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Abstract. For two given w-terms « and 3, the word problem for w-terms
over a variety V asks whether @ = 3 in all monoids in V. We show that the
word problem for w-terms over each level of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy is de-
cidable. More precisely, for every fixed variety in the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy,
our approach yields an algorithm in nondeterministic logarithmic space (NL).
In addition, we provide deterministic polynomial time algorithms which are
more efficient than straightforward translations of the NL-algorithms. As
an application of our results, we show that separability by the so-called cor-
ners of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy is witnessed by w-terms (this property is
also known as w-reducibility). In particular, the separation problem for the
corners of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy is decidable.

1 Introduction

Algebraic characterizations of classes of regular languages are interesting as they often al-
low to decide the class’s membership problem. For example, by Schiitzenberger’s famous
theorem [22], one can decide whether a given regular language is star-free by computing
its syntactic monoid M and checking its aperiodicity. The latter can be achieved by
verifying zMI' = zIMI'z for all z € M. This equation is also stated as 2% = 2%z since
this notation is independent of the monoid’s size. More formally, we can see the equation
as a pair of w-terms: these are finite words built using letters, which are interpreted as
variables, concatenation and an additional formal w-power. Checking an equation oo = (8
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in a finite monoid is easy: one can simply substitute each variable by all elements of the
monoid. For each substitution, this yields a monoid element on the left hand side and
one on the right hand side. The equation holds if and only if they are always equal.

Often, the question whether an equation holds is not only interesting for a single finite
monoid but for a (possibly infinite) class of such monoids. For example, one may ask
whether all monoids in a certain class are aperiodic. This is trivially decidable if the
class is finite. But what if it is infinite? If the class forms a variety (of finite monoids,
sometimes also referred to as a pseudo-variety), i.e. a class of finite monoids closed
under (possibly empty) direct products, submonoids and homomorphic images, then this
problem is called the variety’s word problem for w-terms. Usually, the study of a variety’s
word problem for w-terms also gives more insight into the variety’s structure, which is
interesting in its own right. McCammond showed that the word problem for w-terms of
the variety A of aperiodic finite monoids is decidable [I7]. The problem was shown to be
decidable in linear time for J, the class of J-trivial finite monoids, by Almeida [3] and
for R, the class of R-trivial monoids, by Almeida and Zeitoun [4]. For the variety DA,
Moura adapted and expanded those ideas to show decidability in time O((nk)%) where
n is the length of the input w-terms and k is the maximal nesting depth of the w-power
(which can be linear in n) [18]. Remember that DA is the class of finite monoids whose
regular D-classes form aperiodic semigroups. This variety received a lot of attention due
to its many different characterizations; see e.g. [5, 26]. Most notably is its connection to
two-variable first-order logic [27]. This logic is a natural restriction of first-order logic
over finite words, which in turn is the logic characterization of A.

In this paper, we consider the word problem for w-terms over the varieties in the
Trotter-Weil Hierarchy. It was introduced by Trotter and Weil [28] with the idea of
using the good understanding of the band varieties (cf. [7]) for studying the lattice of
sub-varieties of DA; bands are semigroups satisfying 22 = . The levels of this hierarchy
exhaust DA. As it turns out, the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy has tight connections to the
quantifier alternation hierarchy inside two-variable first-order logic [14]. In addition,
many characterizations of DA admit natural restrictions which allow climbing up this
hiearchy (see [12]).

Please note that, in spite of this paper’s title, we will refer to w-terms as m-terms
for most parts of the paper, the only exception being this introduction. We follow this
notation introduced by Perrin and Pin [19] to avoid notational conflicts. Accordingly, we
use 7 for the formal power in w-terms and speak of the word problem for m-terms.

Results. In this paper, we present the following results.
e Our main tool for studying a variety V of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy is a family
of finite index congruences =v , for n € N. These congruences have the property
that a monoid M is in V if and only if there exists n for which M divides a
quotient by =v,. The congruences are not new but they differ in some details
from the ones usually found in the literature, where they are introduced in terms
of rankers [12], 14} [15]. Unfortunately, these differences necessitate new proofs.

o We lift the combinatorics from finite words to w-terms using the “linear order
approach” introduced by Huschenbett and the first author [10]. They showed that,



over varieties of aperiodic monoids, one can use the order N+ Z-Q + (—N) for the
formal w-power. In this paper, we use the simpler order N 4 (—N). We show that
two w-terms « and S are equal in some variety V of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy
if and only if [yt (—n)y =vn [Blns(—w) for all n € N. Here, [a]ng(—n) denotes
the generalized word (i.e. the labeled linear order) obtained from replacing every
occurrence of the formal w-power by the linear order N + (—N). Note that this
order is tailor-made for the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy and does not result from simple
arguments which work in any variety.

e We show that one can effectively check whether [a]ny(—n) =vn [Bln4(—n) for all
n € N.

e We further improve the algorithms and show that, for every variety V of the
Trotter-Weil Hierarchy, the word problem for w-terms over V is decidable in nonde-
terministic logarithmic space. The main difficulty is to avoid some blow-up which
(naively) is caused by the nesting depth of the w-power. For R, which appears
in the hierarchy, this result is incomparable to Almeida and Zeitoun’s linear time
algorithm [4].

e We also introduce polynomial time algorithms, which are more efficient than the
direct translation of these NL algorithms.

e As an application, we prove that the separation problems for the so-called corners
of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy are decidable by showing w-reducibility. For J, we
adapt the proof of van Rooijen and Zeitoun [29].

e With little additional effort, we also obtain all of the above results for DA, the
limit of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy. The decidability of the separation problem
re-proves a result of Place, van Rooijen and Zeitoun [2I]. The algorithms for the
word problem for w-terms are more efficient than those of Moura [18].

Separability of the join levels and the intersection levels is still open. We conjecture
that these problems can be solved with similar but more technical reductions.

2 Preliminaries

Natural Numbers and Finite Words. Let N = {1,2,...}, Ng = {0,1,...} and —-N =
{—1,-2,...}. For the rest of this paper, we fix a finite alphabet 3. By ¥* we denote
the set of all finite words over the alphabet X, including the empty word &; ¥ denotes

Y\ {e}.

Order Types. A linearly ordered set (P, <p) consists of a (possibly infinite) set P and
a linear ordering relation <p of P, i.e. a reflexive, anti-symmetric, transitive and total
binary relation <p C P x P. To simplify notation we define two special objects —oo and
+00. The former is always smaller with regard to <p than any element in P while the



latter is always larger. We call two linearly ordered sets (P, <p) and (Q, <g) isomorphic
if there is an order-preserving bijection ¢ : P — ). Isomorphism between linearly order
sets is an equivalence relation; its classes are called (linear) order types.

The sum of two linearly ordered sets (P,<p) and (Q,<g) is (P W Q, <p;q) where
Py Q is the disjoint union of P and @ and <p_ ¢ orders all elements of P to be smaller
than those of () while it behaves as <p and <g on elements from their respective sets.
Similarly, the product of (P,<p) and (Q, <q) is (P x Q, <px«q) where (p,q) <ps«q (P,q)
holds if and only if either ¢ <g ¢ and ¢ # ¢ or ¢ = ¢ and p <p p holds. Sum and
product of linearly ordered sets are compatible with taking the order type. This allows
for writing 4+ v and p * v for order types p and v.

We re-use n € Ny to denote the order type of ({1,2,...,n},<). One should note
that this use of natural numbers to denote order types does not result in contradictions
with sums and products: the usual calculation rules apply. Besides finite linear order
types, we need w, the order type of (N, <), and its dual w* the order type of (—N, <).
Another important order type in the scope of this paper is w + w*, whose underlying set
is Nw (—N). Note that, here, natural numbers and the (strictly) negative numbers are
ordered as 1,2,3,..., ...,—3,—2,—1; therefore, in this order type, we have for example
-1 Zw-‘,—w* 1.

Generalized Words. Any finite word w = ajas ... a, of length n € Ny with a; € ¥ can
be seen as a function which maps a position i € {1,2,...,n} to the corresponding letter
a; (or, possibly, the empty map). Therefore, it is natural to denote the positions in a
word w by dom(w). By relaxing the requirement of dom(w) to be finite, one obtains the
notion of generalized words: a (generalized) word w over the alphabet ¥ of order type
is a function w : dom(w) — 3, where dom(w) is a linearly ordered set in p. For dom(w),
we usually choose (N, <), (=N, <) and (NW (=N), <,,1,+) as representative of w, w* and
w + w*, respectively. The order type of a finite word of length n is n.

Like finite words, generalized words can be concatenated, i.e. we write u to the left
of v and obtain uv. In that case, the order type of uv is the sum of the order types of
u and v. Beside concatenation, we can also take powers of generalized words. Let w be
a generalized word of order type p which belongs to (P, <,) and let v be an arbitrary
order type belonging to (P,,<,). Then, w” is a generalized word of order type p * v
which determines the ordering of its letters; w maps (p1,p2) € Py x P, to w(p1). If v =n
for some n € N, then w” = w" is equal to the n-fold concatenation of w.

In this paper, the term word refers to a generalized word. If it is important for a word
to be finite, it is referred to explicitly as a finite word. As a counterpart to the positions
dom(w) in w, we define the set of letters appearing in a word alph(w) as the image of w
seen as a function. For example, for a finite word w = ajas . ..a, of length n € Ny (with
aj,as,...,a, € %), we have alph(w) = {a1, az,...,a,}.

We also introduce notation for factors of words. For a pair (I,7) € ({—oco}Wdom(w)) x
(dom(w) & {+00}), define w(;, as the restriction of the word w (seen as a mapping) to
the set of positions (strictly) larger than [ and (strictly) smaller than r. Note that
W = W(_oo, 400y and w(y ;) = € for any pair (I,7) with no position between [ and r.



Monoids, Divisors, Congruences and Recognition. In this paper, the term monoid
refers to a finite monoid (except when stated otherwise). It is well known that, for any
monoid M, there is a smallest number n € N such that m” is idempotent (i.e. m?" = m™)
for every element m € M; this number is called the exponent of M and shall be denoted
by M! = nl] A monoid N is a divisor of (another) monoid M, written as N < M, if N
is a homomorphic image of a submonoid of M.

A congruence (relation) in a (not necessarily finite) monoid M is an equivalence relation
C C M x M such that z1 C z9 and y; C yo implies z1y1 C xoyo for all z1,x2,y1,y2 € M.
If M is a (possibly infinite) monoid and C C M x M is a congruence, then the set of
equivalence classes of C, denoted by M/C, is a well-defined monoid (which might still be
infinite), whose size is called the index of C. For any two congruences C; and Ca, one can
define their join C1 V Cy as the smallest congruence which includes C; and Co; its index
is at most as large as the index of C; and the index of Cs.

A (possibly infinite) monoid M recognizes a language (of finite words) L C >* if there
is a homomorphism ¢ : ¥* — M with L = ¢! (p(L)). A language is regular if and only
if it is recognized by a finite monoid. It is well known that there is a unique smallest
monoid which recognizes a given regular language: the syntactic monoid.

Green’s Relations. Among the most important tools for studying monoids are Green’s
Relations. Let x and y be elements of a monoid M. Define

TRy & M =yM,
z Ly & Mx=My and
xJy & MzM = MyM

where M = {xm | m € M} is the right-ideal of x, Mz = {mx | m € M} its left-ideal
and MxM = {mizma | mi1,me € M} its (two-sided) ideal.

By simple calculation, one can see that R y holds if and only if there are 2,2’ € M
such that xz = y and yz’ = x and, symmetrically, that £ y holds if and only if there
are z,2' € M such that zx =y and 2’y = =.

Varieties, m-Terms, Equations and Word Problem for 7-terms. A wariety (of finite
monoids) — sometimes also referred to as a pseudo-variety — is a class of monoids which
is closed under submonoids, homomorphic images and — possibly empty — finite direct
products. For example, the class R of R-trivial monoids and the class L of L-trivial
monoids both form a variety, see e.g. [20]. Clearly, if V and W are varieties, then so is
V N W. For example, the class J = RN L is a variety; in fact, it is the variety of all
J-trivial monoids. For two varieties V and W, the smallest variety containing VU W,
the so called join, is denoted by Vv W.

Many varieties can be defined in terms of equations (or identities). Because it will
be useful later, we take a more formal approach towards equations by using ﬂ—termfg.

!Note that all statements remain valid if one assumes that M! is used to denote |M|!.
2As mentioned in the introduction, 7-terms are usually referred to as w-terms. In this paper, however,



A m-term is a finite word, built using letters, concatenation and an additional formal
m-power (and appropriate parentheses), whose m-exponents act as a placeholder for a
substitution value. Formally, every letter a € ¥ is a m-term (over X). As a special case,
also ¢ is a m-term. For two m-terms « and 3, their concatenation af is a w-term as well
and, if 7 is a 7-term, then so is (7)™, where 7 is a formal exponent.

To state equations using m-terms, one needs to substitute the formal m-exponents by
actual values resulting in a word. We define [v], as the result of substituting the -
exponents in vy by an order type pu, i.e. we have [¢], = €, [a], = a for all a € ¥,

[as]y = [al, 0B8], and [(v)"]. = ([7]n)". For example, we have
[a ((6)"c)™]5 = a ((bbb)c) ((bbb)c) ((bbb)c) .

An equation o = 3 consists of two m-terms « and S over the same alphabet Y, which,
here, can be seen as a set of variables. A homomorphism o : ¥* — M is called an
assignment of variables in this context. An equation a = 8 holds in a monoid M if for
every assignment of variables o ([a]an) = o ([B]an) is satisfied. It holds in a variety V
if it holds in all monoids in V. The word problem for mw-terms over a variety V is the
problem to decide whether o = 8 holds in V for the input 7-terms « and f.

Mal’cev Products. Besides intersection and join, we need one more constructions for
varieties: the Mal’cev product, which is often defined using relational morphisms. In this
paper, we use a different, yet equivalent, approach based on the congruences ~x and ~p,
see [I1] or [8, Corollary 4.3|. For their definition, let x and y be elements of a monoid M
and define

r~gy & Ve€ E(S):ex ReoreyRe = ex =ey
and x ~py < Vee€ E(S):xe Leorye L e = ze = ye,
where E(S) denotes the set of idempotents in S.

Obviously, ~x and ~p are of finite index in any (finite) monoid M. Thus, we have
that M /~k and M/~p are (finite) monoids and can define Mal’cev products of varieties.
Let V be a variety. The varieties K@V and D @V are defined by

MeK®™MV & M/~k €V and
MeD®™V & M/~peV,

where M is a monoid. Note that, indeed, KV and D@V are varieties for any variety
V and that, furthermore, we have VC K@V and VC D™ V.

3 The Trotter-Weil Hierarchy

The main object of study in this paper, is the so-called Trotter- Weil Hierarchy. We will
approach it primarily using certain combinatorial congruence. We will show that this

we use w to denote the order type of the natural numbers. Therefore, we follow the approach of
Perrin and Pin [19] and use 7 instead of w.
3For a more elaborate example (involving w + w™) see [Example 1] on [page 35




approach is equivalent to the more common algebraic approach, which we will use as the
definition of the hierarchy.

The Trotter-Weil Hierarchy. As the name im- <
plies, this hierarchy was first studied by Trotter and A
Weil [28]. We will define it using Mal’cev products. RsNLg HE
Though this approach is different to the original =
one used by Trotter and Weil, both are equivalent Ro VL, >E
[15]. We define: R =R, Ly—L ~ .
DL
Ry =L; =17, :
ReNLy=J=R; =L,
Rm+1 =K @ Lm and
Lmt1 = D@ Ry, Figure 1: Trotter-Weil Hierarchy

These varieties form the so-called corners of the hierarchy. Additionally, it contains the
join levels Ry V Ly and the intersection levels Ry, N Ly,. The term “hierarchy” is
justified by the following inclusions: we have Ry N Ly € Ry, Lim € Ry V Ly, and
Rm VLm € Rmt1 N Lpy41; the latter can be seen by induction.

Among the corners of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy are some well known varieties: we
have R; = L1 = J, Re = R and Ly = L (for the last two, see [20]; the others are
straightforward).

By taking the union of all varieties in the hierarchy, one gets the variety DA [13],
which is usually defined as the class of monoids whose regular D-classes form aperiodic
semigroups:

Fact 1. DA:URm\/Lm:URm:ULm
meN meN meN

These considerations yield the graphic representation given in

Connections to Two-Variable Logic. The variety DA is closely connected to two-
variable first-order logic. By FO?[<], denote the set of all first-order sentences over finite
words which may only use the < predicate (and equality) and no more than two variables.
A language L C ©* of finite words is definable by a sentence ¢ € FO?[<] if and only if its
syntactic monoid is in DA [27], which it is if and only if it is in one of the Trotter-Weil
Hierarchy’s varieties.

The intersection levels corresponds to the quantifier alternation hierarchy within FO? [<
] [14]: a first-order sentence using at most two variables belongs to FO?,[<] if, on any
path in its syntax tree, there is no quantifier after the first negation and there are at
most m blocks of quantifiers. A language is definable by a sentence in FO%L[<] if and
only if its syntactic monoid is in Rm41 N Lim41.

“In finite monoids, D-classes coincide with [J-classes; a D-class is called regular if it contains an idem-
potent. A semigroup is called aperiodic (or group-free) if it has no divisor which is a nontrivial
group.



Equational Characterization. Besides its definition using Mal’cev products and its con-
nections to logic, the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy can also be characterized in terms of equa-
tions. For our proofs, we only need the direction of this characterization stated in the
lemma below. The other direction does hold as well; we will see later on in [Lemma 5|
that it is an easy consequence of the hierarchy’s combinatorial characterization which we
state below.

