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Abstract

In this paper we study the automaton I, the smallest Mealy automaton of inter-
mediate growth, first considered in [I8]. We describe the automatic transformation
monoid defined by I, give a formula for the generating series for the (ball volume)
growth function of I5, and give sharp asymptotics for the growth function of Is,
namely

v1,(n) ~ 252334721 /% exp <7r n/6),

with the ratios of left- to right-hand side tending to 1 as n — oc.

1 Introduction

The growth of a Mealy automaton is defined as the growth of the number of pairwise
inequivalent internal states of iterates of that automaton. This notion of growth was in-
troduced by R.I. Grigorchuk in [7]. The growth function of an arbitrary Mealy automaton
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Figure 1: The automaton I

coincides with the spherical growth function of the automatic transformation semigroup
it defines, and actually the growth of automata are calculated by investigating the growth
of the corresponding automatic transformation semigroups.

The automatic transformation groups defined by invertible 2-state Mealy automata
over the 2-symbol alphabet were described in [§]. The automatic transformation semi-
groups defined by all 2-state Mealy automata over the 2-symbol alphabet were investigated
in [I5] and in the papers [I6HIS].

Among these semigroups there are twelve finite semigroups, seven semigroups of poly-
nomial growth, one semigroup of intermediate growth, and eight semigroups of exponen-
tial growth, including the free semigroup. There are four pairwise similar (in the sense of
Definition B) 2-state Mealy automata over the 2-symbol alphabet of intermediate growth
order, and these automata define isomorphic automatic transformation semigroups. One
of these automata was considered in [I5] and [I8]. There, an automatic transformation
semigroup of intermediate growth was constructed, with an exact formula for the growth
function, expressed as an infinite sum. Its growth order was estimated between [e%]
and [e\/ﬁ}.

In this paper we consider the automaton of intermediate growth I and the semigroup
of automatic transformations Sz, that it defines. In Theorem [ we describe the semi-
group Sy, and its quotient semigroups, in Theorem ] we exhibit the growth series of the
automaton and the semigroup, and in Theorem B we derive sharp asymptotics for the
growth functions. The first part of Theorem [ was proved in [I5] and [I8], but we give
here a shorter proof, and a new proof of the minimality of the system of defining relations.
Moreover, the other results are new.

There are various motivations for the precise study of growth functions of semigroups
generated by automata. The first, and in some sense only, known examples of groups
of intermediate growth come from automata [6], and these groups’ structure can at least
partly be understood through their growth. Also, the natural algebraic object associated
to a Mealy automaton is a semigroup, which is a group only under an additional assump-
tion. Furthermore, it seems beyond reach to obtain as sharp results as those of this paper
for even the simplest known groups of intermediate growth.

Finally, a word should be added as to what is meant by deriving an “exact formula”
for the growth of a semigroup, that is not tautological. The formulae we obtain in this
paper have the merits of being easily and quickly computable, and of being expressible
algebraically in terms of the partition function. This is certainly the most that can be
hoped from a transcendental generating series.



2 Main results

Let I be the 2-state Mealy automaton over the 2-symbol alphabet whose Moore diagram
is shown on Figure [l Let us denote the semigroup defined by I, by the symbol Sy,, and
the growth functions of I and Sy, by the symbols v, and vs,, , respectively. Let us denote
for each n € N the quotient semigroup given by the representation of I as maps from
{zg, x1}" to itself by the symbol W,,. The following theorem holds:

Theorem 1. 1. The semigroup Sy, is a monoid, and has the following presentation [13,
73

Sr, = < fo, i ‘ I8 =1 fr(fof)! (fufo)” f£ = fr (fofu)’ (fifo)’, p >0 > (1)

The monoid Sy, is infinitely presented, and the word problem is solvable in polyno-

maual time.

2. The semigroup W,,, n € N, has the presentation

fi=1
W, = < Jo, fr f(l) (fo )" (frfo)? f7 = fu (fofr)? (frfo)”, 0 <p <n—2 >
Flfof)" o= F o))" fo=fi(foft)" ™
The following corollary follows (for relevant definitions see Section Bl):
Corollary 1. The semigroup S;, has Hausdorff dimension 0.
Theorem 2. 1. The word growth series Ag, (X) = > ds,, (n)X" of Sr, admits the

n>0
description

1-X

n>0

Ag, (X)=(1+X) (1 + X (1 +X2”+1)> .

2. The growth series I'r,(X) = > v5,(n)X™ of I admits the description
n>0

1 X .
Fn(X) =1 <1+—1_X (1+x? +1)>.

n>0

3. The growth series I's, (X) = 3 vs, (n) X" of Sy, admits the description
n>0

1+ X X .
Lo, (X) = —+ <1+1_XH(1+X2 +1)).

n>0

Let us denote the number of all partitions of a positive integer n to k odd parts by
the symbols g(n).

Theorem 3. The growth functions have the following sharp estimates:

44/6 22314 n
by ()~ 2LV ) ~ e ()

6
24 25/233/4 n
(1) ~ 22 g(n) ~ 2M%WQ-Q;
T T 6

48 27/233/4
Vs, (1) ~ 2 q(n) ~ 2 n'/* exp (W %)




Corollary 2. The growth orders of the growth functions of Iy and Sy, are equal, and

) = [vs,, ] = [exp (V)]

3 Preliminaries

By N we mean the set of non-negative integers N = {0, 1,2,...}.

3.1 Growth functions

Let us consider the set of positive non-decreasing functions of a natural argument v : N —
N; in the sequel such functions will be called growth functions.

Definition 1. For i = 1,2 let 7; : N — N be growth functions. The function 7; has
no greater growth order (notation y; = 73) than the function s, if there exist numbers
C1,C5, Ny € N such that

7(n) < Cry2(Cyn)

for any n > Nj.

Definition 2. The growth functions +; and ~, are equivalent or have the same growth
order (notation ; ~ 73), if the following inequalities hold:

M =Xy and 7y X 7.

The equivalence class of the function ~ is called its growth order and is denoted by the
symbol [y]. The relation < induces an order relation, written <, on equivalence classes.
The growth order [y] is called intermediate if [n?] < [y] < [e"] for any d > 0.

