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Abstract—This paper investigates the complexity of verbal
languages and pattern languages of Thurston automatic groups
in terms of the Chomsky hierarchy. Here the language generated
by a pattern is taken as the set of representatives of all strings
obtained when chosing values for the various variables. For
noncommutative free groups, it is shown that the complexity
of the verbal and pattern languages (in terms of level on the
Chomsky hierarchy) does not depend on the Thurston automatic
representation and that verbal languages cannot be context-free
(unless they are either the empty word or the full group). They
can however be indexed languages. Furthermore, it is shown
that in the general case, it might depend on the exactly chosen
Thurston automatic representation which level a verbal language
takes in the Chomsky hierarchy. There are examples of groups
where, in an appropriate representation, all pattern languages
are regular or context-free, respectively.

Index Terms—Thurston Automatic Groups; Free Groups;
Verbal Languages; Chomsky Hierarchy;

I. INTRODUCTION

Pattern languages are languages given by a pattern (which
is a string of variables and constants) generating the language;
the members of a pattern language are obtained by assigning
values to the variables and replacing each of them consis-
tently by the values assigned; usually these values are strings
over fixed finite alphabet. Angluin [2] introduced the pattern
languages in the realm of learning theory and subsequent
investigations dealt with the question when such a pattern
language is regular or context-free. Reidenbach [12] solved a
long-standing open problem by showing that pattern languages
are not learnable from positive data for certain alphabet sizes
and deepened the research in that field. Reidenbach [13] asked
whether there is a pattern language which is context-free
but not regular; Jain, Ong and Stephan [5] showed that this
depends on the alphabet size — if the alphabet size is 2 or
3 then there are such languages while for alphabet size of at
least 4 such languages do not exist.

Pattern languages, in particular the verbal languages which
are generated by patterns without constants, also play an
important role in group theory [6], [8], [9], [10], [11]. Gilman
[4] studied the low levels of the Chomsky hierarchy for sets
in groups. Verbal sets for groups played an important role
in the recent solution of Tarski’s problem which showed the
decidability of the first order theory of the free groups [7]; it
follows from this result that verbal sets are always decidable,
but their exact complexity in terms of the Chomsky hierarchy
was left open.
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The present work continues these investigations and studies,
which verbal languages, and more generally pattern languages,
belong to which level of the Chomsky hierarchy in various
Thurston automatic groups. Thurston automatic groups are
interesting for computer science due to the high degree of
efficiency in their group operations and the word problems;
the Chomsky hierarchy is a well-accepted classification of the
complexity of languages of words which has been studied
thoroughly and extended to many novel language classes
during many decades of investigations in theoretical computer
science. The present work wants to answer fundamental ques-
tions on pattern languages and verbal languages for automatic
groups; it also brings the result of Miasnikov and Romankov
[10] that nontrivial verbal languages in noncommutative free
groups are not regular up to the next level by showing that
they are also not context-free.

In the following the terminology and notation is explained
more in detail. Let Z denote the set of integers. Given a set
¥ of generators and Y ~! of the inverses of the generators,
one says that a group is Thurston automatic iff there is a
regular subset G of words over LUX~! containing exactly one
representative for each group element such that the mappings
realising the group operation x — ax for each fixed a € G
is an automatic function. A function f : G — G is automatic
iff there is an automaton reading pairs of strings x,y € G in
parallel, in each cycle one symbol from = and one from v,
such that the automaton accepts at the end iff y = f(x); if the
length of x and y are different then the special symbol # is
provided to the automaton in those cycles where one of z, y is
already read completely and the other one not. The members of
G are called the set of representatives of the group; formally,
representatives are defined as follows: one says v ~ w if v and
w represent the same group word in the set of all words over
YUY~ then for each v there is a unique word w = reprg(v)
such that w € G A w ~ v. The empty string ¢ represents the
neutral element of the group.