Lemma 1. Define the m-terms
Ur = (sz1)"s(y1t)™  and Vi = (sz1)"t(y:t)"

over the alphabet ¥1 = {s,t,x1}. For m € N, let Xy 11 and Y1 be new characters not
in the alphabet X, and define the w-terms

Um+1 = (Umxqul)WUm(quLlUm)w and Vm+1 = (UvrerfﬂrrLJrl)ﬂ—‘/m(merlUvm)7T

over the alphabet ¥y, 11 = 3 WA{Tmi1, Ymr1 )
Then we have

MeRi=L1=J <« Uy =V; holds in M,
M e Rmt1 < (Un@m+1)"Upn = (Un@ms1)" Vi, holds in M,
M €Lm+1 <= Un(Um+1Um)™ = Vi (Yms1Um)™ holds in M and
M e Rmt1 NLmy1 <= Uy =V, holds in M

for all m € N.

Proof. The first implication is a well-known characterization of J [20]. We show the next
two implications by induction over m (see also [12]).

First, assume m = 1 and consider a monoid M in which (Uy22)"U; = (Uyx2)™ V4 holds.
We need to show M € Rg, which is equivalent to showing M/~ € Ly = J. For this,
we show u; = o ([Ui]an) ~x o ([Vi]anr) = v1 for an arbitrary assignment of variables
o : X7 — M. Afterwards, we are done by the first implication since the exponent of
M/~ is a divisor of M!. Let e be an arbitrary idempotent of M and assume eu; R e
(the other case from the definition of ~j is symmetrical). Thus, there is an element
T9 € M such that euyjzs = e holds. We can extend ¢ by mapping the letter zo € 39 to
the just defined monoid element z5. We then have

eu; = e(urxe)u; = ... = e(u1xe

vy =+ = e(urxe)vy = evy.

The equality in the middle holds because (Uyz2)"U; = (Uyz2)™ V7 holds in M by assump-
tion. This concludes the m = 1 case because the third implication is symmetrical.

Now, assume m > 1 and consider a monoid M in which (U, Z+1)"Up = (Un@m+1)" Vin
holds. We need to show M € Rpm41 and we do this by showing M/~ € Ly,. By induc-
tion, we only have to show that Uy,—1(ymUm—1)" = Vin—1(YmUm—1)" holds in M /~f. As



before, let o : (X,,—1 W{ym})® — M be an arbitrary assignment of variables. For conve-
nience, let uy,—1 = 0 ([Un—1]an) and vy—1 = o ([Vin—1]an) and identify y,, with o(y.,).
Let e be an arbitrary idempotent in M such that eum,l(ymum,l)M 'R e holds. Clearly,
this implies eu,,—1 R e and there are elements x,,, xym4+1 € M such that e = eup—12m,
and e = eum,l(ymum,l)M!merl holds. Extend o to map the letters x,, and x,,41 to
the respective monoid elements. Then, we have

U1 (Ymtm—1)"" = e(Um—12m)Um—1 (Ymtim—1)™"
= = e(um—12m) 1 (Ymum—1)M' = euy,
with uy, = o ([Un]an). This yields
€= eumfl(ymumfl)M!Jxqul =€ (ummerl) =+ =€ (ummerl)M!

Ve
eUm,

Using the fact that (U Zm+1)"Unm = (Un@m+1)™ Vi holds in M (by assumption), we get

M!

! M!
e, = € (UmTm+1) Um = € (UmTmt1) Um = €U,

where vy, = o ([Vin]an). In combination, we have
eum,l(ymum,l)M! = eUy, = eV, = e(um,lxm)M!vm,l(ymum,l)M'
where the last equality holds due to the definition of V,,,. Finally, we get
etm—1 Ymtm—1)™ = e(tm_12Zm)™ V-1 Ymtm—1)™

= = (U 1Zm ) V1 (YmUm—1 )™

= €Umpm—1 (ymumf 1 )M

Thus, we have shown 1 (YmUm—1)™' ~K Vm—1Ymtm—1)"" (the other case from the
definition of ~ is symmetrical) and are done. The implication for Ly41 in the case
m > 1 follows by symmetry again.

Finally, for the intersection levels, suppose that U, = V,, holds in a monoid M. By
the identities for the corners, we directly have M € Rpym41 N Lm41. O

Besides the equational characterization of the individual varieties in the hierarchy, one
can also characterize their union DA in terms of an equation:

Fact 2. Let M be a monoid. Then, we have
M € DA < (zy2)"y(ryz)™ = (xyz)" holds in M.

A proof of this fact can be found in [26].



4 Relations for the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy

Although we define the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy algebraically using Mal’cev products, we
will primarily use a different characterization which is based on certain combinatorial
congruences. Before we can finally introduce these congruences, however, we need to
give some definitions for factorizations of words at the first or last a-position (i.e. an
a-labeled position).

Factorizations and accessible words. For a word w, a position p € dom(w) W {—o0}
and a letter a € alph(w), let X,(w;p) denote the first a-position (strictly) larger than
p (or the first a-position in w if p = —o0). It is undefined if there is no such position
(i.e. there is no a to the right of p in w) or if the position is not well-defined. Define
Yo (w;p) symmetrically as the first a-position from the right which is (strictly) smaller
than p. Notice that, with generalized words, the first a-position to the right of a position
p is not necessarily well-defined even if there is an a-position larger than p. For example,
a“” = ...aa does not have a first a-position. We call words for which this situation does
not occur accessible; i.e. a word w is accessible if, for every position p in w (including
the special cases p € {£o0}), X4(w;p) is defined if and only if there is an a-position in
W(p,4oo) and Yy (w;p) is defined if and only if there is an a-position in w(_, ;). Note that
all finite words are accessible and that so are all words of the form [v],4w+ for a m-term
.
Let w be an accessible word, define

w- X‘f = w(—OO,Xa(w;—oo))v w - X(f = w(Xa(w§_OO)7+OO)’

W+ Yy = W(oo Y, (witoc)) and W Y = Wy, (s 400),oc)

for all a € alph(w). Additionally, define C,; as a special form of applying XL first
and then Y,/ which is only defined if X,(w;—o00) is strictly larger than Yj(w;-+00).
For an example of XX and X% acting on a word see Note that we have
w=(w-Xa(w  XF) = (w-Y)a(w - YE) = (w- YV)b(w - Cyp)a(w - X[) (whenever
these factors are defined). For example, we have cbbcdcaca - Cyp = cdc; see the upper
part of for a graphical representation of this example. If we apply a sequence of
factorizations, we omit the - between them, e. g. we write w- X2Vt = w- XLVt = w-Cpp.

l X (w;l) r

! ! |

w:‘abbabbbbbabbbababbab

Wiy Xy war - Xa
Figure 2: Application of X and X/ to an example word.

Relations for the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy. With these definitions in place, we define
for m,n € N the relations =X Y and =V of accessible wordsf The idea is that

—m,n> —m,n =m,n

®The presented relations could also be defined by (condensed) rankers (as it is done in [14] and [I5]).
Rankers were introduced by Weis and Immerman [30] (thus, the WT exponent in =y ",) who reused
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these relations hold on two words » and v if both words allow for the same sequence of
factorizations at the first or last occurrence of a letter. For this, we use the following
recursive definition.

Definition 1. Let m,n € N and let 4 and v be accessible words. Define recursively:
1. u Ego v, U Efw v and u =§ v for Z € {X,Y, WI} always hold.

2. u Eﬁﬂ v < alph(u) = alph(v), :% Ln—
Va € alph (u) : u- X2 =Y 1n-1V" XE and
u- XE :mn Lv- XE
u=) n v < alph(u) = alph(v), u Eﬁ_lﬂ_l v and
Va € alph (u) : u-YF =Y7 Lv-Yl and

1 v and

a —myn— a
R _X R
u Ya —m—1n—1 v Ya

u :Xﬂwn v < alph(u) = alph(v),
Va € alph (u) : u- X2 =V 1n Lv-XEand

a

u-XRZWI v XF

a —m,n—1
Va € alph (u) : u-Y}F = _mn Lv-YEand
u-YE Wlln L v-YE and

Va,b € alph (u) : u-Cyp and v-Cyp, are either both undefined
or both defined and u - Cy Eynvil,n—l v -

Ca,p holds.

Additionally, define u E%’; v e U _22 n U and u E}%n v for all m,n € Ny.

As this definition is vital for the understanding of the rest X
of this paper, we try to give an intuitive understanding of \
how the relations work. In the parameter m, we remem- Y- X
ber the remaining number of direction changes (which are u=|bbcaabca
caused by an X' or Y,® factorizations) in a factorization M I
sequence and the parameter n is the number of remaining , EE
factorization moves (independent of their direction). Thus, 5 T
if m or n is zero, then the relations shall be satisfied on all ~ B
accessible word pairs. For m and n larger than zero, our first v=lbebabeaa
assertion is that both words have the same alphabet; oth- Y- X
erwise, one of them would admit a factorization at a letter /X‘

while the other would not, as the letter is not in its alpha-
bet. For the letters of the common alphabet, we want to be Figure 3: Eﬁ,n illustrated.
able to perform further factorization (until we reach n = 0). The X or Y exponent of

the turtle programs by Schwentick, Thérien and Vollmer |23]. Another concept related to condensed
rankers is the unambiguous interval temporal logic by Lodaya, Pandya and Shah [16].

11



the relation indicates whether we start at the beginnings or at the ends of the two words;
X

the WI exponent is a special case, which we will discuss below. So, if we want u =, ,, v
to hold and the alphabets of u and v coincide, then we can continue factorizing at the
first @ in v and in v. In the next step, we continue either in the two left parts or in
the two right parts. If we continue in the right parts (i.e. we do an X/? factorization),
then we require u - X? Eﬁ’n_l v- X The X in the exponent indicates that the last
factorization position (the first a in uw and v, respectively) was at the beginning of the
words. We have made one additional factorization — thus, we only have n — 1 remaining
factorizations in this part — but we did not change the direction because we were at the
beginnings of the words before and still are for the new word pair — thus, we still have
m such changes of direction. If, instead of taking the right parts after the first a, we had
taken the left parts, then we would still have made a single factorization; thus we have
n — 1 remaining factorizations. However, we would also have a direction change: the
factorization position (i.e. the first a) is to the right of the new words v - X and v- X7F.
Therefore, we have m — 1 remaining direction changes and we change the X exponent
into a Y exponent. This is summed up by requiring u - XF E%il,nil v- XL, Both
situations are illustrated in Additionally, we also have the choice to switch
from the beginning to the end at the cost of one direction change and one factorization.

This is reflected in the fact that we require u E}%_Ln_l v for u Ean,n .
m The r\i/llatlon E%’n works symmetrically to EnXLn' How-
ever, =, is a bit different. Here, we still lose one di-
u= |cbbcdcaca rection change after an X% or Y factorization while the
i number keeps the same for X and Y,* factorizations but
§ = we also have the special C, j factorizations, which start si-
5 multaneously at the beginning and the end. Consider the
L situation given in We go to the first a and the
velbebdecaac last b; the former is to the right of the latter in both words
(or the =W1 relation does not hold). For the pair of parts

w in the middle, we require u - Cpp =L, | v - Cuy, i.e.

we count this as a single factorization move which loses a

Figure 4: EXLV,In illustrated.  single direction change. Finally, there is EnXm}g where we
can start factorizing at the beginning or at the end.

By simple inductions, one can see that the relations are congruences of finite index

over X*. Also note that u Eim v implies u Efm v and, if m > 0, also u Efm_Lk v for all

k<nand Z € {X,Y, XY, WI}.
The importance of the just defined relations for this paper yields from their connection
to the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy (and, thus, to DA), which we state in the next theorem.

Theorem 1. Let M be a monoid and m € N. Then
o M <X*/=y, for somen €Ny & M € R,

o M < ¥ E%mforsomenGNo & M € L,
o M < ¥* Eé}gforsomenGNo < MeRy VL, and

o M < ¥* Eyn‘%forsomenGNo & M e R NLy hold.
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The combinatorial nature of the relations will turn out to be useful in the remainder of
this paper since it allow us, for example, to obtain efficient algorithms for the problems we
consider. Unfortunately, on the other hand, it makes proving [Theorem 1] quite technical.
In fact, we will dedicate the next section to this proof.

5 A Proof for Theorem 1

We will prove both directions of [Theorem 1lindividually. Before we can do this, however,
we need to introduce some more concepts.

R- and L-factorizations. Let ¢ : ¥* — M be a (monoid) homomorphism into a monoid
M. The R-factorization of a finite word w is the (unique) factorization w = wpajwiasws
. apwg With wo,wy ..., wg € X* and a1, a9, ...,a; € X2 such that, on the one hand,

¢(e) R p(wo) and
o(woarwiagws . .. a;) R p(woaiwiasws . . . a;w;)

hold for ¢ = 1,2,...,k and, on the other hand,

e(wpaiwiagws . .. a;w;) R e(woaiwiagws . . . a;w;a;+1)

holds for i = 0,1,...,k — 1. Symmetrically, the L-factorization of w is the factorization
wW = WG W1aWs . . . apwy with wo,wy ..., w, € ¥* and aq,a9,...,a; € X such that, on
the one hand,

p(wi) £ p(e) and
cp(wi_laiwiaiﬂwiﬂ e akwk) L w(aiwiaiﬂwiﬂ e akwk)

hold for ¢ = 1,2,...,k and, on the other hand,

P(AiWi A1 Wi1Qi12Wi2 . - ApWE) £ P(Wiip1 Wit 10i42Wits - . . W)
holds for i =1,2,...,k.
DA and R-classes. In DA, getting into a new R-class is strictly coupled to an element’s

alphabet, as the following lemma Showsﬁ, where a can be seen as one of the monoids
generators (i.e. a letter in its alphabet).

Lemma 2. Let M € DA be a monoid and let s,t € M such that s Rt. Then
sRsa = tRta

holds for all a € M.

5The curious reader might be interested in the fact that the lemma’s assertion also holds for monoids
in DS, the variety of monoids whose regular D-classes form (arbitrary, but finite) semigroups. More
on DS can, for example, be found in [2].
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Proof. Since we have t R s R sa, there are z,y € M with s = tx and t = say. We then
have

t = tway = t(zay)? = - = t(zay)™",

which yields
ta(zay)™ = t(zay)M a(zay)™' = t(zay)M =t

using the equation from [Fact 20 Thus, we have ta R t. O

One of the main applications of the previous lemma is the following. If we have
a monoid M € DA, a homomorphism ¢ : ¥* — M and the R-factorization w =
woawyagws . . . apwy of a finite word w € ¥*, then we know that a; ¢ alph(w;_) for
i=1,2,...,k. If we had a; € alph(w;_1), we could factorize w;—1 = wa;v and would
have
e(wpaiwiagws . .. a;—1u) R p(woaiwiasws . . . a;—1ua;)

and, by the previous lemma, also
o(woaiwiagws . . . a;—1ua;v) R p(woaiwiagws . . . a;—1ua;va;),

which results in a contradiction to the definition of R-factorizations. Of course, we can
apply a left-right dual of the lemma to get an analogue statement for £-factorizations.
Another application of [Lemma 2]is stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Let M € DA be a monoid, s € M and let p : ¥* — M be a homomorphism.
Then, for all finite words u,v € ¥* with alph(u) = alph(v), we have

s R sp(u) = sR sp(v).

Proof. The case u = v = ¢ is trivial. Therefore, assume s R sp(u) but s R sp(v'a)
for some prefix v’a of v with a € 3. Without loss of generality, let v'a be the shortest
such prefix; thus, we have s R sp(v'). Since we have alph(u) = alph(v), the is a
prefix v'a of u. Because of s R sp(u), we have s R sp(u’) R sp(u'a). Thus, we have
sp(v") R s R sp(u') R sp(u')p(a). Now, [Lemma 2 yields so(v') R sp(v')p(a), which is

a contradiction to our assumption. ]

Now, we are prepared to prove the characterization of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy stated
in [Theorem Il This is done in the following two theorems (see also [I5] for the corners
and [I4] for the intersection levels). We use the notations X£ = {XI XE | a € =},
VP = {VE YE|ae ¥} and some natural variations of it.

Theorem 2. Let M be a finite monoid, ¢ : ¥* — M a homomorphism and m € N.
Then:

e MeERm = (ImeNVuvel iu=, v = p(u)=p{))

e MeLy = (GneNVuveX :u=) v = ou) =qpb))

e MeRL VL, = (GneNVuveS tu=pt v = o) =)

—m,n

e M eRmy1NLmt1 = (EInENVu,vGE*:uz%Inv = o(u) = ¢(v))
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Proof. We fix a homomorphism ¢ : ¥* — M and proceed by induction over m. For
m = 1, we have R; = L; = Rq1 VL; = RonN Ly = J. Thus, the assertion follows
from a result of Simon [24]. However, we also include a full proof for completeness. Let
M € J and n = |M|, which is the number of J-classes in M (and equal to the number
of R-classes and the number of L-classes). Assume that u E{fn v for two finite words
u,v € ¥ and let u = ugaiuiasus . .. aguyg be the R-factorization of u. We have k+1 <n
and, because M is R-trivial, p(ug) = ¢(u1) = -+ = ¢(ug) = 1 or, more precisely, that
no letter in uguy ... u; can be mapped by ¢ to a value different from 1. Notice that this
implies p(u) = ¢(ajasy ... ax). Furthermore, we have p(a1),v(ag),...,¢(ar) # 1 due to
the definition of an R-factorization.