3.2 Mealy automata

For m > 2 let X,, be the m-symbol alphabet, X,, = {z¢,x1,...,Zm_1}. Let us denote
the set of all finite words over X,,, including the empty word e, by the symbol X . and
denote the set of all infinite (to right) words by the symbol X*.

Let A = (X, Qn, ™, A) be a non-initial Mealy automaton [12] with finite set of states
Qn =1{9,q1,---,qn-1}; input and output alphabets are the same and are equal to X,,,
and 7: X,, X @, = @, and \: X,, X Q,, = X,,, are its transition and output functions,
respectively.

The function A can be extended in a natural way to a mapping A : X x @, — X
or to a mapping A : X% x @, — X (see for example, [H]).

Definition 3. For any state q € @), the transformation fq 4 : X — X

» . respectively
faa: Xg — X defined by

fq,A (U) = )\(U, q),

where u € X, respectively u € X, is called the automatic transformation defined by A
at the state q.



We write a function f : X,,, = X, as (f(z0), f(21),..., f(xm—1)). Let us consider the
transformation o4 over the alphabet X,,, q € @),,, defined by the output function A:

oq = (Mz0,9), AM21,9), ..., M@m-1,9)) -

Interpreting an automatic transformation as an isomorphism of the rooted m-regular
tree (see for example [§]), we have the following interpretation. Let q be an arbitrary
state. The image of the word u = wpujus--- € X under the action of the automatic
transformation fy 4 can be written in the following way:

fa.a(uouruz .. .) = Auo, q) - fw(uo,q),A(uluz ...) = 0q(uo) - fw(uo,q),A(ulw )

This means that fy 4 acts on the first symbol of the word u by the transformation o4 over
the alphabet X,,, and acts on the remainder of the word without its first symbol by the
transformation fr(y,,q),4. Therefore the transformations defined by the automaton A can
be written in unrolled form:

fqi = (fﬂ(zo,qi)a fﬂ'(Il,Qi)7 ceey fﬂ(zm_l,qi)> Oq;»

where 1 =0,1,...,n — 1.

Let us illustrate this notion. Let I be the automaton, shown on Figure [, and let us
construct the unrolled forms of its automatic transformations. As 7(xg, qo) = m(x1,qo) =
qo and oy, = (29, x1), then the unrolled form of f,, is written as

fIIO - (ffIm f%)(x(b $1).
Similarly, there are m(zo,q1) = ¢1, 7(21,¢1) = @1 and o, = (21,21). Hence the unrolled

form of f,, is defined by
fth = (f(INf(Io)(*Tlvxl)‘

Let u = 2oror170ZoT1 - .. = (Tozor1)” be an infinite word, and let us consider the action
of f,, and f,, on it. We have

Jao (W) = 040 (w0) - foo (Tox1T0T01 .. .) = @1+ 04 (T0) * foo (10021 - ) =
= 2121 - 04y (1) - foo(ToToT1 .. .) = 212120 - foo(u) = ... =
= I T ToT1 T Tg - - . = (T12170) ",

and

Jo(w) = 04, (20) - fou (Tox120T0%71 .. .) = 21 - 04y (X0) -+ fou (T12T02021 .. .) =
= 2121 - 04, (1) + foo(Toxo1 . ..) = T12121 - fo (1) =
= zimx - (T1m120)"
The Mealy automaton A = (X,,, @Qn, 7, A) defines the set Fy = {fqo, Jars-o s fqn_l}
of automatic transformations over X . The Mealy automaton A is called invertible if all
transformations from the set F4 are bijections. It is easy to show (see for example []])

that A is invertible if and only if the transformation o4 is a permutation of X,, for each
state q € Q.

Definition 4 ([5]). The Mealy automata A; = (X,,, @, ™, A;) for i = 1,2 are called
isomorphic if there exist permutations &, € Sym(X,,) and 6 € Sym(Q),,) such that

97T1 (X> q) = W2(§X> eq)a ¢A1 (Xa q) = )\2 (§X7 eq)
for all x € X,,, and q € @,,.



Definition 5 ([5]). The Mealy automata A; = (X,,, Qn,, ™, A\;) for i = 1,2, are called
equivalent if Fy, = Fa,.

Proposition 1 ([5]). Fach class of equivalent Mealy automata over the alphabet X,
contains, up to isomorphism, a unique automaton that is minimal with respect to the
number of states (such an automaton is called reduced).

The minimal automaton can be found using the standard algorithm of minimization.

Definition 6 ([4]). For i = 1,2 let A; = (X, Qn,, ™, \;) be arbitrary Mealy automata.
The automaton A = (X,,, @n, X Qn,, T, A) such that its transition and output functions
are defined in the following way:

T(x, (a1,02)) = (m1(A2(x,92), q1), T2(%, q2)),
A%, (g1,92)) = Ar(Aa(x,d2), q1),

where x € X,,, and (q1,q2) € Qn, X Qn,, is called the product of the automata A; and As.

Proposition 2 ([]). For any states q1 € Q,, and q2 € Q,, and an arbitrary word
u € X the following equality holds:

f(Ql,(m),A (u) - fCU,Al (fQ27A2 (u)>

It follows from Proposition P that for the transformations fq, 4, and fg, a,, with q; €
Qn, and gz € Q,, the unrolled form of the product fi, q.),4,x4, is defined by:

f(QlyQ2)7A1><A2 - fQ1,A1fQQ7A2 - (907 gi, - - 7gm—1) 0q1,A10q2,A25

where g, = f7r1(aq2,,42(:ci),ql),Alfﬂz(Iw%)vM fori=0,1,...,m— 1.
The power A" is defined for any automaton A and any positive integer n. Let us
denote A™ the minimal Mealy automaton equivalent to A™. It follows from Definition

that |Q o | < Q"

Definition 7 ([7]). The function v4 of a natural argument n > 1, defined by

n) = |Q ]
is called the growth function of the Mealy automaton A.

Definition 8 ([15]). The Mealy automata A; = (X,,, @y, ™, A;), for i = 1,2, are called
similar if they are isomorphic in the sense of Definition H for permutations &, €
Sym(X,,) satisfying furthermore 1) = .

