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Translator’s Preface

The present work consists of an English translation of three articles, originally writ-
ten in German, by Wilhelm Magnus (1907-1990). The bibliographic details for the
articles are as follows; the page numbers stated next to the naming of each article is
the page number for the translation in the present work.

[Mag1930] (pp. 6-31)

W. Magnus, Uber diskontinuierliche Gruppen mit einer definierenden Relation (Der Frei-
heitssatz), J. fiir die reine und angewandte Mathematik, 163:3 (1930), pp. 141-165.

[Mag1931] (pp. 32-49)

W. Magnus, Untersuchungen iiber einige unendliche diskontinuierliche Gruppen, Math.
Ann. 105 (1931), pp. 52-74.

[Mag1932] (pp- 50-58)

W. Magnus, Das Identititsproblem fiir Gruppen mit einer definierenden Relation, Math.
Ann. 106 (1932), pp. 295-307.

The subject matter of these articles is combinatorial group theory; but to summarize
it in this way is almost an injustice to the profound significance these articles, particu-
larly [Mag1930] and [Mag1932], would come to play in shaping that very area. Indeed,
it would not be an exaggeration to say that these articles created the area that is today
known as the theory of one-relator groups. This area has recently been extensively
surveyed in its grand entirety, both from the point of view of modern progress and
the history of mathematics, by myself and M. Linton. Thus, in this short preface, I
could not, nor am I consequently under any obligation to, provide even a semblance
of the full richness of this history, and gladly redirect the reader to that survey.
Instead, I am left with ample space to discuss the actual content of the three articles
above; and some of this content is as exciting as it is poorly known today. I will
begin by presenting the two key results proved by Magnus on one-relator groups,
which form the central pillars around which the three articles above are shaped. Let
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us set the stage for these theorems with some basic definitions. A one-relator group
G = (A | r = 1) is the quotient of the free group F4 on some alphabet A by the
normal closure of some word r € F4. We may and will assume without loss of
generality that the word 7 is non-trivial and cyclically reduced, i.e. that it is not of the
form zsz~! for some x € F4 (were this the case, then of course G would be identical
to the one-relator group (A | s = 1)). The word problem (or identity problem) in G asks
for an effective procedure to decide for a given word w € F4 whether or not w =¢ 1,
i.e. if it lies in the normal closure of r or not. With this light dusting of a background,
it is now easy to state the two key results of Magnus’ articles above:

Theorem (W. Magnus). Let G = (A | r = 1) be a one-relator group as above. Then:

(1) (The Freiheitssatz) If Ag C A is such that not every letter appearing in r lies in Ao,
then the subgroup of G generated by Ay is a free group, with basis Ag.
(2) The word problem in G is decidable.

The German word Freiheitssatz (the “Freeness Theorem”) has entered the dictio-
nary also of English-speaking group theorists, and is always referred to as such. These
theorems, when combined, form the backbone of one-relator group theory, and are
often the first two results to be presented to a novice in the subject. Furthermore, the
Freiheitssatz is a key component in proving the decidability of the word problem (see
below). However, they are not the only two results to appear in the three articles on
the subject, nor was there an immediate step from one to the other. I will therefore
clarify the sequence of events by giving a brief summary of the three articles above.

The article [Mag1930] is divided in two parts, with a short appendix. Magnus
begins by mentioning that his doctoral supervisor M. Dehn (1878-1952) had given a
series of seminars in Leipzig, in which a proof of the Freiheitssatz had been sketched.
Magnus was subsequently assigned the task of proving it as part of his doctoral thesis,
and the remainder of the first part is thus easy to summarize: it is a proof of the
Freiheitssatz. However, in the course of doing this it also introduces the reader to all
of combinatorial group theory, and all necessary setup is provided therein, including
the word problem in free groups, normal forms for elements equal to 1 in a finitely
presented groups, and other elementary concepts. The proof of the Freiheitssatz passes
via what is today called the Magnus hierarchy, which decomposes a one-relator group as
the union of highly controlled amalgamated free products (see below) of one-relator
groups in which the defining relation word has a shorter length. The high degree of
control over these amalgamated free products then gives the result by induction, with
the base case essentially being the case of a free group, for which the Freiheitssatz is a
special case of the Nielsen—Schreier Theorem (all subgroups of free groups are free).

In the above overview of the idea of the proof of the Freiheitssatz, there is one
important anachronism: Magnus does not phrase his result in terms of amalgamated
free products, and instead proves the required results “manually” in terms of three
lemmas (Lemma 1-3). These lemmas may appear very clumsy and unmanageable to
the modern reader, especially when compared to the elegance of amalgamated free
products. The reason for Magnus’ choice of formulation is simple: amalgamated free
products had only appeared (in work by Schreier) three years earlier, and Magnus
was unaware of their existence during the writing of his article. In a note added at
the very end, he does however remark that his method has an easy reformulation in
terms of Schreier’s amalgamated free products, and that he will explore this further
in future articles.
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Before moving onto these future articles, I would like mention a few of the conse-
quences of the Freiheitssatz that already appear in [Mag1930]. The first concerns the
(normal) root problem, which Magnus introduces already in the same paragraph as the
word problem. The root problem asks, for a given word r € Fy, to find all words
s € F4 such that r =¢ 1 in the one-relator group (A | s = 1). Words s of this form
are called roots of r. This problem is distinct from the three fundamental problems
introduced by Dehn in 1911 — the word problem, the conjugacy problem, and the iso-
morphism problem — but it nevertheless is of great importance for one-relator groups.
For any given pair of words r, s one can of course determine if s is a root of r if one
has a solution to the word problem in (A | s = 1). However, in general, determining
all roots of a given word is significantly more complicated than the word problem,
and is even today only solved in a few cases. In the second part of [Mag1930], Magnus
deals largely with the root problem. He proves two types of results in this line. The
first is the following theorem, today usually known as the Conjugacy Theorem:

Theorem (Magnus, 1930). Let 1,72 € Fa. If 1 is a root of o, and ro is a root of 11,
then 1 is conjugate to ro or rzﬂ.

That is, if the normal closures of two words 71,72 € F)4 in a free group coincide,
then 7, is conjugate to 5 or 75! (and vice versa). This gives a form of uniqueness
of one-relator presentations, but it is not in general sufficient to solve the isomor
phism problem in one-relator groups, which remains an open problem. Nevertheless,
the Conjugacy Theorem plays a key role in many of the cases that the isomorphism
problem is known to be decidable.

The next application of the Freiheitssatz in [Mag1930] is the determination of the
roots of some particular words. In [§7, Mag1930] Magnus determines all roots of the
commutator = aba~'b~!, and shows that the roots are either primitive words or
a conjugate of r. This shows, for example, that (a,b | aba='b=! = 1) is the only
one-relator presentation with a cyclically reduced relator for the free abelian group

Z2, up to renaming generators. Magnus also determines the roots of a2b?, a2b2k, and

aPb?", where p is a prime and k£ € Z. Already in the case of the word ab®a~1b=¢,
which defines the Baumslag—Solitar group BS(6, 6), Magnus notes that the problem of
finding all its roots seems difficult, and is unable to do so. The problem of finding all
roots of ab®a~1b~% would remain unsolved until 2000, when it was solved by McCool.
Finally, [Mag1930] ends with a discussion of two-relator groups. Here, he notes
that the situation is much more difficult than in the case of a single relation. In this
context, he formulates and conjectures a natural form of the Conjugacy Theorem
for two-relator groups, involving beyond conjugacy also other transformations akin
to Nielsen transformations between the defining relations. This conjecture appears
to still be open today, and is a very early version of a form of the Andrews—Curtis
Conjecture formulated in 1965. He also considers some finite two-relator groups,
notes their diverse nature, and finally asks whether or not is decidable if a two-relator
group is “essentially two-relator”, i.e. whether it does not admit a presentation with
fewer than two defining relations. Both the problems of deciding when a two-relator
group is finite as well as this latter problem posed by Magnus remain open today.
Next, the 1931 article [Mag1931] is somewhat more difficult to summarize, as it is a
rather eclectic article on many different subjects in combinatorial group theory. It is,
however, explicitly inspired by the methods of [Mag1930], and the Magnus breakdown
method used to prove the Freiheitssatz. Magnus begins by formulating some essential



results about amalgamated free products, now being aware of their power, and in [§3,
Mag1931] turns to apply these methods to determine the (outer) automorphism group
of the figure-eight knot group (Listing’s knot group) This knot group is a one-relator
group, and Dehn had in 1914 found two automorphisms j, j; of it, but was unable
to prove that they generate the full outer automorphism group of the figure-eight knot
group. Magnus first proves that they, together with two inner automorphisms, indeed
generate the full automorphism group by using the Magnus breakdown procedure,
and then determines a presentation for this group. The automorphism group turns out
to be virtually free (although Magnus does not note this), and the outer automorphism
group is isomorphic to the dihedral group D, with eight elements.

In the next section [§4, Mag1931], Magnus turns to solving the word problem in a
class of one-relator groups: those with defining relation of the form a®1b%1a*2b%2 = 1,
where the exponents are arbitrary integers. The proof is not very far removed from
his subsequent 1932 proof of the decidability of the word problem in al/ one-relator
groups (see below), but the inductive hypothesis is weaker, and Magnus relies on
the fact that the Magnus breakdown procedure terminates quickly for the above one-
relator groups. In the last section [§6, Magl931], Magnus considers a very different
problem: determining the subgroups of the modular group PSLy(Z), i.e. the group
given by two generators a, b subject to the defining relations a® = b3 = 1. By using the
Magnus breakdown procedure, he proves that the commutator subgroup of this group
is free on two generators, and that, since the quotient of PSL2(Z) by the commutator
subgroup is cyclic of order 6, this can be used to determine all subgroups of PSLy(Z).

This leaves only the final of the three articles. In [Mag1932], Magnus realized the
full power of the Magnus hierarchy for solving the word problem, and used it to prove
that every one-relator group has decidable word problem. The missing piece was a
stronger inductive hypothesis: he needed to show that every one-relator group has
decidable generalized word problem. This problem, which today is usually called the
subgroup membership problem with respect to Magnus subgroups, goes as follows.
Let G = (A | r = 1), and take as input a word w € F4 and some subset A, C A.
Then one is asked to decide whether or not w is an element of the subgroup of G
generated by Ay. If r involves all letters from A (or their inverses), then any proper
subset Ay C A generates a free subgroup by the Freiheitssatz, and these are the amal-
gamated subgroups in the Magnus hierarchy. By standard results on normal forms
in amalgamated products of groups, the word problem in an amalgam G *g G2 can
be reduced to the word problems in the factors G1, G2 together with the membership
problem in the amalgamated subgroup H < (1, G2 in each factor. With a little extra
work, in the case of one-relator amalgams one can also reduce the generalized word
problem in this way, which thus again inductively gives the solution to the generalized
word problem in all one-relator groups. Unlike the previous two articles, [Mag1932] is
devoted to proving only a single result, and ends after having accomplished this; the
proof is, as usual, divided into two separate cases, depending on whether some gen-
erator has exponent sum zero in r or not. The article ends abruptly after completing
this proof, and demonstrates how quickly one-relator group theory had matured in
the short time since 1930. Finally, we remark that in the introduction of [Mag1932],
Magnus claims that any non-cyclic one-relator group contains a non-abelian free sub-
group, except when the group is given by two generators a, b subject to the relation
aba"b~! = 1, i.e. a solvable Baumslag—Solitar group. No proof of this is given, and a
proof would first appear in print in a short 1969 article by D. I. Moldavanskii.



This concludes the overview of the three remarkable articles by Magnus. From a
technical point of view, I have attempted to be faithful to the original language as far
as possible, choosing e.g. to translate Identitdtsproblem with the historical term “iden-
tity problem” rather than the modern term “word problem”. Furthermore, Magnus
did not yet have a consistent notation for group presentations, and often changes
this throughout a given article — I have kept all these different pieces of notation as
they were, since the notation is perfectly clear in spite of its inconsistency. I have
endeavoured to maintain the original design of the articles as closely as possible,
including the fonts; reading the translations alongside the originals should not pose
any difficulty. I have also not corrected any mathematical issues beyond obvious and
small typesetting glitches like the one mentioned above; this is primarily because I
only spotted a single error. This is at the very last page of [Mag1931], where Mag-
nus computes two Mdobius transformations corresponding to generators of rank 2 free
commutator subgroup in PSLy(Z). He claims to compute the Mobius transformation

for the generator 3y = aba~'b~! as =2EL, but this transformation instead corresponds
to bab~la™!, ie. 60_1. The correct transformation corresponding to Sy is 22’%11

At this stage, I would naturally recommend any interested reader to consult the
aforementioned recent survey on one-relator group theory, which covers a great deal
more detail on the historical and modern context. However, I would also recommend
the reader to take the time to peer through Magnus’ articles, which cover a surpris-
ingly wide range of topics with a skilled level of precision and care. The articles are
all very readable to modern-day group theorists, and although some of the notation
appears either clumsy or somewhat inefficient, it remains perfectly comprehensible.
They are also well-written: for example, in the first article [Mag1930], I only spotted
a single typo, where on p. 156, line 6, one reads Ki(“) rather than the correct Ki(ﬂ*),
which may equally well have been caused by an overly enthusiastic typesetter. The ar-
ticles also contain hints of a great deal of combinatorial group theory decades ahead
of time, including the Andrews—Curtis Conjecture, and stand as a testament to the
creativity of Magnus. Above all, the articles are enjoyable to read, and it has been a
joy to typeset and translate them in the interest of making them more accessible to a
modern audience.

C. F. Nyberg-Brodda

Korea Institute for Advanced Study
(Seoul, Republic of Korea)
January 31, 2025
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Introduction

In 1922, Herr Dehn held a seminar (unpublished) in Leipzig on topology and
general group theory. In its group-theoretic part, an approach to a general calculus for
discontinuous groups is developed. The present work was created at the suggestion of
Herr Dehn, and gives — with modified proofs — a large part of his results, in particular
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ON DISCONTINUOUS GROUPS WITH ONE DEFINING RELATION 7

the “Freiheitssatz” necessary for many constructions; in addition, this present work
contains theorems which Herr Dehn developed in his Frankfurt lectures, as well as a
number of general and special theorems as applications of the theory.

The starting point is the following definition of the identity problem of group theory:
consider some letters a,a™%; 5,675 ... A sequence of such letters is called a word.
The word which contains no letters is denoted by 1. Two words W; and W, are
identical, when it is possible to transform W; to W5 by insertions and deletions of the
special words aa~t,a"ta; bb~1,b71b; .... We denote this W; = W5. In particular,
ac =1 la=1,....

The question of when it is possible to transform a given word W into the empty
word using insertions and deletions of special, fixed words R;, R, ... and their “re-
ciprocals” Ry*, Ry ', ... (for which Ry Ry = 1 follows from the identical transfor-
mations) is called the identity problem for the group with the generators a,b,... and
the defining relations R; =1, Ry = 1,...: we say that W = 1 is a consequence of the
relations Ry = 1,R, =1,....

In the present work we restrict our attention to one-relator groups. If from R =1
it follows that W = 1, then we say that R is a root of W. The identity problem
asks whether or not I is a root for a given word W. One can try to deal with the
question by reversing it, and solving a much more comprehensive problem: for a
given word W, find all of its roots. This problem is the simplest “root problem”; the
general root problem asks to find all systems of n relations Ry = --- = R,, = 1 from
which W = 1 follows. In fact, the solutions to the root problem include those to the
identity problem; because if one wants to know, in a group with generators a,b, ...
and relation R = 1, whether or not the word IV is 1, one has — using the solution of
the root problem for W — only to check whether R belongs to the roots of W or not.

The first question that one treats when considering the root problem concerns
the roots of the “simplest” word: the generators; that is, the question: what must R
look like in order to have a = 1 in the group with generators a,b,... and R = 1?
The answer is the most important consequence of the “Freiheitssatz” (which we shall
give a detailed formulation of below) and reads: we must have R = TyaT; ' or
R = Tha T 2_1, where 77 and 75 are arbitrary words. That is: a only has trivial
roots: the conjugates of ™.

First Part: The Freiheitssatz

§1. Formulation

Consider generators aj,as, ..., a, and x, and one relation holding between them:
R(ai,...,an;z) = 1. If R = 1 yields some relation W(aq,...,a,) = 1 holding
only between the a, and such that this relation is not identically true (so the x can
be eliminated, in other words), then R = T'S(ay,...,a,)T !, where T (possibly)
contains x, and W = 1 follows from S = 1.

That is: if R contains  when “cyclically written”?, i.e.: if one cannot make the
cyclically written word R such that it no longer contains x by identical transformations
(how one decides whether or not this is possible is given in the beginning of §2), then
between the ai,...a, there is no non-identical relation: ai,...a, generate in the
group with the relation R = 1 a free group.

na cyclically written word one considers the first letter as adjacent to the last, and can define identical
transformations accordingly.



8 W. MAGNUS

§2. Simple tools

1. We will first of all give a solution to the identity problem for free groups. This is
done via the following theorem: if a word W on the generators a,b,c, ... is equal
to 1, then it can be transformed into the empty word by only applying successive
deletions of aa™',a ta;. .., independently of the order in which the deletions are
performed. One consequence of this theorem is: if a word W (written normally or
cyclically) contains a certain generator = even when it cannot be further “simplified”
by “deletions”, i.e. if one cannot delete any words aa~!,a"'a, ... from it, then this

generator = cannot be removed from W by identical transformations at all (cf. §1).

2. Normal form for words which in a given group equal 1. The proof of the previous
theorem is carried out in the same way as that of the following theorem, which pro-
vides a kind of normal form for the words W over the generators a, b, ... which as a
consequence of the relations

1) Ri=1, Ry=1, ... R,=1
is equal to 1. In this case we then have:

h
(N) w =[] nRsT

i=1

where the product sequence is symbolic: the factors in the product cannot be per-
muted. The conjugating words T; are arbitrary words; e; has one of the values £1;
and v; takes one of the values 1,2,...n. (That, conversely, W is 1 in the group:
a,b,...; Ry =1,..., R, = 1; is trivial).

Proof. The theorem holds for all words W which can be transformed into the empty
word using identical transformations and a single insertion or deletion of one of the
R, Assume that it is proved for all words W which can be transformed into the
empty word using identical transformations and at most m (where m > 1) insertions
or deletions of one of the R*!. Then it holds also for W, where W can be transformed
into the empty word using identical transformations and at most m+-1 such insertions
or deletions. This is proved as follows: W can be transformed into a word W using
identical transformations and a single insertion resp. deletion of one of the R !l. In
the sequel we fix for W the identity:

h
2) W= H TWRET, !
k=1
with e, = £1,1, = 1,2,...,n. We can now transform W, by inserting or deleting a

RE! —and after the previous identical transformations — into a word which is identical
to W. The word RF! may be assumed to be R'. If W is identical to W after
an insertion of R, then we can write W in two parts, such that W = W; W5 and
W = Wi R Wy = Wy WoW, ' Ry W, which, by (2) gives:

h h
W=][LRET, =W - Wy 'RiW, and W = | [[ TuRETH | Wy 'Ry Wa.
k=1 k=1
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If instead W is obtained from W be a deletion of Ry, then we have W = WiR\Wo;
W = W, Wa, and so W = (W, W2)W, R W = ( L TkR;IZT,;l) W, RW,.
In both cases we have for W found an expression of the form (N). We give an example:

a’ba=2b~! = W is equal to 1 when ab = ba holds, i.e. when aba=1b~! = Ris 1. In
this case we have

a’ba=2b7! = [a(aba b )a " (aba b7 Y).