By definition of E%m, we have a1 € alph(v) and w - Xfl = (2U203U3 . . . ARUL Efn_l v-
X(ﬁ. Therefore, we can find as in U-Xfl and have u-Xf1 -X(g = a3u3a4ly . . . QUL Eiin_Q
v-Xﬁ -X}Z. Iterating this approach yields that ajas ... ag is a subwordE of v. Now, let v =
vob1v1bovs . . . bjvy be the R-factorization of v. By symmetry, we get o(b1), ¢(b2), ..., p(b;) #
1 and that biby...b; is a subword of u. However, for no j € {1,2,...,l}, the letter b;
can occur in ugui...up since all letters in that word must be mapped to 1. Thus,
biby...b; must in fact be a subword of ajas...ar. Again by symmetry, ajas...ag
must be a subword of b1by...b; and, thus, the two words must be equal. This im-
plies p(u) = p(ajay...ar) = @(biba... b)) = ¢(v) where the last equality follows from

o(vg) = p(v1) = -+ = @(v;) = 1, which holds due to the R-triviality of M.

The argumentation for u E{n v is symmetric using the L-factorization, the case for
U E{f}; v follows trivially and the case for u E}Aﬁ v uses the same argumentation.

Now, let M € Ry, for an m > 1. This implies M/~g € Ly,—1 and there is an
n’ € N such that o Eﬁ—l,n’ v = o) ~kg ¢() holds for all v/ ;v € ¥*. Let

r be the number of R-classes in M and let n = n’ + r. Consider the R-factorization
U = UgA1UIa2Us . . . apuy of a finite word u € ¥*; note that k41 < r must hold. We have

U; :u-XlefQ...Xg_lXaLi fori=0,1,...,k—1 and
up=u- XEXE X
For a second finite word v € ¥* with u EnXm,n v, we know that alph(u) = alph(v). Thus,
we can apply X, aLl and Xfl to v and obtain
vozv-XaLl and v':v-X(ﬁ.

By definition of Eém, we have vy Egbil,nfl ug and v’ Eémil U1 A2U2A3U3 - . . AUk

Because of k < r < n, we can apply the same argument on v and, by iteration, get
vl-:v-X(ﬁX(i...Xg_lXaLi for:=0,1,...,k—1 and
vp=v- XEXE . XE

X

m,n—k
we have n—i—1=n'"4r—i—-1>n"+r—(r—1)—1=n' and u;

with u; =Y v; fori =0,1,...,k—1and ug = V. Because of i < k <r—1,

—m—1n—i1—1

E%AJL, v; for

7A finite word cica . ..cs with ¢; € ¥ is a subword of a (not necessarily finite) word w if we can write
W = WoClW1C2Ws3 . . . Csws for some words wo, w1, .. ., Ws.
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i =0,1,...,k — 1. For ug and v, we have uy 5%71 n—i—1 Uk by the definition of the

congruences and, therefore, uy =Y , v because of n—k—1>n—i—1 > n/. Summing

m—1,n
this up, we have u; }% 1 Ui and, thus, o(u;) ~x p(v;) for all i = 0,1,... k.

Since we have defined u; by the R-factorization of w, there is an s; € M for any
i € {0,1,...,k} such that p(upaiuiagus...au;)s; = p(upajuiasus . ..a;) holds. For
these, we have

(o(us)si)™ o(ui) R (o(ug)si)™"
because of (ip(uq)si)"" o(ui)si (0(ui)si) ™™ = (p(ui)si)™", which yields

)M!

(o(us)s)™ o(us) = ((ui)si)™ (v;)

by ¢(u;) ~k ¢(v;). Thus, we have

p(upaiuiagus . . . agug) = p(upaiuiagus . . . agpug) (skp(u ))

= p(uparuiagus . . . ay) (p(ug)sk)™ ' o(ug)

= p(upajuiagus . .. ag) (e(ug)s ) : o(vk)

= p(upajuiagus . .. ag)p(vk)

= @(upajuiagus . .. ax_1ug—1)e(arvg)

= p(ugarurasus . .. ag—1) (p(up—1)se—1)"" @(ur—1)e(arv)
= p(ugarurazus . .. ag_1) (p(up—1)se—1)"" @(ve_1)e(arvr)
= p(uparuragus . . . ag—2uk—2)P(ak—1Vk-1a5Vk)

= ¢(vpajviagvs . . . agvy),

which concludes the proof for Ry,

The proof for Ly, is symmetrical. For Ry, V Ly,, we observe that a monoid is in the
join VV'W of two varieties V and W if and only if it is a divisor (i.e. the homomorphic
image of a submonoid) of a direct product M; x My such that M; € V and My € W
[6, Exercise 1.1]. Therefore, if we have a monoid M € Ry, V Ly, there are monoids
My € Ry, and My € Ly, such that M is a divisor of M7 x Ms; i.e. there is a submonoid
N of My x My and a surjective monoid homomorphism ¢ : N — M. For every a € 3,
we can find elements mg,1 € M; and mgo € My with (mg1,me2) € N such that
p(a) = P(mg1,mq2). Indeed, we can define the maps ¢; : ¥ — M; and g3 : ¥ — M by
setting o1 (a) := mg,1 and pa(a) := mg 2. These maps can be lifted into homomorphisms
p1 1 X% = My and @9 : ¥ — M. By induction, there are ny and ng such that u Eém v
implies ¢1(u) = @2(v) and uw =) . v implies pa(u) = p(v) for any two finite words
u,v € ¥*. By setting n = max{ni,ns}, we have

u= ZXY v = p1(u) = p1(v) and @a(u) = @2(v)
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for all u,v € ¥*. For all u,v € ¥* with u =Y v, this yields

“m,n

plaraz ... ap) = par)p(az) . .. p(ax)

= ¢(ma1,1, May,2 )w(maz,la ma2,2) s T/J(mak,l, mak,2)
= Y((May,1,Ma1,2)(Mag,1, May2) - - (May,, 1, May 2))
= Y(May 1May 1 - - - May, 1, May 2May 2 - - - May, 2)
=1 (p1(u), p2(u))
=1 (p1(v), 2(v))
= p(biba...by)

where u = ajas...ag, v =b1by...b; and ay,a9,...,ar,b1,b9,...,b € 3.

Finally, let M € Rm+1 N Lmy1 with m > 1. Denote by 2% the monoid of subsets
of ¥ whose binary operation is the union of sets. It is easy to see that 2% is J-trivial.
Therefore, we have M x 2% € Rm+1 N Lpmt1. Next, we lift ¢ : ¥* — M into a
homomorphism ¢ : ¥* — M x 2% by taking the word’s alphabet as the entry in the

second component. If we show u =21 v = @(u) = ¢(v) for a suitable n € N, we have,

in particular, u ngn v = p(u) = ¢(v). The advantage of this approach is that we have

¢(u) = @(v) = alph(u) = alph(v) for all u,v € ¥* by the construction of ¢. Instead of
continuing to write ¢, we simply substitute M by M x 2% and ¢ by .

We have M/~ € Ly, and M/~p € Ry,. By =, denote the join of ~x and ~p.
Since it is a homomorphic image of both, M/~ and M/~p, the monoid M/~ is in
R, N Ly, and we can apply induction, which yields an n’ € N such that u —WI S U

implies p(u) ~ ¢(v) for all finite words u,v € ¥*. Let ¢ be the sum of the number of R-

classes and the number of £L-classes in M and set n = n' + ¢. Suppose we have u Eynv’% v

for two finite words u,v € ¥*. Consider the R-factorization u = ujajujagtl . .. ayu,. of
w and the L-factorization v = vybivibavy ... bjv; of v. Clearly, we have r +1+1+1 <c.

Define the positions p§’ = —oo, pi,; = +oo and p}’ = X, (w;pi” ) for i = 1,2,...,r
and w = u,v. By [Lemma 2 we know that p! denotes the position of a; in the R-
factorization for ¢ = 1,2,...,r. Symmetrically, we can define g% ; = +00, ¢y’ = —oo and

qf = Yo, (w;qfyq) for j = 1,0 —1,...,1 and w = u,v. Again, we know that ¢7 is the
position of b; in the L-factorization of v for j = 1,2,...,l. Additionally, we have

py <py <---<p; <p/y and
a0 <qf <---<q' <q'y

for w = u and w = v by their definition. We are going to show that we have p}* v q <
p; V qj for v e {<,=,>}and all i = 1,2,...,7 and j = 1,2,...,l. Together, these
results yield that the sequence which is obtained by ordering the p; and g; positions in u
is equal to the corresponding sequence in v. To prove this assertion, assume that we have
qj < pj but ¢; > p; for an i € {1,2,...,r} and a j € {1,2,...,1} (all other cases are
symmetric or analogous). Without loss of generality, we may assume that p{ ; < a < p;
holds since, otherwise, we can substitute 7 by a smaller ¢ for which the former holds. Note
that this substitution does not violate the condition ¢ > p; as p; gets strictly smaller if

17



Py qj Py 41
I S N
u = ai—1 b; a; bjt1
v = a;_1 a; b; bjt1
T
Pi i q5 1

Figure 5: Contradiction: p; is to the right of ¢; in u but to its left in v.

1 decreases. Equally without loss of generality, we may assume qj < p;’ <gjiq by adual
argumentation. The situation is presented in We have

_ .. YR YR R L~y L L
Upy_, qt,,) = U Xoy Xay - ..XaFlY})l Ybl_1 Yl and

_ .. yvRyR R v Lv-L L
Vipr_qty,) = U Xo Xy - Xag Yo, Yo, oo by

and ue | g, ) Emn—(i—l)—(l—(jﬂ)ﬂ) Vpr_, qv,,)» Which yields wpu | gu ) =2 Ypr_1,a%, 1)
because of
n—G—-1)-(I-G+D)+1)=n"+c—i+1—-I+j+1-1
=n'+c—i—1l+j+1
>n'+ec—(r+1)+1
>n'+c—(c—2)+1=n"+3
> 2.

i—1°
Ybf does. For q;-‘ < pi, we can apply Cy, p, to Upr_ g, ) while we cannot apply it to
V(p?_qv,s) by its definition. Both situations constitute a contradiction.
1—1213

We have proved that if we order the set {p%,q}ﬁ |i=1,2,...,r5 = 1,2,...,1l} =
{P{, Py, ..., P} (with t € Np) such that

u o u . . . . L . . . X
If ¢f = pj’, we have a contradiction since u,u ¢%,1) ij contains no a; while V(1% )

Pl <Py <---<P!

holds, then we can set

P} =

s

py P =p} forsomeie {1,2,...,r}
qj Py =qj for some j € {1,2,...,1}

for s =1,2,...,t and get
Pl <Py < - <P/
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These positions yield factorizations u© = ugciuicous ... cup and v = vycV1CV2 . . . Ut
such that ¢; € {a;,b; |1 =1,2,...,r,j =1,2,...,l} and P}’ denotes the position of ¢,
inw € {u,v} for s =1,2,...,t. To apply induction, we are going to show us EXLvil,n/ Vg
for all s =1,2,...,t next.

To simplify notation, we say “P; is an R-position” for any s € {1,2,...,t} if P = p¥
for some ¢ € {1,2,...,r} (or, equivalently, if Py = pY for some i) and we say “Ps is an
L-position” if Py = g} for some j € {1,2,...,1} (or, equivalently again, if Py = ¢j for
some j). Note that this definition is not exclusive, i.e. there can be a position which is
both, an R-position and an L-position.

Next, we consider the corner cases of ug/vg and ug/ve. If P is an R-position, we have
c1 = a1 and

uozu-XaL aswellas vg=v- Xé’l,

which yields ug =1, v Vo by definition of = _mn and because of ¢ > 0. If P is an

L-position, we have ¢; = b; and

uozu-}@f’YblL_l...Ybf as well as
— Ly L L
vo=0v-Y, 'Y .. Y

IR

Because I < ¢, ug E\Tzfil Vo holds also in this case. For u; and v, we can apply a

symmetric argumentation.
Finally, we distinguish four cases for a fixed s € {1,2,...,t —1}. If P; and Ps;1 are

both R-positions, then we have ¢; = a; and csy1 = a;41 for some ¢ € {1,2,...,r} and
also

Us = U - XRXR2 Xf“XaLH as well as

ve=v- XJXE . XEXE

By definition of = _mn, because of i + 1 < ¢, we thus have us ="', , v;. A symmetric
argument applies if both, P; and Psyq, are L-positions. If P; is an R-position but
Pg1 is an L-position, then ¢; = a; for some ¢ € {1,2,...,r} and ¢s41 = b; for some
je{1,2,...,1}, which yields

Us = U - XRXR XRYblel IYbf as well as

az *

_ R yvR R~/ L L
ve=v- XEXE  XByvlvl vk

Therefore, we have us =1 L vg because of the definition of _XLVIn andn—i—(l—j+1) =
n+c—(i+1+0)+j>n"+c—c+0=n' The fourth case is the most interesting: if
P, is an £ but not an R-position while P, is an R but not an L-position, then ¢y = b;
for some j € {1,2,...,1} and c¢511 = a; for some i € {1,2,...,r}. Additionally, we have

Pty < Py =qj < Py =pi’ < gj41 for w=u and for w = v. We define
i=u- Xg Xgh. X Vv LY as well as

—+1
~ _ YR YyR R v LvL
b=v- XEXEXE viviE vk
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(we consider the X-blocks as empty — meaning that we do not factorize —if i = 1 and the
Y-blocks as empty if j = [). We have @ Eynvii(iil)f(lfj) 0. Because of n—(i—1)—(I—j) =
nHe—(@+D+j+1>2n" e (r+)+120"+1, ug=1-Cop;, vs =0 Cyp, and
the definition of E%In, we have u Egllm, Vs.

We have shown E%{Ln, v for all s =1,2,...,t and, by induction, therefore, know
that p(us) = ¢(vs), i.e. for a fixed s € {1,2,...,t}, there are wy,ws, ..., w; € ¥* such
that

p(us) = p(wr) ~k p(wz) ~p -~k P(wi-1) ~p p(wi) = ¢(vs)
holds.

Remember that we substituted M by M x 2% so that we can assume p(u) = ¢(v) =
alph(u) = alph(v) for all u,v € ¥*. We can extend this implication: if we have ¢(u) ~g
@(v) for two u, v € ¥*, then, by definition of ~x, we also have ¢(u)™ o(u) = p(u)M'p(v)
because of o(u)M'p(u) R @(u)™'. Therefore, we have alph(u) = alph(u) U alph(v) by
the implication stated above. By symmetry, we, thus, have alph(u) = alph(v). Since we
can apply a similar argumentation for ~p, we have p(u) ~x p(v) or p(u) ~p p(v) =
alph(u) = alph(v) for all w,v € £*. This yields alph(us) = alph(w;) = alph(wg) = --- =
alph(wy) = alph(vs).

Since the factorizations u = ugciuicous ... cuy and v = vgev1Cv . . . cvy are subfac-
torizations from the R-factorization of v and the L-factorization of v, there are x4, ys € M
with

o(upcruicaus . .. cs) = p(upciuicaus . . . csug)xs and
O(Cs41Vs+1Cs12Vs42 - - - CUt) = YsP(VsCs11Vs41Cs42Vs 42 - - - CtV;)-
Because of alph(us) = alph(w;) for all i € {1,2,...,k} and by [Lemma 3|
(@(US)xS)M! R (go(us)xs)M! ¢(us) implies (@(US)xS)M! R (go(us)xs)M! o(wi).

Similarly, we have
| !
(yse(vs)™ £ p(w;) (ysip(vs)™"
for all i € {1,2,...,k}. For p(w;) ~k @(w;+1), this implies

! !

(plus)as) ™ pwi) = (p(us)es) ™ p(wir1)
and

plwi) (ysp(vs)™ = plwir) (ysip(vs)) ™"
for p(w;) ~p p(w;y1). In either case, we have

(p(us)as)™ p(ws) (yso )™ = (plue)zs) ™ @(wisr) (ysp(vs)) ™
which yields for any i € {1,2,...,k —1}:
©(UupC1uCoUs . . . CsWiCs11Vs4+1Cs42Us42 - - - CLUt)
= o( Mo (w;) (ysp(ve))™
= p(ugcrurcatia . .. ¢s) (p(us)zs) ™ @lwirr) (ysp(vs))™
= (

UQCIULCQUY - . . CsWiy]1Cs41Vs41Cs42Vs42 - - - CtUt)

!
@(Cs+1vs+1cs+2vs+2 e Ctvt)
!

ugC1ULCoUs - . . Cs) (p(us)xs)

(P(Cs+1vs+1cs+27}s+2 ce Ctvt)
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So, we can substitute w; by w;y+1 and, therefore, also us by v, i.e. we have

@(UpC1UIC2U2 - - . CsUsCs 1 1Vs41Cs42Vs 12 - - - Ctl)

= @(UpCIUICQUY . . . CsVsCs41Vs41C542Vs42 - - . CtUt).

Consecutively applying the former equation for s = ¢, then for s =t — 1 and so on yields

o(u) = p(upcrurcaus . . . c—1U—1cuy)

(upcruicous ... cp_1up—1CLUL)

2
o(ugciuicauy . .. CL_1V—1CL04)

€ €

(voc1v1CUs . . . Ct—1Vi—1CLUL)

(v),

which concludes the proof. O

It remains to show the other direction of [Theorem 1] (i. e. the converse of [Theorem 2)).
We will do this by using the equations from [Lemma 1l Therefore, we begin with the
following lemma.

Lemma 4. Let %,,, U,, and V,, be as in[Lemma 1 and let k € N and n € Ng. Then,
for every assignment of variables o : 3 — ¥* and all Z € {X,Y, XY, WI}, we have

o ([Um]nk) Ei,n o ([Vilnk)
o ([(Umm+1)" Unlnk) Eﬁ-{—l,n o ([(Umms1)" Vinlnk)
o ([Um (Umms1)" Tk EnYm-i—l,n o ([Vin (Unm@ma1)" [ nk)

for all m € N.