3.3 Semigroups

Let S be a semigroup with the finite set of generators G = {so, $1,...,5,-1}. Let us
denote the free semigroup with the set G of generators by the symbol G*. It is easy to
see (for example, in [I0]) that if the semigroup S does not contain the identity, then S is
a homomorphic image of the free semigroup G*. Similarly, the monoid S = sg (G) is a
homomorphic image of the free monoid G*.

The elements of the free semigroup G are called semigroup words. In the sequel, we
identify them with corresponding elements of S. The semigroup words s; and s, are called
equivalent relative to the system G of generators in the semigroup S, if in S the equality

s; = sy holds [I0].



Definition 9. Let s be an arbitrary element of S. The length ¢(s) of s is the minimal
possible number ¢ > 0 of generators in a factorization

S = 8§1SipSiz -+ - Siys
where s;, € G for all 1 < j < /(.

Obviously for any s € S the length £(s) is greater than 0; but let us assume ¢(1) = 0,
if S is a monoid.

Let us order the generators of S according to their index; and introduce a linear order
on the set of elements of G: semigroup words are ranked by length, and then words
of the same length are arranged lexicographically. The representative of a class in the
equivalence relation introduced above is the minimal semigroup word in the sense of this
order.

Definition 10. Let s € S be an arbitrary element. The normal form of this element is
the representative of the equivalence class of semigroup words mapped to the element s.

Definition 11. The function vg of a natural argument n € N defined by
vs(n)=|{ s€S | Ls)<n}
is called the growth function of S relative to the system G of generators.

Definition 12. The function 74 of a natural argument n € N defined by
Ysn)=|{ s€S | s=si8,...5, s, €G 1<j<n }
is called the spherical growth function of S relative to the system G of generators.

Definition 13. The function dg of a natural argument n € N defined by
55(71):}{865 | E(s):n}}
is called the word growth function of S relative to the system G of generators.

If we denote by 7 : GT — S the natural epimorphism from the free semigroup G* to
S, these functions can be expressed as follows:

vs(n) = U’ﬂ'(Gi) ,
Vs(n) = |m(G")],

dg(n) = |m(G")\ O?T(Gi) :

The following proposition is well-known, and is proved in many papers (see for exam-

ple [8,3]):

Proposition 3. Let S be an arbitrary finitely generated semigroup, and let Gy and Gy be
systems of generators of S. Let us denote the growth function of S relative to the set G
of generators by the symbol vs,, for i = 1,2. Then [ys,] = [Vs,]-

7



From Definitions [ T2 and M3, the following inequalities hold for any n € N:
0s(n) < 7s(n) < ys(n) =Y ds(i). (2)
i=0

Proposition 4. Let S be an arbitrary finitely generated monoid. Then

[ds] < [7s] = [s].

Let S be a semigroup without identity. Then the growth function and the spherical
growth function may have different growth orders. For example, let S = N be the additive
semigroup S = sg (1). Then yg(n) = n, y4(n) = 1, and these functions have different
growth orders, [1] < [n].

There are many results concerning the growth of groups. For references see the sur-
vey [, or the book [9.

3.4 Growth series

It is often convenient to encode the growth function of a semigroup in a generating series:

Definition 14. Let S be a semigroup generated by a finite set G. The growth series of
S is the formal power series

To(X)=> vs(n)X".

n>0

The power series Ag(X) = > dg(n)X™ can also be introduced; we then have Ag(X) =
n>0
(1 — X)I's(X). The series Ag is called the word growth series of the semigroup S.

The growth series of a Mealy automaton is introduced similarly:

Definition 15. Let A be an arbitrary Mealy automaton. The growth series of A is the
formal power series

TA(X) =) ya(n)X™

n>0

The radius of convergence, and behaviour of I's near its singularities, encode the
asymptotics of vg. The semigroup S has subexponential growth if and only if I'g converges
in the open unit disk.

Sharper results of this flavour are often called tauberian and abelian theorems. We
quote two such results [I4]:

Theorem 4. If I's converges in the open unit disk, and logys(n) ~ 2y/an for some

a >0, then
Q@

log I's (X) ~ T

as X — 1.

If Ag(n) ~ 55 as X — 17, then ys(n) ~ cn.



3.5 Growth of Mealy automata and of automatic transformation
semigroups they define

Definition 16. Let A = (X,,,, Q,, 7, \) be a Mealy automaton. The semigroup

SA = S5g (fqoa fqn ceey fqn—l)
is called the semigroup of automatic transformations defined by A.

For an invertible Mealy automaton, let us examine the group of transformations it
defines. Let A be a Mealy automaton, let S4 be the semigroup defined by A, and let us
denote the growth function and the spherical growth function of S4 by the symbols g,
and 7, , respectively. From Definition [ we have

Proposition 5 ([7]). For anyn € N the value v4(n) equals the number of those elements
of Sa that can be presented as a product of length n in the generators {fqo, Jarr-- o Jann },
i.e.

Ya(n) =75,(n), n € N.

From this proposition and (@) it follows that v4(n) < g, (n) for any n € N.

Proposition 6 ([15]). Let A; = (X, Qun, ™, Ni) for i = 1,2 be two similar Mealy au-
tomata. Then these automata define isomorphic automatic transformation semigroups
and have the same growth function.

3.6 Hausdorff dimension

We introduce now the Hausdorff dimension of semigroups acting on trees. This topic was
already extensively studied for groups [I,8].

Let S be a semigroup acting on a tree X,. This action extends to an action on the
boundary X of the tree. This space has the topology of the Cantor set, and can be given
the natural metric

d(v,w) =sup {m™: v, #w,},

where v = Vyv1vy . .., W = Wow ws - - - € X . This metric induces the Cantor topology on
X and turns it into a compact space of diameter 1.

The semigroup S is a subset of the semigroup of tree endomorphisms of X . and
End (X)) has the natural function (compact-open) topology. The natural metric on
End (X)) is

d(g,h) = sup {|End (X™)|7' . there exists v € X" with v9 # "},

where g, h are arbitrary homomorphisms and X denotes the first n levels of the tree X .
This induces on End (X})), and therefore on S, the Cantor topology, and turns End (X))
into a compact space of diameter 1.