O

3. We will in the sequel use invariants of identical transformations. One such is the
“exponent sum”, which a given generator a,b, ¢, ... possesses in a word W (a,b,c,...)
written over them; this is defined as follows:

We can write W = a®bP1em oo q@2pP2e72 .. g% ... where at least one of the
o, ,... is nonzero. Then o = a3 + az + -+ + a,, is the exponent sum of ¢ in
W. The invariance follows from, for example, that upon an insertion or deletion of
aa”t, ..., the exponent sum of a,... does not change; or from the observation that

when W = W', i.e. WW'~! = 1, all generators must have zero exponent sum, on the
basis of the following (generalizable) argument: WW'~! can certainly be transformed
into 1, when one allows all letters to commute, i.e. by setting aba=*b~1 = 1 etc. But
then WW'=! = a®b8¢7 - - - where @, 3, . .. resp. are the exponent sums of a, b, ... in
WW’'=1, respectively. From WW'~! = 1 follows@ = 3 = - - - = 0. Due to this second
point of view, arguments that are based on the invariance of the exponent sum under
identical transformations will be referred to as arguments “by abelianization”.

4. Transformations into new generators. Independence of the same. Suppose W1 and Wa
are words over ay, ..., a, and b, that Wi (aq,...,a,,b) = Wa(ay,...,a,,b) and that
b has exponent sum zero in W; (and therefore also in W5). Then we can write W;
and W5 as words over conjugates of the a, (v =1,...n) by powers of b, i.e. as words

over b*a,b=% (k = 0,£1,+2,...). These will be denoted by a,(,k). Thus we have:
Wl(ala”'vanvb) :Fl( 7a5/k)7"');
Wa(at, ..., an,b) = Fo(--- ,al),...);

The lemma then states that Fy = F5 are identical as words over the a&k); by abelianizing
in the a) we obtain sharper statements than by abelianizing in a4, ..., ap,b.

For a Proof it suffices to show that a word W(as, ..., a,,b) whichintheas,...,a,,b

is identically 1, is also identically 1 in the al®). The proof of this is here only given

in the case that in IV only a single generator a, other than b, occurs; the general case

follows by complete induction and applying the reasoning used in this simple case.
Suppose then that W(a,b) = 1, and:

h
W= H Vriafib R with e; = £1,
i=1
where k; = 0,+1,4+2,.... Since W = 1, two bletters must cancel at least once
between two a-letters with opposite signs; that is, for at least one value iy of i we
have k;, = ki,+1 and e;, = —e;,+1. Hence we can immediately cancel bFio qfio p—kio

with bFio+1qCio+1h~Fio+1  that is: all deletions can be performed in the a(*) (where
a®) = bEab=F), as bFioatio b~ o = [aFio]0 and bFio+1aCio+1bRio+t = [qkio] =0,
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§3. Reduction of the proof of the Freiheitssatz to two lemmas

1. Case distinction. To prove the Freiheitssatz there are two cases to consider:

(I) From R(a;x) = 1 follows a non-trivial relation for a, i.e. a™ = 1, n # 0.
(II) From R(aq,...,a,;x) = 1 follows some non-trivial relation for ay,...,a,:
say W(a1,...,a,) =1, and in R at least two distinct a-letters really appear.

Remark. It might seem as if this case distinction is not a complete disjunction, since
it could a priori be the case that from R(a;1,z) = 1 no relation for a; follows, but

that there is some relation holding between the a1, as,...,a,. With the method of
the following paragraph, however, one can prove:
If some (non-trivial) relation between the aq,...,a, follows from R(a,z) = 1,

then a relation for a; alone also follows.

2. Case I if from R(a,z) =1 it follows that a™ = 1, then from §2 it follows that

h
1) a’ = HTi(a, T)RET;
i=1
where e; = £1. From this it follows that x has exponent sum zero in R, whereas a
has a non-zero exponent sum in R.?

Define for all integers &: zkar=F = by, so in particular a = by, and write both
sides of (1) over the b;. The left-hand side will be b. The right-hand side will be
transformed as follows: it transforms R(a,x) into a word P(...,b;,...) over the by.
The index [ takes, in general, many different values inside P. The exponent sum of
x in T; is denoted ¢;.

Then: T; = T4(...,by,...) - o' and hence

TRT  =T(... by, Ve P(. by, ) BT
By conjugating the b; inside P by z* and using the definition of b;, we thus obtain:

-1

h
2) by = [[T:P (- bige,, . )T,
i=1

and this is by §2 also an identity in the b;. This gives: the relation b = 1 follows
from a finite number of the relations

(3) P biye,...)=1; t=0,+1,+2, ...

which we will write as:

P(..br,...)=1, P(..b_1,...)=1
Pl byo,...)=1, P(...bs...)=1

(©)

It appears that we have made the problem much more complicated.

2This is because by abelianizing it follows that when we set Z?’zl e; = o, and « resp. £ are the exponent
sums of a resp. = in R, then:

n:g-a7

and hence: 0, a#0,£=0.
0=o-€ o# #0, ¢
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Indeed, we have that the relation b = 1 should follow from an infinite number of
relations between infinitely many generators. But first, these generators appear in a
very special manner inside the relations, and second, these relations are isomorphic:
they are obtained from one another when one replaces b; by b;., where ¢ is an integer
(fixed for the relation), and third the number of letters in P is fewer than the number
of characters in R, namely fewer by exactly the number of z-letters in .

The reformulation of the problem carried out here is the decisive step in proving
the Freiheitssatz. Before we proceed, we must carry out an analogous reformulation
also in Case IL

3. Case IL. When from R(aq,...,a,,2) = 1 we have W(ay,...,a,) = 1, and a
occurs twice in 2, then one cannot anymore assume that z has exponent sum zero in
R, because it could be the case that the exponent sums of the a, in W are all zero.
However, one can always assume that a; in R has exponent sum zero in W. Indeed: either
one of the a, that occur in R has exponent sum zero. In this case, we call this a;
(and proceed with a; exactly as we will do with b; (see below)). Or else, a; resp. as
has non-zero exponent sum s; resp. sz in R. Then we set a; = bf's? and ag = b} *'ba.
When doing this, the words R and W become rewritten to R(by,b2,a3,...,0n,7)

resp. W (b1, b2, as, . .., ay), in which by occurs in R with exponent sum zero. The identity
h
(4) w=[[nReT (e; = +1)
i=1
over ay, ..., an, %, which says that R is a root of I¥/, becomes the identity

(4) w

h
[[7:ET, "
=1

where the T; is obtained from the 7} by replacing the a; and ay for b; and by. The
identity (4’) says that R is a root of W. It is now important to ensure that in the
transition from the a to the b “nothing is lost”®, that is, one must show: when one can
prove that on the basis of (4’) the word R, written cyclically, no longer contains z,
then R, cyclically written, no longer contains x. This is accomplished by the following

remark: if one is given a word V (a4, . .., a,, x) in which no absorptions can take place
between the a4, ..., ay,z (that is, one cannot delete any alal_l, ...,or 7 'x), and if
one makes the substitution:

(5) a1 =012, ay=1b;""by, s2#0,

then V becomes a word V' (b1, bs,as,...,an,x) in which one may find absorptions
between the b;-letters, but in which (even after carrying out the absorptions of the
bi-letters) there are no possible absorptions between the by, as, ..., ay, z-letters. (In

particular, if V is not 1, then neither is V.) The proof is trivial.
The letter b; has exponent sum zero in R, and hence — by (4’) — also in W. We
conjugate both sides of (4’) by b — 1, and set for all integers k:

{b’fbgbl_k for v = 2,
v,k —

b’faybl_k forv=23,...,n,

3Indeed, in general one cannot recover b; and b2 expressed as words over a1 and as.
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and further: z;, = b’facbfk. Then W is transformed into a word F (..., ¢, k,...),and R
intoaword P(...,¢yq,...,;-..,Tm,...), where [, m take on all possible values inside
P. It is important that P does not only have fewer letters (not original generators)
than R, but also fewer than R. In fact, though the substitution (5) may have made
the number of b;-letters in R greater than the number of a-letters in R, we have that
the number of by, as, ..., a,, zletters in R is the same as the corresponding number
of as,as,...,an,zletters in IR, and the b;-letters disappear upon the conjugations
by b;. In the case that from the very beginning a; has exponent sum zero in R, we
conjugate using this, set a’fal,afk =c, forv=2,3,...,n, and for all integers k set
a]fxafk = xy, performing the transformation in (4) with a;. We then find, just as in
Case I, that F'(...,cyk,...) = 1 follows from the relation system

(6) P("'7CV,l+t7'-';'-';mm+ta"-):1 ( :O,il,)

(Here v,l, m are variable inside P). This means that ' = 1 follows from a finite
number of relations in the infinite system (6).

4. Plan of the proof. The proof of the Freiheitssatz will be executed as follows: three
lemmas will allow us to prove: if from a system (3) (in Case I) it follows that b =1,
then one generator that actually occurs in one of the relations (3) can be “eliminated”
(cf. §1), and analogously in Case II: because (6) implies a relation (namely F' = 1)
which no longer contains z, it must be possible to eliminate 2 from one of the relations
of (6). Then we can use complete induction: the Freiheitssatz is trivially true in the
case that R contains only a single generator — especially when R is just a single letter
— since it cannot contain z.* Assume the theorem is proved for all words containing
fewer letters than R. Furthermore, R, written cyclically, allows for no absorptions.
Then it follows that none of the P in (3) res. (6) allows for any absorptions.

On the other hand, the Freiheitssatz applies to the P in (3) and (6), which yields:
if a generator can be eliminated from P, then this word, when written cyclically, no
longer contains it. (Indeed, each of the P contains fewer letters than R). And then
we are done.

5. Formulation of three lemmas; reduction to the first two. It is now time to formulate,
apply, and prove the aforementioned lemmas (see Nr. 4). The proof will be carried
out in the subsequent paragraphs. When reading the formulation of the lemmas, no
heed should be paid to the previously defined terms.

Lemma 1. Given four systems of generators:

A1y oy Uy b1y bny X1, X0 Y1yee o Ys
and two systems of (finitely many) relations between these:
(A) {Pular,...; b1,...; x,...)=1} p=12,...
(B) {Qu(b1,...; z1,...; y1,...)=1} v=12 ...

Then we have: if neither (A) alone nor (B) alone results in a relation between the a and b
alone, and neither (A) alone nor (B) alone results in a relation between the b and x alone —
then (A) and (B) taken together do not result in a relation between the a and b alone.

4Proof If H?:l Ti(zm)eiTi_1 = W(a1,...,an), where e; = £1 and m # 0, then one use the observa-
tion that an identity remains true when one everywhere replaces a generator by another (which may also
occur elsewhere) or by 1, and one replaces in the above identity = by 1. That yields W = 1.
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Lemma 2. Given three systems of generators:
A1y 50m;  Tly--o 3 Trs Yly-o 5 Ys

and two systems of (finitely many) relations:

(A) {Pular,...; z1,...)=1} p=1,2,...
(B) {Q,(ar,...; yi,...)=1} v=12...
If neither (A) alone nor (B) yields any relation between the ay, . . ., a,y,, then no such relation

follows from (A) and (B) combined.

Use of the lemmas. Remark: Lemma 2 is independent of Lemma 1; Lemma 1
will serve to reduce the missing piece of the proof of the Freiheitssaiz, i.e. the proof of
the statements made above (see Nr. 4) about the relation systems (3) resp. (6), to the
proof of the following lemma:

Lemma 3. Given two systems of generators: di,ds, ..., d, and po,p1,p2,...,pH, and a
system of H — K + 1 (K > 0) relations between these with the following description:

o No relation, written cyclically, allows for any absorption.
e IfQo=1,Q1=1,...,Qu_x =1 are the H — K + 1 relations, then for

0<v<H-K theword Ql/(d17"';puapu-‘rla"'apu—ﬁ-K)

contains, other than the d-letters (and possibly no d-letters), at most the generators p,
10 py+ K, and indeed p,, and p, . i actually occur in Q).

The relation system

QO(d17"';pOa'--apK) =1

Qi(dy,...ip1, . pr41) =1
(q)

Qu-x(dy,...;pa-K,---,pH) =1

thus possesses very similar properties to a finite subsystem of (3) (in the case that in (q) nod
appears) or of (6).

Then we claim: if from the relation system (q) a relation for d:, ... and py,p1,...,ps
Jollows, where 0 < S < K, then necessarily in one of the relations of (q), say @, = 1, one
of the generators p,, or p, .k can be eliminated.

The proof of this, assuming Lemma 1, is given as follows:

Proof. Lemma 3 is trivial when H — K = 0, i.e. when (q) only consists of a single
relation. Assume it is proved for all relation systems (q) which consist of fewer than
H — K + 1 relations. Then it also holds for the given relation system (q). Proof: there
are two cases to consider: first: we have H — K < S. We use Lemma 1, and we
identify: the generators by, ... from Lemma 1 with d;,...,d; and py, ..., ps; the gen-
erators ap, ... with pg; the generators x1,... withpgyi,...,pk; the generators y, . ..
with pry1,...,pr_K; the relation system (B) with Q; =1,Q2=1,...,Qr_x = 1;
and finally the relation system (A) with )y = 1. We show this assignment using

5A relation system in which the assumptions that (q) satisfies all hold, will in the sequel be called “a system

of type ().
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TaBLE 1
o |b K Ly
(A) Qo(po, dl,...,pl, ......... ,Ps, ,PK) =1
Q1(p1,d1,. .. D2y DSy e , DK+1) =
(B) ..........................................
QH—K(pH—Kadh P ZC B ) pH) =1

the schema’ in Figure 1. By Lemma 1 we can either eliminate pg from (), or elim-

inate one of the pgi1,...,px from @Qo, or eliminate one of the pxy1,...,py from
Qla"'aQH—K-

In the case that neither of the first two cases occur, i.e. when a relation between
only the p1,...,pk,d1,... follows from @); = --- = Qu_g = 1, then we can by

using complete induction on the given assumptions, by observing that the relation
system Q1 = 1,...,Qu_x = 1is a system of type (q) with fewer than H — K +1
relations. This resolves the case of H — K < S, and leaves the case H — K > S. We
use Lemma 1, in which we identify:

in Lemma 1 with in Lemma 3

ag, ... K Poy---,PS

bi,..., dyy e,

T, .. 7 PS4l .- PSHE

Yl - - 7 PS+K+1s---3DH

the system (A) 7 Qo=1,...,Qs=1

the system (B) 7 Qs+1=1,...,Qu_g=1

This gives: either a relation for py, ..., ps,d;,... followsfrom Qp =--- = Qg =1,

or one follows for dy,...,ps+1,...,ps+k follows from the same, or a relation follows
fordy,...,ps+1,.-.,0s+k follows from Qg1 = -+ = Qy_x = 1. In all these cases
the relation systems Qo =1, -+ ,Qg = lresp. Qs+1 =1,...,Qu_K = 1 are of “type
(q)”7 and consist of fewer than H — K + 1 relations, which means that we can apply
complete induction. Thus, Lemma 3 is proved. O

6. Proof of the Freiheitssatz: We apply Lemma 3 by proving: if from a finite subsystem
of (3) resp. (6) the relation b = 1 resp. F(...,cyk,...) = 1 follows, then one (in
general a different one) of the finite subsystems of (3) resp. (6) has type (q); by
Lemma 3 it then follows that in one of the relations in the system (3) resp. (6) one
of the generators occurring in this relation can be eliminated, which is precisely what
needs to be shown. We first deal with Case 1. To deal with this, we first write the finite
system of (3), from which b7 = 1 follows, in the following way:

We have M > 0, N > 0, L > 0 such that

Py=Pb_n,b-Nt1,---5b-Nyr) =1
PlEP(b,NJrh ......... 7b7N+L+1):1
(3) implies that by = 1.

Swhere the generators in the @ are partially permuted compared to their positions in (q).
7See Footnote 5.
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We certainly have —N < M and L > 0, as otherwise « does not occur in R. Further-
more, we may assume M — L > 0, because if a system (3) with a large value of M
does not yield by = 1, then it is also a fortiori true for smaller values of A/. We do not
assume that all of a_n,a_N41,...,a_ N4 occur in Py, but we do assume that both
a_n and a_ 4, do actually occur in Fp; and in general both a_ x4, and a_ N4 14
actually occur in P,.

The smallest of one of the numbers —N and M is non-zero. It is no loss of gen-
erality to assume that this is //. Were now N = 0, then the system (3) would be of
type (q), so we can apply Lemma 3%, We can not, however, assume that N = 0, and
so we make use of Lemma 2, in which we identify:

in Lemma 2 with in the current case

aly ... ? ...,bo,...,bL_l

T1y... ? bL,...,bM

Yiy--- . 7 b,N7...7b,1

the system (A) 7 Py=1,...,Py_r+n=1
the system (B) 7 Py=1,...,Py_1=1

This is because if from (3) a relation for by alone follows, then a fortiori a relation for
bo, ...,br—1 also follows; and Lemma 2 then implies that either from

P():].,...,PN,1:1 or from PN:17~~7PI\/17L+N:]-

a relation for by, ..., br,_1 must follow.
Now we use Lemma 3, by identifying, for example, in the first case:

in Lemma 3 with in the current case

Po,--.5,PS ? ...,bo,...,b[lfl

PS+1,---sPK b1

PK+1s---,pH  bog, .. bonN

and Q, =1 7 Py_,_1=1 (v=0,...,N—1).

and additionally the special case of Lemma 3, in which the dj,... do not appear.

We find that one of the generators actually occurring in one of the relations P = 1
can be eliminated, and the same applies when from Py = 1,...,Py_r+ny = 1a
relation for by, ...,br_1 follows, which is proved in exactly the same way as above.