Proof. We only show the first assertion by induction over m. The other assertions follow
by similar arguments. For m = 1, we may assume n > 0 since, otherwise, there is nothing
to show. We have

Up = (sz1)"s(y1t)™  and Vi = (sz1)"t(y1t)".

Let u; = o ([U1]nk) and vy = o ([Vi]nk). First, assume Z = X. We are only interested
in at most n consecutive simultaneous Xg” factorizations of uq and vy because, as soon
as we apply at least one Xé factorization, we know that E())fn holds. As long as we
apply only factorizations X* with a € alph(o(sz1)), the factorization position stays in
the (sz1)™ part of u; and vy. Since the number of remaining factorizations decreases,
the right parts will eventually be in relation under Eﬁp. If there is at least one X[F
factorization in the sequence where a is in alph(o(yit)) \ alph(o(sz1)), the right-hand
side of w1 belongs to the (y1£)™ part and the right-hand side of v; belongs to the t(y1t)"

part; but in both words, there are still at least n — 1 instances of o(y;t), which implies
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part containing the difference

U1 = | (UmZm+1) UmZmt1) - (UmZmt1) Um (Ymt1Um) Yma1tm) - (Ymtr1um)
Umt1 = | (UmTmt1) (UmZmt1) - (UmZmt1) Vm Ym+1Um) Ymr1um) - (Ymt1Um)
Repetition of the same word Repetition of the same word
for nk > n times. for nk > n times.

Figure 6: Schematic representation of w11 and v,,41. Note that x,,11 and y,, 41 are
identified with o(z,+1) and o (ym+1), respectively.

that the right-hand sides are equal under Eiin_l. For Z =Y, the argumentation is

symmetric, which also handles the Z = XY case. The additional Cpp of Z = WI needs
no special handling since it decreases the first index of E%In to m — 1 = 0 anyway.
To conclude the induction, we show

Um+1 = 0 ([Un+1]nk) ngrl,n o ([Vintilnk) = vm+1

next. For a schematic representation of w11 and vy,11, the reader is advised to refer
to For convenience, we identify x,,+1 with o(Zm41) and Y1 with o (ym41)-
We will only show the case Z = WI since this is the most difficult one and the other
ones are similar. In fact, we will proof the following claim by an inner induction on [ for
0<i<n:
l I _WI l l
(ummerl) um(merlum) =m+1,l (ummerl) Um(merlum)

The actual assertion then follows for the case | = n. For [ = 0, there is nothing to
show. So, let [ > 0. First, consider an X or X factorizations. Only two cases can
emerge: the factorization happens in the (u;,2,11)! part or the factorization happens in
the (Ym1um)! part (in both words simultaneously). The factorization cannot happen in
the central u,, or v, part because we have alph(v,,) = alph(u,,) C alph(w,Tp41).

First, consider the case in which the factorization happens at the beginning. Clearly,
if this is the case, then the factorization must occur in the first (u,,2,+1) factor of both
words at the same position:

Xa\»
(UmTm1) (ummerl)l_l Um (ym+1um)l_1 (Ym+1Um)

|
z

T—1'T+w_

(UrmTmy1) (uwﬁm-l-l)li1 Um (ym—&-lum)lil (Ym+1Um)

X, )
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So, we have (Ummt1) tm (Yms1tm) - X E EXLV,Il—l (Tt 1) Vm (Yrmg 1t )b XE because

the two words are equal. For an X aR factorization, we have to apply induction on [ and
get
(umxm—kl)l_lum(ym-i-lum)l_l Eynvqltl,l—l (umxm-i-l)l_lvm(ym—f—lum)l_l

in the middle. Thus, we also get (u,ﬁ,bxwhq)lum(merlum)l-Xész EXLVJIFLFI (Tt 1) Ve (Yo 12 )

X[ (because the other word parts are equal and because EXLVJIFI 1 Is a congruence).
If the factorization happens at the end, the situation is similar. Clearly, the factor-
ization can only happen at the same position in the first (y,,+1un) factor of each word,

respectively (in fact, it can only happen within the first y,,+1):

Xq

(UmTm+1) (umxm—&-l)lil U (Ymt1Um) (ym—i-lum)lil

)l—l

(um$m+1) (Umxm+1)l_1 Um (ym+1um) (merlum

Xa
We have u,, ="' v, by induction on m and (because I < n) also u,, ="} | v
m _m7n m y - m _m7l_1 m-
Because the other parts of the words are equal, respectively, and because Egll_l is a
1 I, yL —WI 1 I . yL
congruence, we get (UmTm+1) Um (Ymr1tm)' - X; :ynv,l_l (U Zm+1) Vm (Ymp1tm)' - X5

We have (tmmi1) Um (Ymi1tm)! - X Egnltl,l—l (UmTms1) Vm (Yrms 1) - X B directly

because the word parts on the right coincide.

Because Y;F and Y, factorizations are symmetrical, the only remaining case is a Cy,
factorization. It is not possible that Cj; is defined on one of the words but not on
the other because in each respective part the same letters appear. If Cp is defined on
(Ui Toms1) U (Y1)t and on (U Zim 1) Vm (Yms1Um )', then the only possible situation
is that the X factorization happens at the same position of the first (1, 1%,) part in
each word and the YbR factorization happens at the same position of the last (uy,Zm41)
factor in each word:
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X, Yy

(Um$m+1)l_1 (UmTmi1) Um (Ymt1Um) (merIUm)l_l

—
Il

-1

(um:ﬁm—&-l)lil (UmTms1) Vm (Yms1Um) (Ymt1Um)

X Yy

As in the previous case, we have u,, ="} . v, and, because the other parts of the words

coincide respectively, also (umxmﬂ)lu:,(lg;,;ﬂum)l-Cmb E\&Vflfl (U Tt 1) O (Yrmg 1Um )
Cap- O
Theorem 3. Let m,n € N. Then:

° X* EémGRm ° X* zﬁ}zeRvam

o X*/=) €L o ¥ /=01 € Rmt1 N Linya

Proof. To prove the theorem, one needs to show that the equations from [Lemma 1] hold
in the respective monoid. To do this, it is worthwhile to make an observation: choose
m,n € Nand Z € {X,Y, XY, WI} arbitrarily and let M = ¥* E%n. The observation is
that an equation o =  holds in M if and only if o ([a] .. A1) Eg%n o ([B]n-an) holds for
all assignments o : I' — ¥* where I' is the alphabet of o and § (i. e. the set of variables
appearing in « and f3).

So, to show X* EXLVIn € Rm+1 N L1, it suffices to show that o ([Up]n.am) Eynwn
0 ([Vin]ln-ar) holds for all assignments of variables o : ¥ — ¥*. However, this fol-
lows from the first assertion of [Lemma 4 The same is true for Ry and L;. To show
/=X 11n € Rmya for m € Ny, we use the second assertion of Lemma 4] and, for
E*/E%Md,n € Lm41, we use the third one.

To prove that M/ Eé}g is in Ry, V Ly, one can recycle an observation from the proof of
[Theorem 2} a monoid is in the join V'V W of two varieties V and W if and only if it is a
divisor of a direct product My x My such that M7 € V and My € W. Indeed, for any two
congruences C; and Cy over a monoid N, N/ (C; NCq) is a divisor of N/C; x N/Cs (as can
be shown easily). Therefore, M/ Eéi is a divisor of the direct product of M/ Eém €ERm
and M/=) € Lp. O

To conclude this section, we finally state and prove the converse of [Lemma 1l This
gives us a full characterization of the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy in terms of equations (see
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also [12]). Note that we include this proof only for the sake of completeness. Strictly
speaking, it is not necessary for the remainder of this paper.

Lemma 5. Define the w-terms
Up = (sz1)"s(y1t)™  and Vi = (s21)"t(y:t)”

over the alphabet 31 = {s,t,x1}. For m € N, let xy,11 and Y1 be new characters not
in the alphabet X, and define the m-terms

Um+1 = (Uvmxqul)7rUvm(ym+1Uvm)7r and Vm+1 = (Ummerl)WVm(merlUm)ﬂ

over the alphabet Y11 = X0 WA{Zm41, Ymt1}-
Then we have

MeRi=L1=J = U; =V; holds in M,
M e Rmt+1 = (UnZm+1)"Un = (Un@m+1)" Vin, holds in M,
M e€Lmt1 = Un(Ym+1Un)™ = Voo (Ym+1Um )™ holds in M and
M e Rmy1 NLmyr = Uy =V, holds in M

for all m € N.

Proof. As stated in the proof of [Lemma 1l the first implication is due to a well-known
characterization in terms of equations of J [20]. The other implications can be proved
by combining [Lemma 4! and [Iheorem 2l For example, suppose M € Rpy41 and let
o (Em W A{xmi1})" — M be an arbitrary assignment of variables. We need to show
o ([(UnZm+1) U] an) = o ([(Un@m+1)™Vin]an). By [Theorem 2] there is an n € N such
that u Eéﬂ,n v implies o(u) = o(v) for all u,v € (X,, W {xm+1})*. Thus, for this n, we
have

o ([(Unzm+1)"Un]an) = o ([(Un@mi1) " Unln-a)
= 0 ([(UnZms1)" Vin]n-an1) ([(Umzms1)" Vinlar)

since we have [(UpZm+1)"Un]n-an Eﬁﬂ,n [(UnmZm+1)™Vin]n.an by Lemma 41 O

=0
=0

6 Relations and Equations

Infinite Version of the Relations. So far, we have mainly considered finite words. In
this section, which connects the relational approach outlined above with equations, we
finally need to consider generalized words. Thus, we also define an infinite version of the
above relations. Here, we allow an arbitrary number of factorizations: for m € Ny and

Z € {X,Y, XY, WI}, define

7

u=2v & VneN:u=2

:m7n V.

Notice that this definition is not useful for finite words as every one of them is in its own
class.

25



Connecting the Relations and Equations. In order to solve the word problem for
m-terms over the varieties in the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy, one can use the following con-
nection between the relations defined above and equations in these varieties, which is
straightforward if one makes the transition from finite to infinite words. Besides its use
for the word problem for m-terms, this connection is also interesting in its own right as
it can be used to prove or disprove equations in any of the varieties. As the class of
monoids in which an equation o = 3 holds is a variety, one can see the assertion for the
join levels as an implication of the ones for the corners.

Theorem 4. Let o and 8 be two w-terms. For every m € N, we have:

[ ot EnXI [8]wtws < a =B holds in Ry
T[]t E% [8]wtws < a = holds in Ly
[t Eﬁy [8]wtws < a =B holds in Ry V Ly

[t EynVI [Blotw < a=p holds in Rm4+1 N Lm41

Using [Fact 1], which states that DA is equal to the union of all varieties in the Trotter-
WEeil Hierarchy, we immediately get the following corollary.

Corollary 1. (Vm € N: [a]uior =" [Blutws) € o= B holds in DA

To prove [Theorem 4] we need two technical lemmas. The first one basically says that
a sufficiently large finite power is as good as an w + w* power.

Lemma 6. Let m € Ny, Z € {X,Y, XY, WI} and let u and v be accessible words. Then:

*

u Eim v = V0<k<n:u! Eka T

Proof. The case m = 0 is trivial. Therefore, let m > 0 and continue by induction over

k. Again, the case k = 0 is trivial. To complete the induction, it remains to show that

wuft! =7 ft 1 vt holds for k < n. Obviously, alph(u**?) = alph (v‘”“”*) is satisfied
_X

—m,n

_Y _Y :
and u =m-1k Because =mo1k 8

by assumption. Now assume Z = X. The assumption u

. . . . k+1 Y *
By induction on m, this yields u** =1k p@Tw

v implies u =Y, ;| v.

a congruence, this shows uuft! =Y | vo@+” = @+ Let a € alph(u) = alph(v). It

—m-—1,

remains to show wubtt . XL =Y owte” XL oand wubtt . XE =X o@te” X B For

)

the former, note that u =2 , v implies u - X =Y | | v- XL which in turn implies
wub . XL = . X[ =r v Xl= v X E = @ t@" X For the latter, note that
u Eiin v implies - X2 =X v X[ and, thus, u- XF =X, v. X', By induction on

k, we also have u**1 Eﬁik vt Together these yield uuf*!. X = (u - XB)yr+! Eiik
(v- XJ)ppwtw” = gute” . X R
The case for Z =Y is symmetric and the case for Z = XY follows directly. Finally,

for Z = WI the argumentation is analogous because, for k > 0, neither uu**! - Cq,p noT
vWTe" . O, is defined for any pair (a,b) of letters. O
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The second technical lemma states that, for finitely many factorization steps, only
finitely many positions of w 4+ w™* are relevant.

Lemma 7. Let m,n € Ny, Z € {X,Y, XY, WI} and let v be a w-term. Then

[[7]]16 m n [[7]]00-1-0-1
holds for all k € Ng with k > n.

Proof. The cases for m = 0 or n = 0 are trivial. Thus, assume m > 0 and n > 0. If
v=c¢orvy=aforana € X, then [y = v = [V]wtw* If ¥ = af for two m-terms «
and 8, then by induction [a]y =2, [0]w+wr and [B]k =7, [Blotw hold. As =Z | is a
congruence, this implies [v]x Eim [V]w-rew-

Finally, let v = («)™ for a 7-term «. It remains to show that [[oz]]k =7 [o]“te.

k —mymn wHw**
Clearly, the alphabetic condition is satisfied and, by induction, [a]y =2 [[oz]]ww* holds.
For Z = X, let a € alph(a). By induction on m and n, we have [[a]]k =[x =l 1n1
lorr = o215 Wo also have [alf - XE = [oli XE =y [olre - X =
[or :’izi - XL by definition of [a]y = ,, [@]wsw+- To show [a]F- X ﬁn 1 [ :’izi XE,
we use [afy - XE :ﬁ n—1 o] wtw - Xa , which holds because of [a] = —mm [a]wsw*, and
show [a]f~t =X n-1 lo @t This is sufficient because Eéyn_l is a congruence and we
have uuv™" = u+" for all words u. For showing [a]} ' =X | [o]41%", we write

k—1=FK +nforak’ €Nyand

[ali™" = [l [ol; and
[afete: = [a] o [olite:.
Setting k = n — 1 in Lemma @ yields [a]} =X, [a]t«., which concludes the proof
for Z = X since Eﬁy,%l is a congruence.
The case for Z = Y is symmetric, which also shows the case for Z = XY. For
Z = WI, we note that Ja Ziﬁi* - Cy,p is defined for no pair a,b of letters. On the other
hand, [a]f - C,p can only be defined for k = 1, in which case we are done because we

have n = 0. O

Now, we are finally prepared to prove [Theorem 4l
Proof for[Theorem 4. The proof is structurally identical for all stated varieties. There-

fore, we limit our discussion to Ry,

First, let [a]wiws = [Blwiws. Choose a monoid M € Ry, and an assignment of
variables ¢ : ¥* — M. Because M is in Ry,, there is an n € N such that u Eim v
implies o(u) = o(v) for any two words u,v € X* (see also [Theorem 2). Now, choose
¢ € N with M!- ¢ > n. Then by assumption and [Lemma 7, we have

73 [ mre Ei,n [t Ei,n [B]w+wr Eﬁ,n [B]a1c €

and, therefore, o([a]an) = o([a]an.c) = o([B]an.c) = o([B]arn), which is equivalent to
a = [ holding in M.
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Now, let [a]wiw* Z [Blotws, which implies that there is an n € N such that

[a]w-tw* ;én [8]w+w*- Define M = ¥* E%m, which is in Ry, (by [Theorem 3)), and
choose ¢ € N such that M!- ¢ > n. Then, by assumption and [Lemma 7] we have

¥ 5 [a] e Eﬁ,n [t iﬁ,n [B]w-+w Eﬁ,n [B]an.c € X*.

As assignment of variables o : ¥* — M choose the canonical projection. This yields

o([a]an) = o([a]an-e) # o([Blan-c) = o([B]arn), which means that o = 5 does not hold
in M. U

7 Decidability

In the previous section, we saw that checking whether o = 8 holds in a variety of the
Trotter-Weil Hierarchy boils down to checking [a]wiw* =2 [Blotw* (Where =2 depends
on the variety in question). In this section, we give an introduction on how to do this.
The presented approach works uniformly for all varieties in the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy (in
particular, it also works for the intersection levels, which tend to be more complicated)
and is designed to yield efficient algorithms.

The definition of the relations which need to be tested is inherently recursive. One
would factorize [a]wto+ and [B]u 4w+ on the first a and/or last b (for a,b € ¥) and test
the factors recursively. Therefore, the computation is based on working with factors of
words of the form [v]w+w+ Where v is a 7-term.

What happens if we consecutively factorize at a
first /last a is best understood if one considers the
structure of [(@) Juter = [@]T9 = ute” = w,
which is schematically represented in

Suppose u only contains a single a and we start
with the whole word w(_ o). If we factorize
on the first a taking the part to the right, then
we end up with the factor w(x,(w;—oc)+o0) With Figure 7: Representation of u
Xo(w; —o0) = (p,1) where p is the single a-position in u. If we do this again, we obtain
W((p,2),+00)- LI we now factorize on the next a but take the part to the left, then we get
W((p,2),(p,3))- Notice that the difference between 2 and 3 is 1 and that there is no way of
getting a (finite) difference larger than one by factorizing on the respective first a. On
the other hand, we can reach any number in N as long as the right position is not in the
w-part.