For the languages of groups, a pattern 7 is a string over vari-
ables x1,...,x,, their inverses xl_l, . ,x;l, the generators
and their inverses. The pattern m = aoz{ 2] az. .. :vf/f o
over variables zy,...,x, with all iy € {1,...,n} and
all jp € {—1,41} and «ag,a1,...,ay € G generates the
language

L= {reprg(aoygllal . .y'z;ag) SY1, .., Yn € GY



Furthermore, the pattern 7 is called constant-free iff ag = ¢ A
... A ayg = ¢ and a language is called verbal iff it is generated
by a constant-free pattern.

Now some example of patterns: m; = :claxl_lbb, Ty =
xlxgxflxgl and w3 = z1212222. Here 71 contains constants
while 75 and 73 do not. Now bbbab~! is generated by the
pattern 7, when assigning bbb to x;; two occurrences of b~
in x] ! cancel out with the two constants bb at the end of the
pattern. So 7 and 73 generate verbal languages but m; does
not generate a verbal language (as € is not in the language
generated by 7).

In the following, to simplify the notation for groups, given
any finite subset A of the generators X of a group, A* always
denotes the strings over all members from A U A~!. More
generally, when talking about an arbitrary subset A C G, A*
is the set of all w which are formed as a word over AU A™1;
without loss of generality, such a w is reduced, that is, it does
not contain substrings of the form vv~!.

Example 1: Let a group have the generators X =
{a,b,c,d} with a = a=!, ab = b~ ta, ab~! = ba ac = ca,
ad = da, bc = ¢cb, bd = db, ed = dc and consider
Ty = xlxgxflxgl. If one represents the group by G =
{e,a} - b* - ¢* - d* then the language generated by m is
the regular language {bb}*. If one choses the representation
G' = {e,a} - (bed)* - ¢* - d* then the resulting language is in
G’ of the form {(bed)?"c=2"d=2" : n € Z} and therefore not
context-free.

A proof for the claims in the above example will be
given below in Section V. For free groups, this problem
does not arise as the level of the Chomsky hierarchy of a
language is independent of the group representation; this is
shown explicitly in Section II. Therefore one can fix the
representatives as the reduced words in Sections III and IV;
here a word w is reduced iff it does not contain any empty
subword of the form vv—! for v € XU X!, Note that, if one
chooses 3 = {a} then all pattern languages are of the form

Lij={weG:InecZw~a ]}

To see this, note that the group is commutative and therefore
one can write the pattern in the form a’z}]'z}’...z}" with
J1,---,Jk > 0 and variables whose powers add up to 0O being
omitted; then a further normalisation permits to choose j as
the greatest common divisor of ji,...,jx and 7 = 0 if there
are no variables. The sets L; ; are all regular for j > 0 as
one can just count (modulo j) the number of occurrences of
a positively and those of a~! negatively and accept iff the
corresponding counter is ¢ and the word is in G. For j =
0 they are singletons as each group element has only one
representative in G and therefore the sets are again regular.
Therefore Sections III and IV deal only with finitely generated
free groups having at least two generators.

For the case that G is the set of representatives of a free
group with finitely many and at least 2 generators, there are
context-free pattern languages in the group G which are not
regular, but they need constants. Example 9 below shows that
the language generated by the pattern x; amfl is context-free.

The main result on finitely generated noncommutative free
groups in the present work is the following: The only context-
free verbal languages are {¢} and G. This improves a result
of Miasnikov and Romankov [10] who had shown that these
are the only regular verbal languages. The proof is given in
Section III. Section IV shows that many nontrivial verbal
languages are context-sensitive; actually they are shown to
be indexed languages. In Section II it is shown that for
any finitely generated free group with Thurston automatic
presentation G and any language L C G, the level of L
in the Chomsky hierarchy does not change when translating
L from the representation GG to another Thurston automatic
representation. This independence result does not hold for all
automatic groups: Example 1 and Section V provide a verbal
language L and a group in which L is either regular or properly
context-free or properly context-senstive depending on the
automatic presentation of the group. Furthermore, this group
has a representation in which all verbal languages are regular;
this contrasts the case of the free group where the verbal
languages cannot be context-free except for the two trivial
cases. Section VI complements these results by exhibiting
a group in which, for a suitable representation, all pattern
languages are context-free; however, for no representation, all
verbal languages of this group are regular.