Case II is settled in a very similar manner. We have here N < M and L > 0 such
that:

PO EP(~--,Cy,l+Na-~-7;$+N,~--;$+N+L) =1
(6) ............................................. implies F(...,cohy...)=1.
Py N =P(osCoig My 5Ty T L) =

In P, both x4, and N4, actually appear. We want to show that already in a
single one of the relations in (6) there is an actually occurring generator z which can

8Indeed, if by = 1 follows from P(bg,...,br) =1,...,P(byr—r,...,bar) = 1, then we identify:

in Lemma 3 with  in the current case
DOs---sPSs--- 7 bo
PS+1,-- > PK b, b
DPK+1y-+-sPH «-- 7 bry1,---,bm
Q, =1 ? Pby,...,byyr)=1
and use the special case of Lemma 3, in which none of the relations (q) contains a generator dy,... (the

di,... do not appear whatsoever).
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be eliminated. In the case that N = M, i.e. when (6) consists only of a single relation,
then this is trivially true. We can also dispose of the case when L = 0; because if in
each relation (6) only a single = appears, then we can use Lemma 2 in the following
way: from (6): P(...,Cyi4N+ts---;ZN4+¢) = 1 (where t = 0,...,M — N) a relation
for the ¢, k alone should follow. We identify:

in Lemma 2 with in the current case
”

Aty ... e Cu Ky
b
Llyewny IN
b2 "
Yiyeo oy IN+1y--TM

and obtain: either we can eliminate z from Py = 1, or else from the system (Ea):
Py =1,...,Py_n = larelationfor the ..., ¢, g, ... alone follows. The system (6a)

is constructed such that it contains one less relation than (E). If (6a) contains more
than one relation, then we can by repeated application of Lemma 2 prove, that one

of the relations from (E) contains a generator x which can be eliminated.

We now consider the case when L > 0. If from (6) a relation for the ..., c, k, ...
follows, then a fortiori such a relation must also follow for the ..., ¢, k,... and
TN,TN+1,- - LN+L—1 together. We now use Lemma 3, identifying as follows:

in Lemma 3 with in the current case

dhdg,... 7 s Cu Ky

Pos -+ Ps 7 XN, TN4L-1

PS+15-- - PK 7 EN+L

PK+1s---:PH 7 EIN4L-1s---, XM

the relation @, =1 7  Pyy, =1 (v=0,...,M—N).

We obtain as a consequence, that also in this case in one of the relations of (6)
there is an actually occurring generator  which can be eliminated. This completes
the reduction of the proof of the Freiheitssatz to the proofs of Lemma 1 and Lemma 2.

§4. Proof of the two lemmas

1. Lemma 1. In the proof of Lemma 1, we will replace each of the four generating
systems — for the sake of brevity — by a single generator. The course of the proof will
not be affected by this. We thus have a, b, z,y and the system:

(A) {Rt(a7b7 l’) = 1} and (B) {QV(bv‘T’y) = 1}
If now from (A) and (B) there follows a relation R(a,b) = 1 only between the ¢ and
b, then there is an identity of the form:

h
(1) R(a,b) = [[ ik P17,

i=1

where (3; takes one of the values 1, 2, such that for 3; = 1 we have that Ki(l) (a,b, ) is
a word over a, b, x such that Ki(l)(a7 b, z) = 1 follows from (A), and when j3; = 2 we

have that K ;2) is a word over b, , y equal to 1 using the relations (B). For example, we

can choose to take as Ki(ﬁi) the le and @1, but this more general representation

has its advantages. Before showing this, however, we give some terminology:
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In the right-hand side of (1) the word F; = T; K ?)T; " is called the ith “factor”, T
is a “conjugator”, and K Z-(B ) is a “kernel”. The kernel is thus defined as what remains

when one performs all possible absorptions in the cyclically written factors.
We will postulate the following:

(I) No factor allows any absorptions. If necessary, this can always be achieved by
replacing one kernel with that obtained from it by performing all possible
cyclic deletions on it.

(II) The right-hand side of (1) is a representation of R which has the minimal number
of factors, considered over all possible such representations.
(IIT) Of all the possible representations in (I1) for the right-hand side of (1), we have
chosen one with the minimal number of a- and y-letters.

From the assumptions in the statement of the lemma (§3, Nr. 5) we have:

Each kernel contains either a-letters or y-letters, but not both. And: there are
kernels in which y-letters really occur. The a-letters and y-letters are called the char-
acteristic letters of the kernels.

From the postulates (I) to (III) and the aforementioned assumptions we will now
derive a contradiction. First, some small and helpful remarks:

(o) Between two neighbouring factors with y-containing kernels, we cannot re-
move the a-letters in the conjugators — otherwise, we could combine the two
factors into a single one, which would decrease the number of factors in con-
tradiction with (II).

(8) The characteristic letters of a kernel can never be absorbed with a neighbour-
ing kernel — because if both kernels have the same characteristic letters, then
one can in this case again remove the number of factors.

(7) No factor can have more than half of its a-letters and y-letters be absorbed by
the conjugators of a neighbouring factor; (this case occurs if and only if more
than half of the characteristic letters of the kernel of the conjugators of the
neighbouring factor are absorbed), because in this case we can reduce the
number of a-letters and y-letters — contradicting (I1D)°.

We now write R(a,b) = F1F5---Fj,. On the right-hand side all y-letters must
be eliminated. Absorption can only happen when two factors are merged together.
It is obviously not possible, after all absorptions between the kernels of each factor
have been carried out, that only characteristic letters remain, since then no further
absorptions would be possible, and yet some factors would contain y-letters in their
kernel, which would thus not be eliminated.

On the other hand: if one performs absorptions as far as possible at the point
where to factors touch (without worrying about the other places), then because of (53)
and ) we must have that in no kernel can more than half of its characteristic letters
be absorbed, and that, if any factor as a result of such a process will have all of its
characteristic letters absorbed, then these must be absorbed with the conjugators of
the neighbouring factors. Thus we have:

et Iy = ©®, where  contains more than half of the characteristic letters of the kernel Kéﬁ 2) (and

thus more than @), and let F; = T K{ﬂl)Tfl = @TlKiﬁl )T;lip_l (where on the right-hand side no
absorptions occur). Then we have:

_ 1 -1 L _ _ — —"
F = T1K§B1)T1 lp, = <p7'1K£’81)7'1 150 lop = vp(p 17'1)K§ﬁ1>(<p 17'1) 1= FQTQKéﬁz)TQ

where T2 contains fewer a- and y-letters than T5.
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There are factors whose a-letters and y-letters are absorbed in exactly equal parts
by the conjugators of their neighbouring factors. Such factors will be called “per-
mutable” on the basis of the following proposition:

If in I} F5 F} the factor F; is permutable, then Fy [y F3 = F,F,Fs = Fy, F3F, where
F'; and F3 are conjugates of F; resp. F3, containing equally many a- and y-letters as
Fy resp. F3.1% Thus: if a factor is permutable, then its neighbours are not."

We now only have to prove the following: we can, without violating the assump-
tions made, transform the right-hand side of (1) such that it does not contain any
permutable factors.

To do this, we will assume that the representation (1) not only satisfies the postu-
lates (I) to (III), but also that the representation:

(IV) contains a minimal number of factors,
and, among all possible representations satisfying this, choosing one for which:
(V) the first permutable factor has the smallest possible index.

Let now Fy. in Fy -+ Fp_oF,_1F,.F.4;--- F} be the first permutable factor. We
permute F,. with F,._; and obtain: R = Fj - -- FT_QFT-FT_lFrJ,_l ... Fy, (where F,_;
is a conjugate of F)._, which really contains both a-letters and y-letters). It is possible
that F). is now permutable again. If then another factor had not become permutable,
then (V) would have been violated. Therefore, since nothing else has changed and
F,_; cannot be permutable, I, ;; must be permutable.” But the same must be the
case if F; is not permutable, as otherwise (IV) would be violated.

Thus, when we permute F,.1; with F,_1, we have:

R= Fl o ‘Fr72FrFr+1?r71Fr+2 ce Fh.

Since F) 1 is no longer permutable!® we can proceed as above to deduce the existence
and permutability of F,. 5. But h is finite. Therefore, we have proved a contradiction,
and therefore also the non-existence of permutable factors. O

We have thus proved Lemma 1. The proof of Lemma 2 is carried out by the same
method, and we will therefore only provide a sketch of the proof.

2. Lemma 2. Again, we will return to representing the generating systems by a
single letter. We thus have

A)  {P.(a,z)=1} and (B) {Q.(a,y)=1}.
If from this a relation R(a) = 1 for a follows (which is not identically true), then we
have the following identity:

h
@) R(a) = [[ iK1
=1

10The proof is like the proof of (7).

117t cannot be the case that both Fy absorbs half of the a-letters and y-letters of the conjugator of F» and
that F» absorbs half of the a-letters and y-letters of the conjugator of F. Indeed, in the first case, the
conjugator of F> must contain more letters than F7, since it completely absorbs the latter and, moreover,
also absorbs letters from the kernel of F1. In the second case, analogous reasoning gives that /' must
contain more letters than F5.

12Hence, F41 exists.

13Because we assumed that in Py Fr_1F.Fy41 - the factor F. is permutable.
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where 8; = 1,2, and Ki(l)(a7 x) resp. KZ-Q)(a7 y) is equal to 1 on the basis of (A) resp.
(B). We make the following postulates for the representation of R in the right-hand
side of (2):

(I') No factor allows any absorptions.

(I') In the right-hand side of (2) there is a minimal number of factors.

(II') In the right-hand side of (2) there is a minimal number of z- and y-letters.
From the assumptions in the statement of the lemma it now follows: each kernel
K Z.(ﬁ ) contains, depending on whether 3; = 1 or = 2, either z-letters or y-letters, but
not both. The a-letters resp. y-letters, which appear in some kernel, are called the
characteristic letters of the corresponding factor.

Based on these assumptions, in the right-hand side of (2) there can only be absorp-
tions if two factors are merged, and it must not be the case that, after carrying out
all such absorptions, characteristic letters remain, since then in the right-hand side of
(2) not all x-letters or y-letters could be eliminated. We then proceed as in the proof
of Lemma 1; one has to only replace the words a- and y-letters by z- and y-letters,
respectively. O

§5. Generalization of Lemma 1. Related lemmas. Independence theorems.

The following results are associated to Lemmas 1 and 2; however, we will not use
them until the second part.

1. Generalization of Lemma 1. Let a,b,z,y be four systems of generators,
between which there are two systems of relations:

A) {P.(a,b,z) =1} and (B) {Q.,(b,x,y)=1}.
and if from (A) a system of relations follows between a and b, but no relation holds
for b alone, and if no relation for b and z alone follows from either (A) or (B) alone
— then all relations for a and b alone which follow from (A) and (B) follows from (A)
alone.

Proof. The proof of this is already contained' in the proof of Lemma 1; because in

h
1) R(a,b) = [[ Tk {P 1
i=1
B; = 1,2 Ki(l)(a,b7 x) = 1 on the basis of (A) and Ki(z)(b,x,y) = 1 on the basis
of (B)) on the right-hand side there can be no factor whose kernel contains y-letters,
when the postulates (I) to (V) are made (§4, Nr. 1); but by assumption all Kl-(Q)
contain y-letters, and therefore no K ,52) can appear whatsoever. O

2. Lemma 4. Consider four systems of generators, which we will represent by a single
generator each. We thus have a,b, x,y and two systems of relations between them:

(A1) {Pu(a,b,x) =1} and (By) {Qu(b,z) =1}

14The actual reason for this is as follows: when proving Lemma 1, one first proves — regardless of whether
from (A) a relation for a and b (in which a actually appears, as otherwise it is a relation for b and x)
follows — that, based on the other assumptions, the relations following from (B) are not needed. Since, by
assumption, from (A) no R = 1 follows, we are done.
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Suppose that from neither (A1) nor (B1) alone a relation for x follows, and suppose that all
relations between a and x which follow from (A1) are defined by the (possibly infinite) system
of relations (C;) {S,(a,x) = 1}.

Then the following holds: all relations R(a,b) = 1 between a and b which follow from
(A1) and (B1), follow already from (C,) and (By).

Proof. We have the identity
h
(11) R(a,b) = HTiKZ.(Bi)Tfl; Bi=1,2
i=1

where Ki(l)(a,x,y) is 1 on the basis of (A1), and KZ-(z)(b7 x) = 1 on the basis of (By).
Each K Z-(ﬂ ) contains, by assumption, a-letters or b-letters — but not both — or only
y-letters and no b-letters. The a-letters and y-letters resp. the b-letters, which appear
in the kernel Ki(ﬂ”) of a factor TiKi(ﬁ"')Tfl, are called characteristic letters of the

kernels resp. the factors. Just as in Lemma 1, we add the following postulates for the
right-hand side of the representation (1;):

(I') No factor allows any absorptions.
(I') In the right-hand side of (1;) there is the smallest number of factors.
(II") Of all representations of R with a minimal number of factors, the right-hand
side of (11) has a minimal number of a-, y-, and b-letters.

If we call a factor permutable when it can absorb at least half of its a-, y-, and b-letters
with the conjugator of its neighbouring factor, then we postulate further:

(IV’) Inthe right-hand side of (1;) there is a minimal number of permutable factors;
(V') and the first such permutable factor has the smallest possible index.

One can now show — word for word as in Lemma 1 —: no absorption is possible except
where two factors touch. If one performs all possible absorptions at one such place,
then no factor can have more than half of its a-, -, and y-letters be absorbed. Since
there are no permutable factors, it follows: if one performs all possible absorptions
in (11), then there will still remain characteristic letters in the kernel. Since there
can be no y-letters, it easily follows that: the right-hand side of (1;) contains, when

the postulates (I') to (V') hold, no y-letters'®. In particular, K i(”B ) therefore cannot

contain any such letters, and since R = 1 follows from Ki(’Bi) = 1, the lemma is
proved. O

3. The following Lemma 5 requires a new idea for its proof. If we are given three
systems of generators — which, in the sequel, will be denoted by a single generator —
say, a,b,t, and two systems of relations between them:

()  {P.(a,t) =1} and B)  {Q.(b,t) =1}
Suppose that from neither of these systems alone does a relation for ¢ alone, or a
relation for a or b alone, follow; but that both together result in a relation R(a,b) = 1.

15Proof Indeed, by the above reasoning, the y-letters in each factor must be absorbed by the conjugators
of the neighbouring factors; thus, if some factor contains a y-letter, then this is also true of the conjugators
of all other factors. But 77 and T{l do not contain any y-letters, as these cannot be cancelled.
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We have the identity

h
(1,) R(a,b) = [[ ik ("1

i=1

with 8; = 1,2 and Ki(l)(a,t) =1 on the basis of («), and Kl@(b, t) = 1 on the basis
of (8). Each K i(ﬁi) contains, by assumption, either a-letters or d-letters, but not both.

If we call the a- resp. b-letters as the characteristic letters of Ki(l) resp. Ki(Q), then we
have the following on the basis of the often used reasoning in the proof of Lemma 1:

(I) The right-hand side of (12) has its factors TiKi(Bi)Ti_1 chosen such that when all
possible absorptions between each factor is performed, then there remain characteristic
letters in the kernels. Furthermore, we postulate:

(II) If the right-hand side of (12) is chosen such that (I) holds, then at least one
of the expressions Ki(ﬁi) is obtained from a word A(a)©(t) resp. B(b)O(t)
by conjugation (A, B,© are, respectively, words over a,b,t, which are not
identically 1), or, stated otherwise: from () or (3) a relation A~ (a) = O(t)
resp. B~1(b) = O(t) follows.

And finally it follows directly from (I) that:

(IIT) If (I) holds, then the number of kernels Ki(l) resp. Ki(Q) in the right-hand side (12)
is less than or equal to the number of a- resp. b-letters in R(a,b), when this is written
such that no absorptions are possible.

Number (III) is used in the case that R consists of only a- and b-letters (§7). All
that remains to be proved is (II). We do this in the following way: because of the
assumption of the validity of (I), we know that upon performing all absorptions in
the right-hand side of (1), no more t-letters can appear there, and one may also
make the assumption that in the right-hand side of (1) the number of factors is
the least possible, since this assumption can always be made by the very existence
of a representation of the right-hand side of (1) satisfying (I). We now define: if
one performs all possible absorptions at a place where two factors meet (where both
factors contain tletters in their kernels!), and there remains from the kernel of the
second only a word A;(a)O(t) resp. B1(A)O1(t) (where ©; = 1 is possible, but by (I)
this is not possible for A; or B;), then we say that the second factor is “destructively
absorbed” into the first. We now prove: when no kernel is a conjugate of a word
A(a)O(t) resp. B(b)O(t), and when the ith factor is not destructively absorbed into
the (i — 1)st, then the (i + 1)st factor is not absorbed into the ith factor. With this
we will be done, because by assumption the first factor does not have a kernel of the
form A;(a)O(t) resp. B1(b)©1(t), and since the last factor cannot be destructively
absorbed, we must in this case have that there must remain ¢-letters on the right-
hand side of (12) even after performing all possible absorption, which contradicts
our assumptions. Hence — to prove the above statement — let F;_;, F;, F;; be three
consecutive factors in the right-hand side of (12). The kernel of F; really contains a.
If one performs all possible absorptions on the boundary between F;_; and Fj, then
there remains in F; a piece S; of the following form:

Si = Ap(a)O1(t)A1(a)O2(t)As(a, t)Ti_la

where T; is the conjugator of F;, Ay0;A4;02A2 belongs to the kernel of Ki(ﬁi), and
©; and A; are not = 1. In ®1A1®2A2Tifl(EHKﬂ'ﬁlﬂ;ﬁ) both ©5 and A; must
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absorb with T;, 1'%, since K i(ffl“) cannot have any of its characteristic letters absorb

with KZ-(B i), and one can thus in this case reduce the number of factors. If ©; is also
fully absorbed with T}, 1, then we are done'®. In the case that ©; entirely or partially
is absorbed with K}f’f’l), we proceed as follows: since K;f’fﬂ is not a conjugate of

AO© resp. BO, it can be written as:

Kl(flfl) = @1C1@202H,
where ©; and O, are words over ¢, C; and C, are over @ or b (corresponding to
whether ;41 = 1 or = 2), and H (which is possibly = 1) is written over ¢ and a
resp. b. The word K}fﬁ*l) must begin with ¢-letters, because otherwise ©; cannot
be absorbed. But even if O is completely absorbed with ©1, then, as we can see,

K i(f’i“) cannot be destructively absorbed. O

Second Part:
Applications of the Freiheitssatz

Even though the Freiheitssatz seems almost trivial, it is nevertheless an extraordinarily
powerful tool, as will be seen in the following sections.

§6. Equivalent relations. Primitive elements.
A strong form of the Freiheitssatz.

1. Preliminary remark: the “strong form”. To use the Freiheitssatz, it is first useful to
express it in the following form, which we will make constant use of in the sequel.

Given generators: by, by, ...,by and ¢, and a system of relations between them:
So(c; boy ... b)) =1
(1) ..................... K S ]\47
Syv—x(Cby—k,...,bp) =1

where the S, written cyclically, admit no absorptions, and each \S; really contains the
generators b; and b; . Then we have: if 0 < H < L < M are integers, and if from
(1) there follows a relation for ¢ and by, ..., by, alone, then this relation follows from
the relations in (1) which only contain c and by, ..., by.