Notice that there is also no way of reaching (p,—2) as left border without having
(¢, —1) or (g, —2) as right border for a position ¢ € dom(u). These observations (and
their symmetrical duals) lead to the notion of normalizable pairs of positions.

w-part w*-part

wtw*

Definition 2. Let v be a m-term and let w = [y]wtw+. A pair (I,r) of positions in w
such that [ is strictly smaller than r is called normalizable (with respect to 7) based on
the following rules:

e Any pair is normalizable with respect to v =€ or v = a for an a € X.
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e (—00,+00) is normalizable with respect to any m-term.

o If v = af for m-terms a and 3, | € dom([a]w+w)W{—00} and r € dom([5]w4w*)W
{+0o0}, then (I,r) is normalizable with respect to « if (I, +00) is with respect to «
and (—oo, ) is with respect to 5.

o If v = af for m-terms a and  and | € dom([a]y4w+) W {—00} as well as r €
dom([a]wtw+) (or I € dom([S]uwtw) as well as r € dom([f]wrw*) W {+00}), then
(1,7) is normalizable with respect to « if it is with respect to « (or 3, respectively).

o If v = (a)” for a m-term «, [ = (I, n) for I’ € dom([a]wtw+) and n € N —N and
r = +00, then (I,r) is normalizable with respect to « if (I, +00) is with respect to
aand nisin Nw {-1}.

o If v = ()™ for a m-term «, | = —o0, and r = (r',m) for v’ € dom([a]utw+) and
m € NW—N;, then (,r) is normalizable with respect to v if (—oo, r’) is with respect
to o and m is in {1} w —N.

e If v = (a)” for a m-term «, [ = (I, n) for I’ € dom([a]wiw+) and n € N —N and
r = (r';m) for v’ € dom([@]y+w*) and m € NwW—N;, then (I, r) is normalizable with
respect to «y if

—neN, me —Nand (I',400) and (—o0,7’) are normalizable with respect to
a?

—n,m € Nor n,m € —N and in both cases m = n and (I’,r’) is normalizable
with respect to a, or

— n,m € Norn,m € —N and in both cases m = n+1 and (I, +00) and (—o0, 1)
are normalizable with respect to a.

This definition looks cumbersome at first. All it does, however, is formalizing our previ-
ous observations. This allows us to give a formal inductive proof that these observations
hold for all positions reachable by iterated first/last a factorization. First, we need to ex-
tend our notation. For this, we consider (abstract) positions p € {—o00, +00}Wdom(w) in
a word w to be implicitly linked to w. For a pair of positions (I,r) € ({—oo} W dom(w)) x
(dom(w) W {+00}) in an accessible word w, we write

(Lr)- XE =1, X, (w; 1)), (L) - XE = (X, (w;1),7),

(,r)- YaL = (I, Ya(w;r)) and (l,r) - yE = (Yo (w;r),r)

a

a

and all D € {L, R}. In fact, we could have used this as the definition previously. We also
write (I,7) - Cop for (I,7) - XL - ViR if X, (w;1) is strictly larger than Yj(w;r). Therefore,
we also have w( .y - Cop = w,p).c, ,- As with words, we omit the - if we apply a sequence

for all a € alphw(,). Note that we now have w,,) - zZb = W y.zp for all Z € {X,Y}

of steps longer than one, e. g. we simply write (I,7)- X2V;E = (I,r)- XL -V, = (I,7)-Cap.
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Lemma 8. Let vy be a w-term and let w = [Y]wtw. Additionally, let (I,7) be a normal-
izable (with respect to v) pair of positions in w. Then the pairs

(l,’l“) ' Xfa (l,’l") ' Xfa (l,’l") ' YaL and (l,’l") ' YaR
are normalizable with respect to v for any a € alph(w(lﬂ,)).

Therefore, (—o0,+00)- F1 Fy ... F,, is normalizable with respect to ~y for any Fy, Fy, ...,
F, e (XL XE,YE YE Cup | a,be X} (if it is defined).

Proof. As the cases for Y, and Y,/* are symmetrical, we only show those for X* and X .
Let p = Xo(w;l) for an a € alph(w(,y). Clearly, we have I <, p <, r, where y is the
order type of w, and we need to show that (I, p) and (p,r) are normalizable. For this, we
proceed by induction on the structure of . The base case v =€ or v € X is trivial.

Case v = aff. Define u = [a]wtw+ and v = [B]u4w=. For I € dom(u) W {—oc0} and
r € dom(u) we have p € dom(u) as well. Additionally, (I,r) needs to be normalizable
with respect to « by the definition of normalizability and we can apply induction. The
same argument, but on 3, works for [ € dom(v) and r € dom(v) W {4+00}. For [ €
dom(u) W {—oo} and r € dom(v) W {+o0} we know that (I,+00) is normalizable with
respect to a and (—oo,7) is with respect to § by the definition of normalizablity. If
p € dom(u), then (p,+o00) = (I,4+00) - X2 and (I,p) = (I, +o0) - XL, Induction yields
normalizability with respect to a for both and, by the definition of normalizability, we
have that (p,r) and (I, p) are normalizable with respect to v. For p € dom(v), we can
apply a similar argument, as then (—oo,p) = (—o0,4+00) - XF and (p,7) = (—o0,7) - XE
are normalizable with respect to 3.

Case v = (a)™. Define u = [a]y4w+ and let p = (p/ k). If I = (I';n) for an n €
Nw —N and r = 400, then, by the definition of normalizability, we have that (I’,400)
is normalizable with respect to o and n € NW {—1}. There are two cases: for k =
n € N {—1} we know that p’ = X,(u;!") and, by induction, that (I',p’), (p/, +o0) are
normalizable with respect to c. This yields the normalizability with respect to v of (I, p)
and (p,+00). For k = n+ 1 we know that n # —1 and, therefore, that n,k € N. We
also have p’ = X, (u; —00) and, thus, that (—oo,p’) and (p/, +00) are normalizable with
respect to a by induction. By definition, (p, +00) and (I, p) are normalizable with respect
to v then. Note that k cannot have any other value than n or n 4 1 since otherwise it
could not be the smallest a-position to the right of [.

If | = —oco and r = (r',m), then k = 1, and p’ = X, (u; —00), which yields (—o0,p’) =
(=00, +00) - XF and (p/,+00) = (—o0,+00) - X/t By induction, both of these pairs
are normalizable with respect to a and, by definition of the normalizability, (—oo,p)
is normalizable with respect to . Furthermore in this case, we know that (—oo,r’) is
normalizable with respect to o and that m is in {1} W —N. For m € —N, this shows the
normalizability with respect to ~ of (p,r). For m = 1, we have (p/,r’) = (—o0,r')-XE and,
by induction, its normalizability with respect to . This yields that (p,r) is normalizable
with respect to 7.

If I = (I',n) and » = (+',m) for n € N and m € —N, we know that (I',+00) and
(—o0,r’) are normalizable with respect to a. For k = n € N, we also know that p’ =
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X, (u;1") and, therefore, that (I',p') = (I, +00) - XL and (p/, +o0) = (I', +00) - X are
normalizable with respect to a by induction. Then, by definition, (I,p) and (p,r) are
normalizable with respect to 7. For k = n+ 1 € N we have that p’ = X,(u; —00)
and, therefore, the normalizability with respect to a of (—oc0,p’) = (—00, +00) - XL and
(p/, +00) = (—00, +00) - X' by induction. This yields the normalizability with respect
to v of (I,p) and (p,r).

Finally, if | = (I',n) and » = (+,m) for n,m € N or n,m € —N, we know that
0 <m—n < 1. Because p must be in between [ and r, n = m also implies n = m = k and
that p’ is in between I’ and " as well as p’ = X, (u;1’). In that case, we have that (I’,r")
and, by induction, also (I',p') = (I';,r') - XL and (p/,7") = (I',7") - XE are normalizable
with respect to «. This yields the normalizability with respect to v of (I,p) and (p,r).
For m = n + 1, we know that (I',4+00) and (—oo,7’) are normalizable with respect to
a. Moreover, there are only two cases: k = n and k = m. In the former case, we have
p' = X,(u;l") and the normalizability with respect to a of (I',p') = (I', +00) - X} and
(p', +00) = (I',4+00)- X B by induction, which yields the normalizability of (I, p) and (p, r)
with respect to . In the latter case, we have p’ = X, (u; —o0) and the normalizability
with respect to a of (—o0o,p’) = (—o00,+00) - XEF and (p/,7") = (—o0,r’) - X2 which

yields the normalizability with respect to v of (I,p) and (p, ). O

The choice of words indicates that normalizability of a pair (I,r) can be used to define
a normalization. Before we give a formal — unfortunately, quite technical — definition of
this, we describe its idea informally. Let us refer back to the schematic representation of
[(@)™w+w* = w as given in[Figure 7] Basically, there are three different cases for relative
positions of the left border [ and the right border r which describe the factor w ):

1. [ is in the w-part and r is in the w*-part,

2. [ and r are either both in the w-part or both in the w*-part and have the same
value there, or

3. [ and r are either both in the w-part or both in the w*-part but r has a value
exactly larger by one than .

This is ensured by the normalizability of (I,7). Now, in the first case, we can safely move
[ to value 1 (the first position) and r to value —1 (the last position) without changing
the described factor. In the second and third case, we can move [ and r to any value —
as long as we retain the difference between the values — without changing the described
factor. Here, we move them to the left-most values (which are 1,1 or 1,2). Afterwards,
we go on recursively.

Unfortunately, things get a bit more complicated because | might be —oco and r might
be +00. In these cases, we normalize to the left-most or right-most value without chang-
ing the factor.

For concatenations of w-terms, we have a similar situation: either [ and r belong both
to the left or to the right factor, in which case we can continue by normalization with
respect to that, or [ belongs to the left factor and r belongs to the right one. In this
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case, we have to continue the normalization with (I,4+00) and (—oo,7) in the respective
concatenation parts, as this ensures that the described factor remains unchanged.
Formalizing these ideas results in the following inductive definition.

Definition 3. Let v be a w-term, w = []u+w* and (I, 7) a normalizable pair of positions
in w. The normalized pair (I,7)' = (I,7) with respect to ~y is defined recursively:

Fory=cory=a€ X definel =1 and ¥ = r.

If v = af for m-terms « and 53, | € dom([a]w4w=)W{—00} and r € dom([B]ytw+)W

-

{+oc}, then define [ as the first component of (I,+00) and 7 as the second com-

ponent of (—oo, r)ﬁ.

If v

= af for m-terms o and § and | € dom([a],tw) W {—00} as well as r €

dom([a]wtw+) (or I € dom([S]wtw) as well as r € dom([f]wrw+) W {+00}), then
define (I,7) = (I,r)" (or (I,7) = WB, respectively).

If v = (o)™ for a m-term «, then:

if | = —o0, define | = —o0,
if r = 400, define 7 = 400,

if | = (I',n) and r = +o0, define [ = (I’,n) with I’ given by the first component
of (I, +00)" and 7 given by

B 1 ifneN
n =
1 ifn=—1,

if | = —oo and r = (1/,m), define ¥ = (1/,7m) with 7/ given by the second
- O
component of (—oo,7’)  and m given by

_ 1 ifn=1
m =
-1 ifn e —N,
if | = (I',n) and r = (r',m) with n € N and m € —N, define [ = (I, 1) with

I' being by the first component of (l’,—l—oo)a and define 7 = (r/, —1) with 7/
given by the second component of (—oo,r’ )a,

if | = (I',n) and r = (+/,m) with n = m, define [ = (I',n) and 7 = (', m)
with (I/,7") = (I/,7")" and s = m = 1, and

if | = (I',n) and r = (', m) with m = n + 1, define I = (I',72) and 7 = (r’, m)
with [’ given by the first component of (I’ ,—l—oo)a, r’ given by the second
component of (—oo,r’)a, n=landm=n+1=2.

One should note that if we normalize a normalizable pair (I, r), then the resulting pair
is normalizable itself. Indeed, if we normalize an already normalized pair again, we do
not change any values. Formally, this can be proved by an induction on the structure of
the m-term. As an example for such an induction, we prove the following lemma which
states that normalizing a pair of positions does not change the described factor.
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Lemma 9. Let v be a m-term and let (I,r) be a normalizable pair of positions in w =
[V]wtw- Then
w(l,r) = UJWW

holds.

Proof. Define (I,r) = (I,7) and proceed by induction on the structure of 7. The base
cases for v =€ and v € ¥ are trivial.

If v = af for m-terms « and [, then define u = [a]ytw and v = [Blotws. If
| € dom(u) W {—o0} and r € dom(v) W {+o0}, then

W(tr) = Ul +o0)U(=00r) = YT ro0)" VTeo)® = Wiy
If I € dom(u) W {—o0} and r € dom(u), then
w(l,r) = u(l,r) = u(l’—r)a = ’wmv.

The case [ € dom(v) and r € dom(v) W {+o0} is symmetrical.

If v = (a)™ for a m-term «, then define u = [&],4w+. The case | = —o0 and r = 400
is trivial. If [ = (I, n) for an n € Nw —N and r = 400, define ' by (I/, +00)" = (I, +0).
For n € N we then have

W(t,r) = W((I',n),400) = <uw+w*>((1/,n),+oo) - (uw+w*)((l'71)7+oo)

wtw*

because of u = yu® " and further

* w+w* *

_ wtw* o, _ _ wHw
W(r)y = Ul 4o0)U = u(l/,+oo)au = U 4o0)U

— [, wtw” — o — o
N < >((z7,1),+oo) (DR B
and for n = —1 — the only remaining case — we have
Wity = W(W,~1),400) = Wl H00) = Wi o)™ = W(ll4o0) = W((,=1),400) = W)

The case for | = —oo and r = (r/,m) is symmetrical.
Therefore, we can assume [ = (I';n) and r = (r',m). The case n € N and m € —N is
proved by a calculation similar to the one given above. For n = m we have

Wy = W), () = W) = UG = Wiy

and for m = n + 1 we have

Wtr) = W1 +o0)U(—oor’) = W Tooy* Y Zos,)™ = W)™ =
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Another observation is crucial for the proof of the decidability: after normalizing a pair
(I,7) the values belonging to the w+w* parts for the two positions are all in {1, 2, —2, —1}.
But: there are only finitely many such positions in any word w = [y]w+w* for a m-term
~. Because the normalization preserves the described factor, this means that there are
only finitely many factors which can result from a sequence of first/last a factorizations.

Plugging all these ideas and observations together yields a proof for the next theorem.

Theorem 5. For two w-terms o and B over the same alphabet 3, it is decidable for all
m € Ny and all Z € {X,Y, XY, WI} whether

la]w+w Ei [8]w-+w

holds. Furthermore, it is decidable whether

vm € N: [a]urwr =5 [Bloter
holds.

Proof. We decide whether u = [a]u1w+ =% [Bluter = v holds by trying to find a
factorization sequence FiFy ... F, with Fy,Fy,..., F, € {XF, XE YE YE C,p | a,b €
Y} that can be applied to u but not to v (or vice versa), i.e. we rather try to decide
u #Z v instead.

Which sequences need to be tested depends on the actual relation. For example, for

_X
=,

Y.l or YR factorization, we have changed the direction and we have to decrease m by one.
If we did this because of a Y,” factorization (with D € {R, L}), we also need to switch
to a =Y | mode, in which case we can continue with arbitrary many Y;* factorizations
while any other factorization decreases the remaining number of direction changes and
might also switch back to a =% =" we also need to allow
Cq,p factorizations and we need to count the number of direction changes appropriately.
For testing =XY for all m € N, the situation is simpler: here, we do not need to keep
track of the remaining direction changes as there always is an arbitrary number of them
left. Clearly, we can construct a deterministic finite automaton for any of the relations
which accepts exactly those sequences F} F5 ... F,, which need to be tested.

To test whether a factorization sequence can be applied on u, we construct an addi-
tional deterministic finite automaton. The states of this automaton are the normalized
pairs of positions in u (of which there only finitely many, as discussed above). The initial
state is (—oo, +00) and all states are final. This does not result in a trivial automa-
ton because it will not be complete in general. We have an F-labeled transition with
Fe{XPYP C,p|abex,De{L R}} from (I,r) to (I,r) “F"if (I,r) - F is defined.
Note that normalization does not change the implicitly stored factor of u by
This automaton, by construction, accepts exactly those factorization sequences which
can be applied to u.

Using the same construction, we can also get such an automaton for v. We intersect

both automata with the one which accepts the relevant factorization sequences. For the

we can start with arbitrary many X? factorizations but, as soon as we apply an X%,

_o mode. If we want to test
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resulting pair of automata, we check the symmetric difference of the accepted languages
for emptiness. It is empty if any only if u and v are in relation. O

Together with [Theorem 4l this gives the following decidability result. Note that pre-
vious partial results exist: Almeida proved decidability for J [II 3], Almeida and Zeitoun
proved it for R [4] and Moura for DA [18].

Corollary 2. The word problems for m-terms over Ry, Lm, Rm VLm and RyyNLy, are
decidable for any m € N. Moreover, the word problem for m-terms over DA is decidable.

8 Nondeterministic Logarithmic Space

In the presented algorithm, we construct for a w-term ~ over the alphabet 3 a determin-
istic finite automaton which accepts exactly those factorization sequences which can be
applied to [y]wtw+ = w. For this, we had to store normalized pairs (I,7) of positions
in w and we had to compute (I,r) - F for a factorization F € {(XPYP Cup | a,b €
Y,D € {L,R}}. In this section, we will show that both can be done by a deterministic
Turing machine in logarithmic space. Afterwards, we will show that this yields member-
ship of the word problems for w-terms to the class of problems which can be solved by
nondeterministic Turing machines within logarithmic space.

Observations and Ideas. We will start by having a close look on how to store a position
p (and, therefore, a pair of positions) in the word w = [y],4u* on a Turing machine. To
do this, we first store the position in v which corresponds to p in w; this, basically, is a
simple pointer. Additionally, we need to store to which value in Nw —N the position p
belongs for all relevant m-exponents; this, we can do by storing a pointer to the w-position
in v together with the corresponding value. If p is part of a normalized pair of positions,
the values can only be in {1,2, -2, —1}, which is a finite set and, thus, needs only finite
information.

