs−1

0
y1ynf1 + . . .+ ys−1ynfs−1

0
0 . . . 0 1



























∈ S.

Let s = n−1. Then k = n−1 and aij ∈ yn−1U + ynU . By Lemma 14, ldeg(aij) ≥ 2 for
all n− 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. By construction the linear part of ynckn is obtained from the linear
part of a(n−1)n. Consequently, λ = 0 and P k = I + yncknEkn.

Let s < n−1, i.e., the set {s, . . . , n} contains at least 3 elements. Then, by Lemma 13,
there exists a matrix Q ∈ T such that

Q = In + λynEkn.

Consequently, QP ∈ S and QP = I + yncknEkn.
Therefore in both cases there exists a matrix γi ∈ S such that γi = I + yncknEkn. Then

γs . . . γn−1 = D. Consequently, there exists a matrix R ∈ S ∩SLn(U,
∑n

j=s yjU) such that

R = C. Then R−1A ∈ SLn(U,
∑n

j=s yjU) ∩ G. Let R−1A = In + [eij ]. Recall that, by

construction, akn = ynckn + y2ndkn for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, where dkn ∈ K[y1, . . . , ys−1, yn].
Then

R−1A = C−1(I + [aij ]) =















In−1

−ync1n
.
.
.

−ync(n−1)n

0 . . . 0 1



























I +













[aij ]i,j≤n−1

a1n
.
.
.
ann

























= I +















[aij]i,j≤n−1

a1n − ync1n
.
.
.

a(n−1)n − ync(n−1)n

ann















= I +

















[aij ]i,j≤n−1

y2nd1n
.
.
.

y2nd(n−1)n

ann

















Then ekn = y2ndkn. This means that ekn ∈
∑n−1

j=s yjU + y2nU for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. The

matrix R−1A satisfies the statement of the lemma. �
For convenience, we formulate the following complete version of the lemma 11.

Lemma 16. Let A = I + [aij ] ∈ SLn(U,
∑n

j=s yjU) ∩ G and a1n, a2n, . . . , a(n−1)n ∈
∑n−1

j=s yjU + y2nU . Then there exists B ∈ S such that B−1A ∈ SLn(U,
∑n−1

j=s yjU).
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Proof. Notice that the restriction ldeg(aij) ≥ 3 was used only once to apply that the
matrix

In + ykdknFknk − yndknFknn

belong to S by Lemma 7 since ldeg(dkn) ≥ 1. By Lemma 13, it belongs to S anyway.
Repeating the proof of Lemma 11, we get the statement of the lemma. �

Proposition 3. Let

A = I + [aij ] ∈ SLn(U,
n

∑

j=s

yjU) ∩G.

Then there exists B ∈ S such that B−1A ∈ SLn(U,
∑n−1

j=s yjU).

Proof. By Lemma 15, there exists a matrix C ∈ S such that C−1A = I + [cij] ∈

SLn(U,
∑n

j=s yjU) and c1n, c2n, . . . , cn−1n ∈
∑n−1

j=s yjU + y2nU . By Lemma 16, there exists

a matrix D ∈ S such that D−1C−1A ∈ SLn(U,
∑n−1

j=s yjU). �

11. Main results

Theorem 1. Every automorphism of a free metabelian Lie algebra Mn of rank n ≥ 4
over an arbitrary field K is almost tame.

Proof. First we show that S = G. Let A ∈ G. Then

A ∈ SLn(U,
n

∑

j=1

yjU).

By Proposition 3, there exist matrices B1, . . . , Bn ∈ S such that

B−1
s . . . B−1

1 A ∈ SLn(U,

n
∑

j=s+1

yjU)

for all s < n and

B−1
n . . . B−1

1 A ∈ SLn(U, 0) = {I}.

Consequently,

B−1
n . . . B−1

1 A = I

and

A = B1 . . . Bn ∈ S.

This proves that S = G. Therefore ATAut(Mn) ∩ IAut(Mn) = IAut(Mn). It follows that
ATAut(Mn) = Aut(Mn) since both groups contain all linear automorphisms. �

Theorem 2. The group of all automorphisms Aut(Mn) of a free metabelian Lie alge-
bra Mn of rank n ≥ 4 over a field K of characteristic 6= 3 is generated by all linear
automorphisms, as well as a quadratic automorphism (1) and a cubic automorphism (2).
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Corollary 12. The group of all automorphisms Aut(Mn) of a free metabelian Lie algebra
Mn of rank n ≥ 5 over any field K is generated by all linear automorphisms, as well as a
quadratic automorphism (1) and a cubic automorphism (2).

Theorem 2 and Corollary 12 are direct corollaries of Corollary 4 and Theorem 1.
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