The proof of this is as follows: if the system (1) consists of only a single relation,
then this is just the statement of the Freiheitssatz. Using the generalization of Lemma 1
(85) and complete induction, the claim made follows in general by using exactly the
same proof idea by which Lemma 3 (§3) is derived from Lemma 1 (§3). Note also
that the Freiheitssatz in the above form remains true even if one replaces the generator
¢ by a system of generators ¢y, ¢, .. .. O

2. Egquivalent relations. It is now not difficult to prove the following theorem: if
Ri(ay,as2,...,a,) = 1 and Ra(aq,...,a,) = 1 are two relations over the generators
ai,...,an such that Ry = 1 follows from Ry = 1, and vice versa, then we have: Ry is
conjugate to Ry. We say that Ry = 1 and Ry = 1 are equivalent.

15"’Indeed, ©1 must also be absorbed somehow.

1645 can be seen from the form of K;f?” that we are about to present.
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The proof of the above statement is by complete induction in the following manner:
if Ry or Ry only contain a single generator, then the theorem is an immediate con-
sequence of the Freiheitssatz. More generally — slightly modified — the words R; and
Ry are, cyclically rewritten, identical, and we conclude further: when the theorem is
true for all pairs of equivalent relations P; = 1, P, = 1, for which P; resp. P, which
when cyclically written!’ contain fewer letters than Ry resp. R, cyclically written!’,
then it also holds for the pair B; =1, Ry = 1.

Proof. We have two identities:
h

2) Ry = [[TRST (e = +1)
=1
b 1

2 Ry = [[TiRYT, (& = +1).
=1

By abelianizing it follows that R; and R has the same exponent sum in all generators.
Since R; and Rj, written cyclically, admit no absorptions, R; contains precisely the
same generators that really appear in Ry, and vice versa. (Freiheitssatz.) Suppose a;
appears in both R; and ?;. We may assume that a; has exponent sum zero R; (and
hence also in Ry). This is because: if in ; only a; appears, then we are done (see
the above). If in R; some other generators appear, then if one of them has exponent
sum zero, then we call this a;. Otherwise, in R; there are two generators, say a; and
a2, which have non-zero exponent sums s; resp. s. If we perform the substitution
a; = b7 %, ag = bj'by, the number of as,as,...-letters in Ry will be equal to the
number of by, ag,...-letters after the introduction of the letters b; and by, and b
has in R; exponent sum zero'®. We now denote by resp. by by a; and as. We set
a{{al,al_K = a, i for v = 2,...,n and all integers K. This changes the words R;
resp. Ry into words Pi(...,a, k,...) resp. Po(...,ay, k,...), which contain fewer
letters than 12y resp. Ry. For all integer A, we set:

Pl(...,a,y,](_i_)\,...) = PL)\
Po(... ankqn, ... ) = Pa.

If we let ¢; resp. 7; be the exponent sum of a; in T} resp. T}, then the identities (2)

and (2) become:

h
(3) Pig= HTiP;'itiT[l
i=1
" = 1
(§) P210 = HTlple’lﬂTl_ s
=1

where the 7; and T'; are words in the a,, r. Using the strong form of the Freiheitssatz
it follows™ that there is some )y such that Pio=1and P, =1 (resp. P9 =1
and P, _), = 1) are equivalent relations. Thus we are done, since we assumed by

17Here it is assumed that the considered words, when cyclically written, admit no absorptions.

18The fact that this substitution in R could introduce more b;-letters than there were a1-letters does not
matter, since we will conjugate by by later.

19There must be a Py \, which (by (3)) which only contains generators that occur in P o, and by (3) there
must be a P, which contains only generators occurring in P o. From this it follows that all generators
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induction that the theorem holds for P, g = 1, P, ), = 1, and so it immediately also
follows for Ry =1, Ry = 1. O

3. Roots of aba='b~1. As a further application of the Freiheitssatz, we will prove
a familiar theorem®® on the automorphisms of the free group on two generators. If
a and b are generators of a free group, then two words o and 5 on a and b form a pair of
connected primitive elements (i.e. they can be considered as new generators), when identically
in a,b we have:

(4) afa”p7t = Taba 6T~ 1.

The proof of this result is done using the following theorem: a root of aba=*b~1 is either
a primitive element or a conjugate of aba~1b~1. The proof of this goes as follows: if R = 1
is a root of aba~'b~!, then we have two possible cases: (1) the letter b has exponent
sum zero in R. In this case, we set b*ab~* = aj. By the often used conclusion we have:
if R is rewritten over the ag, as P(...,ag,...), then aoafl = 1 follows from a finite
number of the relations of the system: P(...,ax,...) =1,P(...,a541,...) =1,....
The strong form of the Freiheitssatz now gives: if P, written cyclically, does not allow
for any absorptions, then either aoal_l = 1 follows from a relation P(ag,a;) = 1, or
from two relations P(ag) = 1, P(a;) = 1. The second case gives P(ag) = aZ' and
R =Ta*'T~1, and thus: R is a conjugate of a*!.

The first case thus gives, when we set aoal_l = bg,a; = by: that by = 1 follows
from Q(bg,b;) = 1 (where Q(bg,b1) = P(ag,a1)). From the Freiheitssatz we have
Q = TobF'Ty ', and hence:

P =T (apa; )Ty, R=Taba b7 1T,

The case when both a and b have a non-zero exponent sum in R can be reduced to
this first case. Indeed, if s; resp. sy denotes the exponent sum of a resp. b in R, and
we let d be the greatest common denominator of s; and s3, then we can from the
coprime numbers o1 = % and 03 = *? find a pair of connected primitive elements
and §, such that v has exponent sum o} resp. o in a resp. b.*! Since v6y 167! =1
is a root of aba~'b~! = 1, and vice versa, it holds that: if one expresses I? in v and

which appear in P; o also appear in P, and hence P; o = 1 follows from P 5, = 1 alone. The exact
analogue follows also for the reverse.

2(2]. Nielsen, Math. Annalen 78 (1917). The theorem comes from Herr Dehn. The proof given in the text is
the one he originally intended.

21Prooﬁ We may assume o1 > o2 > 0; other cases are trivial or can be reduced to this case. We set

01 =njog + o3 where 0< o3 < o9
o2 = n203 + 04 ? 0< o4 <o3

»

ot =ntoty1 +1 0<otye <oty

Ot41 = N1 - 1 7 op42 = 1.
Then Z—f is equal to the continued fraction ﬁ; we now recursively define
1t
Mg
Y1 =10 [y2 =720 Yig1 =7, T8
=0 b2 =m Siv1 ="

fori=1,2,...,t and set
Y= Vet 6= Giqa.
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§, i.e. if R(a,b) = P(v,6), then P(v,8) = 1 is a root of v6y~16~! = 1. Since 6 has
exponent sum zero in P, is hence from the first part of the proof P a conjugate of v,
and hence a primitive element.

Now it is easy to prove that (4) holds if and only if o and +y are connected primitive
elements. First: if o and (3 are connected primitive elements, then afa~!371 = 1
implies that the group is abelian; and hence aba~1b~! = 1 holds, and since aBa 15~}
has exponent sum zero in a and b, it is a conjugate of aba~'b~!. On the other hand:
if @ and 3 are two words such that

— = 151
4) afa'f " =T(aba o 1Tt

then either @ or J is a primitive element, since both are roots of aba~'b~1 = 1, and
both cannot be a conjugate of aba~'b~'.2> Thus, @ is a primitive element, and will
henceforth be denoted «. It remains to show that [ is a primitive element connected

to it. We choose a primitive element 3 connected to o. Then B is a word in o and S,
and the identity (4) becomes the following identity in o and j3:

(5) ozBoFlB_l =Tafa 171771
Let s be the exponent sum of « in 3, and t that of a in T If we set o a5 = B,

then the identity (5) becomes an identity in the S as:
=—1 1

(6) Bl Brsrs- B (onsBrrn) =TB 87T,

where E( o BEy ) = B
As one can immediately see, one cannot on the left-hand side 0£ (6) — when one

writes it cyclically — delete the first letter with the last; because if B( B

=1 _
begins with 8, then 8 (..., 0k, ...) ends with Bgil. Hence we either have T'= 1
or T = B or T = B!}, whence it follows that: 3 = a1 3¥1a"2, where s1 + 55 = s.
Since o and 3 are connected primitive elements, the same is also true of a and 3. [

§7. Examples of finding all roots of a given word

1. Preliminary remarks: The roots of aba~'b~! could be determined relatively easily,
since commutativity of the generators is a characteristic (of a particular type that is
independent of the presentation) property of the group. The word aba='b~' has
infinitely many pairwise non-conjugate roots; this is essentially due to the fact that
aba~1b~! has exponent sum zero in a and b, so that the exponent sums of a and b in
the roots of aba~'b~! have no essential restrictions.

By contrast, in the following examples we will treat roots of a “simple” word, in
which a or b has non-zero exponent sum. Our treatment can only be carried out in
full in very special cases, e.g. the question of the roots of a?b? (where p is a prime
number), or a2b??.

The tools used in the sequel can be used in other cases, too, but are insufficient to
deal with the general case.

2. The approach: We are seeking the roots of a"b". Weset@a=ab ™ and b= b~".
(We may assume that m # 0,n # 0, as otherwise everything is trivial). Each root

220ne sees this immediately when one sets bEab—K = ag (for K = 0,+1,...) and (4), transforms into
an identity in the ax and makes it abelian.
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of @b corresponds to one of [ab~™]"b~™", although not vice versa’®. The word
W = (ab~™)™b~™" has exponent sum zero in b, although not in a; the same is hence
also true of every root R of W. In the sequel, we will only consider those roots R
of W which admit no absorption when written cyclically; conjugates of such words
should not be listed specifically; and similarly if two roots are inverses of one another,
then we will only list one.

The word R(a, b) becomes, when we set ax =
Q(...,ax,...). Wethen have that

W = apamazm - - - Gmyn—1) =1

follows from finitely many relations Qx = Q(...,ax+x,...) = 1 (with A = 0,+1,...).
By the strong form of the Freiheitssatz we have only to consider those Q) in which the ar
with 0 < K < m(n — 1) appear. If we assume (without loss of generality) that in Qg

bEab~E for all integers K, a word

at most ag, a1, ..., as appear (and ag and a, really do appear), then the relation
1) agQm, *** Ap(n—1) = 1 follows from

Q(ag,a1,...,as) =1

Qa1,a2,...,a541) =1

m(n—1)+1—s relations
over m(n — 1)+ 1 generators.

Q(am(nfl)fsv s 7am(n71)) =1

The existence of an identity

h
(3) A0 -+ U1y = | [ TQ T

i=1
where ¢;; = £1 and [; is a number in the sequence 0,1,...,m(n — 1) — s, has
already been used; and to make statements about the exponent sums of ao,...,as

in Qo, we set: Zl e;; = e; (where ¢; is, so to speak, the exponent sum of (); in
the right-hand side of (3)); if we now denote the exponent sum of ax in @)y (where
K =0,1,...,s) by di (which is then equal to the exponent sum of ax; in Q;) and

1 form |3 .
set ¢; = . (where ¢; is the exponent sum of a; (for 0 < i < m(n — 1))
0 otherwise

in agQy, * +* m(n—1)), then from (3) by abelianizing it follows that:

(4) = Y eadi

0<i—I<s

fori =0,1,...,m(n — 1) — s. The ¢; are known. We want to find all integer solutions
e;,dy to (4); we can do this easily using the following remark: the equations (4)
are necessary and sufficient conditions for the following to be identically true in the
variable z:

m(n—1) m(n—1)—s s
(5) Z 2t = Z elzl {Z dkzk} .
=0 =0 k=0

3Since it is important to reduce the question of the roots of a}'b]"* to a question of the roots of a word in
which one generator has exponent sum zero, we could have written a and b as words over some primitive
words a2 (a, b) and ba(a, b), so that in a7b* = W (az, b2) the letter by has exponent sum zero. However,
in this case W will become intractably complicated.
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The left-hand side is the polynomial

mn _ 1

moy2moy oy mn-1) 2 T
1+2M4+ 2"+ +z T

We thus obtain restrictions both for the number s as well as the exponent sums of
Jmn_

ao, . ..,as in Qp by the condition: > ;_, dp2"* is a divisor ofﬁ. Since the dj, are
integers, there are only finitely many integral solutions to (4). Unfortunately, it is
not possible to prove that for every solution of (4) there are only a finite number of
systems of relations (2) from which (1) follows. On the other hand, it may well be that
for a given solution to (4) (i.e. a system (2) that is “possible in the abelianization”)
there is no system of relations (2) from which (1) follows.

The main tool of this section will be the following result:

3. Main Lemma: If from the system (2) (in Nr. 2) the relation (1) follows, then ag
and a, only occur once in QQao,...,as). (Note that @, written cyclically, admits no
absorptions). To prove this, the following remark suffices: if the relation (1) follows
from (2), then from the system (2) on the generators ag, a1, - - - , Gmn:

®)

the relation

1) aglpy, =1

follows. This is because from (2) follows not only agam, - - am—1) = 1 but also
@2 - - Gmn = 1, and from this we hence have (1). Now we have to show: if the
relation (1) follows from (2), then ag and a, appear only once in Qo = Q(ao, - - ., as).
To prove this, we use the lemmas from §5.

First of all, from Lemma 4, in the case that s > 0 (if s = 0 all is trivial), it follows:
all relations for ag and a,,, which follow from (2), are obtained from Qp_s =
Q(@mn—s, .-, amn) = 1 and the relations for ag and a;p—s,. - ., Gmn—1 Obtainable
from Qo = Q(ag,...,as) =1, ..., Qmn-s—1 = Q(@mn—s—1,--+,0mn-1) = 1, and
can be denoted by S,.(ag, Gmn—s,- -+ Gmn_1) = 1 (where r = 0,1,2,...).2* Each
relation S, = 1 actually contains the letter ao.

24 Proof: We identify

in Lemma 4, §6  with in the current case

a ? ao

b 7 Amn

x 7 Amn—sy -+ Amn—1

) 7 at,...,0mn—s—1
the system (A1) ? Qo=1,...,Q0mn-s—1=1
the system (B1) ? Qmn—s = 1.

That the assumptions of Lemma 4 hold follows easily from the strong form of the Freiheitssatz.



28 W. MAGNUS

We now use Lemma 5 from §5, by identifying:

in Lemma 5, §6 with in the current case
a 7 ag
b " Amn
R(a,b) " apa,},
l K Omn—ss -+ -5 Amn—1
the system (c) 7 the system S, =1
the system (53) ? the relation Q),,,,,_s = 1.

Then by (III) in Lemma 5 we have: there is some relation in the system S, = 1, say,
Sy, = 1, such that for some suitable choice of signs:

—1\+1 _ 1 —1p AL —1
(aOamn)i = TIS;‘; (a07 Amn—sy -+ > amnfl)T1 T2an73T2 )

where Q,,,,—s(@mn—s;---,amn) = 1 follows from Q,,,_s = 1. By abelianizing it
follows that ag in S,,, and @, in @Q,,,_,, must have exponent sum +1 or —1. By
using (II) of Lemma 5, it now follows: either ay appears in S,, only once, or amy
appears in Q,,,_. only once. By a direct consideration of absorptions, it is easily
seen that from one the other follows. Hence, a,,,, appears only once in Q
Q,n—s is a primitive element. Since Q.. is a root of Q,,,,_s,
a conjugate of Q,,,,_,. From this, it follows that a,,, only appears once in Q.
In exactly the same way, we see that ag only appears once in ()y. Because of the
“isomorphy” of the relations (2), it hence follows: in each relation ¢); = 1 (where
t=0,...,mn — s) the letters a; and a,s appear exactly once. O

; hence

mn—s>

it is consequently

4. Applications. To use the aforementioned remark, we will use the following nota-
tion: if one is searching for the relation systems (2) from which (1) follow, then the
exponent sums dj of the ay in Qo will satisfy the conditions (4); we express this by

do d1 d

saying that: Qo is = ay’aj" - - - a%* in the abelianization.

4.a) First example. To find the roots of a2’ (where p is a prime), we proceed as
follows: we set @ = ab™™®, b = b—2. The roots of ab?ab?b=?? = abPab~P are found,
once we set b*ab~* = a;, and we seek the system

Qag,...,as) =1
Qap—s,...,ap) =1
from which aga, = 1 follows. According to the divisors with integer coefficients
of 27 4 1, the word Q(ay, .. .,as) is in the abelianization = ai' or = (aga;)*' or
= (apay tag - af}l or = (apa,)*!.
Since ag and as only occur once in Q(ag,...,as), we thus have that either Qy =
at! or Qo = (apar)*! resp. (a1ao)*!, or else QT is a conjugate of

Wo =aoHi(a1, ..., ap—2)ap—1Ha(ar,...,ap_2).
Hence, from W, = 1 and from

Wy =a1Hi(ag,...,ap—1)apHs(as,...,ap—1) =1
the relation aga, = 1 follows, and so we must have

Hl(ah. . .)ap,ng(al, .. ) = Hfl(a27. . .)a;ngl(ag,. . )
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But we can now easily, by considering possible absorptions, establish that this is
not possible. In this case, there is hence no possible () associated to a solution to
(4). If instead Qo is in the abelianization = (aga,)*?!, then we consider aga, as a
new generator (for example together with a; to a,), and find Q¢ = (aoap)i1 resp.
= (apag)**.

Hence: the roots of ab?ab™? are given as follows: a = 1; or abab™! = 1; or
abPab™ = 1. From 1 = abab~' and abPab P = 1, for p # 2 we have the roots

=1 _ - — -
(@ * )2b =1 resp. a*b’ =1 of a*0"; however, to a = 1 belong no roots of a2b". For
p = 2 we have from abab~' = 1 no roots of %", but from a = 1 resp. ab?ab™2 = 1

— =2
we have the roots @b = 1 resp. @%b = 1.

4.b) Similar examples. By very similar methods we can find all pairwise non-
. 219k k .
conjugate roots of a“b* , a?b” and similar words.
5. Simple, unsolved problems. Even the simple question of finding the roots of
ab®a=1b=% which have exponent sum zero in b, is not simple to answer: indeed,

we should have

Q(a07"'aa4):1
aoaﬁ_l = 1 following from ¢ Q(a1,...,a5) =1
Q(ag,...,ag)zl

(And Qg is = agasay in the abelianization), and so we first of all — in contrast to the
previous example — from one solution to (4) get {wo non-conjugate and non-inverse
solutions Q9 = apaza4 and Qo = azapa4, and second, using the previous method
we have not been able to prove that there is not an infinite number of other such
solutions. We must here, for example, be able to prove that a; appears exactly once

in Qo.