FEzample 1. Have a look at the m-term v = a (b(¢)™)" a(b)"c. The word [y]u,4w+ can be
represented by the following tree:
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The highlighted position can also be represented this way:

Note that the last m-position does not have a value since it is not relevant for the position.
Also note that storing the values on a second tape directly under the 7-position would
require linear space (for a position belonging to a normalized pair). We store them in a
position/value list which will turn out to be more efficient after some modifications.

Unfortunately, this approach still requires at least linear space. But for normalized
pairs, we can optimize it further if we look at the definition of the normalization. At
some point the two positions [ and r in the normalized pair (I,7) branch since [ is a
smaller position than r. This can either happen because | = —oo or r = 400, because
there are sub-m-terms « and 8 and [ belongs to [a] 4w+ while 7 belongs to [f]w-tw*, or
because of a sub-m-term of the form ()™ where [ has a different value compared to r. In
the former two cases, we call the pair c—bmnchmgﬁ and in the latter case w-branching.
Whichever is the case, we know that the values of [ and r belonging to hierarchically
higher m-positions are always equal and, by definition of the normalization, are equal to
1. Thus, we do not need to store these values explicitly; instead, we are going to store
the branching position.

If the branching position is a w-position (i.e. the pair is m-branching), then, for a
normalized pair, the values of [ and r at this position can, by definition, only be 1 for
[ and 2 for r or 1 for [ and —1 for r. This information can be stored alongside the
branching position in constant space.

To store the values hierarchically below the branching position, we need to have an even
closer look at normalized position pairs. Before we do this, however, it is convenient to
define four position forms: a position is in +-form if all its values for relevant w-positions
are from N and it is in —-form if they are from —N. Positions in F-form may only have
values from N for m-positions which are hierarchically lower than the first w-position with
a value from N and positions in +-form are defined symmetrically. More formally, we
define:

Definition 4. A position p € dom([y]w+w+) for a m-term ~ is in

e +-form (with respect to 7y) if
—y=¢eorvy€E,
— v = af for w-terms « and 8 and p is in +-form with respect to its respective
sub-w-term, or
— v = (a)™ for a m-term «, p = (p/,n) with n € N and p’ is in +-form with
respect to a,

8The “c¢” is for concatenation.
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e —form (with respect to ) if
—y=corvyeEl,

— v = af for w-terms « and B and p is in —-form with respect to its respective
sub-m-term, or

— v = (a)" for a m-term «, p = (p/,n) with n € —N and p’ is in —-form with
respect to a,
e F-form (with respect to ) if
—y=corvyeEx,

— v = af for w-terms « and 8 and p is in F-form with respect to its respective
sub-7-term,

— v = ()" for a w-term «, p = (p’,n) with n € N and p’ has +-form, or
— v = ()" for a w-term «, p = (p’,n) with n € —N and p’ has F-form, or

e +-form (with respect to ) if
—y=corvyeEx,

— v = af for w-terms « and 8 and p is in +-form with respect to its respective
sub-m-term,

— v = ()" for a m-term «, p = (p’,n) with n € —N and p’ has —-form, or

— v = ()" for a w-term «, p = (p’,n) with n € N and p’ has +-form.

Ezxample 2. The position

from the previous example is in F-form but not in any of the other three forms.
The similar position represented by

a(b(ec)™)"a(b)"c

I 23

is in +-form, in F-form and in £-form but it is not in —form.

What use are these definitions for our goal of storing positions efficiently? If we know
that a position is in +-form or —-form, then we do not need to store whether a value is
from N or from —N. Similarly, if a position is in F-form or in +-form, then we only need
to store one potential m-position at which the values switch form —N to N or vice versa.
While this does not seem to be a huge gain since we still need to store the actual value,
it will turn out to be crucial later on.
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Next, we need to make some further observations. Consider a m-term ~ and define
W = [V]wtw=- If we start with a position p € dom(w) in F-form and we go to the next
a on the right (i.e. we compute X,(w;p)), then the follow-up position p’ is in F-form
as well because strictly after the branching of p and p’ all values for relevant w-position
have to be 1 (since otherwise there would already have been an a before). By symmetry,
if we start in +-form and go to the previous a on the left, the resulting position will also
be in £-form.

Ezxample 3. Look again at the m-term v = a (b(c)™)" a(b)™c. Suppose we are in the
position p in w = [y]wiw+ and advance to p’ = Xp(w;p):

Clearly, p’ is in F-form.
If we advanced to p” = X (w;p) instead, the situation would be as follows:

Again, p” clearly has F-form.

More formally, we can prove the following lemma:
Lemma 10. Let v be a w-term and w = [Y]wtw*- Then
o X, (w;—00) is in +-form for any a € alph(w),

e if I € dom(w) is in +-form, then so is Xq(w;l) for all a € alph(w 4o0)),
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e if | € dom(w) is in F-form, then so is Xo(w;l) for all a € alph(w( 4o0)),

o Y, (w;+00) is in —-form for any a € alph(w),

e if r € dom(w) is in —-form, then so is Yo (w;r) for all a € alph(w(_u ), and
e if r € dom(w) is in F-form, then so is Yo (w;r) for all a € alph(w( s r))-

Proof. By symmetry, we only have to prove the first three assertions.

We start by proving the first one. The cases v = ¢ and v € ¥ are trivial. For the other
cases, let a € alph(w) and define p = X, (w; —00). If v = af for two w-terms « and 3, we
define u = [a]y4w* and v = [B]wtw+. Now, we have p = X, (u; —00) or p = X, (v; —00).
In either case, we can apply induction, which yields that p is in +-form with respect
to its sub-m-term, and we are done. If v = ()™ for a m-term «, define u = [ ytw*-
Clearly, p has to be equal to (p/,1) for p’ = X,(u; —c0). By induction, we have that p’ is
in +-form and, since 1 € N, we are done.

The second assertion can be proved similarly. Let [ € dom(w) be in +-form. If v = ¢
or v € ¥, we do not have any remaining positions in dom(w) for p = X,(w;l). In
the other cases, let a € alph(w( o). If v = aff for two m-terms a and 3, we define
u = [0]wtw* and v = [Sutw. We have to distinguish: if [ and p both are in dom(u)
(or, symmetrically, in dom(v)), then we have p = X, (u;!) and we can apply induction.
Therefore, p is in +-form with respect to «, which yields that p is also in +-form with
respect to v. If [ € dom(u) and p € dom(v), then we know that p = X,(v; —o0), which
is in +-form with respect to 8 by the first assertion and, therefore, also in +-form with
respect to 7.

If v = ()™ for a m-term «, define u = [a],4u+. We can write [ = (I';m) and p = (p', k)
for some m, k € NW—N and I, p’ € dom(u). By definition, I’ is in +-form because [ is so.
For k, there are only two possible cases: kK =m and kK = m + 1. In the former case, we
know that p’ = X, (u;1") and can apply induction to get that p’ is in +-form with respect
to a. Since [ is in +-form, we also know that k = m € N. Together, this yields that p is
in +-form with respect to . In the latter case k = m + 1, we know that p’ = X, (u; —00)
is in +-form by the first assertion. Since [ is in +-form, we have m € N and, therefore,
also k =m+1 € N. Thus, p is in +-form with respect to 7.

Now, we prove the third assertion. Let [ be in F-form with respect to . Again, for
v = ¢ or v € %, there is nothing to show. The case for v = af for two m-terms «
and 8 can be proved analogously to the corresponding case in the proof for the second
assertion.

If v = ()" for a m-term «, define u = [a],4w+ and let p = X,(w;l) for an a €
alph(w( yo0)). We can write [ = (I';m) and p = (p/, k) for some m,k € Nw —N and
I';p € dom(u). Again, there are only two possible cases: k =m and k = m + 1. In the
former case we have p' = X, (u;l"). If k = m € N, we know that I’ is in +-form since
[ has to be in F-form. By the second assertion, this yields that p’ is in +-form as well.
Therefore, we have that p is in F-form. If k = m € —N, we can simply apply induction
and get that p’ is in F-form with respect to a. This yields that p is in F-form with
respect to . In the latter case k = m + 1, we know that p’ = X, (u; —c0) is in +-form
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by the first assertion and that m # —1. This yields F-form for pif k =m + 1 € N or
k=m+1¢e-N. O

This observation is also important for pairs which arise by consecutive factorization
at the first/last a. If we start in (—oo,+00) and apply a sequence X of elements from
X8 = {X[F| aecx}, then I in the resulting pair (I', +00) = (—00,+00) - X will be in
F-form. Equally, for a sequence over YEL = {YaL ‘ a € E}, the right position will be in
+-form. Can we assume that the left position is always in F-form and the right one is
always in £-form? Unfortunately, the answer to this question is “no”. Suppose we start
in the pair (I,7) where [ is in F-form and r is in +-form. If we apply X/ for some a € %,
then, obviously, we end up in a pair (I,7") whose right position is in F-form. But: the
right position r’ branches form [ at some point and strictly below that point values for
relevant m-positions are equal to 1. So, we could say that for this lower part 7/, indeed, is
in +-form. In fact, we will prove that, strictly below the branching, [ is always in F-form
and r is always in +-form for any pair (I,7) = (—o00,+0o0) - F' where F' is a sequence
of elements from Fy = {XP,YP Cuy | a,b € B,D € {L,R}}. The situation at the
branching point itself depends on whether we have a c-branching or a w-branching pair.
For a m-branching pair, we cannot make an assumption on the value of [ and r at the
actual branching 7-position. We accommodate for this by having two definitions.

Definition 5. Let (I,7) be a pair of positions in [y]y4u+ for a m-term v such that [ is
strictly smaller than r.
The pair is called well-c-shaped (with respect to ) if

e y=corvyEy,

e v = aff for m-terms « and 3, | € dom([a]wtw) W {—o0}, r € dom([a]y4e+) and
(I,7) is well-c-shaped with respect to a,

o v = af for m-terms « and G, | € dom([B]w+w+), 7 € dom([S]uwtw*) W {+o0} and
(I,7) is well-c-shaped with respect to 3,

e v = af for m-terms o and 3, | € dom([o]y4u+)W{—00}, r € dom([S]ww)¥{+00},
and
— [ = —o0 or [ is in F-form with respect to a;, and
— r = 400 or r is in £-form with respect to S,

or

e 7= (a)” for a m-term « and

l = —o00 and r = +o00,

[ = —o0 and r is in £-form,

[ is in F-form and r = 400, or

— 1= (';n)and r = (+',n) for an n € Nw —N and (', r’) is well-c-shaped with
respect to a,
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It is called well-w-shaped (with respect to «y) if v # € and v € ¥ as well as

o v = af for m-terms « and 3, I,r € dom([a]w4u+) and (I,7) is well-m-shaped with
respect to a,

o v = af for m-terms « and B, [,r € dom([S]w+w+) and (I, r) is well-r-shaped with
respect to 3, or

e v = ()" for a m-term «, I = (I',n), r = (+',m) for n,m € Ny —N and ', €
dom([a]u4w+) and

— n=m and (I',r") is well-m-shaped with respect to «, or

— n #m, ' is in F-form and r’ is in +-form.

Finally, it is called well-shaped (with respect to ) if it is well-c-shaped or well-r-shaped
(with respect to 7).

The definition of well-c-shapedness is related to c-branching pairs and the definition of
well-m-shapedness is related to m-branching pairs. Note that any pair (I,7) of positions
in [y]u4w for a m-term is well-c-shaped if | = —oo or r = 4o00. This results in some
asymmetry in the definition.

We proceed by showing that any pair (I,7) which arises by consecutive factorization
at the first/last a is well-c-shaped or well-m-shaped.

Lemma 11. Let (I,r) be a pair of positions in [V]wtw for a w-term ~. If (I,r) is
well-shaped, then so is (I,r) - F for any F € Fx, (if it is defined).

Therefore, (—oo,+00) - F1Fy ... F, is well-shaped with respect to v for any Fy, Fy, ...,
F, € Fx, (if it is defined).

Proof. The second part follows from the first since (—oo, +00) is well-c-shaped by defi-
nition.

Let (I,7) be well-shaped and let p = X,(w;l) be defined for an a € ¥. Due to
symmetry, it remains to show that (I,p) and (p,r) are well-shaped. Note that this also
includes the C, ; factorization.

First, consider (I,p). If I = —oo, then p is in +-form by [Lemma 10| and, therefore,
also in £-form. This yields that (—oo,p) is well-c-shaped. Thus, we may safely assume
that [ # —oo and proceed by induction on the structure of v. With this assumption, the
cases v = ¢ and v € ¥ cannot occur.

If v = af for two m-terms « and 3, define u = [o] 4w+ and v = [B]ytw=. If I and r are
both in dom(u), then we know, by definition of well-shapedness, that (I, r) is well-shaped
with respect to a. We also know that p = X, (u;1) since p must be between [ and r. By
induction, we have that (I,p) is well-shaped with respect to «, which yields that (I, p)
is also well-shaped with respect to 7. If [ € dom(v) and r € dom(v) W {+00}, we can
apply a similar argument. For [ € dom(u) and r € dom(v) W {+o0}, we know that (I,r)
is well-c-shaped and that [ is in F-form with respect to a. This yields that (I,400) is
well-c-shaped with respect to a. By induction, we then have that (I,p) = (I, X, (u;1)) is
well-shaped with respect to a if p € dom(u). Well-shapedness with respect to v follows

41



in both cases, i.e. (I,p) is well-c-shaped or (,p) is well-w-shaped, by definition of well-
shapedness. If p € dom(v), then we have p = X, (v; —o0), which is in +-form (and, thus,
in +-form) by [Lemma 10l By definition, we have the well-c-shapedness of (I,p) with
respect to 7.

If v = (a)™ for a m-term «, then define u = [&]y4u+. We can write I = (I';m) and
p = (p', k) for some m,k € No—Nand I, p’ € dom(u). For k = m, we have p’ = X, (u;1").
This yields well-shapedness with respect to « of (I/,p’) by induction. By definition, we
also have well-shapedness with respect to 7. For & = m + 1 (the only other possible
case), we know p’ = X, (u; —o0) which is in +-form with respect to o by and,
therefore, also in +-form. If r = 400, then (I,r) had to be well-c-shaped and [ has to be
in F-form. Then, (I, p) is well-w-shaped. If r = (+/,n) for an € NW—N and r’ € dom(u),
then n must be greater than m (with respect to w4 w*), because it must be greater than
or equal to k. Therefore, (I,7) has to be well-m-shaped and [ has to be in F-form. Again,
(I,p) is well-m-shaped then, which concludes the proof that (,p) is always well-shaped.

Next, consider (p,r). If r = 400, then (I, r) has to be well-c-shaped. This implies that
[ = —oc0 or [ is in F-form. In either case, we have that p = X,(w;!l) is in F-form by
Lemma 10. Thus, (p,+00) is well-c-shaped. Again, we can safely assume that r # +o00
and proceed by induction on the structure of v where the cases v = ¢ and v € X do not
occur.

If v = af for two m-terms a and 3, then define u = [a]y4w+ and v = [B]wtw+. The
case | € dom(u) W {—oco} and r € dom(u) and the case [,r € dom(v) are similar to
the argumentation for (I,p). For I € dom(u) W {—oo} and r € dom(v), (I,r) has to
be well-c-shaped. Therefore, r has to be in +-form with respect to 8 and (—oo, ) is
well-c-shaped with respect to 8. Induction yields the well-shapedness with respect to 5,
and, thus, also with respect to «y, of (p,r) if p € dom(v). If p € dom(u), we observe that
well-c-shapedness of (I,7) yields | = —oo or [ in F-form. In either case, p is in F-form
by [Cemma 10l Thus, (p,r) is well-c-shaped with respect to 7.

If v = ()™ for a m-term «, define u = [a]y4o+. We can write p = (p/, k) and r = (', n)
for k,n € Nw —N. For k = n, distinguish: if [ = —oo, then (I,r) is well-c-shaped and r
has to be in +-form with respect to . Therefore, 7’ has to be in +-form with respect
toa. If I = (I',m) for I’ € dom(u) and m € NW —N with m <,4,+ k = n, then (I,r)
is well-w-shaped and 7/, again, is in +-form. In both cases, this yields that (—oo,r’)
is well-c-shaped with respect to a. Induction yields that (p/,7") = (X, (u; —00),r") is
well-shaped with respect to . Since k = n, this implies that (p,r) is well-shaped. If
I = ("ym) but m = k = n, then (I',r’) has to be well-shaped with respect to a and so
has to be (p/,r") by induction, which again means that (p,r) is well-shaped with respect
toy. If k <44+ n and | = —oo, then (I,r) is well-c-shaped, r is in +-form and p’ is in
+-form by [Lemma 10l Therefore, (p,r) is well-r-shaped. If [ = (I’,m) for I’ € dom(u)
and m € NW —N and m <, k <wiw* n, then I and, thus, also p’ by [Lemma 10| has
to be in F-form while 7’ has to be in £-form. This concludes the proof because, then,
(p,r) is well-m-shaped. O

By the previous lemma, we know that there is maximally one switching between values
form —N to values from N in [ below the branching position and that the same — but
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in reverse — is true for r when we consider a pair (I,r) which arises from (—o0,+00) by
applying a sequence of factorizations from Fy. However, the algorithm described in the
proof of [Theorem 5] performs a normalization after each factorization step. So far, we
have ignored this normalization but the next lemma states that normalization preserves
well-shapedness.

Lemma 12. Let (I,r) be a well-shaped, normalizable pair of positions in [v]w+w* for a

m-term y over $. Then, (I, 1) is well-shaped.