Furthermore, End (X},) has Hausdorff dimension 1, since it is covered by |End (X7)|
subspaces of diameter |[End (X”)|™". Let W, denote the image of S in End (X): then
we define the Hausdorff dimension of S as

. Lo log |W,|
H =1 f
dim 5 = S End ()]



This is a number in the interval [0, 1] which measures the proportion of End (X},) occupied
by S.

Let us compute |End (X/)|: such an endomorphism is determined by an endomor-
phism of X, (there are m™ of them), and m endomorphisms in End (X" ~1); we arrive at
the recursive formula

m™—1

|End (X2)] =m™ |End (X5 )" = m™ 1.

4 The semigroup 5y,

4.1 Properties of automatic transformations

For ¢ = 0,1 let us denote the automatic transformation f,, 5, by the symbol f;. The
unrolled forms of the automatic transformations fy and f; are the following:

fo= (fo, fo)(x1,20), f1 = (f1, fo)(z1,21). (3)

From (B) the following equalities hold:

fg = (fc?,f(?)(xo,:cl), Jofi = (fofl,fg)(xo,xo),
[t = (fofu, ) (@, 21), fifo= (/5. fufo) (1, 21);

whence we have
Lemma 1. The automatic transformation fqo is an involution.

From Lemma [l and (@), the following equalities hold for any p > 1:

(fof1)! = ((fof1)?, (fofi)"™") (o, 7o), (5a)
(flfo)p = ((flfo)p_l7(f1f0>p>(x17x1>7 (5b>
(fof)P fr = ((fof)P ™" fu, (fo )"~ fo) (o, o). (5¢)

Here we assume f° =1 for an arbitrary automatic transformation f.

Lemma 2. In the semigroup Sy, the following relations hold:

rp s fi (fo )" (Fufo)” f7 = fi (fo )" (frfo), (6)
for all p > 0.
Proof. Let us prove the lemma by induction on p. For p = 0 from (@) follows
fi = (fofu, Dz, 20) - (fu, fo) (@, 1) = (fi, fo) (z1,21) = fi.

For p > 1 from (@), (Ral) and (EL)) we have

Fr o) (Frfo) =
= (f1, fo)(z1,21) - ((fOfl)p ) (fofl)p_l)(xoa%) : ((flfO)p_l ; (flfO)p)(xlaxl) =
= (A o) (Ffo)P s Fa (fo )P (fufo)?) (o, 1),

10



and

F o f )P (Fufo) f1 = (Fr (o f0)P " (Fido) fofus fu (o f )P~ (fifo)?) (21, 1) =
= (fi o) AL 2 A (o)™ (fufo)) (e, aa).

By the induction hypothesis, the right-hand sides of both equalities define the same au-
tomatic transformation, so the lemma holds. X

Remark 1. Application of any defining relation to an arbitrary semigroup word changes
the length of this word by an even number.

Remark 2. The relation 7, for all p > 1 can be written in the following way

o fr(fo )" (o f)P fr = i ()P i (fo )P~ fo

In sequel, we will use both presentations of the relations r,.

Lemma 3. For any n € N the element f; (jbfl)"_1 s a left-side zero in the semigroup
W,,. That is, the relations

Filfof)" ™ fo= fi(fof0)" ™, Flfof)" ™ = fAfof)" (7)
hold in the semigroup W,.

Proof. 1t is enough to show that the image of an arbitrary word v € X7 under the action
of fi (fofs)" " does not depend on u. Indeed, from [Ba) for any p > 0 follows

Jr(fof))! = (AL (o) S (fOfl)p_l)(xla T1).

Let us write the word u as

t1,.t2 .t t t
u=zgrapatt a2

2k

where k > 0, ty,t9, >0, ¢, >0,2<i<2k—1, > t; =n. For u = 2z} we have:
i=1

fi (fof))" ™ (u) = 277" - fi(a) = 2t

k
Otherwise, Y t5; < n and the equalities hold:
i=1

—1 —1 top_
Fo o)™ ) = ol i o)™ (sfpafpaly ol ) =
2T (fof)" T t2< Bait gt lx?k) =
- x§1+t2+t3+"'+t2k_1 . fl (fofl)ﬂ—l—t2—t4—"'_t2k—2 <x§2k) — x?

Therefore fi (fofi)" ' (u) = 27 and the lemma holds. X

11



4.2 Normal forms

Proposition 7 ([18]). Everys € S, admits a unique minimal-length representation as
a word of the form 1, fqy, or

o frlfof)” filfofo)™ fu - (fo )™ fr(fo )P £62, (8)
where e1,e3 € {0,1}, k>0, 0 < p; <py < -+ < pg, and pry1 > 0.
Proof. Let s € S;, be an arbitrary semigroup element, written in the following way:

PO £P1 £P2 £P3 D2k £P2k+1
0o J1 Jo J1 fO fl )

where k > 0, pg > 0, pogy1 >0, p; > 0,4 =1,2,...,2k. The relation fZ = 1 implies that
there can never be two consecutive fy’s in a reduced word, and the relation rq is f = fi,
so there can never be three consecutive fi’s.

If the representation of s contains at least one symbol fi, then it can be written in the
form

s= fo' filfo )P Fr(fo )7 fo o (o fO)P (o fu)PR o2, (9)
where €,€6, € {0,1}, k>0, p1,pry1 > 0, p; > 0, 2 < i < k. Furthermore if p; > p; 4, for
some i € {1,2,...,k— 1}, we have the relation

P F(fofo)" Ao )P = FUf ) Ao o) fo,

and therefore the representation can be shortened. Then the semigroup word s is irre-
ducible if and only if for all ¢ = 1,2,...,k — 1 the inequality p; < p;.1 holds, that is
0<p <pa<-+ < g X

In [I8] the algorithm of reducing an arbitrary semigroup word to normal form is
considered. Let s be an arbitrary semigroup word over the alphabet {fo, fi}. It can be
reduced to normal form by the following steps:

1. The word s is reduced by the defining relation f& = 1;
2. The word s is reduced by the defining relation 7;
3. After steps [l and B the word is written as ([{@);

4. If for all i = 1,2,...,k — 1 the numbers p; in ([@) satisfy the inequalities p; < p;i1,
then the algorithm finishes, otherwise it goes to the next step;

5. For the first pair of exponents p; and p;4q, with 1 < j <k — 1, such that p; > pj;44,
the subword f2 of length 2 is canceled in s, by the application of the relation Tpji1h

6. Go to step

Proposition 8 ([18]). The algorithm with stepsIHA reduces an arbitrary semigroup word

s to its normal form in no more than [%} steps.