Appendix:
§8. Remarks on groups with two defining relations

Let a,b,c,... be generators, and Ry (a,b,c,...) =1, Ra(a,b,c,...) =1 be the defin-
ing relations of a group. We can — as in the case of a one-relator group — as questions
about the words W (a, b, c,...) which are equal to 1 on the basis of Ry =1, Ry =1
(the identity problem), or ask to find all relation pairs Ry = 1, R2 = 1 on the basis
of which a given word W is equal to 1 (the root problem). The solutions of these
problems only provide something new if they cannot be reduced to the question: to
find those (individual) relations R = 1 on the basis of which W becomes equal to 1.
(This is the root problem associated to one-relator groups.) Such a reduction of the
aforementioned problem is possible, for example, when W = 1 follows from the pair
of relations (1) {R; = 1, Ry = 1} by virtue of the fact that W = 1 already follows
from Ry = 1 (or Ry = 1) alone; in general, such a reduction is possible when the
pair of relations R; = 1, Ry = 1 is, in a sense to be specified, “equivalent” to a pair
of relations (1') {R} = 1, R, = 1}, such that W = 1 follows from either R} = 1 or
R}, = 1 alone. The relation pairs (1) and (1) will be said to be equivalent, if the
existence of (1) implies the existence of (1’), and vice versa.
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By analogy with the terminology of the theory of integral algebraic numbers, a
pair of relations (1), when it is not equivalent to a pair (1’) from which W = 1 follows
from R} = 1 alone, will be called an “ideal root” of W. Before we introduce the
questions related to finding ideal roots, it may be appropriate to make a remark about
the question of when two pairs of relations are equivalent, since this question, by the
above discussion, is important if one wants to decide whether a given pair of relations
(1) is an ideal root of W. The corresponding question which arose in our treatment of
one-relator groups (to decide when two relations are equivalent) was solved in §6 of the
second part solved using the Freiheitssatz. The “natural” generalization of the result
thereby obtained (equivalent relations are obtained from one another by conjugacy)
would thus be the following theorem: equivalent pairs of relations are obtained from
one another by the following process: if B; = 1 and R, = 1 are the original relations,
then we form — by analogy with the formation of connected primitive elements from
the original generators? — the expressions:

| =T RF'TT TRy Ty
R, =TR,T™' (resp. R, =TR, T ")

The pair of relations Rf = 1, R, = 1 is then said to be equivalent with the pair
R; = 1,Rs = 1, and the presumed theorem would say that, all pairs Rf =1, R, =1
obtained from R, = 1, Ry = 1 by repeating this procedure, gives all pairs of relations
equivalent to B; = 1, Ry = 1. Currently, there is no known way to prove this. The
connection between the question of equivalent pairs of relations and the question of
the ideal roots of a word W emerges when we ask for the ideal roots of the “easiest”
word, the generators, i.e. when we set W = a. Indeed, here we have the conjecture
that a does not possess any ideal roots, i.e. that every pair of relations #; =1, Ry =1
from which a = 1 follows, is equivalent to a pair: a = 1, R = 1, one of whose relations
is a = 1. This conjecture is thus a generalization of the theorem proved in the first
part, which says that P = Ta*'T~! whenever a = 1 follows from P = 1. Here it
is notable, that some powers of a possess ideal roots; for a®> we have the following
b’ =1

example: from (2) {b . follows a3 = 1; indeed, we have

ab~! =a
bab=? = b(bab )b~ = ba 20! = (bab )T = a? = b%ab 2 = a.

The group defined by (2) is the symmetric group Ss1 of permutations on three sym-
bols.? It should now be shown that there is no presentation of Ss equivalent to (2)
can be obtained from a pair of relations (2') {a®> = 1,Q(a,b) = 1}. (A presentation
from {a = 1,Q(a,b) = 1} is out of the question, since a is not equal to 1). If we
denote by « resp. S the exponent sum of a resp. b in (), then we must have, if (2') is
to be equivalent to (2), by a frequently used way have to solve following equations in
integers Ay, ...:

A +ad =0 3ur + aps = —1
BAz =2 Bz = 0.

25] Nielsen, Math. Annalen 78 (1917).
26T his presentation of S3; comes from the work of G. A. Miller, “Finite groups, which may be defined by
two operators satisfying two conditions”, American Journal of Math. 31 (1909).
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By X2 = 2 we have Ay # 0 and @ = 0 (mod 3), and this is a contradiction to
3u1 + ape = —1. In this example, it should be noted that (2) defines a finite, non-
cyclic group. Since in finite groups a power of each generator is always equal to 1, it
is logical to look for ideal roots of powers of generators among pairs of relations that
yield finite, non-cyclic groups. In fact, for example, the following pairs of relations
for any integer n and for m = 2,3,4,5: (3) a® = b%; (ab)™b>" = 1 always yields a
finite non-cyclic group; the previous presentation (3) arises from the investigations of
Herr Dehn on three-dimensional manifolds that arise from knots. Indeed, depending
on whether m = 2,3,4 or 5, the element a® = b3 generates a normal cyclic subgroup
of order |3n + 5| resp. |4n + 10| resp. |6n + 20| resp. |12n + 50|. The factor group of
this normal subgroup is then respectively the group Ssi, the tetrahedral, octahedral,
resp. icosahedral group. In fact, the pair of relations (3) for the different words over
n and m yields ideal roots for different powers of b or a; however, using the pair of
relations (3), nor anywhere else, I have not been able to find ideal roots of a2, so that
at least the possibility remains that other than a itself, a” has no ideal roots for some
exponent n > 1.

Finally, there is one more problem, which we could equally well have stated at the
beginning of this section: the question of when a group with generators a,b,c,...
and relations Ry = 1, Ry = 1 is essentially two-relator, i.e. whether the group is not
isomorphic to any other group which can be defined by one (or no) relations. This
occurs, for example, when R; is a root of Ry; — and to decide whether this is the case
or not, is in general unsolved.

Received 30 December 1929.

Note added in proof: I have now noticed that the common core of Lemmas 1-4 (§§3 and 5) is the same as
the theorem of O. Schreier on the “Existence of the free products with amalgamated subgroups” (0. Schreier,
“The subgroups of free groups”, Abh. aus d. Seminar d. Hamburgischen Universitit 5 (1927), p. 161). This
theorem can be beneficially used in the place of Lemmas 1, 2, 3 (83) in the proof of the Freiheitssatz. 1
will expand on this in future work. In the work by Schreier just quoted, the theorem of §2, No. 2 is also
derived; I had taken it from an elaboration of the lecture by Dehn mentioned in the introduction.
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§1.

Introduction and statement of the results.

In what follows we will apply methods which were introduced by M. Dehn in his
treatment of fundamental problems in the theory of infinite discontinuous groups.
First, we will in §3 prove a theorem on the automorphism group of Listing’s knot,
namely that al/l automorphisms of this group arise as automorphisms of the kind
given by Dehn in his work “On the two trefoil knots”. The proof will be carried out
by assigning the automorphisms to transformations of a binary quadratic form into
itself? via substitutions with determinant +1 and integer coefficients.

Second, we will in §4 solve the identity problem for all groups with two generators
a,band the defining relation a®1b%1a®2b%2 = 1; that is, we will give a procedure which
decides, in a finite number of steps, whether a given expression in the generators is
equal to the identity element or not. We will, as part of this, make essential use of
the theorem by O. Schreier® on the “existence of free products with amalgamated
subgroups” of two groups. Thus far, the identity problem has only been solved (other
than in special cases) when the defining relation is a “binomial” a®b” equal to the
identity.*

Third, we will in §5 give a short proof for a theorem (based on unpublished results
by M. Dehn) on the subgroups of the modular group; which we can easily state here:
each subgroup of the modular group contains a free normal subgroup, the quotient
group of which is a cyclic group of order 1,2,3, or 6. The proof of this is based on
proving in particular: the commutator group of the modular group is a free group

M. Dehn, On the two trefoil knots, Math. Annalen 75 (1914), p. 412.
2Up to a factor of £1.
30. Schreier, The subgroups of free groups. Abhandlungen aus dem Matematischen Seminar der Hamburgis-
chen Universitit 5, Leipzig 1927, p. 161 ff.
4See H. Gieseking, Analytic investigation on topological groups, Ph. D. thesis, Miinster 1912.
32
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on two generators (from which it follows, incidentally, that all free groups can be
realized, in an easily specified manner, as subgroups of the modular group).

The methods required for the proofs are explained in detailed in an article on
“discontinuous groups with one defining relation”, but nevertheless we will briefly go
through these tools in §2 (without proofs). The main result of the cited article, being
the so-called Freiheitssatz, is perhaps mostly dispensable in the following, since this
result, being also rather difficult to prove, is not used here in its full generality, but in
any case the methods devised for its proof will be used extensively here.

Sections 3, 4, and 5 can be read independently of one another.

§2.
The method.
Theorem 1. Let G be any group given via generators a, b, c, ... and some relations holding
between them:
Ri(a,b,c,...) =1 (t=1,2,...)

Let W(a,b,c,...) be an expression in the generators (a “word”) which is equal to 1 on the
basis of the defining relations R; = 1. Then W can be transformed by using insertions and
deletions of aa™1,bb™1, ... into an expression of the form

TR T ' To R Ty - T R T
where theeq, ... e are £1, and i1 to iy, are arbitrary natural numbers. The T are arbitrary
expressions in the generators. We write this in abbreviated form as:
k
W= H T\RTY! (= is called “identical”.)
A=1

Theorem 2. Ifin the group G{a,b,c,...; R;(a,b,c,... L: 1} the word W (a, b,c,...)
is equal to 1, then W is (furthermore) equal to 1 in the group G with the generatorsa, b, c, ...

and the relations R; = 1 of G together with some new relations R, = 1 (the group G is a
quotient group of G).

In particular, in what follows the addition of ab = ba, ac = ca,bc = cb, ... as rela-
tions, which we call the abelianization of the group in question, will play an important
role. When doing this, we will use the concept of the exponent sum; if W is a word in

the generators a,b,c,... and W is written as a1 pPren . q@2pPer L q@npPnen
then o = ay + g + - - - o, is called the exponent sum of a in W (of course, some or
all of the exponents «ay,...,®, can be zero). Exponent sums are invariants under

identical transformations. It then follows immediately by abelianizing: if W is identi-
cally 1 (that is, it is equal to 1 in the free group generated by a, b, ¢, ...), then W has
exponent sum zero in all generators a, b, ¢, .. .. This results in the following:

1. Application of Theorem 2. Let G be a group with two generators a,b and
one defining relation R(a,b) = 1 (abbreviated G{a,b, R(a,b) = 1}). Suppose R has
exponent sum g; resp. g2 in the generator a resp. b. Suppose the word W (a, b) over
a and b has exponent sum zero « resp. 3 in a resp. b, and that it is equal to 1 on the

SCrelle’s Journal 163 (1930), p. 141.
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basis of @ = 1. By Theorem 1 we identically have

k
W= H T\RD Ty (ex = £1)
A=1

By abelianizing, it follows that

k k
a=01-Y ex, B=02) er
A—1 A=1

and consequently, in the case that & = 0 and g; # 0, that

k
ZE)\ =0.
A=1

In this case, W = 1 follows from the relations R-a =a- R and R-b =b- R. Indeed,
1774 E(TlRelTl—lRfsl)Rsl (T2R€2T2—1R*€2)R*€1 . R€1+€2 (T3 . R*63) .
. R51+52+‘“+5k—1 (TkRska—lR—ek) CRTE1T k- R61+“'+5k .

By assumption, however, &1 + - -+ + ¢ = 0, so R°*T ¢t = 1, and from Ra = aR
and Rb = bR it follows that T\ R** = R**T) (for A =1,...,k), and hence also

RovHFOCL (T RATTIR™Y) . R (Bt Hea-1) —
for \=2,3,...,k.

Generalizing this to groups with more generators and relations is easily done; for
later (§856) we will make a remark: if in the modular group, which is defined by the
generators a, b and the relations a*> = b3 = 1, a word W (a, b), which has exponent
sum zero in g and in b, is equal to 1, then WV is also equal to 1 on the basis of the
relations a?ba=2b~! =1 and b%ab3a~! = 1.

For §4 the following:

2. Application of Theorem 2 is important. If in a group
G(a,b,c,...;Ri(a,b,c,...)=1)

all R; have exponent sum zero in a, then a word W (a, b, ¢, . ..) which has a non-zero
exponent sum zero in a cannot be equal to 1 in G. To solve the identity problem for
such a group G it is therefore enough to solve the identity problem in the subgroup
H, of G consisting of all words which have exponent sum zero in a. The following
two theorems are concerned with subgroups of such a type H,:

Theorem 3. Let G be the free group on the generators a,b,c, . ... We set
a*ba"* = by, aFeaF =¢y, ... forall k =0,£1,....

Then we have: the (normal) subgroup H,, of G, consisting of all words which have exponent
sum zero in a, is generated by the by, cp, ... (k = 0,£1,%2,...), and furthermore is free
on these generators.

(In particular, the free group on two generators contains a normal subgroup on
infinitely many generators). Combining Theorem 1 and Theorem 3 now yields:
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Theorem 4. ° Suppose that in G{a,b,c,...; Ri(a,b,c,...) = 1} all R; have exponent
sum zero in a. Consider the subgroup H, consisting of all words which have exponent sum
zero in a. Its generators are, by Theorem 3, given by

d"va™F = by, decaF = ¢y,

By assumption, we can write the R; over the by, cy, . ... Let the result of this be

Ri(a,b,c,. . ) = Ri(bk17bk2a .. -7bk,,;cl17~ s Clgy )
Then all relations of H, are given by

Ri(bkygny -y Dk Xs Cligns - -1 Clign; - ) = 1,
where \ runs across all (positive and negative) integers (including zero).

Further theorems, and above all a theorem by O. Schreier and the Freiheitssatz, will
be formulated in §4, in which they will also all be used.

§3.
The automorphisms of the group of Listing’s knot.

The group of Listing’s knot (Fig. 1) is defined’ by the generators ai, ag, as, as, as and
the relations

-1 -1 -1 —1 -1 -1
asa, a1 = a10y a3 = a10,4 a50y9 = A309 A50, = 1.

The automorphisms of this group include, in addition to the inner automorphisms,
the following:

@ = o @ = aya;
aby = ay* ab = azaz’
ay =a;’ lled j d aly = agaz *
3= called jg, an 3 = G405
r -1 r_ -1
ay = ay ay = aya;
r_ =1 ;-1

af = ag ay = ag

Fig. 1.
Listing’s knot

which we call j;. Then 35,711 and (j,j;)? are inner automorphisms; the normal
subgroup, of the group of all automorphisms, generated by the inner automorphisms
thus admits the dihedral group of order eight as a quotient group. Indeed, we have
the following:

All automorphisms of G are generated by j, j, and inner automorphisms.

6For a proof see §5. Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 can be deduced from general theorems of K. Reidemeister
and O. Schreier; see K. Reidemeister, Knots and groups, §1, Abh. aus. d. math. Seminar d. Hamb. Universitit
5,1927, p. 8 ff.; O. Schreier, loc. cit.
“See M. Dehn, loc. cit. (Footnote 1).
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We will alter G by first re-expressing all generators as words over a; and a3, and
introduce new generators u, v by

a1a3a1_2 =u, a] = VU,

ataztar =v, a3z = (vu) " tu(vu)?.
This presents G as
G{u,v;u® = v luv?uv Y,
and the automorphisms 7,7, resp. j, are given® by
jo: {u =u"t o =071}
and
1,1 1,1, -2

jir = v u T ous o = e e 2w}
We now consider the subgroup H of G, which consists of all words which have expo-
nent sum zero in v. The subgroup H is normal in G, and, as we shall shortly prove,
is even characteristic in G (i.e. H is mapped to itself by every automorphism of G).
Indeed, this follows from a property of our group that we will make frequent use of
in what follows:

If J is an automorphism of G defined by v' = Q(u,v) and v' = S(u,v), then Q has

exponent sum zero in v, and S has exponent sum £1 in v.

Proof. Since the commutator subgroup of G is a characteristic subgroup, J is also an
automorphism of this commutator subgroup and hence also by its quotient group in
G, which we call G. Then G is defined by u, v; uvu=tv™! =1, v® = v~ tuv?uv=! or
u,v;u = 1, which thus possesses only the automorphisms u’ = 1, v = v*!. Since
G is obtained from G by the addition of the relation u = 1, we must hence have

Q(1,v) = 1 and S(1,v) = v*L O

Consequently, words in 4 and v which have exponent sum zero in v are again
mapped to such words upon replacing u and v by Q(u,v) resp. S(u,v). Hence H is
mapped into itself by J.

If we now denote the automorphisms J for which v in S has exponent sum +1 by
J*, and the others by J~, then the J* clearly form a normal subgroup of index 2
in the group of all automorphisms J. (We cannot obtain the entire group, as jo and
j1 are automorphisms of the form J7). In the following, we must prove that all auto-
morphisms of the form J* can be generated by j%, joj1, and inner automorphisms.
To do this, we first prove using the group H defined above: every automorphism J* of
G, which “induces”® an inner automorphism of H, is itself an inner automorphism of G.

Proof. We investigate H. If we set

vPuwwF =y, for k=0,41,42,...,

then by Theorem 4, §2 we have that H is given by
3
H {ug; up = up 141},
850 and j; can conversely be expressed in terms of ;03% and j,, so Eoﬁ and j; together with the inner
automorphisms will generate the group of all automorphisms of G if and only if 5, and j; do so.

9Every automorphism of G gives rise to an automorphism of every characteristic subgroup of G; we say
that this is an “induced” such automorphism.
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and since we can here eliminate all relations and all generators except two, say 1 and
u1, it follows that H is the free group on the generators ug and u;. To consider the
action of J* on H, we set S(u,v) = S’(u,v) - v; then S’ has, just as ), exponent sum
zero in @); thus @ and S’ belong to H, and can thus be expressed in terms of ug and u;:
Q = Q(ug,u1),S" = S(ug,u1), and J* induces in H an automorphism K+, which

— = — _ =1 . _
we write as u) = Q(ug,u1), u} = S(ug, u1)Q(ur,uy 'uf?)S  (since ug 'u? = uy),

and when K is an inner automorphism — e.g. the identity — then Q = u, and S = u{

. . . 3 -1 2 -1

(where £ is an integer), and hence S = v - v/, and since u'° = v'~ w/v"“u/v'"" or

= u o tuvulouv=? or u% = uazu_luéul or, since by U_1 = ugul_l we must
- -1

have ug “uduy 'ubu, we have £ = 0. O

Consider now quotient group H corresponding to the commutator subgroup of H;
then H is an abelian group on the generators wug, u1, being defined by
H{ug;ui = up_1ups1, vous = uiug  (k=0,41,...)}.

Then H is also characteristic for G; each automorphism J* induces an automorphism
K™ of H. We then have'":

If J* induces the identity automorphism on H, then it induces an inner automorphism on
H, because if J* induces K+ on H, and K induces the identity automorphism on H, then
K™ is an inner automorphism of H.

We now say: if an automorphism K" of H is induced by an automorphism J+
of G, then we will call this: K can conversely be “extended” to an automorphism
J* of G. If we can now prove the following: each automorphism K’ of H, which can
be extended to an automorphism J* of G, is induced by such an automorphism J which is
generated by joji1, 7%, and inner automorphisms, then we will be done.