II. COMPLEXITY OF LANGUAGES OVER FREE GROUPS IN
DEPENDENCE OF THEIR REPRESENTATION

For a free group represented uniquely by a regular set G,
it does not depend on the choice of G which level a set L
takes in the Chomsky hierarchy. This is proven in Theorem 3
below for the lower levels of this hierarchy. Recall that ~ says
when two group elements are equal. The proof will use the
following auxiliary proposition.

Proposition 2: Let ¥ be a finite non-empty set of generators
and ©* be the set of all words over X UYL, Let G be the set
of reduced words over ¥ U X ~! and G’ be any other regular
set such that for each w € X* there is exactly one v € G’
with v ~ w. Then there is a constant s such that for any word
w € G with w = wjws...wy (each wy consisting of one
symbol in ¥ U X ~1) there are words wug, u, ..., us satisfying
the following: v = wowiuwaus ... weuy € G' and |ug| <
s Auy ~ ¢ for each k € {0,1,...,¢}.

Proof: The proof mainly uses the following: There is a
maximal number s such that some w € G’ contains some v of
length s as a subword with v ~ €. For this let n be the number
of states of the automaton. First it is claimed that there does
not exist a w € G’ satisfying

w = oy ... an2an2+16n2+1ﬁn2 . 6150 and

apBr #eNagay ...aEb ... 010y ~w
for each k& € {0,1,...,n% + 1}. Suppose otherwise,
that there exists such a w. There are two different
k,k' € {0,1,...,n?} such that the deterministic fi-
nite automaton recognising G’ after processing apa; . ..oy
is in the same state as after processing apaq ...
and after processing oy ... 2021100211002 - .- Brt1
the automaton is in the same state as after processing



Q0 ... 2211 Bp24108p2 . .. Brry1. This follows from the
fact that there are only n? possible pairs for the states
for each k but n? + 1 possible values for k; so such
k,k’ can be found; without loss of generality k& < k’. At
least one of the parts o y10+2 ... and B ... Brr2Br+1
is different from e (otherwise, G’ contains two repre-
sentatives for w: oo ...Q2Qn2110p2410n2 ... 5100 and
Qo] .. OOl 4 - e Ozn2+15n2+1 e ﬁk’JrlBk AN 6150). Now
the string

V=0p01...0k O/ 10K/ 42 .. p2Qp2.4q

Brz41Bn2 « - Brr+2Brr+1 Bi - - B1Bo
is a member of G’. As aga . ..o By ... 5158y ~ w it follows
that

Q10,42 -+ - U202 41 Bn2 11 Bp2 -+ B 42Bkr41 ~ €

and v ~ w. So v,w are two different elements in G’
representing the same group element and such do not exist
by assumption.

For the next step one assumes that there is a w € G/, w =
Yoy1 - - - VsVs+1 With 1, ..., ys consisting each of one symbol
in XUX ! and v17s...7s ~ €. It is shown that s < (n+1)-
(2],

Let 0 = reprg(y1vys-..vk) for k = 1,2,... s and note
that 59 = € and J; = e. Furthermore, either 011 = 0rVe+1
or § = 5k+17,;_&1 for all k € {0,1,...,s—1}.

Assume by way of contradiction that there is a k& with
|6 > n?. Now choose ag, . . ., 24 and the correspond-
ing 5o, B1,--.,0n211 as follows: Let i, be the first index
where d;,, consists of the first m symbols of §;, and let jy,
be the last index where §;,, consists of the first m symbols

of d0g; note that ig = 0 and jo = s. Now let ag = o
and By = 7sy1 and, for m € {1,2,...,n%}, let a,, =
Vimo141Yim-142 -+ Vi A B = V41V 42 -+ Vi -

Let ap241 =i 541%i »+2---7j,. Which has positive length
and 3,211 = €. One can now see that these o, and 3, would
satisfy the conditions laid out at the beginning of the proof and
hence they cannot exist. Therefore a k as stated does not exist.

