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ORDERING GROUPS AND THE IDENTITY PROBLEM

CORENTIN BODART, LAURA CIOBANU, GEORGE METCALFE

ABSTRACT. In this paper, the Identity Problem for certain groups, which asks if
the subsemigroup generated by a given finite set of elements contains the identity
element, is related to problems regarding ordered groups. Notably, the Identity
Problem for a torsion-free nilpotent group corresponds to the problem asking if
a given finite set of elements extends to the positive cone of a left-order on the
group, and thereby also to the Word Problem for a related lattice-ordered group.

A new (independent) proof is given showing that the Identity and Subgroup
Problems are decidable for every finitely presented nilpotent group, establishing
also the decidability of the Word Problem for a family of lattice-ordered groups.
A related problem, the Fixed-Target Submonoid Membership Problem, is shown
to be undecidable in nilpotent groups.

Decidability of the Normal Identity Problem (with ‘subsemigroup’ replaced
by ‘normal subsemigroup’) for free nilpotent groups is established using the
(known) decidability of the Word Problem for certain lattice-ordered groups.
Connections between orderability and the Identity Problem for a class of torsion-
free metabelian groups are also explored.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper showcases the interplay between topics of different flavours in group
theory — notably, orderability of groups, membership problems in groups, and
word problems for lattice-ordered groups — and uses a range of tools, from convex
geometry to Lie algebras, to establish these connections.

The Identity Problem for a group G asks if the subsemigroup generated by a
given finite set of elements of G contains the identity element eg. This problem
has been studied in [4}, 13}, [12} [15]] for various matrix groups, and for certain classes
of nilpotent and metabelian groups in [[14, 17, [18]; see [16} [28] for comprehensive
surveys. The Subgroup Problem, which asks if the subsemigroup generated by a
given finite set of elements of GG is a subgroup, has been studied alongside the
Identity Problem for a similar range of groups.

Our first goal in this paper is to explain how the Identity Problem for G relates
(in some settings) to both the Left-Order Extension Problem for G, which asks if
a given finite set of elements of GG extends to the positive cone of a left-order on
G, and the Word Problem for a corresponding lattice-ordered group. Left-orders
on groups — in particular, their dynamical realizations and associated toplogical
spaces — are an active research area (see, e.g., [7, [11]), while word problems for
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lattice-ordered groups have been studied widely in the ordered groups literature
(see, e.g., [25 31, 27, I5]). We also explain how the Normal Identity Problem
for GG, with ‘subsemigroup’ replaced by ‘normal subsemigroup’, relates (in some
cases) to both the Bi-Order Extension Problem for GG, with ‘left-order’ replaced by
‘bi-order’, and the decidability of the equational theory of a corresponding variety
of lattice-ordered groups.

Our second goal is to address these problems in the setting of nilpotent groups.
In particular, we provide a new (independent) proof that the Identity and Subgroup
Problems are decidable for every finitely generated nilpotent group, concluding:

Theorem 1.

(a) The Identity Problem is decidable for every finitely generated nilpotent group
G. That is, given a finite set S of elements in G, it is possible to decide
whether the subsemigroup generated by S contains the identity element eg.

(b) The Subgroup Problem is decidable for any finitely generated nilpotent group
G. That is, given a finite set S of elements in G, it is possible to decide
whether the subsemigroup generated by S is a subgroup of G.

Although decidability of the Subgroup Problem implies decidability of the Identity
Problem, we state them separately in the theorem, as an alternative way of solving
the Identity Problem (but not the Subgroup Problem) is possible (see Section [3).
Theorem [1] relies on Proposition our main technical tool, which establishes
the equivalence of the required algebraic statements about a nilpotent group and
convex geometry properties of the group. In particular, Proposition [19 allows us
to detect finite-index subgroups among subsemigroups. An equivalent result was
independently proven by Shafrir [38, Theorem 2]. During the writing of this paper
Theorem [Tl has been generalized by the first author and Dong to virtually solvable
matrix groups over algebraic numbers [6].
As consequences of Theorem [I] we obtain:

Corollary[I1l Let (X | R) be a finite presentation of a torsion-free nilpotent group.
Then the ¢-group with finite presentation (X | R) has a decidable Word Problem.

Corollary I3l The Normal Identity Problem and Bi-Order Extension Problem are
decidable for any finitely generated free nilpotent group of class c.

Considering the strong links between orderability and membership problems in
nilpotent groups exhibited above, a natural question is whether similar results hold
for other groups. We show that the class of groups G < Aff, (Q) consisting of
orientation-preserving affine transformations of the rationals (which are torsion-
free metabelian) are fully left-orderable (Corollary [30), and so the question of ex-
tending a finite set to a left-order is equivalent to the Identity Problem. While the
Identity Problem is known to be decidable in metabelian groups, this equivalence
gives a much faster algorithm for the Identity Problem. Section[8]is a starting point
to exploring metabelian groups more generally, and finding further groups that are
fully (left-)orderable.
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Related membership problems. Theorem [I]stands in contrast to the undecidabil-
ity of the Submonoid Membership Problem in finitely generated nilpotent groups:
for certain nilpotent groups G, it is undecidable for an arbitrary finite set S C G
and element g € (G, whether the submonoid generated by .S contains g ([37]).

Theorem [l also stands in contrast to the undecidability of the Fixed-Target
Submonoid Membership Problem in finitely generated nilpotent groups, proved
in Proposition This asks whether given a nilpotent group G together with an
element gy € G, it is possible to decide if gg is in the submonoid generated by .5,
where S C G is an arbitrary finite set. This is an intermediate problem between
the Identity Problem on one hand, where gy = eg and we ask about membership
in a subsemigroup, and the Submonoid Membership Problem on the other hand,
where both .S and g are arbitrary.

Complexity of our algorithms. We establish polynomial time complexity for the
Identity and Subgroup Problems for a fixed nilpotent group G in Proposition 241
Although this has already been claimed in [38]] and [28]], no details were given in
those references. We also discuss in Section [6| why the uniform versions of these
problems, when a group presentation for some group G is part of the input, are not
polynomial with the algorithms currently available.

Structure of the paper. We give the background on orderability and connections
of orderability to the Identity Problem in nilpotent groups in Section [2} connecting
these with word problems for /-groups in Section 3l Section @l contains the main
technical results, linking convex geometry to subsemigroups in nilpotent groups,
results that are used in Section [ to establish Theorem [Il In Section [6] we discuss
the computational complexity of the Identity and Subgroup Problems.

Section[7lis concerned with the Fixed-Target Submonoid Membership Problem,
which is proved to be undecidable in nilpotent groups. Finally, Section [8| con-
siders an additional class of groups for which full orderability holds, groups of
orientation-preserving affine transformations of the rationals, and connects this to
the Identity Problem, shifting the focus from nilpotent groups in earlier sections to
metabelian ones. We finish the paper with a few open questions arising from our
results on orderability for metabelian groups.