An arbitrary automorphism K of H can be written as

S0 S1
gp O1

uy = uuyt,  uy =udlull; =4+1.

S

If this is induced by an automorphism J* of G, then it follows from u(, = ug’uj* and

the commutativity of the uy, that u} = u{uy' = ui*u’* ug*! (since ug = ug 'u}),
and thus o0y = —s1, 01 = sg+3s1, which yields11 by substitution into the determinant:
1) s2 4+ 3s9s1 + 57 = £1.

An arbitrary automorphism K of H, which is induced from an automorphism J* of
G, is uniquely determined by the associated values of so and s, since 0g = —s; and
o1 = 50 + 351 are uniquely determined by sy and s;. On the basis of our previous
investigation it hence follows that each automorphism J* of the entire group G is
determined uniquely, up to inner automorphism, by the exponents sy and s; which

define the automorphism & of H induced by J*.
Thus it is now sufficient to show:

1. For each solution sg, s1 of (1), there is an automorphism J+ of G, which induces

an automorphism of H defined by uy = ui’ui' and u) = ud®ui*.

10ge¢ J- Nielsen, The automorphisms of general infinite groups with two generators, Math. Annalen 78 (1918),
p- 393.

HThe reduction of our task to the Diophantine equation (1) — and thus to the presently following number-
theoretic considerations — is naturally dependent on our manner of presenting our group by the appropri-
ately chosen generators u and v.
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1. The automorphisms J* from 1 are generated by inner automorphisms and the auto-
morphisms j3 and jo7j;.
To prove this, we first need a number-theoretic remark on the solutions to (1). Namely,

12,
So S1
0o 01

we have*:
All integer matrices

with determinant +1, which satisfy equation (1) for sg, s1 (and hence also for ¢, 01),

are given by the matrices

¢

i(l 1) , (0=0,+£1,42,...)

-1 2
which are the matrices of all linear binary substitutions with integer coefficients, which
transform the binary form 22 + 3zy + y2 on two variables z, y into itself, up to sign.
These matrices obviously form an abelian group with the generators

(0 ) = (O2)

Since now for any two automorphisms ?? and F:_ of H, the exponents of which are

given by the matrices
S0 51 and [0 B 7
0o 01 To T

their product Fj F:_ has exponents given by the matrix

S0 S1 . to tl
oo 01 T T1)’

it follows that proving statements I and II above reduces to proving the following®®:

I’. For the solutions s = —1,s1 = 0 and s = —1,s; = 1 of (1) — which
express the matrices (_01 _01) and <:} ;) — automorphisms J T of G,

which induce automorphisms K of H, given by u) = uy*,u} = u;' and
uh = ug 'y, u) = ug tu?, respectively.?
II’. The automorphisms J* from I’ are generated by inner automorphisms and
the automorphisms joj; and j3.
But now we are done, since — up to inner automorphisms — jgj; resp. j? are given by
' =utouww™h vV =vum o uon® resp. W/ =l o = wPou,

and these are automorphisms J*+, which induce automorphisms K of H, given by
uh = ug tuy = uyp !t resp. uy = ug tug, uf = ug tul.

We will now give an abstract representation of the automorphism group of G: if
we denote by j, resp. j, the inner automorphisms

i / - I - /
W =u, v =uvu? resp. u = vuv Ly =,

See e.g. F. Klein, Lectures on the theory of elliptic modular functions, published by R. Fricke, Vol. 2 (Leipzig
1892), p. 161 f. There, only substitutions with determinant +1 are treated; this causes a slight deviation
from what is stated above.

13This is because if these two automorphisms J1 induce automorphisms in H given by sp = —1,51 = 0
resp. s = —1, s1 = 1, then by the aforementioned remark we can, for each solution sg, s1 of (1) construct

an automorphism JT which in H induces an automorphism in ‘el given by uf) = ugluil, uf =---
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then between these we only have the relation

(2) 92 = g gt gt (corresponding to u3 = v~ tuv?uv 1)

since the centre of G consists only of the identity element, as can be proved with

little effort. The automorphism group of G is hence, as is easily shown, given by the
generators jo, j1, ju, Jo and the relation (2) together with

Jid=1 (oju)? =1 (joju)* =1,
@) (Joj1)* = jujvi  Ji =1,
Judt = J1 Gy da dedus Jedt =1 Ja e e 2y -
The group of transformations of the quadratic form z2 + 3zy + y? into itself by uni-
modular substitutions arises by setting j,, to be equal to 1 in the subgroup generated
b}’ the leajOjlvjuajU'

Finally, the following is noteworthy: since H is characteristic in G, i.e. every au-
tomorphism of G maps H into itself, and since H is a free group on the generators
u = up and vuv~! = uy, the element uguyuy 'uy " is necessarily mapped by all auto-
morphisms of G into a conjugate of itself'; this fact, used in an essential way above,
corresponds geometrically to the fact that uguiuy 1“1_1 is a “longitudinal curve”? of

the knotted tube belonging to Listing’s knot, which is the boundary of the exterior
space, and that all such longitudinal curves are conjugate to one another.

§4.
The identity problem for the groups a®'0%1a*2b%2 = 1

In this section, we will above all make use of a theorem of O. Schreier16, which we
will presently state; furthermore, we will prove two Lemmas, which allow us to solve
the identity problem in certain groups when it is solved for certain other groups. In
addition, the Freiheitssatz!’ will be used, an appropriate version of which will therefore
be formulated here; its use could probably be avoided, although it will be quicker if
we make use of it.

We thus begin with the theorem of O. Schreier, which we (somewhat differently)

state as follows: let G be a group with two systems of generators x1;x2;... and
Y1;Y2; ... (either system can contain infinitely many generators). Suppose the gener-
ators x1, 2, ... form a group G, with the defining relations
Ri(ivh.%'g,...):]. (2207172,)
and similarly the y1,¥2,... form a group G, with the defining relations
Sk(yl,y%...):l. (k‘:].72,)

Suppose further that G, and G, have two isomorphic subgroups H, resp. H,; if we
denote by h,; resp. hy; (I = 1,2,...) the elements of H, resp. H,, the notation
expressing a specified isomorphism between H, and H,, then we suppose that the

14See‘]. Nielsen, loc. cit. p. 393, equation (11).

L5For these topological concepts, see M. Dehn, loc. cit. p. 412. The longitudinal curves mentioned there
are boundaries of the exterior space.

16O. Schreier, loc. cit., see Remark 3.

17see §1.
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only defining relations of G — other than R; = 1 and S, = 1 — will be the relations
hzy = hy, where h,; and h,; ranges across all of H, resp. H,.

G is called the free product of G, and G, with amalgamated subgroups H, and H,.*®
We have the following: if one can solve the identity problem in G, and G, and if one can
decide in G5 and G, when an expression in the x1,xa, ... resp. theyi,ya, ... belongs to H,
resp. Hy — for infinite groups H,, H, this is in general more than the solution of the identity
problems for G, and G, — then one can also solve the identity problem in G.*®

Indeed: if we write an arbitrary element W of G in the form

1) W = 92,19y,192,29y,2 - Gz,nGy,ns
where the g, , resp. g, ., (v = 1,...,n) are elements of G, resp. Gy, i.e. are words
over the x1,... and y;,..., then when W = 1 we must have that at least one of

the g, belongs to H, or at least one of the g, , belongs to H,; if we then replace

gz, T€Sp. gy, by its corresponding expression in I, resp. H,, then we obtain a

new representation of the form (1) for W, the right-hand side of which has fewer

than 2n of the expressions g, ., gy, and we can apply the same process to this

new representation. The proof that this procedure is correct follows directly from

Schreier’s formulation of his theorem. O
Our first application of the theorem will be:

Lemma 1. [f in the group G: G(a,b; R(a,b) = 1) one can solve not only the identity
problem, but can also decide (in a finite number of steps) when a word W (a,b) over a and b
is equal to a power of a, then one can also solve the identity problem in the group

G(a,b,t;a =t", R(a,b) =1).
Proof.  From Theorem 2, §2 it easily follows that it suffices to solve the identity
problem in the subgroup H; of G consisting of all the words in which ¢ has exponent
sum zero; because if W' (a,b,t) has non-zero exponent sum 7 in ¢, then W’ = 1
implies: 7 = A-n (A an integer) and W = W' - a**¢~7 lies in H, and is also equal
to 1. If one sets t*at=* = a;, and t*bt—* = by, then by §2, Theorem 4 and an easy
generalization of the first usage of §2, Theorem 2, H, is given by

Ht{ak,bk;R(ak,bk) = ]., a;lbk+nak = bk, A = Qf41; k= 0, :|:].,:|:2, . }

or, by eliminating the superfluous generators by means of a,;lbk_mak = by, ar = ag+1,
we have that H, is given by

Hi{a,,b,; R(ay,b,)=1;a0=a1 = =an_1;quadv =0,...,n —1}.

Obviously, we now see that H; is a free product with amalgamated subgroups of
groups G, (v =0,...,n — 1), all isomorphic to G, and defined by

Gl/{alM by; R(auv bl/) = 1}

where the subgroups of G, generated by the a, are the amalgamated subgroups. Since
G, is isomorphic to G, and since by assumption one can decide in G whether a word
is equal to a power of a, the proof now follows by applying Schreier’s theorem.  [J

18y s easy to construct a generalization of this notion to free products with amalgamated subgroups of
more than two groups, as well as a corresponding generalization of the associated theorem on the solution
of the identity problem.

lga, b are generators, and R(a,b) = 1 is the defining relation of G.

20This can be proved in a more immediate and natural way by constructing Dehn’s Gruppenbild [= Cayley
graph] associated to G.
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In the same manner as Lemma 1, we can also prove:

Lemma 2. If one can solve the identity problem in G{a,b,t;a = t", R(a,b) = 1}, then
one can also solve it in G(a,b; R(a,b) = 1), and furthermore a word W (a, b) in G is equal
to 1 if and only if it is equal to 1 in G (thus R(a,b) = 1 is the defining relation of the
subgroup of G generated by a and b).

Proof: We use the same notation as in Lemma 1. If we consider it as a word in G,
the word W (a, b) always lies in Hy; we can present H, in the same manner as in the
proof of Lemma 1 by

H{ao; by, by,...,by_1;R(ap,b,)=1; v=0,1,...,n—1}.
We now only have to prove that W (ag,by) = 1 in H; follows from R(ag,by) = 1

alone. This is proved as follows: by §2, Theorem 1, we have, when W (ag,bp) = 1 in
H, an identity

k
2) W (ag, bo) = H TR (ag, bs, )T5

A=1
where €5, = =£1 and the s, are numbers in the sequence 0,1,...n — 1. Since an
identity remains true when one everywhere replaces a letter by another, it follows
that if we everywhere in the identity (2) replace b, by by for v = 1 to n — 1, then the
left-hand side of (2) does not change, and (2) becomes

k
@) W (ag,bo) = [ [ TR (a0, 00)T% ",
A=1
where the T} are obtained from the T by everywhere replacing b, (v =1,...,n—1)
by bg. Hence W (ag, by) = 1 follows from R(ag, by) = 1 alone. O

The last of the lemmas needed in the sequel will be the Freiheitssatz, which we now
formulate.

Freiheitssatz. Suppose we have two systems of generators of a group G: a,b,c, ... is one,
and xy, (k = 0,%£1,£2,...) is the second. If m is a fixed integer m > 0, then suppose we
have the following defining relations between these generators: for A = 0, %1, ..., we have
Ry{a,b,c,...; 2, Tx41y - Trpm) = L.
Assume that no Ry, which is not identically 1, is identically equal to a word
—1
T)\S)\(a7 b, Cyoo o 3TNy ,:L‘)\+m71)TA
or
—1
T)\S)\(aa ba [CRERER S PR 7$>\+m)T)\
i.e. where Sy does not contain xy 0r Txym. (On the other hand, i1 to x)4m—1 need not
occur in Ry, and neither does any of the a, b, c,...). Here' Ty is any word.
Then: all relations for the subgroup of G gemerated by the a,b,c,...;x0,21,..., 20
(where M is an integer > 0) are given by
Ry {a,b,c,...;x0, Tps1,. s Tpgm) =1
Jor0<pu<M-—m.IfM <m,thena,b,c,...;xo,21,...,TN generale a free group.

We can now begin with the actual task at hand: we are tasked with finding a
procedure, which in finitely many steps decides whether or not an arbitrary word
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W (a,b) on the generators a,b of the group G with the defining relation R(a,b) =
a®1bP1a*2b%2 = 1 is equal to 1 on the basis of this relation.

The a1, f1, a2, B2 are integers > 0. There are three cases to investigate, depending
on whether both of the numbers o + a2 = a and 31 + 2 = § are equal to zero, if
neither of them are, or if exactly one of them vanishes.

First Case: vy + oo =0; S+ B2 =0.

In groups G(a, b, R(a,b) = 1), in which a and b have exponent sum zero in R, one
can always decide whether a word W is a power of a generator if one can solve the
identity problem — indeed, if W = a*, then k must be equal to the exponent sum
of a in W, and hence is uniquely determined by W — so in this case we can apply
Lemma 1 twice and reduce to the case of G(a,b,aba=1b~1 = 1), which is trivial.

Second Case: o + s #0; (1 + B2 # 0.
We set a = s-t7%,b =t (with @ = a; + a3 and 8 = B + B32), and

G(a,b; a® bPra2pPe = 1)
is thus changed into a group
G{s,t; (st P) g Pr(st= Pyl = 1},

By using Lemma 22! it is easy see that it suffices to solve the identity problem for
G and - since the defining relation has exponent sum zero in ¢ — it even suffices to
solve the identity problem in the subgroup H; of G which consists of all words of
G which have exponent sum zero in t. For a proof, see §2, second application of
Theorem 2. From Theorem 4 of §2, it furthermore follows that H, is defined using
the s;, (sp = tFst=%:k =0,4+1,+2,...) and the relations:

PX = Sx8-g42 " 5-pla1—1)+X " SptaSpa—ge " Spta—flag—e) = b

where oy > 0 is assumed, € is the sign of o, and A ranges across all integers
0,£1,42, ..., while u = a8, — a1 82 + [ in the case that ¢ = —1, and is otherwise
equal to a1 — a1 2, in the case that ¢ = +1. It is now easy to see that — except for
in the easily disposed-of cases of a1 = g, 281 — @182 = 0, i.e. 1 = B, that either
the s with the largest or the s;, with the smallest k appears only once in P). Indeed,
the indices of the s;, in P from sy to 5_B(a;—)+ and from SZ+/\ to SZJFA_MOQ_E) are
altered in a monotone way in 3, and hence for the largest resp. smallest indices of the
sk in Py only the numbers \; u + \; —3(c; — 1) + A + A — B(a — €) can appear,
and these must be pairwise equal, if not at least one only appears once. In the case
that e = —1, we must have, since the indices from A to —3(a; — 1) + A and p+ A to
i+ A — B(ae — €) change in the opposite directions, we have y = —f(a; — 1) and
4+ A — Blag — ) = A; this easily gives oy + oo = 0, which was assumed not to be
the case. Analogously, € = +1 only gives the possibility u = 0, a; = ap. This brings
us to an exceptional case; in this case, G is defined by

G{a,b; (a®b%1)? = 1.

By using Lemma 1 we can reduce this to the case of the identity problem in the group
G'{a,b; (ab’)? = 1}, which is easy to solve, since we can introduce ab” as a new
generator.

2land by introducing a new primitive element; we first set b = t® and use, instead of a and ¢, new
generators s = at? and t.
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Other than this exceptional case, we have proved that in each relation P, = 1 the
s, with the largest or the s with the smallest index only appears exactly once. Since
every word H, only contains finitely many s, it is sufficient to solve the identity prob-
lem in the subgroup of H, which is generated by finitely many si: sy, Sn+1,...,5Mm
(N < M), in order to solve it in H, itself. By the Freiheitssatz the subgroup of H,
generated by the sy to s); has as defining relations finitely many of the relations
P, =1, and since one can by the above use these relations to eliminate the superflu-
ous generators, each such subgroup must be a free group, in which one can solve the
identity problem. Thus we are left with the:

Third Case: oi; + ag #0; 1+ B2 = 0.
By Lemma 1 this case can be reduced to, in the case when 8; = 1,35 = —1, and
o is coprime with as: (a1, a2) = 1, solving in the group

G{a,b;a®'ba®2b™ ' =1; (a1,00) =1}

not only the identity problem, but also deciding when an element W (a,b) of G is
equal to a power of a, and to deciding in

G'{a,b; a?rpgdezp=l = 1}

(d an integer, |d| > 1) when an element is equal to a power of b, in the case that the
identity problem is solved in G’. This second case is solved on the basis of Theorem 2,
§2 and a conclusion already used in the “first case” o = 8 = 0. We will solve the first
case by using the following course of reasoning.

Plan for the proof. Suppose the group G(a,b;a® ba®2b~! = 1) with a3 + as # 0,
(aq,a2) = 1 is given. If one wishes to solve only the identity problem in G (we
should also be able to decide when a word of G is a power of @ or not), then it suffices
to be able to solve the identity problem in the subgroup H; of G, which consists of all
words of G which have exponent sum zero in b (§2, Theorem 2, 2nd application). Now,
Hj, appears as a group with infinitely many generators; however, since every word in
Hj, only uses finitely many generators, it suffices to solve the identity problem in some
subgroups H,, of Hy, in which the H,, has only m + 1 generators, which, as it will
turn out, can all be expressed in terms of only two of them. The H,, will in this way
appear as groups with only two generators ag and a,,. To solve the identity problem
in H,,, it is furthermore sufficient to solve it in the subgroup of H,, consisting of all
words which have exponent sum zero in a,,. In this subgroup, it is easy to solve the
identity problem through repeated usage of the theorem of Schreier.

Thus we will have solved the identity problem for G; however, the task to solve
the problem of deciding when a word W (a,b) in G is equal to a power of a remains.
We will now show that, in fact, this problem can be solved when one can solve the
identity problem in the groups H ,. This will complete our proof.

We thus begin with solving the identity problem for the subgroup H; of

G(a,b;a®ba®b " =1; a3 +as #0; (a1, a9) = 1)

which consists of all words of G which have exponent sum zero in b. By §2, Theorem 4
we can present /1, (when we set bEab=F = qa, for k = 0,41, +2,...) by

Hylap;ay" = a7 k=0,£1,42,...}.
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Since every word in H} only contains finitely any generators, it suffices to solve the
identity problem for all subgroups of H;, generated by finitely many of the ay, and
without loss of generality it thus suffices to solve it in the subgroup H,, generated by
ao, a1, - .., 0y (M an integer > 0). By the Freiheitssatz this is defined by

Hy{ao,a1,...,am;a;" =a,tf; p=0,1,...,m—1}.