Assume now by way of contradiction that there are an
u and n + 1 numbers hg, hq,...,h, such that 5, = u
ANbp, = uA...AN0d, = u. Then one can find two
different numbers k, k' € {0,1,...,n} with k& < k’ and
the automaton recognising G’ being in the same state af-
ter processing Yov1 - - - Yn, and Yov1 - - -V, It follows that
V= Y0V1---Vhe Vhg+1Vhg4+2---Vs+1 1S an element of
G’ as well. Furthermore, as d,, = dp,,, it holds that
Vhi+1Vhe+2 - - - Yhy ~ € and therefore v ~ w. This again
would contradict the fact that every group element has a unique
representative in G'.

Hence there are at most n indices k& for which the corre-
sponding reduced word J, is the same and furthermore each
8% is a word of length up to n? over ¥ U X~1. This permits
to estimate that s < n - (2|3[)"*+1.

Now let w € G and v € G’ be given such that w ~ v. Then
w = reprg(v). Let wy,ws,...,wp be the symbols making
up w. As w = reprg(v) there are ug,uy,...,us ~ € with

vV = UgwiUiwaUsz . .. weue. As shown above, each uy has at
most length s for some constant s < n - (2|%))" 1. B

Theorem 3: Let X be a finite set of generators and X* be
the set of all words over SUY. "L, Let G be the set of reduced
words over X UY~! and G’ be any other regular set such that
for each w € X* there is exactly one v € G' with v ~ w.
Let LCGand L'’ ={ve G :3we L[v~ wl}. Then L is
context-free iff L’ is context-free.

Proof: By Proposition 2 there is a constant s such that
for every v € L’ there is a w = reprg(v) such that w =
wiws ... wp for some ¢ and there are ug,uq, usg, ...
€ each of length at most s with v = wpwiuiwaus ... wWeuy.
There is a non-deterministic automaton U which is designed
to identify the significant symbols wy, ws, ..., w, by having
a set @ of specific states such that the following holds: In
each run of U on a v € G’ ending in an accepting state, the
subsequence of symbols from v on which U was after parsing
the corresponding symbol in a state from @) is exactly wy, was,

.., wg. Furthermore, U accepts exactly the members of G’.
Note that the actual choice of the ug, u1, ..., u, might depend
on the nondeterministic run: if w = a and v = aa~'a then
one can either have uyp = e Au; = ¢ 'a or ug = aa™' and
u1 = €. So essentially what U does is telling which symbols
have to be preserved (by being in a state inside () after having
parsed them) and which have to be omitted (by being in a state
outside ) after having parsed them). Such a non-deterministic
automaton U exists, as it has only to verify three things that
it can guess at suitable positions: First each string of symbols
marked to be omitted (by not being in a state in () after passing
through them) belongs to the fixed list of strings o with av ~ ¢
and |a| < s; second each two consecutive symbols marked to
be kept (by being in a state in @) after passing over them) are
not inverting each other; third, the overall word is in G’. The
verification that such a non-deterministic finite automaton U
exists is left to the reader.

Assume now that L’ is context-free. Given a context-free
grammar in Chomsky normal form for the language L', one
constructs the context-free grammar for L as follows. For
each non-terminal A in the grammar for L’, one has triples
(¢, A,7) as non-terminals in the grammar for L, where ¢ and
r are states from the non-deterministic automaton U described
above; intuitively, ¢ represents the state the automaton is in
before reading the word generated by A and r describes the
state the automaton is in after reading the word produced by
A.

For a production A — BC in the context-free grammar
for L', one has the following productions in the grammar for
L: (¢, A,r) — (q,B,s)(s,C,r), for all states g, s,r of the
automaton U.

For each production of the form A — « in the grammar for
L', one has the following productions in the grammar for L:

6] all productions of the form (¢, A,r) — &, where the

non-deterministic automaton U goes from state g to
r on input a and 7 ¢ Q

(ii))  all productions (g,A,r) — a where the non-

deterministic automaton U can go from ¢ to r on

, Ug ™~



aand r € Q.

Furthermore, the start symbols (they could easily be made
unique if one requires this) of the new grammar for L are all
triples (g, S,r) where S is a start symbol of the grammar for
L' and ¢ is a starting state of U and r is an accepting state of
U.