Lemma 4. For any n > 1 an arbitrary element s of W,, equals 1, fo, or can be written
in normal form

for (o) filfo ) fo o (fof)P fu(fof)P £ (10)

where €1,65 € {0,1}, 0<k, 0<p; <pa<---<pr<n—1,and 0 <ppy1 +e <n—1.

12



Proof. Let us fix a number n > 1. Let s be an arbitrary word of normal form (§)):

= Jo i S (o fu)™ fr - o f)™ Fulfo fo)™ s

where €1,62 € {0,1}, 0 <k, 0<p; <py < -+ < pg, and 0 < pgyq. If p; > n — 1 for some
i, then the semigroup word may be shortened by using the relations ([):

= fo' ilfo )" fulfo ) freo (fofO)P oo (fofO)P* filfofo)PF fo?
= [ i (fo P o (fo )P fr(fo )" (fof)™ " e (o)™ fu(fo fr) £
= [ Af )" Ai(fofO)P2 fr - (foft)" = Al fo )"

This gives the requirements 0<p <py<---<pp<n—1. Similarly, the end of s,
the subword (fof1)"*** fs2, should be no longer than (fof1)" ~!. Hence, the requirement
Pri1+ € <n—1 should be satisfied. X

4.3 Proof of Theorem [l

Let k € N be an arbitrary positive integer, and let us denote its remainder modulo 2 by
the symbol [k].

Proposition 9. Let s € S, be an arbitrary element such that

S = fOfl(fOfl)plfl(fOfl)mfl cee (fofl)pkfla

where k >1,0<p; <py <---<pp. Then

P+l .pa—p1,.p3—p2 Pk —Pk—1
s(zg) = 2" 2y Mg TS T

Proof. Let u € X§ be an arbitrary word, and let ¢5 > ¢; > 0 be arbitrary integers. Then
from (Bd) we have

(fOfl)tl fl (33%25171’&) = XTo - (fOfl) =1 fl( ta— 133'1U) = ... =
= ) = o)

Let us prove the lemma by induction on k. For k =1 from (Ed) follows

(fofl)lerl fi(xg) = xglﬂ fi(zg) = Iglﬂff
For k > 1 we have
s(zy) = fofr(fo )" i (fo e (fo ) i (fo ) fr- - (fofr)™ fi(as)) =
— f(]fl(f(]fl)plfl <x32x1173 p2+1 84 ps xpk ﬂpk ]1 *k 1]>

pi+l,_p2—p1 pP3—p2 ,.p4—D3 Dk —Pk—1, % o

_ .pitl_pa—p1 P3=p2 Pk —Pk—1
and the lemma holds. X
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Corollary 3. Letn € N be any, and let s be an semigroup element, written in the following

form () :
s = fofi(fofO)" filfofi)™ fi .. (fofO)™* fr(fofr)PEH,

where 0 <k, 0<pi<pa<---<pp<n—1,and 0 <prr1 <n—1. Then
s(af) = ah gk Pighsr .xf’iﬁk‘lxmprl.
Proof. Let us fix an integer n > 1. From (Bal) for any p > 0 we have
(fof)"(a) = a5
Therefore, for £ = 0 we have
s(zg) = fofi(fofi)" (25) = x5,

and when k£ > 0 from Proposition @ we have

s(zg) = fofi(fofo)" filfo )P fr- o (fof1)P* filag) =

k

n—(p1+1)= > (Pi—pi-1)

_ b1+l _p2—p1, p3—p2 Pk—Pk—1 i=2 o

=z, x Tlay T Ty =

_ ,p1tl_p2—p1, p3—p2 Pk—DPk—1_n—pr—1

=Ty T Ty Ty Ty X

Proposition 10. The infinite system of relations
f(? - 17T07T17T27"'7
is minimal, that is none of the relations follows from the others.

Proof. Let us show that the relation

fi=1
does not follow from the relations {r,, p > 0}. Indeed, each relation r,, for p > 0, includes
the symbol f; in both its left- and right-hand side, and therefore it cannot be applied to

f2-1.
Moreover, the relation

ro: f 13 =N
does not follow from the set of relations f§ = 1,{r,,p > 1}, either. Let us consider its
right-hand side, the semigroup word f;. The unique relation which may be applied to it
is f2 = 1; and the set of semigroup words equivalent to f; is described in the following
way:
FP LGP, pryp2 > 0.

Obviously, this set does not include the semigroup word f3.
Let us denote the left- and right-hand sides of the relation r,, for p > 0, by the symbols
w, and v, respectively, that is

wp = fi (fOfl)p i (fOfl)p f1,
vp = fi (fof1)? 1 (fof)P " fo.

Let us fix a positive integer £ > 1 and prove that the set of semigroup words equivalent
to vy, obtained by applying the relations f& = 1,{r,,p > 0,p # [}, does not include any
semigroup words which end in the symbol f;.

14



Let us consider the set of semigroup words

Q= { Al AT AT AR |ttt >0 ),

where ¢ > 0. All words in the set §2;, for i > 0, are pairwise equivalent, and let us choose
the word of minimal length

wj = f1f0f1f0 . ~f1f0f1 = f1(f0f1)i_l

as the representative of ;. For ¢ = 0 let us consider the set of words

Q={f" | t=0},

with representative wy = 1.
Let s € S, be an arbitrary semigroup element. It can be ambiguously written in the
following way

félVon---kaSQ,
where k > 0, e1,e5 € {0,1}, v; € Q;,, 7 =0,1,...,k, ip =0,4; >0, j =1,2,...,k, and
if k=01et e < ey, ¢ +¢€ < 1. Using only the relation fg = 1, the element s can be

ambiguously reduced to the following product
S = glwiowil cee Wy 82,

where requirements on parameters are listed above.
Let us consider the set

l )
1o ={ ¥
7=0
The width of the semigroup word s is the positive integer

w(s) = max Y (s) — min Y(s).