Now we will show that since (a1,a2) = 1, the generators aq,as,...,amnm_1 can be
exg)ressed in terms of ag and a,,. 2From agt = a;*?,a]* = a;“? it follows that
agt =a; *** = a(f“'(_(”) = ag_”) , and more generally

OCWL*M — m— Ot“ _ m
(3) a‘()1 = agn—oﬁ) ) am.l—,u :asn @2) (/LIO,L..‘,TTL— 1)
Since we have (a1, az) = 1, we can for each p = 1,2, ..., m—1 find a pair of integers22
A1, A2 so that
(4-) )\10/1‘ + AQ(—ag)m_“ = ].
and consequently also

m—p "

(5) ey = g™y e,

Thus H,, is generated by ag and a,, alone. We will now determine a defining set of
(essential) relations between ag and a,,. From (3) it follows for ;1 = 0 that

(6) agt = al; ",
and furthermore, if = denotes “commutes with”, then
(7) agt = al )" (n=1,2,...,m—1)

The relations (6) and (7) form a complete system of defining relations for H,,; indeed,
since we have H,, as

— .
Hy(ag, a1, .. am;a, = adi; p=01,....,m— 1),

and if we express the a,, using ap and a,, by (5), then aj;* = a;?,, using (7) and as

a simple consequence of (6), becomes of the form a,"! = ant ™" | where 7 is an

integer.
Thus H ,, is now defined by

& (_a2)7n. a;”'*“

_ o Ry
H{ag, am;at =a a, = ql-e2)",
) s 4o m » 20

" ;o op=1,...,m—1}

To now solve the identity problem in H,,, we note that it is sufficient to solve it for the
subgroup H,, of H,, consisting of all words in H,, which have exponent sum zero
in aps. Indeed, in every word W(ag, ay,) from H,, which is equal to 1, the exponent
sum of the letter a,, must be divisible by (—as2)™, say M - (—a3)™; hence the word

7”'* =W M-ai* M- (—az)™
= ) Ay,

. . *

lies in H

mo

and is also equal to 1.
To now solve the identity problem in H.

mo

*

we consider the first application of §2,
Theorem 2, which says that every word W (aoam) belonging to H,, is or is not equal
to 1 only on the basis of the relations

—a™ (_ m a™ (_ m
(8) ag ! asn )" = ap; ag ! afn )" =g

220f course dependent on .
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(2 means “commutes with”) and
9) alt  =al;o)" (w=1,2,...,m—1)
If we now set, for k =0,+1,+2, ...

af apaF = dy,

then by §2, Theorem 4 (since we can write (8) and (9) over the dy) F:n is given by

m—p m—p

H: {dy; de_{_a)u —d ; k=0,%+1,...;0=0,1,...,m}.

In the remainder, we will make use of the following:

Lemma 3. In groups of the following type, which we will denote by a *:

Generators: ¢; (1 =1,2,...),

MNik

Relations: ;""" = e

) ) > o .
(where the n;y, are arbitrary integers = 0; and k runs across the same indices as i), one can
decide when a word is equal to a power of a generator when one can solve the identity problem
in the group.

Proof. If W(es,,€i,,...) = €k, and if €1,€9,... is the exponent sums of e;,, €;,,. ..
in W, then [ = €1 + €2 + -+, and hence is uniquely determined by W. Indeed,
if one considers the quotient group of our group obtained by adding the relations
e1 =6y =e3=---=e, then W(e;,ei,,...) = e} becomes e*1 52+ = ¢l and since
no relation for e alone follows, we must have 1 + 5+ --- = L. O

By using Schreier’s theorem, the following is now a consequence: if one can solve
the identity problem in all groups of *-type, then we can always solve it in free products
with amalgamated subgroups of such groups, when the amalgamated subgroups are
such subgroups generated by a single generator or a power of a generator (these
subgroups are hence all isomorphic with the free group on one generator).

We now return to ﬁ; We can assume —ay > 0, and by elimination of superfluous
generators F; is defined by

F;{dk;dzjr(_az),‘,; E=0,1,...,((—a2)" = 1);p=0,...,m—1},

where the relations are naturally defined such that as indices of d none other than
0,1,...((—az)™ — 1) appear.

To show that we can solve the identity problem in H,,, it will be useful to begin
with the following simple example: if m = 2, and —ae = +2, then H, is defined by
the generators dy, d1, d2, d3 and the relations

dy =it = gt = ds,

dgt =dg'; dit =dg*t.
We can see that our group is a free product with amalgamated subgroups of the
following groups H, and Hy:

Hyf{do, dy; df* = d5'}
and o

Hy{di,ds; di* = d3'}
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where the amalgamated subgroups are the subgroups generated by the elements dg‘f
(= d;@) resp. d‘f% (= dgf). The group H' is, for its own part, a free product with amal-
gamated subgroups of the groups generated by dy and ds, where the amalgamated
subgroups are the subgroups generated by dj* resp. dy*. The analogous statement
is true of H5. By a second application of Lemma 3, we thus have a solution to the
identity problem in this simple example.

We now solve the identity problem for ﬁ; in general in an analogous way. In-
deed, H,, is the free product with amalgamated subgroups of the following ||
groups H;m (01 = 0,1,...,]ag| — 1) of *type: if 7y ranges across the numbers
0,1,...,((—az)™ ! — 1) and o7 the numbers 0,1,...,((—az) — 1), then F:an is
defined” by:

m—p—1 a;nfufl

Hip o, {doy41(=a2)3 oty (ry 4 (—azy)(—az) = Dottri-(—an) b
where ;4 = 0,1,...,m — 2, and as amalgamated subgroups we take the subgroup of
H,, ,, generated by
Aot (= 4o (cag) == Tols2.(—a) = = bol((—an)ym=1—1)(—an))-

The groups ﬁ;m are themselves free products of the following —aw groups F;ﬁolm

(02 =0,1,...,((—a2)—1)) of *-type with amalgamated subgroups: if 72 ranges across

S

the numbers 0,1,...,((—a)™ 2 — 1), then H,, ,, , is given by
. QM h—2 QM —h—2
. 1 — 1

Hm70'170'2{d01+02‘((12)+7‘2‘(—(12)2’dol+<724(7a2)+(72+(7a2)“)(7a2)2 - 01+02»(7a2)+7—2-(7a2)2}’
where £ ranges across the numbers 0,1,...,m — 3, and the amalgamated subgroups
are the subgroups of Ffmghgz generated by?*

Oé;n—l (: Oé;n—l L do‘;n71 )

o1+02(—az) o140z (—az)+1-(—a2)? o1+oa(—az)+((—az)m=2-1)-(—a2)?/"

One can now easily see how this continues, and that after m applications of Lemma 3,

the identity problem in F; reduces to that in the free group on one generator.
If —ap < 0, then the above formulae hold when replacing o by —as.

As indicated earlier (p. 43), we now have to provide a proof that we can decide
in the original group G(a,b; a®'ba®2b~! = 1) whether a word W (a, b) is equal to a
power of a, given that we can solve the identity problem in ﬁ; We thus ask:

What does it mean to decide when a word W (a,b) = @ in G is equal to a power
of a, for Hy? Since W belongs by §2, Theorem 2 to Hy, there is some suitable
power b* of b with A > 0, so that ¥* Wb~ belongs to H,, (for a sufficiently large
m). Such a X is easy to construct, and we choose m large enough such that 0 <
A < m. If we set bW (a,b)b=> = W(ao, a,), then we must decide in H,, whether
Wlag, am) = al/\. If we set A\ =m — p (0 < pp < 'm), then we must (by (5)) have that

Wag,am) = aé'/\zarywaif{l(_a"’)“ follows from agln = a,(n_a(")m and (7); if o resp.

231n the case that m = 1, no relations appear here; and we are therefore done.
2411 the case that m = 2, we are therefore done.



INVESTIGATIONS ON SOME INFINITE DISCONTINUOUS GROUPS 47

Ym are the exponent sums of ag resp. a,, in W, then we must by a generalization®
of §2, Theorem 2, first application, have an integer v such that

veal' =~ — 1 Xoa] "
—v(—a2)™ =7 — - M (—an)”.

By using \j o) +Xo(—a2)™ # = 1, we can thus determine z and [ uniquely; and hence
[ is uniquely determined®® by W and hence it suffices to solve the identity problem
for H,, in order to decide in G whether or not a word is equal to a power of a.

§5.
The subgroups of the modular group

The modular group G is defined by the two generators®’ and the relations
2 _ 13
a”=0b" =1

We will first show that the commutator subgroup C' of the modular group is a free
group on two generators. The commutator subgroup C' of the modular group consists
of all words W (a, b), which have exponent sum zero in a and b.”® By §2, Theorem 2,
first application, such a word W in the modular group G is equal to 1 on the basis of
the relations

(1) a?ba 27! = 1; blab3a" 1 =1.

Stated otherwise, we have: the commutator subgroup C' of the modular group G is
(single-step) isomorphic to the commutator subgroup of the group G, which is given
by the generators a, b and the defining relations (1). The commutator subgroup of G
will hence also be denoted by C.

To find generators and defining relations of C, we first investigate the subgroup H,
of G, which consists of the words in G which have exponent sum zero in a. Indeed,
C'is a subgroup of H,.

By §2, Theorem 4, H, is generated by

by, = afba* (k=0,+1,42,...)
and all relations between the b, follow from the relations
2) besaby 't =1; bpb =1 (k=0,41,...)

All b can thus be written in terms of by and b — 1, and between these we now have
the relation

@) biby® = 1.

25In §2, Theorem 2, first application, we only had that W = 1 followed from a single relation R = 1; here
the relation ag b= a${ az)™ appears together with the additional relations (7), which, however, vanish

upon abelianization since all generators have exponent sum zero.
2% L\ H 5
261ndeed, I = o ( a12> + Ym ( 2L ) .

s
27The generators a and b correspond, respectively, to the linear substitutions 2’ = 7% resp. 2’ =
of a single variable z.

1
z+1

280f course, there are also words in C which do not have exponent sum zero in a and b; however, these
words can, by using the defining relations of G, be transformed into words which have exponent sum in a
and b, e.g. (ab)® = (ab)6a—6b~6 belongs to C.
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Thus, if a word W (bg, b;) in H,, when one uses by = b, by = aba™! to transform it
into a word W (b, aba~1) in G, also has exponent sum zero in b (and not only in a),
then we must obviously have that in W(bo, by) the sum of the exponent sums of b
and b; must be equal to zero. Then C, considered as a subgroup of H,, consists of
the words from H,, for which the sum of the exponent sums of by and b; is zero.

To now define C' by means of generators and relations, we consider next the sub-
group F’ of the free group F'(bg, b1 ) generated by by and by, which consists of all words
for which the sum of the exponent sums of by and b; is equal to zero. Then it is clear
that F” is the free group on the generators

Bi = bibiby tby " (i=0,41,42,...)

Indeed, it is first of all clear that the [3; are free, since if one sets
b=z, b =y-x, then p; =a'yz™"

and the z'yz~" are by §2, Theorem 3 free. Furthermore, it is not hard to see that the

B; actually generate F”, since a word

T — Y1101 Y2102 Ym 1,0m
W = 03100 032652 - - b3 b’

from F’, for which thus 3 +v2 + -+ + ¥ + 61 + 92 + - - + §,, = 0, can also be
written as

W = bgl (b<131 b651)ba’h . bg1+51+72 . (btlszbgth)ba’h—tsl—’vz

Y1+01++Ym (3.0m =0 —Y1=01—"—Ym _pY1+01+F+Ym+0m
e bo (blm bo m)bo ’ bo ’

and since by assumption ' 01 I Fom

word b (b5 )by can be written in terms of the 3;, and this is clearly possible, since
bb3by by = By Byt gz Byist.

We now return to the question of defining C as a subgroup of H, (bo, by; b3by > = 1)
via generators and relations. As we just proved, C'is generated by the ; = bjb1b, by *,
and the question is now which relations for the 3; follow from b3b, 3 = 1. To inves-
tigate this, we know first of all that for every word W (bg, by) from H, which is equal
to 1 on the basis of b3b, > = 1, can by §2, Theorem 1 gives rise to an identity:

= 1, we now only have to prove that each

k
W =[] Ta®ing®)> 15 Y,
A=1

where ¢y = 1. Clearly, W belongs to C, since in T)\b3by 75" the sum of the
exponent sums of by and b; is zero. If the sum of the exponent sum zero of by and
by in T) is equal to ¢y, then T, = T)’\bf)*, where T} belongs to C' and can hence be
written as a product of the 3;. From this it follows: all relations between the 3;, which
follows from b3b;® = 1, are obtained from the relations b5 (b3b, ®)s* by ** = 1 written
over the j3;, which gives the relations

(4) BiBit1Bit2 =1 (t=0,£1,%2,...)

and because W can be written as

1

k
TT 75 (8es Bers1Ben 42)2 TS
A=1
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it follows that W, considered as a word over the 3;, is equal to 1 on the basis of (4).%°

Since in the relations (4) each generator only appears once, one can thus express
all generators in terms of two of them, say, 5_; and y. In this way, the relations (4)
are “resolved” (i.e. by identities in S_; and ) and so S_1 and By are free generators
of C. As elements of the modular group G they are

B_1=b"taba™t; By =aba b7l

They correspond to the substitutions

Z,_2zfl res Z,_ferl
oz 1 P- )
of a single variable z (in the case that @ and b are represented by the substitutions

/. =1 /7 —1
2 == andZ—Z_H.

Let now I be an arbitrary subgroup of the modular group G. Denote the intersec-
tion of I' and C by A; then A is a normal subgroup of I, and, as a subgroup of the
free group C, is itself free by a theorem of O. Schreier®® (where we regard the identity
element as being the free group on zero generators).

The quotient group I'/A is one-step isomorphic to a subgroup of the quotient
group G/C of C in G; but G/C is defined by the generators a, b and the relations

=0 =aba b7 =1,
since one obtains the quotient group of a normal subgroup by adding, to the relations

of the entire group, a new relation making each element of the normal subgroup 1.
Thus G/C is a cyclic group of order 6, and I'/A has order 1,2, 3, or 6.

(Received 25 October 1930)

29The same reasoning just used can also be used to derive Theorem 4 of §2 from Theorems 1 and 3 of §2.
300, Schreier, The subgroups of free groups, Abhandlungen aus dem Matematischen Seminar der Hamburgis-
chen Universitit 5, p. 161, Leipzig 1927.
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The identity problem for groups with
one defining relation

By
W. Magnus in G6ttingen.

Introduction.

Let a group be given by certain (finitely or infinitely many) generating elements
a1, az,as, ... and certain “defining relations” holding between these generators:

Rk(a17a27a3,...):1. (k:172,3,...)

Each of the expressions (or “words”, as we will call them) formable from the gener-
ators ai,as,as,... and their inverses al_l, a2_1, agl, ... thus represents an element
of the group; however, not in a unique manner: furthermore, each element can be
represented by words in infinitely many different ways. The identity or word problem
is then the task of finding a procedure which for two given arbitrary words W, and
W5 decides, in finitely many steps, whether they represent the same group element,
or, which is equivalent, deciding whether a given word represents the identity or not.

The identity problem is first of all directly relevant to topology’; but second, it is
also of importance in investigations of infinite groups; if one e.g. wants to determine
generators and defining relations for a subgroup H of a group G given by generators
and defining relations, then one must specify” a system of representatives for the cosets
of H in G and a procedure by which to find, for every element of G, the corresponding
representative. In the case that H is a normal subgroup, then this implies the identity
problem for G/H.

In the present article we will solve the identity problem in groups with only oze
defining relation. Naturally, we will also gain some insight into the structure of groups
with one defining relation, such as a theorem, formulated below, about the “free”
groups contained in them as subgroups. Free groups are those with no defining rela-
tions®; two words W, and W, which represent the same element of a free group, can
be transformed into one another by applications of the rules aja; ' = 1,a; 'a; = 1;
agagl = 1,a2_1a2 = 1,...; in this case, we say: W) is identical to Wy, and write
W1 = WQ.

ISee M. Dehn, On infinite discontinuous groups. Math. Annalen 71 (1912), p. 116.

2See K. Reidemeister, Knots and groups. Treatises of the mathematical seminar of the University of Hamburg
5 (1927), p. 7; and O. Schreier, The subgroups of free groups, ibid. p. 161.

3Free groups are usually defined as those which can be represented by some system of generators between
which no relation holds. In the sequel, however, we will usually speak of a group being free when no relation
holds between the specified generators. For example, a, b, c generate a free group on two generators when
the relation (abc)?ab = 1 holds between them; but there is still no general procedure to decide whether
an arbitrary given group is isomorphic to a free group or not.

50
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We have the following: among all pairwise identical words W, there is exactly one,
Wy, which cannot be written with fewer letters*; we find this word by deleting the
words aja; ', a; ar; asay ', ay tag, ... as many times as possible from W; the same
applies if one writes all words W “cyclically”, i.e. that the first letter is considered to be
adjacent to the last, and one performs the identical transformations accordingly. We
can thus in a free group solve not only the identity problem, but also the conjugacy
problem, i.e. whether or not for two arbitrary given words W; and W5 one can find
a third, 7', such that

Wy =TWoT—".
Furthermore, one can also solve the “extended” word problem in free groups, which
we will describe below.

These facts will be used frequently in the sequel, since firstly some tasks are re-
duced e.g. to the conjugacy problem in a free group, and secondly since groups with
one defining relation are closely linked with free groups in general; we will see this in
its structure, using the construction, due to Schreier, of the “free product with amal-
gamated subgroups” of two groups, as well as e.g. the theorem that groups with one
defining relation “in general” will contain a free subgroup on two (and hence also on
infinitely many) generators. The only exceptions are the following cases:

(1) The group has only a single generator,
(2) The group has two generators a and b, and is isomorphic to a group with a
single defining relation
aba"b™t =1 (n=0,+1,42,...)
In these cases, the commutator subgroup is abelian.
The proof of this will essentially’ be conducted using the following methods.

When solving the identity problem it turns out to be useful to immediately create
and solve a more general problem, which in the sequel will be called the “extended
identity problem”. This is stated as follows:

Let a;,,ai,, a;,,... be an arbitrary, possibly empty, subset of the generators q;
(1=1,2,3,...) of the group G under consideration. Let
W(...,ai7...)

be an arbitrary word on the a;. Then we seek a procedure which in a finite number of
steps decides whether or not, as a consequence of the relation R = 1 in G, the word
can be transformed into a word

W(...7a“,...)

consisting only of the generators a;,, a;,, ... (in the case that the set is empty, then of
course W = 1). It should always be required (even if it is not explicitly stated) that,
in the case that W is equal to at least one word W, one can actually specify at least

4If we have a word written as

€1 €9 €3 £k
QG a0 - a, )l
where €1 = =£1,e2 = =1, and where the numbers 1,42,...,4%; are any numbers in the sequence
1,2,3,..., then k is called the number of letters in the word. On the other hand, the number of distinct a;

appearing in the word is called the number of generators in the word.