2. EXTENDING PARTIAL ORDERS ON GROUPS AND THE IDENTITY PROBLEM

Let G be any group with identity element eg. A partial order < on G is called
a partial left-order on G if it is left-invariant, i.e., a < b implies ca < ¢b for all
a,b,c € G, if <is also total, it is called a left-order. A (partial) left-order on G is
called a (partial) bi-order if it is both left- and right-invariant, i.e., ¢ < b implies
cad < cbd for all a,b,c,d € G.

The positive cone P := {a € G | e < a} of any partial left-order < on G is
a subsemigroup of GG that omits eg, i.e., a,b € P implies ab € P, and eq ¢ P.
Conversely, given any subsemigroup P of GG that omits eg, the binary relation <
on G defined by a < b :<= a~'b € P U {eg} is a partial left-order on G with
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positive cone P. Because of this equivalence we will use the term ‘order’ to refer
to either an order < or its positive cone.

Partial left-orders on G can be identified with subsemigroups of GG that omit e,
and a subset S of G extends to a partial left-order on G if and only if ST, the
subsemigroup generated by S, omits eg.

A partial left-order P on G is a partial bi-order if and only if it is normal, i.e.,
a € Pand b € G implies bab~' € P. Partial bi-orders on G can therefore
be identified with normal subsemigroups of G that omit e, and a subset S of
(G extends to a partial bi-order on G if and only if S°, the normal subsemigroup
generated by .S, omits eg.

If there exists a left-order (bi-order) on G, then G is said to be left-orderable
(bi-orderable). We call G fully left-orderable (fully bi-orderable) if every partial
left-order (bi-order) on G extends to a left-order (bi-order) on GG. Let us refer to the
problem of deciding if a given finite subset of GG extends to a left-order (bi-order)
on G as the Left-Order (Bi-Order) Extension Problem. The following results are
direct consequences of the preceding definitions and remarks.

Proposition 2. Let G be a group.

(@) If G is fully left-orderable, then the Identity and Left-Order Extension Prob-
lems for G are complements: a finite subset S of G extends to a left-order on
G ifand only ifeq & S™.

(b) If G is fully bi-orderable, then the Normal Identity and Bi-Order Extension
Problems for G are complements: a finite subset S of G extends to a bi-order
on G if and only if eq & S°.

In order to apply these results in the setting of nilpotent groups, we make use of
the following theorems from the literature on ordered groups:

Theorem 3 (Malcev [30]). Every torsion-free nilpotent group is fully bi-orderable.

Theorem 4 (Rhemtulla [34, Theorem 4]). Every torsion-free nilpotent group is
fully left-orderable.

Combining these two theorems with Proposition 2] yields:

Corollary 5. Let G be any torsion-free nilpotent group.

(a) The Identity and Left-Order Extension Problems are complements for G: a
finite subset S of G extends to a left-order on G if and only if e & S™.

(b) The Normal Identity and Bi-Order Extension Problems are complements for
G: a finite subset S of G extends to a bi-order on G if and only if eq & S°.

Theorem [l establishes that the Identity Problem, and hence also the Left-Order
Extension Problem, are decidable for any finitely generated nilpotent group, noting
that the latter is trivial for any group with torsion. To prove this theorem, we will
use the fact that every left-order on a torsion-free nilpotent group possesses a key
property. A left-order P on a group G is said to be Conradian if a,b € P implies
b—lab™ € P for some n € NT.
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Theorem 6 (Rhemtulla [34, Theorem 2]). Every left-order on a torsion-free nilpo-
tent group is Conradian.

The following fundamental property of Conradian orders is known as Conrad’s
theorem; for a modern treatment of the property, see 11, Corollary 3.2.28].

Theorem 7 (Conrad [10, Theorem 4.1]). Let G be any finitely generated group and
let P be a Conradian order on G. Then there exists a homomorphism f: G — R
such that a € P implies f(a) > 0.

Corollary 8. Let G be any finitely generated torsion-free nilpotent group and let
S CG. Ifeg ¢ ST, then there exists a non-zero homomorphism f: G — R such
that f(a) > 0 forall a € S.

Proof. Suppose that e ¢ St. Then S is a partial left-order on G that extends
to a left-order P on G, by Theorem 4l But P is Conradian, by Theorem [6] so the
existence of a suitable homomorphism f follows from Theorem [71 U

3. WORD PROBLEMS FOR ¢-GROUPS AND THE IDENTITY PROBLEM

A lattice-ordered group ({-group) is an algebraic structure (L,A,V,-, "1 e)
such that (L,-, 71, e) is a group, (L, A, V) is a lattice with a lattice-order defined
bya <b :<= aAb=a,and a < bimplies cad < cbd for all a,b,c,d € L.
The class LG of /-groups forms a variety (see, e.g., [1] for details). Key examples
of ¢-groups are provided by sets Aut({C, <)) of order-preserving permutations
of a totally ordered set (C, <), with the group operation given by composition
of functions and the lattice-order defined by setting f < g <= f(a) = g(a)
for all @ € C. In particular, Aut((Z,<)) is isomorphic to the abelian ¢-group
(Z, min, max, +, —, 0). A fundamental result of Holland states that every ¢-group
embeds into Aut((C, <)), for some totally ordered set (C, <) [24].

For any class K of /-groups and set of ¢-group equations ¥ U {s =~ t}, let
Y Ek s = t denote that for any homomorphism A from the algebra of ¢-group
terms to some L € K, if h(s’) = h(t') for all s’ ~ t' € X, then h(s) = h(t).

The Word Problem for an /-group with presentation (X | R) is decidable if and
only if there exists an algorithm to decide if {r ~ e | r € R} g s ~ t for
any (-group equation s = t (see, e.g., [32]). Let us note also that deciding such
consequences in LG can be effectively reduced to deciding in LG finitely many
consequences of the form {r ~e:r € R} Fige <t;V---Vt,, where tq,...,t,
are group terms.

For a left-orderable group with a fixed presentation, the existence of a left-order
containing a given finite set of elements corresponds to a consequence in LG.

Theorem 9 ([9, Theorem 3]). Let G be a left-orderable group with presentation
(X | R). For any elements [t1], ..., [t,] in G corresponding to elements t1,. .., t,
of the free group over X, the following are equivalent:

(1) {[t1],.- ., [tn]} does not extend to a left-order on G;
) {r=e:reR}ELge<t1 V- - Vi,



6 CORENTIN BODART, LAURA CIOBANU, GEORGE METCALFE

Combining this result with Proposition [2] yields the following relationship between
the Identity Problem for a fully left-orderable group with a fixed presentation and
the Word Problem for a corresponding ¢-group:

Corollary 10. Let G be a fully left-orderable group with presentation (X | R).

(a) For any elements [t1],...,[ts] in G corresponding to elements ti, ... t, of
the free group over X,
eg €{lt1],...,[ta]}T = {r=e:rcR}Elge<tiV - Vt,.

(b) The Identity Problem for G is decidable if and only if the Word Problem for
the £-group with presentation (X | R) is decidable.