Let us note that s has width 0 if and only if s = f} for some p > 0.
The relations 7, for p = 0,1, ..., have the following representations:

l:0,1,2,...,kz}.

o @ WoWiWiw = Woi,
Tp & WoWpt1Wpr1W1 = WoWpr1Wpfo, p > 0.

(11)

Obviously, the left- and right-hand sides of 7, have the same width (p 4 1), for all p > 0.
Moreover, both sides of the relation fZ = 1 have the same width 0, too.

From () it follows that the application of relations f¢ = 1 or 7, for p = 0,1,...
does not change the width of s, and the relation 7, can be applied to s if and only if
0 < p < w(s) — 1. Hence, only the relations

fg:]wrmrla"';/ré—l (12)

can be applied to the word v, and the words equivalent to it.
Let us separate v, into two parts

1 _ (2 _
Vp ' = WoWet1, Uy~ = wowy fo,

where v, = vél) . UéQ). In addition,

w(vy) = w(vé”) =(+1, w(vf)) =/.

From Proposition [ it follows that all words vy, Uél) and Uf) have normal form (). If the
relation r, from () is applied to vy, then there are three possible cases:

15



e w, and v, belong to vél);

e w, and v, belong to vf);

® wowpt1 belongs to vél), and wowp1w1 and wow, fo belong to véz).

As p < £, the application of a relation from ([2) does not change the width of the parts

(1) 2)

v, and vé . Hence, if s is an arbitrary word which is obtained from v, by relations (I[2),

it can be separated into two parts s!) and s, s = s . s where w(sV) = w(vé“) for
i =1,2. As w(s®®) = ¢ and the parities of the number of occurrences of fy in s and

véz) coincide, s® ends on the symbol fy. Therefore the word s = sV - s(2) ends in f; too,

and the word wyw,41wp+1wi, which ends on fi, is not equivalent to v,. X

Proof of Theorem . From Lemmas [l and B it follows that in the semigroup S, the re-
lations f& = 1 and r,, for p > 0, hold. In Proposition [ it is proved that, using these
relations, each element can be unambiguously reduced to normal form. It is enough to
show that semigroup elements, which are written in different normal forms, define different
automatic transformations over the set X'

Let s, sy be arbitrary semigroup elements, written in normal form. As fj is a bijection
and f; is not a bijection, then any semigroup word which includes the symbol f; defines
an automatic transformation which is not a bijection, and therefore differs from both
transformations 1 and fy. Due to this remark, it is enough to consider elements in normal
form (). Let us write

S1 = félfl(fOfl)plfl(fOfl)p2f1 cee (fOfl)pkfl(fOfl)pk+l 52,
so = [ fi(fo ) Fr(fo ) fro o (o) Fu(fo o) 42,

where €1, €2, {1, 2 € {071}7 k7€ Z 07 0 Spl < p2 < < Dg, 0 S tl < t2 << téa and
Pry1 = 0, gy = 0.

Let us assume that the elements s; and s» define the same automatic transformation
over X§. Then for any u € X¥ the equality holds

s1(u) = so(u). (13)
As fp is a bijection, the equalities
S1 = Sg, Jos1 = fose, s1.fo = s2/o,
hold simultaneously. Moreover, from ([3F]) for any element sz € Sy, it follows that
s153(u) = sas3(u).
Let us consider possible values of ¢; and ;.

1. ¢, =0 and p; = 0. Due to the note above, this case is equivalent to the case ¢; =1
and gy = 1, which is described below.

2. ¢ =0and u; = 1. As k,1 > 0, the semigroup words s; and sy start by the symbols
f1 and fof1, respectively. For the input word u = x; we have

si(z1) = A((fof) fo - o f)P fulfo o) 57 (1)) = a1,
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and

so(21) = fofi ((fof)™ fr- - (fo ) Alfofr) f§2(x1)) = fo(z1) = mo.

Therefore, the elements s; and s, define different automatic transformations over
the set X§. The case ¢ =1 and py = 0 is similar.

3.egs=1and pu; = 1.
Let us assume that eo = 0 and py = 0. From ([3) it follows that the elements

S1 (fofl)(pﬁt”l)fl and 52(f0f1)(pk+t[+l)f1

define the same automatic transformation. Using Proposition [, we have

s (fo )P f(@d) = fofi(fof) fre o (fofo)P ulfo fo) P PR (o) =

_ $81+1$€2_p11’83_p2 . "rll)k—j[lglk_lxﬁ[):]ﬂ—i_tl—i_lx){_|[k]7
Ttpt+1 t t top1+pettetl
so(fo )P fi(@d) = fo (o)™ fre o (o) Al fo i) PRt £y () =
— 1’81+1x§2_t1$83_t2 N 'xil—_ﬂg]f_lxﬁf—r’_pk—i_lx’lﬁ—[l]]'

As the words in the right-hand sides coincide, we obtain the requirements k = ¢, p; = t;,
1=1,2,...,k+1. This means that the elements s; and s, are written in the same normal

form (H).

The case eo = 1 and ps = 1 is considered similarly, because we may consider elements

s1.fo and sy fo.
Next, let us assume €3 = 0 and pp = 1 (the case e = 1 and ps = 0 is considered
similarly). If £ =0 or pry1 > pg, then elements

sufi = fofi(fof) filfo )7 fu o (fofo)™ Fu(fo )" fr,
soft = foli(fo )™ Fi(fo ) fr o (fo ) Fulfof0)"" fofr,

are written in normal form () and define the same transformation over X§. From the
proof above in Case Bl it follows that k+1 =/, p;, =t;,i =1,2,...,k+1,and ty; 1+1 = 0;
but this contradicts the condition ¢,,; > 0.

Let k> 0 and 0 < pry1 < pr. Let us assume s3 = f1(fof1)"*", then the element sos3
is already written in normal form (§):

soft(fo )" = fofilfo )" Fr(fof0) 2 fr - (fof)™ Fr(fo ) fofa(fo Sl =
= fofl(fofl)t1 fl(fofl)t2f1 o (fofl)tefl (fofl)te+1+pk+l+l.