Proof. Let (I,7) = (I, 7). In the special case | = —oo and 1 = +oo, we have (I,7) = (I,r)
and we are done. For the other cases, we proceed by induction over ~.

For v = ¢ and v € ¥, we have that (I, r)y is well-c-shaped. In the case v = af for two
m-terms « and 3, we distinguish: if [ € {—oo} & dom([a]wtw+) and r € dom([B]wtw=) ¥
{+oc0}, we have that (I,7) must be well-c-shaped, that [ is given by the first component

of (l,—l—oo)a and that 7 is given by the second component of (—oo,r)ﬁ. For | = —o0,
we also have | = —oo and, for r = 400, we also have 7 = +oo. If [ # —o0, then [
must be in F-form. Note that normalization preserves the form of [ when normalizing
(I, +00), so I is in F-from as well. Symmetrically, # must be in 4+-form if » # +oco. Thus,
(1,7)" is well-c-shaped. For | € {—oo} & dom([0wse+) and also 7 € dom([a]luqw-), we
have (I, r)y = (I, r)a, which is well-shaped by induction. The same argument proves the
symmetric case | € dom([8]w+w*) and r € dom([B]w4w=) ¥ {+00}.

The remaining case is v = («)™ for a m-term «. If we have | = —oo or r = +00, then
we know that [ is in F-form or that r is in +-form, respectively, because (I,7) has to
be well-c-shaped. As before, normalizing (—oo,r) or (I,400) preserves this form, which
makes the result well-c-shaped as well. Therefore, we have | = (I’,n) and r = (r/,m) for
n,m € Nw —N and positions I, 7" € dom([a]wie+). For n = m, we have [ = (I’,1) and
7= (r",1) with (I,7") = (I,7")". By induction, we have that (I/,7)" is well-c-shaped
or well-r-shaped with respect to a. In either case, (I,7) is also well-c-shaped or well-7-
shaped with respect to v. For n # m, the pair (I,7) has to be well-m-shaped, I’ must be
in F-form and 7’ must be in +-form. Additionally, we have | = (I’,n) and 7 = (', m)
for n,m € Nw —N and positions I/, € dom([a]wi.+). Note that we also have i # m
(in both of the cases which can occur when normalizing). Furthermore, normalization
of (I',400) (with respect to a) preserves the F-form of I” and normalization of (—oo, 7’
preserves the £-form of 7/, i.e. we have I’ in F-form and 7’ in £-form, which makes (I, r)
well-m-shaped. O

Combining the previous two lemmas shows the following. Suppose we start with the
position pair (—oo, +00) and apply a single factorization Fy € Fy, then we get (I{,7]) =
(—o0,+00) - F1, which is well-shaped. If we then normalize (I}, r]), the resulting pair
(lh,r1) = (l’l,r’l)v is also well-shaped. We can continue with another factorization and
normalize again; the result (I1,r2) will still be well-shaped. Therefore, all the pairs of
positions (I, 7) which are states in the deterministic finite automaton constructed in the
proof of are well-shaped and normalized.

One last small observation is necessary before we discuss the details of storing those
pairs: by definition of the normalization, [ and r may only have values from {1, —1} for
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Name ‘ Values ‘ Size ‘

ShapeType {“well-c-shaped”, “well-m-shaped”} | O(1)

BranchPosition a m-position or 400 O(logn)
BranchValues {(1,2),(1,-1)} o)

1SwitchPosition a m-position or L O(logn)
rSwitchPosition a m-position or L O(logn)
1EndPosition a X-position or —oo O(logn)
rEndPosition a X-position or +o00 O(logn)

Table 1: The variables required to compute the values at w-positions and their sizes.

m-positions which are hierarchically lower than the branching position. Therefore, it is
sufficient to store the potential 7-position at which the values switch (from —1 to 1 for
[ or form 1 to —1 for ).

Storing a Well-Shaped, Normalized Pair. Summing up all of our observations results in
the situation which is schematically represented in Therefore, we can construct

values: (1,1)

Branching, possible values: o (1,2) and (1,—1)

values: —1 values: 1
Switching, value: 1 e o Switching, value: —1
values: 1 values: —1
l T

Figure 8: Schematic representation of the possible values of a normalized pair (I, r)

the values of [ and r for a normalized, well-shaped pair (I,7) of positions in [y],4.* at
all relevant m-positions in the 7-term ~ from the variables specified in [Table 1l

We are going to explain the variables in more detail. Obviously, ShapeType gets the
value “well-c-shaped” if (I,r) is well-c-shaped and the value “well-r-shaped” if (I,7) is
well-w-shaped. For a well-c-shaped pair, we store the hierarchically lowest 7-position for
which [ and r share the same value in BranchPosition. If [ and r differ already in the
hierarchically highest m-position, we store 400 in BranchPosition. For well-r-shaped
pairs, we store the m-position at which [ and r branch in BranchPosition and their
respective values there in BranchValues. The value of BranchValues is not relevant in
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other cases. If there is a m-position at which the values of [ switch from —1 to 1 (that
position is bound to be hierarchically lower than the branching position), then we store
the position of the first occurrence of 1 in 1SwitchPosition. rSwitchPosition stores
the (potential) corresponding position for r. Finally, in 1IEndPosition and rEndPosition
we store the position in the m-term + which corresponds to [ or r, respectively.

One may verify that all these values can be stored in the size specified in the table,
where n is the length of the m-term 7 seen as a finite word in X W { (, ), ™ }.

The variables are sufficient to compute the values of [ and r at all relevant w-positions
deterministically within logarithmic space bounds. We only discuss how to do this for r,
as this version can easily be adapted for [. Assume we want to compute the value of r at a
m-position given in piPos. Notice that piPos is relevant for r if and only if rEndPosition
lies in between the opening and closing parenthesis belonging to piPos. Because finding
the matching left or right parenthesis is a simple matter of counting the opening and
closing parentheses this can be done deterministically in logarithmic space. Thus, we
may safely assume that our routine is only ever called for m-positions which are relevant
for r. To compute the value of r at piPos, we only have to know to which part of r it
belongs with respect to the schematic representation in The first part where
all values of r are equal to 1 consists of all m-positions which are hierarchically higher
than BranchPosition (assuming that it is not equal to L), including BranchPosition if
ShapeType is “well-c-shape” or excluding if BranchPosition is “well-m-shaped”. Because
we already know that both, BranchPosition and piPos are relevant for r, checking
whether one is hierarchically higher than the other can be done by comparing their
positions in -y, which is possible in logarithmic space. The hierarchically higher one is to
the right of the lower one. If piPos belongs to the first part, we can return 1 immediately.
Next, we check whether BranchPosition is equal to piPos and ShapeType is “well-m-
shaped”. If this is the case, we can return the value 2 or —1 depending on the value of
BranchValues. The next part is from BranchPosition (excluding) to rSwitchPosition
(excluding). Again, we can check whether piPos belongs to this part by comparing the
position in the m-term and return 1 immediately. If piPos was not in any part so far, we
know that it belongs to the last part from rSwitchPosition (including) onwards and can
return —1. If BranchPosition is 400 or rSwitchPosition is L, then the corresponding
parts in simply do not exist and we can omit the respective checks.

Compute a Follow-Up Pair. Now that we know how to store the well-shaped, normal-
ized pair (I,r) efficiently, we need to find a way to compute the normalized follow-up
pair if we apply an element from ZE = {XP,YP |a € £,D € {L, R}} (C,p needs to be
handled a bit differently; see below). By symmetry, we can restrict our considerations to
elements from Xg , which means that we have to find the first a-position for an a € X
on the right of the position [ in [y],4w+ for the m-term ~. For this, we use the additional
variables from [Table 21

We start by setting pBranchPosition to 1 and OpenParentheses to 0. CurrentP-
Position gets assigned the next position to the right of the value of 1EndPosition. The
algorithm now iteratively moves CurrentPPosition to the right one position at a time. If
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Name ‘ Values ‘ Size ‘

CurrentPPosition a position in vy O(logn)

pBranchPosition a m-position or +oo O(logn)

OpenParentheses | a value to count open parentheses | O(logn)

Table 2: The variables required to compute the follow-up pair and their sizes.

CurrentPPosition reaches an a-position, we are done. If CurrentPPosition reaches the
end of v, then we know that there is no further a and we can stop. If CurrentPPosition
reaches an opening parenthesis, then we increment OpenParentheses. If CurrentPPos-
ition reaches a closing parenthesis and pBranchPosition is |, we distinguish: if Open-
Parentheses is > 0, then we decrement it and move on; if it is = 0, then we know that
the corresponding m-position is relevant for [. We check if the value of [ at that position
is equal to —1. If that is the case, we can simply move on. If the value is from N or
< —1, then we set pBranchPosition to the m-position which corresponds to the closing
parenthesis and move CurrentPPosition to the matching opening parentheses using
OpenParentheses to count the number of opening and closing parentheses. From that
position we continue with the normal algorithm. If we then reach a closing parenthesis
and pBranchPosition is equal to CurrentPPosition, then we set pBranchPosition to |
and OpenParenthesis to 0 and continue normally. Any other closing parenthesis which
is reached while pBranchPosition is not equal to L simply gets ignored.

Ezxample 4. The only interesting part of the algorithm is that when a closing parenthesis
is reached. Therefore, we explain this part in more detail. Suppose we are in the following
situation[gl and want to move to the next a:

a(1(2a)2™b(cb(ab)s™)3™ )1 ™a(sb)5™c

I f 2 -1

The algorithm would move CurrentPPosition to the right until it reaches (4 where Open-
Parentheses gets increased to 1. When )4 gets reached, OpenParentheses is set back
to 0, which triggers a different behavior when reaching )3 in the next step: pBranch-
Position gets set to m3 and CurrentPPosition gets moved to (3 since [ has the value
2 (and not —1) at m3. From there, CurrentPPosition moves back to the right until it
reaches )3 because )4 simply gets ignored and because there is no a between (3 and ).
At )3, OpenPrantheses and pBranchPosition are reset to 0 and L. At the next closing
parenthesis )1, the value of [ gets checked again. But this time it is equal to —1 and we
continue to the right where we find the sought-after next a.

If I had had the value —2 at 71, then the algorithm would have moved to (; and the
next a would have been the one between (2 and )2. In that case, pBranchPosition would
have been set to m; when the final a is reached.

9The numbers here do not have a special meaning other than to tell the parenthesis pairs and their
exponents apart from one another.
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When the algorithm stops (and CurrentPPosition is not moved beyond the end of
) then CurrentPPosition points to the position in v which corresponds to the next
a-position p in [y]wtw+. The values at the m-positions can be reconstructed from the
stored variables. Again, this can be done by dividing the 7-positions into parts for which
the value is well-known. If a w-position is relevant for p but not for [, then the value of
p at that position has to be 1.

Example 5. In the last example 7y, m4 and 75 are not relevant for [. If CurrentPPosition
would end up within the pair of parentheses belonging to any of these positions, its value
there would be 1.

If pBranchPosition has a value other than 1, then p has the value of I plus 1 there.
Note that the value of [ cannot be —1 in that case by the definition of the algorithm. For
m-positions which are relevant for [ and for p and which are hierarchically higher than
the position in pBranchPosition, we know that the values of [ and p are equal. At those
positions which are hierarchically lower than pBranchPosition and which are relevant
for | and for p, the value of p has to be 1 just like in the first case. If pBranchPosition
is L, then the values of p at positions relevant for [ and for p are equal to the values of [.

Because — as said — it can be checked in logarithmic space whether a m-position is
relevant for [, p or r, this yields a deterministic algorithm with logarithmic space bounds
for calculating the values for p at all its relevant w-positions. It remains to test whether
p is still strictly smaller than r and to compute the new values of the variables in [Table 1]
after an X-step and normalization. This test can be done by walking through all -
positions in « from the right to the left and checking whether they are relevant for p and
for r. If that is the case, we check their values. If the value of p is strictly smaller than
that of r, we are done. If they are equal everywhere, then CurrentPPosition needs to
be to the left of rEndPosition in ~.

For calculating the new values for the variables, a similar approach can be applied.
Consider the (slightly more difficult) case of X/* where p gets the new [. We walk through
the m-positions in « from right to left and check their relevance for p and for r. If they
are relevant for one or the other, we can compute the values. As long as the values are
equal (which means that the position is relevant for both, p and r) we know that the
m-positions belong to the part in where [ and r share the value 1. If there is a
m-position where the values are different, we can store that position in BranchPosition
and update BranchValues according to the value pair which normalization would yield.
In that case, we can set ShapeType to “well-m-shaped”. After the BranchPosition, we
have to check p and r individually for a change from values in N to values in —N or vice
versa and store the corresponding position. If the values at all positions have been equal
so far and we reach a position which is relevant for r but not for p (the other way round is
not possible because p has to be smaller than r), we can set ShapeType to “well-c-shaped”
and BranchPosition to the last m-position where the values were equal. ShapeType gets
also set to “well-c-shaped” if we reach rEndPos before there is a difference in the values.

Special Handling of C,,,. By[Theorem 3| we have to test whether [a]y 4o+ = [Bluwtwr
holds in order to test whether o« = 3 holds in Ry+41 N Lm41. The definition of =WI

=m >
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however, does not only rely on factorizations at the first or last a. It uses an additional
special factorization which behaves like first factorizing on the first a and then factorizing
on the last b but which is only possible if the first a is to the right of the last b. As defined
above, this kind of factorization is represented by C, .

Clearly, (I,7)-Cy can only be defined if (I,7)- XY is defined. But the other direction
does not hold: it is possible that (I,7) - X,Y} is defined while (I,7) - Cq is undefined.

We have described how we can compute the follow-up values of the variables in [Table 1]
for a factorization at the first ¢ and, by symmetry, also for factorizations at the last b
when we start with a factor which is given by a normalized pair (I,7). We can combine
these two calculations into a single one for Cj ;. For this, we assume that we have two
instances of the variables in [Table 2 one instance for the factorization at the first a and
one instance for the factorization at the last b. For both instances, we apply the normal
algorithm for the corresponding factorization. Afterwards, we check whether the position
of the first a is to the left of r and whether the position of the last b is to the right of
[ just like we did before. For Cp 3, we simply add a third check which can be done in
a similar manner to the other checks: we check whether the position of the first a is to
the right of the position of the last b. If this check fails, then we know that (I,7) - Cqy is
undefined, otherwise it indeed is defined.

Decidability in Nondeterministic Logarithmic Space. Let us recapitulate the proof for
decidability for the word problems for m-terms. First, we saw that the actual problem
we needed to decide was whether [a] 4w+ and [8], 4w are equivalent with respect to the
relation belonging to the variety in question. To decide this, we constructed a determin-
istic finite automata A, and Ag for each of the input m-terms a and 3. The automaton
Aq accepted exactly those factorization sequences F' € FY; for which [afuqe+ - F' (or
[Blew+w - F in the case of Ag) is defined. Additionally, we also constructed a determin-
istic finite automaton B which accepted those factorization sequences that need to be
tested for the respective relation. Finally, we created for A, and for Ag an automaton
accepting the intersection with the sequences accepted by B. For these automata, we
checked the symmetric difference for emptiness.

Checking the symmetric difference can be done in nondeterministic logarithmic space
by a naive (iterative) guess and check algorithm. The automaton B is fixed for every
variety in the Trotter-Weil Hierarchy and for DA (or can be constructed deterministically
in space logarithmic in m if one considers this as an input). Creating an automaton for
the intersection can be done in deterministic logarithmic space. The only interesting
operation is the construction of A, and Ag. With the ideas from this section, we can
describe how to do this in deterministic logarithmic space.

Input: a 7-term «
Output: A, (which accepts a subset of F3;)

Algorithm:

for all possible values V' of the variables in [Table 1] do
for all F' € Fs, do
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Compute the values V' of the variables for the follow-up pair after
application of F' and normalization.
If there is such a follow-up pair, then output the transition

end for

()
end for

Mark the state which represents (—oo, +00) as initial state.
Mark any state as final.

In difference to our previous construction, the states in this automaton are not the
normalized pairs of positions anymore. Instead, we are representing them by their cor-
responding values for the variables in [Table 11 Of course, not all possible values of the
variables represent a valid normalized pair, but, since the corresponding states cannot
be reached from the initial state, these errors do not affect the result.

These considerations allow us to state the following theorem.

Theorem 6. Each of the word problems for m-terms over Ry, Lm, Rm VLm, RmNLy
and DA can be solved by a nondeterministic Turing machine in logarithmic space (for
every m € N).

9 Deterministic Polynomial Time

While NL is quite efficient from a complexity class perspective, directly translating the
algorithm to polynomial time does not result in a better running time than the algorithm
for DA given by Moura [18]. However, with some additional tweaks, the algorithm’s
efficiency can be improved.

Encoding and Calculating Positions. Because we are not limited in space, we can
encode a position p € dom(w) with w = [y]w+w for a m-term ~ simply by storing the
values at the relevant m-positions and the corresponding position in 7. Clearly, we can
obtain the values of p at a given w-position in constant time. Additionally, we can store
a (possibly normalized) pair (I,7) by storing [ and r. If we want to normalized such a
pair, we walk through all relevant m-positions and update the values of [ and r there,
which requires at most linear time. Similarly, we can test whether a position is strictly
smaller (or larger) than an other position in linear time.

Suppose we have stored a position p € dom(w) and want to compute X,(w;p) for an
a € 3. We can re-use the algorithm which we used previously to solve the problem in
logarithmic space (see page [d5]). This algorithm moves a pointer, which belongs to a
position in 7, to the right in every step. The only time it is moved to the left is when it
hits a closing parenthesis and p has a value at the corresponding m-position which is not
—1. In that case, we move to the matching opening parenthesis and continue to move
to the right from there until we hit the closing parenthesis again. Note that there is no
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“back-setting to the left” in that process. Therefore, we can compute the position of the
next a in at most quadratic time.