Since finitely generated torsion-free nilpotent groups are fully left-orderable
(Theorem M) and have a decidable Identity Problem (Theorem [T)), we obtain:

Corollary 11. Let (X | R) be a finite presentation of a torsion-free nilpotent group.
Then the (-group with finite presentation (X | R) has a decidable Word Problem.

Let us turn our attention next to o-groups — £-groups with an underlying total
order — and subdirect products of o-groups, referred to as representable £-groups.
The class of representable /-groups forms a variety of £-groups that is axiomatized
relative to LG by the equation e < =V yz 'y~ (see, e.g., [[I] for details).

Now let X be any set of group equations. We denote by Fx(X) the relatively
free group over a set X of the variety of groups satisfying 3, and let Repy, denote
the variety of representable ¢-groups satisfying ¥. In the case where Fx(X) is
bi-orderable, the existence of a bi-order containing a given finite set of elements
corresponds to the validity of an equation in Repy;.

Theorem 12 ([9, Theorem 8]). Let X be a set of group equations and let X be a set
such that Fx,(X) is bi-orderable. For any [t1],...,[t,] € Fx(X) corresponding
toty,... t, € F(X), the following are equivalent:

(1) {[t1],...,[tn]} does not extend to a bi-order on Fx(X);
(2) Repy Ee<t; V- - Vi,

Combining this result with Proposition [2] yields the following:

Corollary 13. Let 3 be a set of group equations.

(a) Forany set X such that Fx,(X) is fully bi-orderable and elements [t1],. .., [t,]
in F5(X) corresponding to t1, ..., t, € F(X),
ee{lti],. ., [tn]}° = Repy Ee<t1V---Vi,.

(b) If Fx(w) is fully bi-orderable, then the Normal Identity Problem for Fx (w) is
decidable if and only if Reps, has a decidable equational theory.

We apply these results again in the setting of nilpotent groups, where X is taken
to be a set of group equations that defines the variety of nilpotent groups of class c.
An /-group is said to be nilpotent of class c if its group reduct is nilpotent of
class ¢, and we let NLG, denote the variety of all such ¢-groups. We make use of
the following result:
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Theorem 14 (Koptytov [27]). Any nilpotent (-group of class c that is finitely pre-
sented in NLG,. has a decidable Word Problem.

In particular, every finitely generated free nilpotent /-group of class c is finitely
presented in NLG,, so the equational theory of NLG, is decidable. Since nilpotent
¢-groups are representable (see [27]]), and free nilpotent groups of class c are fully
bi-orderable, Corollary [[3]and Theorem [14] yield:

Corollary 15. The Normal Identity and Bi-Order Extension Problems are decid-
able for any finitely generated free nilpotent group of class c.

4. CONVEX GEOMETRY AND SUBSEMIGROUPS OF NILPOTENT GROUPS

The proof of Theorem [1] will rely on Proposition which combines algebraic
characterizations of subsemigroups in nilpotent groups with convex geometry. In
order to state and prove Proposition we first give some background on convex
geometry and polytopes.

4.1. Preliminaries. A linear form (or functional) f: R? — R has the form f(x) =
a - x, where a € RY. A hyperplane is the set {x € R? | f(x) = b} given by some
non-zero linear form f and b € R.

A subset C' C R%is convex if \x+(1—\)y € Cforallx,y € Cand A € [0, 1].
Given a subset S C R?, its convex hull is the smallest convex set containing .S.
Equivalently, the convex hull is the set of convex combinations of elements of .S:

COI]V(S) = {)\151 4+ -+ AgSk

k
keEN, X €Rspst Y Ai=1s; € S}.
i=1
Interesting examples are polytopes, they can be defined in two equivalent ways:

1. A convex polytope is the convex hull of finitely many points in R?.

2. A convex polytope is a bounded subset of R? that can be written as the in-
tersection of finitely many half-spaces {x € R? | fi(x) < a;}, where
fi: R% — R are non-trivial linear forms and a; € R.

Thus any polytope P can be described in two ways:

1. A V-representation for P is a finite set of points whose convex hull is P.

2. A H-representation for P is a finite set of half-spaces {f;(x) < a;} whose
intersection is P.

It is algorithmically feasible to produce H-representations from V-representations
(and vice versa). This is a classical problem, the Facet Enumeration Problem,
solved in general using Fourier-Motzkin elimination. See for instance [40, §1.2].

A face of P is the set of the form {x € P | f(x) = b}, where P is included in
the half-space {x € R?: f(x) < b}. A facet is a face of dimension d — 1.

Theorem 16 (Carathéodory, see [40, Prop. 1.15]). Fix S C R% For each point
x € Conv(S), there exist d + 1 elements sy, S1, . ..,Sq € S such that

x € Conv({sp,S1,...,84})-
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Theorem 17 (Hahn-Banach Separation Theorem). Let C' C R? be a convex set
and p € R? \ C. There exists a non-zero linear form f: R? — R such that

f(x) > f(p) forallx € C.

Finally, a result of relevance for later proofs is the following.

Lemma 18. A subgroup H < 7", r > 1, has infinite-index if and only if there
exists a non-zero homomorphism f: 7" — Z such that H < ker(f). In particular,
this is equivalent to H belonging to a hyperplane.

Proof. For the right-to-left direction, if H < ker(f) for some non-zero homomor-
phism f: Z" — 7Z, then [Z" : H| > [Z" : ker(f)] = [Im(f)| = oc.

For the left-to-right direction, if H has infinite-index, then Z"/H is an infinite,
finitely generated, abelian group, and hence it factors onto Z: the composition
7" — 7" /H — Z provides the desired homomorphism f. Thus f(H) = 0, and
so H belongs to the hyperplane determined by f and b = 0. g

4.2. Main technical result (Proposition [19). Given a group G, we define the
characteristic subgroup

I¢(|G,G]) = {g e ! dn € NT, g™ € [G, G]} ,

called the isolator of |G, G|. The quotient G/I(|G, G]) is the largest torsion-free
abelian quotient of G. If G is finitely generated, then G/I;([G, G]) ~ Z", where
r > 0 is the torsion-free rank of the abelianisation of G. To see this, consider the
projection of G onto its abelianisation, that is G — G/[G,G] ~ Z" x T with T
finite, and notice that I ([G, G]) is the preimage of 7" under this projection.

Proposition 19. Let G be a finitely generated nilpotent group, and consider the
map 7: G — G/I1¢(|G,G]) ~ Z" withr > 1. For any set S C G, the following
are equivalent:
(1) Conv(w(S)) C R" contains a ball B(0,¢) for some ¢ > 0.
(2) For every non-zero linear form f: Z" — R, there exists s € S such that
f(m(s)) < 0. If S is finite, we can restrict to f: 7" — 7.
(3) For every non-zero homomorphism ¢: G — R, there exists s € S such that
#(s) <O.
(4) The subsemigroup S is a finite-index subgroup of G.