The element s;s3 is reduced, and its normal form is the following;:

sufilfof)™ ™ = fofilfofO)™ frlfofi) fi- . (fofO)P* filfo )P4 f(fo f)P =
= fofi(fo SO fi(fo )P fr o (o fo)P5 7t Fu(fofa)Pe

For the elements sis3 and sss3, as proved above, the following requirements hold:

k 2 17k_ 1= gapl - tlapQ - t27"'apk—1 = tf7pk = té-i-l +pk’+1 + 1. (14)
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As fy is a bijection, a similar reasoning can be carried out for the elements s; fo and
sofo, where s; and sy are rearranged. For the case ty,y > t, or £ = 0 we obtain a
contradiction with the requirement py,; > 0, and in the case 0 < t,,1 < t;, and ¢ > 0 the
requirement ¢ — 1 = k should be fulfilled, but it contradicts the requirements ([[4).

Thus, the relations f§ = 1,7¢,71,... form the system of defining relations. In Propo-
sition [[ it is proved that this system is minimal, and therefore the semigroup Sy, is
infinitely presented.

To solve the word problem in Sy,, it is necessary to reduce semigroup words s; and sy
to normal form (), and then to check them for graphical equality. From Proposition
this can be done in no more than

|s1] |52
SiME

steps, and the word problem is solved in polynomial time.

Let us prove the second part of Theorem [l in a similar way as the first part. Let
us fix the integer n > 1 and let s; and s, are arbitrary elements of the semigroup W,,.
The elements 1, fo, fi... and fofi ... define pairwise distinct transformations (zg,x1),
(1,10), (71,21), and (z9, o) over the set X, respectively. Therefore, using the proof
above, it is enough to consider n > 1 and s;,sy such that they are written in normal
form (I0):

51 = fofl(fofl)plfl(fofl)mfl e (fOfl)pkfl(fOfl)pk+l 52,

so = Joi(fof))" il fo ) fr - (fof) fr(fo i) f42,
where €, 10 € {0,1}, k0 >0,0<p; <poe < - <ppr<n—10<t; <ty < - <t <
n—1,and 0 < pgy1+e6 <n—1,0<ty 1+ pu <n—1. Let us consider these elements
in the same way as it was done for elements of the semigroup S7,. Besides, it is enough
to consider the cases e = o =0 and €5 = 1, puy = 0.
Let us assume that €3 = pi3 = 0. Then from Corollary B for the input word u = zy it
follows that

(15)

n\ _ .p1+l_p2—p1_p3—p2 Pk—Pk—1, n—pr—1
si(ag) = ag" ey Mag L ey
n\ _ ti1+1_to—t1 t3—t2 tp—tp_1 _mn—tp—1

and from Assumption () we have the requirements
kZZE,pZ:tZ,Z: 1,2,...,]{?.

With no loss of generality let us assume 0 < priq < tgas-

Ifk=0orp, <n—1—tg1+ prs1, let us consider the element s3 = (fofl)"_l_tk“fl.
Then s;s3 does not reduce, because ppi1+n—1—1x1 <n—1, and sys3 is reduced to the
following element:

sos3 = fofi(fofu )" Fi(fo )2 fr oo (fo o)™ Fulfofi) ™ - (fof)" T f =
= fofi(fo )" Fu(fo )2 fre o (o )P Fi(fof)™

For the input word u = z{j we have

siss(2f) = fofi(fo )P frlfof0)2 i (fofo )P fr(fofo)" P £ (a) =

1 _po—p1 pa— i1 (n—l—ty 1 +Pri1)—pr n—1—(n—1—tys 1+
=y Pl p2...$fﬁ+ﬁk 1$Yi[k+1i€+l P Fk+1}|(n ),
-1
st?,(xG) = fof1(f0f1)p1f1(f0f1)p2f1 e (fofl)pkf1(fof1)n =
= ghtlghepighsp .qu]ﬁk’lekgl_pk,
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which contradicts Assumption ([3).
In the case £ > 0 and pr > n — 1 — t311 + pry1, let us consider the element s, =
(fofl)"_l_tk“fl(fofl)"_l_tk+1+pk+1. Then elements s;s, and sys, are reduced to the fol-

lowing elements:

sise = fofi(fofi)" fi .. (fofl)pk Frlfofo) - (fo o)™ fi(fo fr) I =
= fofi(fo )" Fi(fofO)P2 o (fo )P fu(fo fi)™s

sose = fof1(fof1)" f1 - (fofl)pk Filfo ) - (fo )"0 fulfo o) et =
= fofi(fo P Fr(fo )P fr - (fo )™ Fr(fofi)"

Similarly, for the input word u = xj we have

sisa(zg) = fofi(fofO)" fi(fo )2 fro o (fofo)" 7 fi(fofo)P* (ag) =

_ x01+1x1172 plxgs P2 leﬂk [; leif Qxfk 11]1% 17
—1
sesa(2) = fofr(fof)" frlfofO)P fu- - (fofO)Pr filfof))" ™ =
= xgl—i-lx]im—mxgs—m o 'xfk—j[kp]k_lek]l_pk’

which contradicts Assumption ([3). Hence, the elements ([]5]) at €3 = po = 0 define the
same transformation over X' if and only if k =0, p; =1t;, 1 =1,2,...,k+ 1.

Consider now the case e = 1, s = 0. Let us assume that f = 0 or ty < tyyq. In this
case the elements s; f1 and s, f; are not reduced:

sifi = fofi(fo )" fi(fo i) i (fo o)™ Filfo )P,
saft = fofi(fof) filfof0)? fr- - (fof0)" il fofr) " fu.