5In addition to the theorems in the following paragraphs, we will also use some investigations into the
“root problem”. See Magnus, On discontinuous groups with one defining relation, §7, in Journal fiir die reine
und angewandte Mathematik 163 (1930).
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one such word W. The extended identity problem is thus a question which entirely
depends on the specific representation of the group.

The solution of the extended identity problem will be carried out in several steps.
In §1, we will first show, using a theorem of O. Schreier® on the “existence of the free
product with amalgamated subgroups” of two groups and the so-called Freikeitssatz’,
certain simplifications of the questions under consideration; including the solution
of the extended identity problem in a special case. In §2 we will show that, under
some constraining assumptions, we can reduce the extended identity problem in the
original group G to the solution of the same problem in a one-relator group Hy, in
which the defining relation contains fewer letters than that of G. Essential use will
here be made of the aforementioned theorem of Schreier and the Freiheitssatz. In §3,
we will show that the constraining assumptions can be fulfilled in a group G into
which the given group G can be embedded.

§1.

Simplifications and useful tools.

Let a1, a2, as, ... be the generators of our group G. The number of generators need
not be finite, although it is of course always the case that only a finite number of them
will appear in the defining relation R = 1 of G. We will then say that a given generator,
say ay, will “actually” appear in the relation R = 1 when R, written cyclically, cannot
be transformed via identical transformations into a word which no longer contains
a1, or, stated otherwise, if there is no word T such that TRT ! is identical with a
word which does not contain a;. Then the Freiheitssatz’says: if some generator, say a1,
appears in the relation R = 1 of G, then there is no relation among the set of all generators
excluding a; that is, this set generates a free group.

This provides a first simplification of the extended identity problem: if one wants
to decide, for a word W over the a; (¢ = 1,2,3,...), whether or not it is equal to a
word W over the generators a;, , a;,, @i, - - -, and if a; is not among the generators
Qiy, @iy, Gigs - - -, then it is enough to find a procedure for deciding whether or not W
is equal to a word W' over the generators as, as, . .., and if so transform W into such
a word W’; then W' is equal to a word W if and only if W’ = W, and whether or
not this is the case is easy to decide®.

A further simplification comes from a theorem of O. Schreier’, which for our pur-
poses we will state as follows:

Let a group G be given with two systems of generators a,, (v =1,2,3,...) and b,
(v =1,2,3,...), between which there are relations

Ri(...,ay,...)=1 and Sg(...,b,,...)=1. (G, k=12,...)

The group generated by the a, resp. the b, with the defining relations R; = 1 resp.
Sk = 1 will be denote 2 resp. 8. The subsets a,,,,a,,,ay,, ... resp. by, ,by,, by, ...
generate subgroups &, resp. €, of 2 resp. ‘B. Furthermore, we assume ¢; and €; are
holoedrically isomorphic, and moreover in such a way that the assignment of the a,,,

6See footnote 2.
7See footnote 5.
8See Introduction.
9See footnote 2.
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to by, (A=1,2,3,...) forms an isomorphic image of €; onto €,. In addition to the
relations R; = 1, 5; = 1, our group will also have the defining relations

ay, = by,. \=1,2,3,...)

Then G is called the free product of 2 and B with amalgamated subgroups €, and C5; in
the case that €; and €, only consist of the identity element (i.e. when the set of a,,, is
empty), then G is simply called the free product of 2 and B. We set apy = b, = ca
and denote by A, As,... resp. Bi,Bs,... esp. C,C},... arbitrary words over a,
resp. b, resp. cx. Then we have:

Every word W in G can be written in the form

C; A1B1A3By--- Ax Bk

where A; and By may be equal to 1, but among the other words A and B none is
equal to a word C — except for when W is equal to C. Such a representation will be
called reduced. If W # C, and

W =A1B1A;B,--- A B
is another reduced representation of W, then we have K = L and
61141 :ZlCl, 62142 222027 6LAL :ZLCL
C\By = B\C|, CTyBy=DByCy, ... C,B,=BLC)

(where it should be noted that the c) can be both considered as generators a,, as well
as b,). — From this, we have the following:

Lemma. If W is any word in the group G, and if one can decide in 2 and B whether a
word A or B can be written as a word over the cy, then one can decide whether or not W can
be transformed into a word A (or a word B).

Proof. Indeed, if we have
W =A1B1AsBsy--- Ay By

is a not necessarily reduced representation of W over the generators a, and b,, then
we consider — in the case that A/ > 1 — whether any of the words A or B can be
transformed into one over the c,. If this is possible for A,,, then — since we have
R; =1 - it follows that A,, = C,,, and hence equal to a word over b,, and we can set

By-14:,By, = B,
where B, is a new word over the b,. We now have a new representation of W as:
W = AlBlAQBQ ce Am—lBy/nAm—l-l s AMBM

and can perform the same reduction procedure. After at most M steps, we obtain
a reduced representation for W, and because of the aforementioned result it is now
easy to decide whether it is equal to a word A or B. O

From this lemma, we will first make the following application for our original group
G with the generators a1, as, as, . .. and the defining relation R = 1: if the generators
a1,az,as, ... actually appear in R, and no other, then G is a free product of the free
group generated by a1, Gny2, ... by the group G’ with the generators a1, ag, ..., an
and the defining relation R = 1. Thus, if we can solve the extended identity problem
for G’, then we can solve it for G. Hence, if only a single generator actually appears
in R, then G is a cyclic group, and we can thus clearly solve the extended identity
problem for G.
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§2.

Solution to the extended word problem in a special case.

In the previous section, we showed that in order to solve the extended identity problem
in arbitrary groups with one defining relation, it suffices to do so in the case for all
groups G with finitely many generators a1, ..., a, and one defining relation

R(al,ag,...,an) =1

where each of the generators aq, ay, ..., a, actually appears in R written cyclically.

We will now show that the extended identity problem can be solved for the group
G when we can solve it for all groups G* with one defining relation, when certain
assumptions hold for G' and when the defining relation of G* contains fewer letters
than R; if we could do this, then the extended identity problem for all groups with
one defining relation will be solved, since it can always be solved for groups whose
defining relation only contains a single generator.

First, however, it must be said that the following procedure, i.e. to reduce the
solution of the extended identity problem in G to the solution of that in G*, can only
be carried out with two restrictions: the relation R = 1 of G must be such that in R
at least two generators actually appear, and that at least one of those generators has
“exponent sum”’ zero in R. (The second assumption presupposes the first). The
case when R has only a single generator, is the case covered in §1. However, the
case when in R there are more (at least two) generators appearing, all of which have
non-zero exponent sum, requires a special treatment. We will cover this later (in §3),
and show that this case can be reduced to the one treated in this section.

Finally, it should be noted that all considerations can essentially be reduced to the
case when the group G has at most three generators; we will denote a; by a, as by
b, and ag (which does not necessarily appear) by ¢, and any remaining generators
subsumed by an ellipsis . .., as this will make our notation more manageable.

Let then a,b, ¢, ... be the generators, and R(a,b,c,...) = 1 the defining relation
of GG, and suppose that a has exponent sum zero in R. All elements in G’ which have
exponent sum zero in ¢ form a (normal) subgroup H of G which we can, as shown
elsewhere!!, can present in the following way by generators and relations:

We set

kea=™F = Ck,

a*ba* = by, a
for all integers k = 0,%+1,%2,.... Then the by,cg,... generate the group H, and
the defining relations of H, which are written over the by, cx, . .., are obtained when
one expresses R in terms of the by, cy, ..., which is only possible because of the
assumption that a in R has exponent sum zero.!? Thus R is rewritten into a word R

over by, ¢k, . . . ; the generators by, appearing in R are denoted b,,, and the ¢ appearing

101f we have

_ a1l ai.2 aln @21 a22 a2 n A1 Qk,2 Af.n
W=a;""ay " ap"a;"7 ay"" ran " ray T ay U an ",

then the sum

k
ay = § (779N
A=1

is called the exponent sum of a, in W. The number a, is invariant under identical transformations of W.
Hsee footnote 5.
12Pmof Let R have the form

R=a"bP1c71 ... q22p02c72 ... gk pPRCTR L
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in R are denoted c,,, where hence 1 and v are taken from some finite subset of integers
in the sequence 0,£1,+2,.... This gives: if

R(a,b,c,...) = R(by,cu,...),
then all relations between the by, ¢k, ... follow from the relations
Ry = R(bpsr, Cugrs-..) =1 (A=0,%1,...)

where hence ) is for each relation some fixed number, and the y and v in Ry are
taken from some finite set of values. Thus we have a representation of H in terms
of infinitely many generators and defining relations, but where these generators are
distributed across the generators in a particularly simple way, and the relations — in
an immediately understandable way — are “isomorphic”. Furthermore, for the sequel
it will be important to note that the Ry contain fewer letters than R, and they contain at
least as many fewer letters as there are a-letters in R. This is clear e.g. from the process
of rewriting R into R carried out in footnote 12.

We will now investigate what knowledge about H will be required to solve the
extended identity problem in G. As mentioned in §1, we must now for an arbitrary
word W (a, b, ¢, ...) from G only decide whether it can be transformed into a word W’
which omits some fixed of the generators a, b, ¢, . . ., and furthermore actually produce
such a word W’. Since in the previous part the generator a was distinguished from
the other generators, our investigation is now divided into two parts:

First: when a word W (a,b,c,...) can be transformed into a word W'’ which does
not contain a, it follows that in TV the generator a has exponent sum zero'®. Hence,
W belongs to H, and can thus be written over the by, ¢k, .... Thus W’ also belongs
to H and, since it does not contain a, it can be written over by, cg, . . .. From this, we
conclude easily:

To decide whether a word W (a, b, c,...) can be transformed into a word W' in which a
no longer appears, it is necessary and sufficient to be able to decide, for an arbitrary word

W(bk,ck, .. )

from H, whether or not it can be transformed into a word w Jfrom H which only contains
the generators by, co, . . ..

Second: if a word W(a, b, ¢, ...) can be transformed into a word W’ which omits
some generator distinct from a, say b, then Wa™% can also be transformed into such
a word W', where « is the exponent sum of a in W. Since @ has exponent sum zero
in Wa™“ and hence belongs to H, we can also write it over the by, cg,.... A word
W' which is equal to Wa ™ and no longer contains b, must hence also have exponent
sum zero'. From this, it follows that it is sufficient to find a procedure to decide whether
an arbitrary word

W(bk,ck, .. )

where some of the exponents can also be zero. By assumption, a1 + a2+ - - +ay, = 0. On the other hand,
R =(a ba*al)ﬁl (a®Tea™ 1)1 ... (a&1+042 ba*a1*042)32
X (aa1+&20a—al—a2 )W2 - (aa1+a2+“'+ak ba—al—C@—“‘_ak)ﬁk
X (aa1+02+<“+akca*@q*az*-“*ak)% .. .aa1+0¢2+“‘+0‘k’
and since a®1 @2+ "+ = 1  our claim is proved.

13The W' will arise from W by inserting and deleting R and R~! and identical transformations, and
since a has exponent sum zero in R, this does not change the exponent sum of a.
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Jfrom H can be transformed into a word W/(ck7 ... ) which no longer contains by,. Further-
more, one must also be able to actually write down such a word W . Thus, we have reduced
the extended identity problem for G to the solution of two problems in H; to treat
these, it is necessary to carry out a thorough investigation of H.

In the defining relations of H:

E,\ = E(b#+)\, Cugry--- ) =1
we denote the largest of the indices p of some therein appearing b, by M;, and the
smallest by My. So bas,+x and by, actually appear in the cyclically written word R .

Let now p¢ and yi; denote two integers, and let yg < 1. We denote by I', ., the
subgroup of H generated by the

bruos Ouo+1s -+ > buy
andall¢g,... (k=0,£1,£2,...). Those groupsI',,, ,,, for which p1 —po = M; —M,
will be denoted by H, where A = 1 — M = po — Mp. The following schema serves
to illustrate this notation:

Group Generators
Ho Chrooi by bargtt S bag
Targ, My +2 § H1 Chyvvns barg+1 barg42 . by +1
Hoy Chy--n3 brmo+2  bag+s - bary +2

First, we collect some facts I',,; ,,, and H}, which we will use later.

I. By a theorem proved elsewhere', the Freiheitssatz in a suitable formulation,
we have:
The defining relations of the groups H) consist of a single relation Ry = 1; the
defining relations of ', ., for p1 — po > My — My are:

Ruy-my=1, Ry—me+1=1, ..., Ry _am =1,
and when p1o — Mo > pn — My, the set of defining relations of T, ., is empty.
II. From the inductive hypothesis at the beginning of this section we can solve the
extended identity problem in [ (and in particular for their subgroupsI',,, ,.,,
with py — po < My — Mp), since the defining relation of H contains fewer
letters than R. The fact that the group H) in general contains generators
which do not appear in its defining relation when cyclically written (e.g. some
ci) is, as proved in §1, not an obstacle to applying this claim.

III. The groups H) are, in a sense, the building blocks from which all the groups
Iy, are constructed via Schreier’s free product with amalgamated sub-
groups. Indeed, if y11 — po > My — My, thenT',, ,,, arises fromI',,; ,, 1 and
H,,, _y by forming the free product of these to groups with amalgamated
subgroup being that generated by all ¢, ... and

buy— M+ Mo Oy — M+ Mo+15 -+ -5 by —1

which generate the subgroup I';,, _as, 4, of Ty -1 and Hy _py,. It is
important to note that, by I., between the generators in I';,, _ ar, 4 a1y, —1 there
is no relation holding neither in I, ,,, —1 nor in H,, _,s,; these generators
thus generate isomorphic (free) subgroups of I', ,,, —1 and H,, _ps,.

1See the citation in footnote 5, p. 157.
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Let now W be an arbitrary word on the generators by, c,... from H. Then
we should — in order to solve the extended identity problem in G — decide for W
whether or not it can be transformed into a word over the ¢, ... alone or a word over
by, o, . . .. We can decide both, when we can decide whether W can be transformed
into a word in the group H_ ), generated by

b07b17~-~,b1\41—M0§Ck7~-- (k:(),:tl,:l:2,...)

since, as noted in II., we can solve the extended identity problem in H_ ,, and H_
contains both all ¢, ... and bg.

There is now, for any given W, always a subgroup I, ,,, which contains both all
the generators appearing in W as well as those of H_j7,. Thus, we will be done if
we can prove that for an arbitrary word W, from an arbitrary group I, ,,,, we can
decide whether it can be transformed into an arbitrary of the subgroups H) of the
given H,, ,,.

This last problem can be solved, when I, ,,, is one of the groups H}, i.e. when
w1 — o = My — My. By using complete induction, we can assume that the ques-
tion is solved for I';,; ,,, —1; to then solve it for I',, ,,, it suffices to decide for an
arbitrary word W from I, whether or not it can be transformed into a word in
Iy, u1—1 or one in H,, s, ; indeed, I'y, ,, is the free product of these two groups,
with amalgamated subgroup generated by all ¢z, ... and

buy+Mo—My by M-y 415 -5 by — 1

We will denote this amalgamated subgroup of I';,; ,, 1 and H,,, _, by A. By the
Lemma proved in §1, this question can now be easily solved when we can decide in
I'yo,1—1 and Hy, _ s, whether an arbitrary word in these groups can be transformed
into a word over the generators of A. For H, _,; this is clearly possible, since
we can solve the extended identity problem in this group. For I, ,,, -1 we proceed
as follows: the generators of A form a subset of the generators of H,, _j;,_1; in
H,,, _ -1, we can solve the extended identity problem, and since H,, _p,—1 is a
subgroup H contained in I',,; ,, 1, we can by the inductive assumption decide for
any word in I, ,,, —1 decide whether or not it is an element of H,,, _s, _1, and hence
also whether it can be transformed into an element of A or not.

§3.

Solution to the extended word problem in the general case.

It now only remains to free ourselves of the assumption, made in the course of the
investigations in §2, that the defining relation R = 1 of the group G, for which we
wish to solve the extended identity problem, when cyclically written contains at least
two generators, one of which has exponent sum zero in .

The case when only one generator actually appears in R is covered in §1. We
hence deal with the case when several generators a, b, ¢, ... appear in R when written
cyclically, but that none of these generators have exponent sum zero in R.

Let a and b have exponent sum s; resp. s in R. We will then replace a and b by
new generators a and b by setting

a=7a%; b=ba °,
Then @, b, c, ... generate a group G with the single defining relation

R(@**,ba *',c,...) = P(@,b,c,...) =1,
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and now @ has exponent sum zero in P. If we now further assume that we can solve
the extended identity problem for all one-relator groups whose defining relation has
fewer letters than R(a,b,c,...), then we can solve the same problem for G by using
the results of the previous section. This is because if we look at the subgroup H of G,
which consists of all elements which have exponent sum zero in @, then we find that
H is constructed from certain subgroups H, with one defining relation in the same
manner as in §2, where the defining relation of each group H contains fewer letters
than R(a,b,c,...). This is because if we set

a'ba* =b,, d'ca*==¢c,... (k=0,41,...)
as the generators of H, then the defining relations of H are
P(byir,Cogr,...) =Py =1 (A=0,%£1,...)

where P(b,,C,,...) is obtained from P(a,b,c,...) by expressing it as a product of
the by, Cs,.... Now each P, has fewer letters than R(a,b,c,...), and indeed as
many fewer letters as there are a-letters in R. Hence the number of b- and cletters in
P(a@,b,c,...) corresponds to the number of b- and cletters in R(a,b,c,...).

By §2 we can now solve the extended identity problem for the group G with the
generators @, b,c,.... This does not immediately tell us that we can solve the same
problem in the original group G with generators a,b, ¢, .... Indeed, when |s3| > 1,
we cannot express @ and b in terms of a and b. We have, however, the following result,
which is proved elsewhere!®:

The elements a°2,ba *!,c,... in G generate a subgroup of G isomorphic to G
with the single defining relation

R(@™,ba *',c,...) = 1.

Furthermore, we have: when a word W (@, c, .. .) from G, which does not contain the
generator b, is equal to a word W (a,c,...) from G, then we have

W(a,c,...)=W(@?2,ec,...)

identically in @, c, . ... This follows simply from the fact that the group generated by
a®?,c,... is a free subgroup of the free group generated by @,c, . ..; indeed, by the
Freiheitssatz we have that a*2,c,... and @,c, ... generate free subgroups of G resp. G.

Thus, if we are given an arbitrary word W (a, b, ¢, ... ) from G, then we can decide
whether it can be transformed into a word W’(a,c,...) which no longer contains b.
Indeed, we can in G decide for the word

W (@2, ba *',c,...)
whether it can be transformed into a word W (a@*?,¢,...) or not.
Thus, we have solved the extended identity problem for Gj; since b is in no way

distinguished from the generators a,c, ... of G, we can equally well decide if a word
from G can be transformed into one which does not contain a or c.

(Received 23 June 1931)

15Magnus, Investigations on some infinite discontinuous groups. Math. Annalen 105 (1931), p. 63.