Proof. (1) = (2) is trivial, and —(1) = —(2) is the Hahn-Banach Theorem (the
version stated in Theorem [I7)), taking C' to be the interior of Conv(7(S)) and
p = 0. Note that if S is finite we can take as f: Z" — Z a linear form defining
one of the facets of Conv(w(S)) C Z". The equivalence (2) < (3) follows from
the fact that the map

- (Hom(G/IG([G,G]),R) — Hom(G,R))
' f —  form

is a bijection. The map 7* is clearly injective; it is also onto, as any homomorphism
¢: G — R factors through G/I;(|G, G]) ~ Z" since R is torsion-free and abelian.
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(4) = (2) follows from Lemma[I8l with H = 7(S™): we have
Z": H| = |n(G) : 7(ST)| < |G : ST| < o0,

and because f: Z" — Z is non-zero, by Lemma [I8] there must exist » € H such
that f(h) < 0. Since h € 7(S)™, there exists s € S such that f(7(s)) < 0.

It remains to prove (1, 2, 3) = (4). We argue by induction on the nilpotency
class c of G. Let P := Conv(w(5)).

Base case. We start with ¢ = 1. That is, we may assume that G ~ Z" x T for some
finite abelian group 7', and let 7w: Z" x T — Z". We prove that —7(s) € 7(S)*
for all s € S, and hence that 7(S)™ is a subgroup (as S is non-empty).

e We first assume that .S is finite, so P is a convex polytope. Consider the ray
(or half-line) from O through —=(s). This ray intersects some facet I’ of P
at —xm(s) for some z > 0 as B(0,e) C P for some ¢ > 0 (by (1)). Using
Carathéodory’s Theorem (Theorem [I6), there exist r vertices m(s1), ..., 7(sy)
of Fland y1,...,y, € R>o summing to 1 such that

—:L'7T(S) = ylﬂ-(sl) +.ot yrﬂ-(sr)'

Moreover, we may assume = € Qs and y; € Q>, as the coefficients of the
underlying system are integers. We then multiply by some well-chosen positive
integer N in order to cancel out denominators, and get

—7(s) = (Nx — 1) -7(s) + Ny; - 7(s1) + ... + Ny, - w(s,) € n(S).

e If S is infinite, we can find some finite subset Sy C S such that O lies in the
interior of Py := Conv(w(Sp)) and Sy > s. Now we may repeat the previous
argument with Sy and conclude that —7(s) € 7(Sp)*T C 7(S)*.

This proves that (S)™ is a subgroup. The same holds for ST: for each s € S,
s = m(s)t, for some ¢ € T (we abuse notation and write s = 7(s)t¢ instead of
s = (m(s),er)(ezr,t)), and so sm(s~) € T. We can write 7(s~ 1) = v € 7(9)*
and since v = wt’ forsome w € ST,¢ € T, there exists w € S* such that sw € T
hence (sw)!”! = eg. This implies s~ = s/T1= 1wl € S+,

Finally, 7r(S)™ is not included in any hyperplane (condition (2)); hence 7(S)™
has finite-index in Z" by LemmalI8] and therefore S has finite-index in G.

Induction step. Suppose that the induction hypothesis holds for c — 1 > 1. We
fix G of nilpotency class c, that is, the (¢ 4 1)-th term in the lower central series
Ye+1(Q) is trivial. We also fix a subset S C G satisfying the equivalent conditions
(1, 2, 3). We prove that (i) ST N 7.(G) is a finite-index subgroup in v.(G), and
deduce that (ii) S is a finite-index subgroup in G.
(i) Proof that ST N ~.(G) is a finite-index subgroup in v.(G).

Since 7.(G) is finitely generated abelian and ST N .(G) = (ST N.(G)) T, we
could use the base case. We verify condition (3): for each non-zero homomorphism
é: v.(G) = R, we construct t € ST N ~.(G) such that ¢(¢) < 0 (Claim 4).

Claim 1. H := ST ~.(G) is a finite-index subgroup of G.
For any non-zero homomorphism ¢': G/v.(G) — R, the composition
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G —5 G/7.(G) —L R

is a non-zero homomorphism and hence there exists s € S such that ¢'(7(s)) < 0.
This means that 7(S) C G/~.(G) satisfies condition (3). However, G/7.(G) has
nilpotency class ¢ — 1, and so, by the induction hypothesis, 7(S)™ is a finite-index
subgroup of G/7.(G) and H must be a finite-index subgroup of G.

Claim 2. For each g € G, we have ¢ € H for M := [G : H]!. Equivalently,
for each g € G, there exist w, € ST and z, € 7.(G) such that g = Wy Zg.
By the pigeonhole principle, there exist 0 < i < j < [G : H] such that g H =
. . ..M
¢’H, and hence ¢/ ~* € H. Then g™ = (¢=")i-i € H, which proves Claim 2.
Claim 3. For each homomorphism ¢: 7.(G) — R, either ¢ = 0, or there exist
g € Gand h € v._1(G) such that ¢([g, h]) < 0.
Observe that {[g, h] | g € G, h € 7._1(G)} is a symmetric generating set of v.(G),
and hence either ¢([g, h]) = 0 for all g, h and ¢ = 0, or the desired g, h exist.
Claim 4. There exists t € ST N ~.(G) such that ¢(t) < 0.
Take g € G and h € 7._1(G) as in Claim 3. Since [g, h] € 71.(G) < Z(G),we
have [¢P, h?] = [g, h|P? for all p, q € Z. In particular, for any p € Z~(, we have

2,2
[g, h)M7P" = [gMP pMP] = wé’wﬁwg,lwz,l . (zgzhznghq)p

for some wy, zg, Wh, 2, Wy—1, Zg—1, Wp-1, wp-1 as in Claim 2. It follows that
1) <w§’wzw§,1wz,l) = M?*p?. gb([g, h]) —p- qb(ZgZth—th—l) <0

for p large enough. The desired element is ¢t = wngwg,lwz,l € ST N7.(G).

(i) Proof that ST is a finite-index subgroup of G.

First we show that S is a subgroup of G. For each s € S, there exists w € ST
such that sw € 7.(G): this follows from the fact that s must have an inverse wz in
H = S*7.(G) (withw € ST and z € 7.(GQ)) by Claim 1. So sw € ST N~.(G)
which is a subgroup by (i), and thus we deduce that (sw)~! € St N ~.(G) which
implies s7! = w(sw)™! € S*.

Finally, we show that S has finite-index in G:

(G §7] =[G $(G)] - [577(G) : 7]

= [G/’YC(G) : S+/(S+ N ’YC(G))] ’ [fYC(G) L ST m’Yc(G)] < o0,

using the isomorphism theorem HK /K ~ H/H N K for any K < N¢(H). This
concludes the proof that (1, 2, 3) = (4), and the proof of the proposition. (]

5. THE IDENTITY AND SUBGROUP PROBLEMS IN NILPOTENT GROUPS
(PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we give an algorithm establishing Theorem [I} which can be
restated as:
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Theorem. The Identity Problem and the Subgroup Problem, stated below, are uni-
formly decidable in the class of finitely generated nilpotent groups.