From Assumption ([3) and the proof above the requirements k = ¢+ 1, p; =t;, 1 < i <k,
pre1 + 1 = 0 follow. The last requirement contradicts the condition pry1 > 0 of ([[H).
A similar reasoning can be carried out for the elements s; fy and sy fy, and we reach a
contradiction in the case k= 0 or py < pri1-

Let us now consider the case k,¢ > 0, t;, > t,1 and pr > pry1. The elements
s1f1(fo fl)t“1 and sy f1(fo fl)t“1 are reduced to the following normal forms:

sufi(fof)) ™ = fofi(fof )P Fu(fofa)™ fr oo (fofo)PE fo(fo fo) i et i tern=h),
sofa(fof))"“ = fofi(fof)" Fr(fo )2 fr o (fo )" fi(fo o)™

From Assumption ([I3) and the proof above the requirements
k=0—1,p;=1t;,1<i<kmin(pe1+1+t1,n—1) =1t (16)
follow. Similarly, from the equality

sufofi(fof) (xh) = safofi(fofr) ™ (xf)

we get the requirement k — 1 = ¢, which contradicts the requirements (IH).
The theorem is completely proved. X

Proof of Corollaryl. Let us fix a number n, n > 1, and prove that the cardinality of the
semigroup W, is
(Wy| =2+ (2n — 1)2.
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Any element of form () is defined by a set of k parameters {p1, pa,...,pr}, and by €,
Prr1, €2. Parameter € has two possible values, “the tail” (fof1)"*' f5? has length varying
from 0 to (2n — 2), and the set {p1, ps,...,pxr} is a k-element subset of {0,1,...,n — 2},

where k is some integer in {0, 1,...,n — 1}. Therefore,
_ Coon—1 - — - n
Wal=.2 +. 2 -2 (2n—1)=2+ (2n —1)2™

L.fo € PLeoPk pygter
As was shown in Section B, for all n > 1
[End (Xp)| = 225 = 42",
and the Hausdorff dimension of the semigroup 57, is

. . Jdog (24 (2n —1)27)
Hdim S;, = hq{gggf (@ —1)loga

:0’

which proves the corollary. X

Among groups, having Hausdorff dimension 0 seems to be related to being solvable;
in [2] it is shown that a solvable group acting on a tree necessarily has dimension 0. Since
solvable groups are all linear, this raises the question of whether Sy, is linear. While this
is probably not the case, an even more fruitful analogy would be a linear embedding of
Sy, over a local ring, such that the semigroups W,, are the congruence quotients over that
ring.

5 Growth functions

We derive, in this section, the growth series of the semigroup S7,, as well as the asymptotics
of the growth functions Vs;, and vr,.

5.1 Growth series

Lemma 5. Let q(n) be the number of partitions of n € N in distinct, odd parts, and form
U(X)=> q(n)X™. Then

2

U(X) :7;0 i _X2)')?T'n(1 ey =1+X)(1+X)(1+X°) -

Proof. Let A = (A1, A2, ..., \p) be such a partition of n. Then \; > 2i — 1 for all
1=1,2,...,m, and
M=1X=3,...,An—(2m—1))

is a partition of n — m? in at most m even parts. By “flipping”, this is the same as a

partition of n — m? into even parts that are at most 2m, whence the first equality.
The second equality is standard: an integer partition (A, ..., A,,) in distinct odd parts
corresponds to a monomial XM ... XA, X
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It follows from Proposition [ that the word growth series of Sy, is

1

As, (X) =) b5, (M)X"=(1+X)+(1+X) X U(X) v (1+X).
n>0 17'f0 ‘1 f1 N—— M4
0 (fofr)Pr+1 !

- 7

form &)

Indeed all subwords (fof1)" fi(fof1)"* ... (fof1)"* f1 of the second form (B) correspond
uniquely to an integer partition (2p; + 1,2ps + 1,...,2p; + 1) in distinct odd parts; and
(2p1 + 1)+ (2pa+ 1) + - - -+ (2pr + 1) is the length of this subword. We obtain:

1-X

:(1+X)(1+1i(X (1+1_XX2 <1+1i(i(4(1+"')>))’

that proves the first part of Theorem Bl
As mentioned in Remark [Il, the set of elements which can be presented as a product
of n generators, includes the sets of elements of length n,n — 2,.... Therefore

]
Y (n) =Y 8, (20 + [n])

ASIQ(X)=1+X+X+X2\11(X):(1+X) <1+L (1+X2n+1>> _
(17)

i=0
whence

I',(X)= ! (X)—; 1+ —— ] (1+ x>

! 11— X275 1— X 1-x1 ‘
As vg, (n) = > dg, (i), one has

i=0

1 1+ X X
Io (X)=—=As, (X)=—1+—= [ Q1 +X*) ).
512( ) 1—X SIQ( ) 1_X< +1_Xn>0( + ))

Last two equalities complete the proof of Theorem Bl

5.2 Asymptotics
We quote the following result by Richmond [19]:

Theorem 5. If ged(ay, -+ ,as, M) = 1, then the number of partitions of n into distinct
parts all congruent to some a; mod M has the asymptotic value

o(*F+ar (X ai))g-1/4,,-3/4 exp (W ?;9_]\72) (1+ O (n71/219))

for any 6 > 0.
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In particular, for ¢(n), we take M = 2, s =1 and a; = 1 to obtain the asymptotics

q(n) ~ 27123714 =3/4 oxp (7?\/%),

where f(n) ~ g(n) means lim f(n)/g(n) =
The following result appears as Lemma 3.4 in [I1]. Its proof follows from the Euler-
MacLaurin summation formula:

Lemma 6 ([T1]). Let f be a series with f(n) ~ n®exp (8y/n), and define g(n) = 3 f(1).
Then 5
g(n) ~ Bn““” exp (Bv/n).

Let us return to the first expression in (7). The term (X + X?)/(1 — X) expands to
X +2X%+2X3+.... We deduce:

Sy () = aln = 1) 425" (9 (18)
i=0
for n > 2. Moreover,
Y1, (1 —1—1—2 n—1) (18b)
sy, (n _2+Z (2n — 2i — Dq(i). (18¢)

Proof of Theorem[3. It follows from Lemma [ and (IRal) that

2231/4 n
05y, (N ”22 f-Q(n)NTn Y exp (W g)-

Once more, applying Lemma B to the equation at line above, we have the sharp

estimate a3
27 233 4 n
Vs, (N Z dsy, (1) n-q(n) ~ - n** exp (7r E) :

with the ratios of left- to rlght-hand side tending to 1 as n — oo.
Similarly, the growth function of the automaton /5 admits the sharp estimate

24 25/233/4 n
Y1,(n) ~ N q(n) ~ — n'* exp <7T E)’

that completes the proof of Theorem X

Proof of Corollary[@. From Theorem Bl it follows that

s, ] = lexp (V)]

and by Proposition Bl the same asymptotics hold for [vz,]. X
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