Computing the Automata and Equivalence Test. As we did before, we construct
a (not necessarily complete) deterministic finite automaton for each input 7-term ~.
The automaton accepts exactly those sequences of factorizations which can be applied to
[7]w+w* and which need to be tested for the variety in question. We will only demonstrate
the details of the construction for the variety Rm+1 N Lm41 and the input term o; the
construction for the other varieties is similar. We need the variables core and fringe,
which contain subsets of (dom(u) x dom(u)) x {1,2,...,m} where u = [y],+w* such that
all pairs (I,7) € dom(u) x dom(u) are normalized. The algorithm works as follows:

core < ()

fringe < {((—o0, +00),m)}

while fringe # () do

Remove ((I,7),k) from fringe

if £ > 0 then
for all a € ¥ do
Compute (I',7") = (I,7) - XE if defined > time limited by O(n?)
if (I,r") is defined then
@)+ )" > time limited by O(n)

Save transition

Add ((I’,7),k — 1) to fringe unless it is in core
end if
Compute (I',r") = (I,7) - XF if it is defined
if (I',r") is defined then
(7)< W,

Save transition

Add ((I',7'),k) to fringe unless it is in core

end if
Handle Y,;* and Y,/* analogously
for all b € ¥ do > Special case which is only required for =W

Compute (I',r") = (I,7) - Cqyp if it is defined
if (I',r") is defined then

(7,7) « 7
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Save transition

Add ((I',7'),k — 1) to fringe unless it is in core
end if
end for
end for
Add ((I,7),k) to core
end if

end while

Set ((—o0,400),m) as initial state

Mark all states as final states
Clearly, the resulting automaton accepts the desired factorization sequences. We know
that any normalized pair can be encoded by the variables in [Table 1 Therefore, the
number of such pairs is limited by O(n®) when n is the length of v seen as a finite word.
This directly yields that the constructed automaton has at most O(n°m) states. Because
the outer loop handles any ((I,r), k) at most once the algorithm’s running time is limited
by O(n"m).

After the construction of the two automata for a and 3, we need to test them for
equivalence. They are equivalent if and only if [a]wiws = ! [B]wiw+ holds. The test for
equivalence can be done by the algorithm of Hopcroft and Karp [9] in almost linear time
in the size of the automata. Since the number of states is bounded by O(n®m), the total
running time of our complete algorithm is dominated by O(n"m?).

The automata for the varieties Ry, Lin and Ry, V Ly, need to store whether the last
factor was obtained by an element from Xg or by an element from YED . This information,
however, is only of constant size and, therefore, does not change the asymptotic running
time of the overall algorithm. For DA we can omit the counting for m in k by [Fact 1l
which even reduces the number of states.

This finally shows the following theorem.

Theorem 7. The word problems for w-terms over Ry, Lm, Rm V L and Ry N Ly,
can be solved by a deterministic algorithm with running time in O(n"m?) where n is the
length of the input w-terms. Moreover, the word problem for mw-terms over DA can be
solved by a deterministic algorithms in time O(n").

10 Separability

Two languages Ly, Lo C X* are separable by a variety V if there is a language S C »*
with L; € S and Ly NS = () such that S can be recognized by a monoid M € V. The
separation problem of a variety V is the problem to decide whether two regular input
languages of finite words are separable by V.
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We are going to show the decidability of the separations problems of R, for all m € N
as well as for DA using the techniques presented in this papet@ Note that, by symmetry,
this also shows decidability for L,

The general idea is as follows. If the input languages are separable, then we can find
a separating language S which is recognized by a monoid in the variety in question. We
can do this by recursively enumerating all monoids and all languages in a suitable repre-
sentation. For the other direction, we show that, if the input languages are inseparable,
then there are m-terms « and S which witness their inseparability. Since we can also
recursively enumerate these w-terms, we have decidability.

To construct suitable m-terms we need an additional combinatorial property of the

=X, relations (which, in a slightly different form, can also be found in [I5]).

Lemma 13. Let n,m € N with m > 2 and let uw =X v for two accessible words u and

—m n
v. Then, u- XF = _mn 1 v - XE holds for all a € alph(u) = alph(v).
Proof. We prove the lemma by induction over n. For n = 1, the assertion is satisfied by
definition. Therefore, assume we have u EanH_l v and we want to show ug := u- X- EnXm,n
v+ XL = vy. We already have ug E};_Ln
implies alph(ug) = alph(vg) since we have m > 2 and n > 1, as well as wug E};_Ln_l V.-

Additionally, we have

vg by definition of Eﬁﬂ 41- This especially

L __ L Y L __ L
UO'Xb —qu :mfl,nU.Xb —’UO'Xb

for all b € alph(ug) = alph(vg), which implies uO-XbL E}%_Ln_l vO-XbL. All that remains
to be shown is that ug- X{* E%m_l vo- X{* holds for all b € alph(ug) = alph(vo). Applying
induction on u - X =X n v XE (for the same a) yields u - XFXL =X 1V XEXE.
Since we have ug - Xf = u - XLXE =u- XEXL and vy - XE = v - Xfo =v- XfIXL,
we are done. O

Using this property, one can prove the following lemma about the 7-term construction.

Lemma 14. Let M be a monoid, ¢ : ¥* — M a homomorphism and m € Ng. Let
(Un, Vn)neN, be an infinite sequence of word pairs (Up, Un)neN, with

e U,, v, € 2%, o o(uy,) =my and
o U, :%n Up, o o(v,) =my

for fixzed monoid elements m,, m, € M and alln € Ng. Then, the sequence yields m-terms

a and B (over X) such that o ([a]an) = mu, @ ([Blan) = my and [a]wrw = [Blotwr
hold.

%Decidability of the separation problem of DA is already known [ZI]. The proof, however, uses a fixed
point algorithm, which is different from our approach.
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Before we give a proof of the general case, we give a separate one for the case m = 1. It is
basically an adaption of the ideas from the proof showing decidability of the separation
problem for the variety J of J-trivial monoids given by van Rooijen and Zeitoun [29] to
our setting.

Proof (m =1). This proof is based on Simon’s Factorization Forest Theorem [25]. For
a finite word w € X7, a factorization tree is a rooted, finite, unranked, labeled ordered
tree such that

e the tree’s root is labeled with w,
e the leaves are labeled with letters (from X) and

e any internal node has at least two children and, if its children are labeled with
wi,wa, ..., w, € X7, then the node is labeled with wyws . .. wy.

For every homomorphism ¢ : ¥* — N into a monoid N, Simon’s Factorization Forest
Theorem yields a factorization tree for every finite word w € X7 such that ¢ maps the
labels of a node’s children to the same idempotent in N if the node has at least three
children. Furthermore, the tree’s heigh is finite and limited by some constant that
solely depends on |N| (and, in particular, not on w).

Before we begin with the actual proof, we note that, if we remove pairs from the
sequence (Up, Upn)nen, and still have an infinite sequence, then the resulting sequence still
satisfies all conditions stated above, in particular wu,, E{fn Up-

We extend ¢ into a homomorphism ¥* — M x 2* which maps a word w to its alphabet
alph(w) for the second Component Then, we observe that there has to be an infinite
subsequence such that all first components as well as all second components have the
same alphabet. Indeed, these two alphabets have to coincide by the definition of Efn!
We remove all other words from the sequence. If the remaining words w,, and v, are all
empty (i. e. they have alphabet (), we can choose o« = 3 = € as well. Otherwise, we apply
Simon’s Factorization Forest Theorem to the remaining words u, and v,, which yields
a sequence of factorization tree pairs (T, Tyn). We first construct a from (7%, p)nen,
such that we have ¢([a]an) = m, and the following conditions:

e [fweX*isa subwor of uy, for an n € Ny, then w is a subword of [a]y4ex-

o If w € ¥* is a subword of [a],4w+, then it is a subword of all u,, with n > ng for
an ng € Ng.

Afterwards, we proceed with (7} )nen, to construct 5 in the same manner.

We may assume that all trees T, have the same height H as the height is bounded
by a constant and we can remove all words u,, from the underlying sequence which yield
a tree not of height H. If H is zero, all trees consist of a single leaf and all words u,

1A single node has height 0.

129% is the monoid of all subsets of ¥ with taking union as the monoid’s operation.

13Recall that a finite word u = a1az . ..a, with a; € X is a subword of a (not necessarily finite) word v
if we can write v = voai1via2v2 . . . anv, for some words vo, vi,. .., Up.
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consist of a single letter. Among these, one letter a € ¥ has to appear infinitely often;
we remove all other words from the sequence and choose o = a. Clearly, all conditions
for « are satisfied.

For H > 0, we consider the situation at the root of each T}, ,,. Let uy, 1, upn2, ..., Un K,
be the labels of the root’s children in T, ,,. If the sequence (K, )nen, is bounded, there
is an infinite subsequence such that K, is equal to a specific K > 2 for all indexes n of
the subsequence; we remove all words not belonging to this subsequence. In the result,
there is an infinite subsequence such that, for each sequence (up i )nen, with 1 <k < K,
all u, ;, get mapped to the same monoid element by ¢; we remove all other words. As
each child of the root yields a subtree, taking these subtrees gives K infinite sequences
of factorization trees of height H — 1. Applying induction on H yields ay, aq, ..., axk.
We define a := ajas ... ag. Because aq,ao,...,ax satisfy the conditions stated above
for their respective subtree sequence, so does « for (Tuvn)nENo'

If the sequence (Kp)nen, is unbounded, we can, without loss of generality, assume
K, > 3 for all n € Ny and that it is strictly increasing — again taking the appropriate

infinite subsequence. Also, we can assume that all u, 1, U2, ..., Uy K, get mapped to the
same idempotent e € M x 2=, Choose w € ¢~ !(e) arbitrarily and define « := (w)™. Note
that we now have alph(uy, 1) = alph(uy,2) = - - - = alph(u, x,) = alph(u,) = alph(w) for

all n € Ny. Therefore, a satisfies the conditions above.

All which remains to be shown is that we now have [a]wiw = [Blwsws. The im-
portant observation here is that wq Efn wo with n € Ny holds if and only if w; and wo
have the same subwords of length < n. This means we have to show that [a],1.+ and
[8]w+w* have the same subwords (of arbitrary length). To show the subword equality,
assume w is a subword of [aw+w+ (without loss of generality). By the conditions above,
w is a subword of all u, with n > ng for an nyg € Ny. Let n = max{ng, |w|}. Since we
have u; E{(ﬁ v; and by applying our observation regarding subwords and E{(ﬁ, w is a
subword of ’vﬁ and, thus, a subword of [f]w-tw=*- 7 O

Next, we give a proof for the general case m > 1.

Proof of[Lemma 1] The assertion is trivial for m = 0. The case m = 1 has already
been covered. For m > 1, we proceed by induction over |X|. For ¥ = (), we set a =
B =¢e=u, =v,. For |¥| > 0, remember the observation from the previous proof: if we
take an infinite subsequence (u),, v}, )nen, Of (Un, Un)nen,, this sequence will still satisty
all conditions of the lemma. In particular, we will still have u}, Ean,n v}, for all n € Ny.
Now, we factorize u, = Wy 0an,0Wn,10n,1 - - - Wn, K, Gn, K, Wn,K,+1 for all n € Ny such that
alph(wy, ;) = alph(uy,) \ {ank} for all k € {0,1,..., K, } and alph(wy, i, +1) € alph(uy).
If the sequence (K, )nen, is bounded, let K be one of the numbers which appear infinitely
often in it and restrict all further considerations to the corresponding subsequence of
words. If (K, )nen, is unbounded, let K = |[M|? + 1 and remove all word pairs (u,,v,)
for which K,, is smaller than K from the sequence. For all k£ € {0,1,..., K}, a single
letter a;, € ¥ has to appear infinitely often in the sequence (a,, i )nen, because X is of finite
size. We restrict our consideration to the corresponding subsequence. Then, we define
Tng = up XEXE  XE XL and ynp = v XEXE . XE XL fork e {0,1,...,K}

Ak —1 ap—1
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as well as o k41 = Uy, - Xé%Xﬁ ...XfK and yp k41 = Up - Xé%Xf; . ..Xf”K. We, thus,
have u, = %,,000%,,101 - . . Tn KOK Tn, K+1 a0d Uy = Yp 000Yn, 101 - - - Yn, KAK Yn,K+1 for all
n € Ng. Because K is constant, we can safely assume that ¢ maps all elements of the
sequence (Zp, k)nen, (for every k € {0,1,..., K +1}) to the same element s; € M: one
element has to appear infinitely often and we take the corresponding subsequence. In
the same way, we can ensure that ¢ maps all element of (Y, k)nen, to the same element
tr € M (again, for all k € {0,1,..., K+ 1}). By removing the first K + 2 pairs of words,
we can also ensure u,, EnXm,n+K+2 vy, for all n € Ny. This implies x,, EénJrKJr%kil Yn
for all n € Ng and all k € {0,1,..., K} by Lemma 131 Directly by the definition of = .,
we already have x, x1 Ean,n—l—K—i—Q—K—l Yn, K +1 and, therefore, z,, j Eﬁ,n Yn,k for all k €
{0,1,..., K+1}. We can apply induction to (2, k, Yn k)nen, for k € {0,1,..., K} since we
have ay, ¢ alph(zy, ) by construction. This yields 7-terms ag, a1, ..., ok, o, b1, - - -, BK-
If (K, )nen, was bounded, then alph(zy ky1) = alph(yn x+1) € alph(u,) = alph(vy,)
holds and we can apply induction as well, which yields m-terms ax 11 and Sx41. Setting
a = apapaiay ...agagax 1 and B = BoapBial ... Brak Bl satisfies [a]uiwr =%

[B]wiw since =X is a congruence. If (K, )nen, was unbounded, we set K = |[M|?> + 1

-m

and, by the pigeon hole principle, there are i,j € {0,1,..., K} with ¢ < j and

sop(ag)sip(ar) ... sip(ai) = sop(ag)sip(ar) ... sje(a;j) and
top(ao)tip(ar) ... tip(ai) = top(ao)tip(ar) . . . tip(as).

We define

0
a = papx1aq ...o5a4 (ai+1ai+1ai+2ai+2 e ozjaj) [6%;€5] and

B = BoaoBiai . .. Bia; (Big1aiv1Biteaita - - - Bia;)" Br+1

where k41 and Sx1 are obtained by using induction on m (and symmetry) for the se-
quences (Zn,k+1)neNo a0d (Yn, K +1)neNo, i €- we have p([ax1]m) = skv1, ([Br+1]ar)
tr+1 and [og41]wtws E}%_l [Bk+1]wtw+- Therefore, we have ¢ ([a]rn) = m, and
@ ([B]an) = m, by construction. We also have [a]usw+ =X [Blosws: for the part left
up to and including the (-), we have equivalence by induction and because = is a
congruence; the right part, we cannot reach by arbitrarily many X factorizations since
all letters appear infinitely often in the ()™ part and, if we reach it by using at least one

Y.P factorization, we are done since we have [a]uwr =51 [Blwtw: O
We can now plug everything together and prove the following theorem.

Theorem 8. For each m € N, the separation problem for Ry, is decidable and so is the
one for Liy,.

Proof. We only consider Ry, as the case for Ly, is symmetric. If the input languages
are separable, we can find a separating language by enumerating all candidates. If the
languages are inseparable, we have to apply the previous lemma. As regular languages,
the input languages L1 C ¥* and Ly C ¥* can be recognized by monoids M; and M,
via the homomorphisms ¢; and @9 and the homomorphism can be computed. Therefore,
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they are also recognized by M := M; x M via the homomorphism ¢ which maps a finite
word to a pair whose first component is determined by ¢ and whose second component
is determined by ¢3. Let n € Ny be arbitrary. Since we have X* /Efw € Ry and
since L1 and Ly cannot be separated by Ry,, there have to be finite words u,, v, € X*
with u, € L1, v, € Lo and u, Eﬁ,n vy; otherwise, we could construct a separating
language. The homomorphism ¢ has to map infinitely many elements of the sequence
(Un, Un)nen, to the same element in M since M is finite. If we remove all other elements,
we still have an infinite sequence (uy,vp)nen, With uy, =Xy, for all n € Ny which

m,n

also satisfies all conditions of [Lemma 14l Therefore, there are m-terms « and 3 with
[0]oror =X [Bloser. @ ([alan) € (L) and @ ([8la) € @(L2). Since we can test
whether [a]wiws =i [B]wtw+ holds for any two m-terms o and 3 by [Theorem 5, we can
also recursively enumerate all possible m-term pairs and check whether the conditions
above are met. We know that we can find such a pair if L; and Lo are inseparable. On
the other hand, suppose L; and Ly can be separated by S C X* which is recognized
by the monoid N € Ry, via a homomorphism v : ¥* — N and we have found a
pair o and 8 with [aforer =5 [Florer ¢ (lala) € o(L1) and o ([Blan) € @(La).
Then, we have ¢ ([o]nran) = ¢ ([elan) € ¢(L1) and, thus, [a]nian € Ly as well as
[B]n1-ar1 € Lo (by a similar argument). Also, « = 8 holds in Ry, by [Theorem 4l which
implies s := v ([a]nran) = ¥ ([a]z) = ¢ ([B]n1) = ¥ ([B]n1a). If we have s € ¥(S5),
then we have [B]n1.a1 € SN Lg; otherwise, we have [a] yi.an € L1 but [a]nian € S and,
thus, a contradiction in either case. O

Since two languages are separable by Ry, for m = [X| + 1 if they are separable by DA
[30], we also get decidability of the separation problem of DA, which has already been
shown by Place, van Rooijen and Zeitoun [21].

Corollary 3. The separation problem for DA is decidable.
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