The Uniform Identity Problem is the following decision problem:

Input: A finite presentation G = (X | R) and a finite set S C (X U X ~1)*,
Output: YES or NO to the question ‘Is the identity element e in ST’

The Uniform Subgroup Problem is the following decision problem:

Input: A finite presentation G = (X | R) and a finite set S C (X U X ~1)*,
Output: YES or NO to the question ‘Is the subsemigroup S+ a subgroup of G?".

The proof of Theorem [I] consists of an algorithm, solving both problems, that
relies on the equivalence of parts (1) and (4) of Proposition Although decid-
ability of the Subgroup Problem implies decidability of the Identity Problem (the
subsemigroup generated by a set S contains the identity if and only if the subsemi-
group generated by some non-empty finite subset of S is a subgroup, so we can
apply the Subgroup Problem algorithm for all subsets of .S), we mention both in
this section separately, as an alternative way of solving the Identity Problem (but
not the Subgroup Problem) is to appeal to Corollary [§]in step 4(i) of the algorithm,
without any mention of Proposition [19 anywhere in the algorithm.

For convenience of exposition, we postpone the proofs of two key facts (Lem-
mas 20| and 2T appearing in the proof of Theorem [1l

Proof of Theorem|[ll We give an algorithm below that solves the Identity and the
Subgroup Problems for the finitely presented nilpotent group G = (X | R). The
two problems are solved independently, and the algorithm terminates as soon as it
has returned an answer for the problem of interest.

(0) Sett:=0.LetGy: =G, Sp:=85,Xp:=Xand Ry := R.
(1) Compute the torsion-free part of the abelianisation of G;. More precisely,
compute the composition 7; of the natural projection and a monomorphism

s Gy — Gy /1, ([Gy, Gi]) — Q™,

where the image has full rank. Suppose that G; = (X, | R;). Consider the
canonical homomorphism 7;: F(X;) — QXt, where F/(X;) is the free group
on X; and QX* is the Q-vector space over X;. The map 7; sends each x € X,
to the vector with 1 in the xth coordinate, and O otherwise.
(i) Compute a basis B, for the subspace (7(R;)) generated by the set 7(R;).
(i) Complete B; to a basis of QX adding z1,...,z,, € X;.
(iii) Let Q™ := €P;", Qu;, and let m; be the composition of 7 with the pro-
jection parallel to the subspace (7;(R;)).
(2) If r, = 0 (that is, if G} is finite) conclude directly:
() 1f S, # 0,
Return YES to both problems.
(i) If S = 0,
Return NO to both problems.
(3) If r, # 0 compute P; := Conv(7(Sy)).
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P, is given via a V-representation. Find the H-representation of F;, that is,
express P as the intersection of half-spaces f; ;(x) > a;; with f; 1+ QZ™ —
QZ non-zero linear forms and a; ; € QZ. (See [40, §1.2].)

(4) Check the signs of each a;.
(i) If a;r < 0 = f;+(0) for all 4, this means that O lies in the interior of P,
that is, there exists &; > 0 such that B(0,¢;) C P;. Theneg € S;” C ST

by Proposition [I9] (1) (or alternatively, by Corollary [8)).

Return YES to both problems.

(ii) If there exists some a;; > 0, then e ¢ S, by Lemma[20l
Return NO to both problems.

(iii) Otherwise a;; < Oforall 1 <7 <r;. Let

Gt+1 = m ker(fm o 7Tt) and St+1 = St N Gt+1.

1:a;,+=0

If Si11 € Sy,
Return NO to the Subgroup Problem.

Go to step (1) with new inputs Gyy1 = (X1 | Ryt1) and Siiq, and

increase ¢ by 1.

Note that a presentation for (G can be effectively computed combining

the solutions for problems (III) and (IV) of [29, p. 5427]. Moreover, eg €

S;" if and only if e € S}, by Lemmal21l
It remains to justify that the algorithm terminates. The key observation is that the
Hirsch length h(-) decreases with each iteration of (4). (Recall that the Hirsch
length of a nilpotent group N is the number of infinite cyclic factors in any poly-
cyclic series {e} = Ng < Ny --- < N,, = N, with N;;1/N; cyclic, of N.) Indeed,
if there exists 4 such that a; ; = 0 (case 4(iii)), then G441 < ker(f; ;om;) and hence

h(Gt+1) S h(ker(fi,t ®) 7Tt)) = h(Gt) - h(Z) = h(Gt) — 1.
It follows that the algorithm stops in at most 4(G) loops; t never exceeds h(G). O

We now prove the lemmas used in the proof of Theorem [l

Lemma 20. Let G be a finitely generated group, 7: G — G /15(|G,G]) — Q" ~
Z" the projection to the torsion-free part of the abelianisation of G, and S C G.
Let P := Conv(m(S)) and suppose that P is the intersection of half-spaces
fi(x) > a; with f;: QZ" — QZ non-zero linear forms and a; € QZ.
If there exists some a; > 0, then e ¢ S +,

Proof. If a; > 0 for some 1 < i < r, then f;(n(s)) > a; > 0, so

¢
film(s1sa...80) = > film(s;)) = La; > 0 = fi(n(eq))
=1

J

for any word s1s3...s, € ST. Thus e ¢ S™ since f;(m(eq)) = 0. O
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Lemma 21. Let Conv(n(S)), fi, and a; be as in Lemma 20, with a; < 0 for all
1 <i<vr andlet

Grew = ﬂ ker(fiom) and Spew := S N Gheyw-

i:ai:0
The elements of S\ Syew are not invertible in S™. In particular,

(1) St is not a group if S\ Snew # 0.
(2) eqg € ST ifand only if e € S,

Proof. Let I := {i | a; = 0} and pick ¢t € S\ Syew. Since t ¢ (;c;ker(f; o)
there exists j € I such that f;(7(t)) # 0 = a;. So f;(n(t)) > 0 while f;(7(s)) >
0 for all s € S. In particular, for any word w € ST containing ¢,

film(w)) = f((t)) > 0 = fi(n(ec))

so that w # eq, proving that ¢ is not invertible. This justifies (1) and the “only if”
direction of (2). The other implication in (2) is clear, since S, C ST. O
6. COMPLEXITY OF THE IDENTITY AND SUBGROUPS PROBLEMS AND AN
ALTERNATIVE APPROACH

The complexity of the algorithm for the Identity and Subgroup Problems (cf.
Proof of Theorem [1) is not always polynomial, since in Step (1) the basis for the
torsion-free abelianisation of (G, at each step ¢, can be exponential in the size of
X (see for example [23]]). This leads to the representations of words in S; being
potentially exponential over the presentation of the input group; hence, although
our algorithm has a polynomial number of steps, in many of the steps we may deal
with operands with very large values. Step (1) is the main culprit for an exponen-
tial explosion, as in Step (3) we can find an H-representation for Conv(w(S;)) in
O(r¢n f) operations, where n = |\S;| is the number of vertices and f is the number
of facets [2]]. Moreover, f = O(nm/ 2J) by the McMullen Upper Bound Theorem
(see [40, §6.4]).

We therefore suggest another algorithm, based on Dong’s [17, Algorithm 1],
which can run in polynomial time if a unitary matrix representation for the largest
torsion-free quotient of the nilpotent group is given. We assume that for a fixed G,
finding a unitary matrix representation is part of the preprocessing, so we treat this
as an additive constant (albeit a significant one).

6.1. Malcev completions and Lie algebras. We start with some preliminaries on
nilpotent groups and Lie algebras (see [8, Chapter 6] and [39] for background).

For any torsion-free nilpotent group /N we can define the rational Malcev com-
pletion Ng, or Q-Malcev completion of N, as the unique torsion-free nilpotent
group satisfying (1) /N embeds into Ng, (2) for all g € N and k > 0, there exists a
unique h € Ng such that h¥ = g, and (3) for all h € Ny, there exists a k > 0 such
that h* € N. Furthermore, we can associate to every torsion-free nilpotent group
N the corresponding Lie algebra n via the bijective map log: N — n. This Lie
algebra can be realised explicitly by embedding NV into the unitary triangular group
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UT(m, Q) of appropriate dimension m > 0 and working in the corresponding Lie
subalgebra n within the algebra u(m) := log(UT(m, Q)).
For a set T" of matrices (in a Lie algebra of nilpotency class c), we define
Lie(T) := Vectg{[t1,... . tiln: t; €T, 1 > 1} and
[T, Ty := Vectg{[t1,...,tiJn: t; € T, 1 > 2},

where [t], := tand [t1,...,t]n := [[t1,...,t;—1]n, ti]n. Note that all brackets of
length I > c+ 1 are equal to 0, so both spaces are finitely generated as soon as 7' is
finite. The space Lie(7T') is the subalgebra of n generated by 7', and [T, T, is the
ideal of Lie(T') generated by commutators [t1, t2]s.

Lemma 22 ([39, Lemma 2.5.2]). Let N be a torsion-free nilpotent group. We have
IN([N,N]) = [N, No] "N and log[Ng, Ng| = [n,nl,.
In particular, the following diagram commutes:
N « No =

| L

N/INN,N] —— No/[Ng, No] — = n/[n,n]a

Finally, a convex cone or simply cone of a vector space over an ordered field or
ring F' (in our case I' = Z,Q,R), is aset C' such that aC = Cand C + C = C,
for any positive scalar a € F.

Example 23. Suppose that V is the set of rational solutions to a system of linear
homogeneous equations with k variables. Then V' is a vector field over Q, and the
setV N Z’EO of the vectors in V with positive integer coefficients is a cone in V.

6.2. Alternative algorithm for the Identity and Subgroup Problems.

For a nilpotent group G, let T" be the finite subgroup consisting of all torsion ele-
ments of G and let G = G /T be the largest torsion-free quotient of G.

(0) Identify Sp := S with a subset of matrices in the Lie algebra g of the Q-
Malcev completion Gg. (That is, although Sy := log(S), we drop the log
notation.)

(1) Fort > 0, suppose that S; = {s1,s2,...,5¢} C g.

Let C be the cone of solutions x = (z1,...,2¢) € @Zzo to
x151 + 2252 + ...+ x50 =0 mod [Sy, Stlg,
and compute Sy+1 := {s; € S; | Ix € C with z; > 0}.

(2) If Sgy1 =S4,
Return YES to the Identity Problem. (x).
If ;11 =0,
Return NO to the Identity Problem.
Else, go back to step (1) with input Sy .
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For the Subgroup Problem, step (2) should be replaced with
(2) If S; = Sy # 0,
Return YES to the Subgroup Problem (x°).
Else,
Return NO to the Subgroup Problem

Proposition 24. Fix a group G of nilpotency class c, with a finite Malcev basis B.
Let S be a set of elements written as words in Malcev normal form over B. Let n
be the total bit length of exponents of the words in S. The algorithm (6.2) solves
the Identity and Subgroup Problems in time polynomial in n. More precisely, the
time complexity is bounded by O(|S|**“"? n2log(n)).

We make several remarks on complexity before proving the proposition, and
emphasize the difference between solving the problems for a fixed group versus
solving the problems uniformly, when the group presentation is included in the
input.

Remark 25.

1. We assume certain preprocessing steps in the algorithm have constant time
complexity for a given group G. For example, we assume that we are given a
representation of G as unitary matrices, and as such, we do not include finding the
matrix representation as part of the complexity.

2. Regarding a uniform algorithm for all nilpotent groups, our approach and
the alternative one by Shafrir do not provide polynomial algorithms.

First, the algorithm (6.2)) runs in polynomial time if we are given a representa-
tion of G as unitary matrices. It is shown in [21, Theorem 3.9] that in the main
algorithms known for finding matrix representations, given a Malcev basis for a
torsion-free group it is possible to have an exponential explosion, in terms of the
size of the Malcev basis, when computing the dimension of the matrix representa-
tion for the group. Polynomial bounds for the dimension of the matrix represen-
tation are available once the nilpotency class is fixed, and there is an algorithm
finding this representation [21, Theorem 5.2].

Proof. We assume that we are given the embedding of G into the unitary triangu-
lar group UT(m, Q) of appropriate dimension m > 0 and work within the cor-
responding Lie algebra u(m) = log(UT(m,Q)). During the algorithm we work
with the elements of S as integer matrices (with entries represented/stored in bi-
nary) whose sizes differ from those of the words in S: the entry in each matrix
is a polynomial in the Malcev form exponents, hence the overall input size (of el-
ements in S as matrices) is only changed by a multiplicative constant compared
to the initial input length (because the logarithm of a fixed polynomial p(z) is a
constant multiple log(x)).

First, note that the algorithm will terminate in at most h(G) iterations, since
either S;11 = S; and the algorithm terminates, or

lelQ Lle(SH_l) < dlm(@ Lle(St)

(i) Correctness.
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Regarding (0), note that we can work in the torsion-free quotient G’ of G en lieu
of G, as ST contains e¢ (resp. is a subgroup of G) if and only if S contains ea
(resp. is a subgroup of G)) by [13, Lemma 3.2.6] (resp. [13, Lemma 3.2.5]).

Regarding (2), the difficult part is marked (x). Recall that Lemma[22] gives
(St) Lie(Sy)

g l

(St)/1([St, St]) — Lie(St)/[St, Stlg

The condition S;y; = S; means that, in Lie(S;)/[St, St]q, we can write 0 as a
positive linear combination of all the s;, hence 0 sits in the interior of the convex
hull Conv(m;(S;)), and we may apply Proposition [[9 and conclude that S;" is a
subgroup, and e € S;". On the other hand, if there exists s € S; \ Sy, 1, we can
conclude that ;(s) is not invertible in m;(S;") (hence s is not invertible in S;").
It follows that S;r is not a group. Moreover, any word evaluating to e cannot
include any such letter s, hence e € S;" if and only if e € S:Srl.

For the same reasons, if Sy = Si, then ST = Sar is a subgroup. Otherwise,
ST = Sar contains non-invertible elements (any element in Sy \ S1), hence ST
cannot be a subgroup. This justifies the step (2’) and in particular part (x’) .

(ii) Complexity. As we mention in Remark 23(1.), we assume that finding a
matrix representation is part of the preprocessing, and does not count towards the
complexity (other than as a constant).

The only significant step in the algorithm is part (1), which by [17, Lemma 3.4]
can be performed in polynomial time on the size n of the input (as matrices), as
it relies on finding rational solutions to a linear programming problem (see [13|
Lemma 3.3.4]). More precisely, we have to solve |S| systems over O(|S|) vari-
ables (for each vector s € S; and for each commutator generating [S;, S¢4), with
O(|S]) linear constraints, and total bit length O(]|S|°n). Using Karmarkar’s al-
gorithm [26]], each system can be solved in O(|S|**“™* n) operations with O(n)-
digits numbers, yielding a total time of O(|S|**“"2 n2log n) [22]. O

7. FIXED-TARGET SUBMONOID MEMBERSHIP

As mentioned in the introduction, the decidability of the Identity Problem for
every finitely generated nilpotent group stands in contrast to the undecidability of
the Submonoid Membership Problem for certain members of this class [37]. In
this section, we show that an intermediate problem — the Fixed-Target Submonoid
Membership Problem — is also undecidable for certain finitely generated nilpotent
groups. This problem was recently introduced by Gray and Nyberg-Brodda [20]].
Our result follows from recent work of Pak and Soukup on Green functions [33].

Proposition 26. There exists a finitely generated nilpotent group G = (X)) and a
fixed element gy € G such that the following problem is undecidable:

Input: A finite set S C (X U X~ 1)*.
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Output: YES or NO to the question ‘gy € S*?.

Lemma 27 ([33, Lemma 4.4]). Let f € Z[x1,...,x] be a polynomial. There
exist a positive integer m = m(deg(f), k) and effectively computable matrices
P,Q,Ax,..., A € UT(m,Z) such that the equation

PWi-Q Wy -P LW Q' Wy=¢

admits a solution Wy, Wo, W3, Wy € (4; | © = 1,...,k) if and only if the Dio-
phantine equation f(x1,...,xzx) = 0 admits an integer solution.

Proof of Proposition 26. We fix integers d, k > 0 such that it is undecidable if a
Diophantine equation of degree d over k variables admits an integer solution, and

use m = m(d, k) (provided by Lemmal[27)) as the corresponding matrix dimension
as follows. Let G := UT(m, Z) x UT(3 Z) with

UT(3,Z) = (z,y | [=,[x,y]] = [y, [z, 9] = ¢).

For a polynomial f € R[xy,..., x| of degree d, we consider the following pairs
of matrices in G (with P, @, A; € UT(m, Z) given by Lemma[27):

P+_(P:L') Q+_(Qy) /:12',-1-:(‘4@"6)7
Po=(P14%), Q- =@ L), Ai_=(4"e).

We take go = (e, 22y2z%y%) and S = {Py,Qx, z:l:} Looking at the second
component, we see that any word over S evaluating to go must contain P+, Q+,

P_ and Q_ exactly once, in that order. Therefore gy € S* if and only if there exist
Wo, W1, Wy, W3, Wy € <A ‘ 1=1,... ,k> such that

Wo-P-Wi-Q Wa-PLWs-Q - Wy=e
— P-Wy-Q -Wy-P 1 W5 -Q LW, =e.

In turn, this is equivalent to the Diophantine equation f(z1,...,z;) = 0 admitting
an integer solution, which is undecidable. O

Remark 28. We would like to highlight the link between the undecidability of
the Fixed-Target Submonoid Membership Problem (FTSMP) in a group and the
strategy initiated in [19}33]] to construct generating sets for which the Green series
of the group is not D-finite. It is not clear that the undecidability of FTSMP implies
the lack of D-finiteness, but there are similarities in how one approaches both
problems. In particular, it would be interesting to construct such generating sets
for the right-angled Artin group A(Py), or for Thompson’s group F.

8. ORIENTATION-PRESERVING AFFINE TRANSFORMATIONS OF QQ

One may wonder if Proposition [2] applies beyond torsion-free nilpotent groups.
We first note that it does not apply to the entire class of torsion-free metabelian
groups. Indeed, Rhemtulla shows that the fundamental group of the Klein bottle
{a,b| ab=ba~') ~ Z x_1 Zis not fully left-orderable [34, §4]. The goal of this
section is to show that Proposition [2| applies to a family of orientation-preserving
affine transformations of (Q, which are proved to be fully left-orderable.
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For each \ € Q~1, we consider the groups G < Aff, (Q), defined as
Gr={z Natc|neZ ceZP AT} =ZAAT] 0 Z,

Each group G, is generated by the translation a: z — x + 1 and the homothety
b:xw— Ax. If A = g then G is a homomorphic (but in general not isomorphic)
image of the Baumslag-Solitar group BS(p,q) = (a,b | b~taPb = a9). Itis an
isomorphic image for A\ = m € Zx>9, and so the family GG notably contains the
groups G, ~ BS(1,m).

For a fixed A € Q+1 let m: G, — Z denote the projection on the second factor,
and let e = e, :  — x. We recall the construction of left-orders on G .

(1) For each pair (o1, 02) € {+, —}?, we define f > e if
or-m(f)>0 or (m(f)=0ando,- f(0)>0).

These four pairs give four orders, all Conradian.
(2) For each p € R and pair (01, 02) € {+, —}2, we define an order f > e if

o1-(f(p)=p) >0 or (f(p)=pandoy-7(f)>0).

Note that, for p € R \ Q, the only map f € G, satisfying f(p) = pis f = e,
hence we get the same order for oo = + or oo = —. Otherwise the orders
described in (2) are pairwise distinct, and none are Conradian.

Rivas proved that these orders are the only left-orders on the Baumslag-Solitar
group BS(1,2) [35, Theorem 4.2], and a complete description for BS(1,m) can
be found in [11}, Section 1.2.2]. We provide an alternate proof of this result, which
moreover implies that all GG are fully left-orderable.

Lemma 29. Let S C G) and suppose that no left-order > in the previous list
satisfies s = e forall s € S. Thene € ST.

For each affine transformation f: x — A"z + ¢ € G, we define
Fy:={peR| f(p) =p},
Ly:={peR| f(p) <p}
Ry :={peR| f(p) > p}
We decompose G, \ {e} into three classes, as follows.
e fisexpanding if n = 7(f) > 0. In this case
Fr={ps}, Ly=(-o0,ps), and Ry=(ps,+00),

where py = =5 is the unique fixed point of f.
e fis contracting if n = 7(f) < 0. In this case

Fy={ps}, Ly=(ps,+oc0), and Ry=(—o0,py).
o fisatranslation if m(f) = 0. Wehave Ry = Rifc > 0,or Ly = Rif ¢ < 0.
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> Ps

FIGURE 1. A contracting map s and an expanding map t.

Proof of Lemma[29 We first consider type (2) orders. By assumption, none of
them satisfies s > e for each s € S. For each p € R, this means one of two things:
either (i) there exist s,¢ € S such that s(p) = t(p) = pand 7(s) < 0 < 7w (¢), or
(i) there exist s, ¢ € S such that s(p) < p < t(p). We consider the stabilizer

Stab(p) = {f € Gx : f(p) = p}.

Observe that 7m: Stab(p) — Z is injective, hence Stab(p) is cyclic (possibly trivial
if p € R\ Q). In case (i), we have s,t € SN Stab(p) with w(s) < 0 < 7(¢) and it
follows that e € S™. From now on, we suppose that we are in the second case (ii)
for each p € R. Equivalently, we suppose that

) ULf:URf:R.

fes fes

Now consider type (1) orders. By assumption, no order satisfies s > e for all
s € S. Once again, this means one of two things. In the first case, there exist
s,t € S such that 7(s) = 7(t) = 0 and s(0) < 0 < ¢(0) and therefore e € ST
(since ker m < (Q, +) is locally cyclic). We suppose that we are in the second case

(%) ds,t €S, m(s) <0< m(t).

Without loss of generality (up to the outer automorphism f — — f(—-)), we may
assume ps < p;. We highlight translations in both directions in S™T.

e Using @), there exist m,n € Z~ such that w(s"t") = mn(s) + nw(t) = 0.
Moreover, s™t"(p;) = s"™(p;) < p;. We conclude that s™t" € ST is a
translation to the left (possibly the identity).

e In order to satisfy (&), we still need

[Pmpt] C U Rf

fes

Observe that [p, p;] is compact, the sets Ry are open, and their poset (with
respect to inclusion) is the union of two chains. Therefore [ps, p;] is covered
by at most two Iy sets (with f € .S). We have four cases:

— There exists u € .S such that R,, = R, then w is our translation to the right.
— There exists u € S such that R, = (py,+oc) with p, < ps. Using an
argument as above, we find a translation to the right of the form s"u".

— There exists v € S such that R, = (—o0,p,) with p; < p,. Using an
argument as above, we find a translation to the right of the form ¢t™v™.

— There exist u,v € S such that R, = (py, +00) and R, = (—o0, p,) with

Pu < py. Then we find a translation to the right of the form u™v™.

This proves that ST contains translations in both directions, hence e € S* (as
ker m = Z[\, A\™1] < Q s locally cyclic). O
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Corollary 30. For every A\ € Qs1, the group G, is fully left-orderable.
Every partial left-order can be extended to a left-order of type (1) or (2), and so
every left-order on G, is of type (1) or (2).

Proof. Consider a partial left-order > on G and let S := {g € G\ | g > e} be its
positive cone. Combining Lemma[29] with the fact that e ¢ S = ST, we conclude
the existence of a left-order > on G of type (1) or (2) such that s = e forall s € .5,
that is, the left-order >~ extends . O

The Identity Problem is decidable in metabelian group by [[18]]. This implies that
the Left Order-Extension Problem is decidable. However, the interesting direction
of Proposition [2]is really the opposite one: from the explicit classification of left-
orders on GG, we deduce an efficient algorithm for the Identity Problem.

Theorem 31. The Identity Problem, for a finite set S in G, is decidable in O(|S))
operations.

Proof. The algorithm for solving the Identity Problem for S is the following.
(1) Compute the two sets

Lo — ﬂ I — () if S contains a translation s(x) = x + ¢ with ¢ > 0,
T T (sup{ps | m(s) < 0}, inf{p, | w(s) > 0}) otherwise,
(
)

@  if S contains a translation s x) =z + cwith ¢ <0,
(sup{ps | 7(s) > 0}, inf{p, | m(s) < 0})  otherwise,

seS

RS::ﬂRsz

ses

where (a,b) = (0 if a > b. This takes O(]S|) operations, as it involves
computing the fixed point of each map in .S, and keeping track of different
maxima and minima along the way.
(2) fLg=Rg=10
Return YES to the Identity Problem.
Otherwise
Return NO to the Identity Problem.

The correctness of this algorithm relies on the chain of equivalences
e¢ ST = Cs#0 <= (Ls#0orRg#0),

where Clg is the set of left-orders {> € LO(G,) | Vse S, s> e} (and LO(G))
denotes the set of all left-orders). Corollary [30]justifies the first equivalence.
We prove the second equivalence:

For the right-to-left direction, if p € Rg (resp. p € Lg), then type (2) orders
defined with reference point p and o7 = +1 (resp. 01 = —1) belong to Cg.

For the left-to-right direction, we suppose that C's # (). From our classification
of left-orders or from [36]], we see that LO(G)) is a Cantor set. The set C's is open
and non-empty, and therefore is uncountable. In particular, there exists an order
> of type (2) in C's with reference point p € R\ Q. We deduce that p € Rg if
o1 =-+1l,orp € Lgifo; = —1. O
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We end with a few remarks and directions for future research.
Question 32. Is Aff, (Q) fully left-orderable?

Note that Aff (R) is not fully left-orderable, as the subgroup generated by
a:x +— 7wz and b: x — x 4+ 1 is isomorphic to Z { Z, which is not fully left-
orderable (take S = {a?,b, (aba)~'}). In this case, we may however wonder if
each partial left-order S can always be extended to a left-order on (S).

Another interesting class of groups is SOLy = Z2 xp Z with T € SLy(Z) a
hyperbolic matrix (that is, with trace > 2). Left-orders on SOL have been classified
[36] Section 3]. It would be interesting to see if these groups are fully left-orderable
and our tools can be used here and turned into an efficient algorithm for the Identity
Problem, as this is a non-trivial case in [15].

In order to answer these questions, it is important to note that one can restrict to
finitely generated left-orders of finitely generated subgroups.

Proposition 33. Let G be a group. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) G is fully left-orderable.

(2) Every finitely generated subgroup of G is fully left-orderable.

(3) For every finitely generated subsemigroup ST of G, if ST is a partial left-
order (i.e., e ¢ ST), then ST extends to a left-order

Proof. Using Zorn’s lemma, every positive cone is included inside a maximal one.
If G is not fully left-orderable, then there exists a maximal positive cone P such
that P Ll {e} U P~ # G. In particular, there exists g € G \ (P U {e} U P~1). By
maximality, we have e € (P U {g})T and e € (P U {g~'})™. In particular, there
exists a finite subset S C P such thate € (SU {g})* ande € (SU{g 1} .
Therefore ST cannot be extended to a total order, despite ¢ ¢ ST (since ST C P).
Moreover, the finitely generated subgroup (S, g) is not fully left-orderable. (]

Question 34. Is the Left-Order Extension Problem decidable for metabelian groups?
Is the Bi-Order Extension Problem decidable for metabelian groups?
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