It can easily be seen that the resulting grammar generates
L as it preserves the symbols contained in the reduced word
and replaces the other ones by ¢ in the generated word. The
conditions on the terminals generated ensure that the choices
for omitting or preserving generated symbols are consistent
with a run of the non-deterministic automaton U.

On the other hand, if one has a context-free grammar for
L then one can first replace every symbol ¢ generated by a
non-terminal C' which generates all sequences of the form
acf with a ~ €, § ~ € and |a|,|B] < s. Furthermore, if €
in L then one adds a fixed production from the start symbol
to produce the corresponding word in L’. The so constructed
new language L” contains for every word w € L some v € G’
with w ~ v. Furthermore, for each word v € L” it holds that
red(v) € L. Hence L' = G’ N L" and L' is context-free. 1

The above theorem can be improved in two directions. First,
one might ask what happens if instead of the generators in
YUY ! one uses some other set {cy, ca, ..., i} of generators
representing words w1, wa, ..., w, in X* and takes G” to be
a regular set of the words over {cy, ca, ..., ¢} such that each
group element has exactly one representation in G”. For this
case too one can show that a subset L. C G is context-free
iff the corresponding L” = {w € G” : Jv € L{v ~ wl}
is context-free. This can be done as follows. Let f(cp) =
(aa=H)Pbb~twy, for h = 1,2,... k, f(uv) = f(u) - f(v),
G =f(G")and L' = {w e G :3Jv e L"[v ~ w|}. Now
one can show that G’ is regular and L is context-free iff L’ is
context-free iff L” is context-free. Hence one can generalise
Theorem 3 as below; furthermore, one can show that the result
holds not only for context-free languages but also for all levels
of the Chomsky hierarchy.

Theorem 4: Let G and G’ be Thurston automatic pre-
sentations of the same free group and let L C G. Let
L'={we G :3veLv~ w]} Then L and L’ belong
to the same levels in the Chomsky hierarchy.

Note that Theorem 4 does not say that L C G is regular iff
L' ={veX*:3we Lv~ w|} is regular. This is indeed
false for all non-empty finite subsets L C G: Such a set is
regular although the corresponding L’ is not regular. Given a
word w € L one cannot decide whether wa‘a™’ € L’ due to
the fact that a finite automaton having processed wa® does not
remember the exact value of ¢ and therefore cannot compare
it to j.

III. THERE ARE ONLY TWO CONTEXT-FREE VERBAL
LANGUAGES

The main result of this section is the characterisation of
verbal languages of finitely generated free groups with at least
two generators. Suppose that {a,b} C ¥ and G is the set of

reduced words over ¥ U ¥~ !, The empty string € represents
the neutral element of G.
Theorem 5: A verbal language L over G is context-free iff
either L = {e} or L =G.
Proof: Clearly {¢} and G are context-free languages,
indeed they are even regular. So, for a proof of the converse
direction, let L be a context-free verbal language.

In the following let L be a context-free verbal lan-
J1 .72 Je

guage generated by a pattern 7 = x; ;> ...x;, Over vari-
ables z1,xs, ..., T, (which all occur) where ji,jo,...,J¢ €

{—1,+1}. Without loss of generality one can assume that all
neighbouring parts le’:xz:ﬁ satisfy iy # ik41 OF Jk = Jht1s
as obviously every subpattern of the form z7*z;’* can be
omitted from the pattern without changing the language gener-
ated. Furthermore, let b™ denote {b,b%,b3,...} and b~ denote
=1 672,673, . ).

Definition 6: Let r = 101 - (2¢ + 1)?‘. For each z; in T,
let R, = a' b a""t bt qrit2 pt grit3 pt o grit(r=1)
atandlet ;' ={z7 'z € R} =a"? b7t @ mOHDFL p
a~ A2 p= qmr(ADE3 p= g1 p=1 % Further-
more, let R be the regular language of the reduced words in
RIRE ... R

The only cancellations which can occur when forming the
reduced words are those which occur when R; and Ri_,1 are
neighbouring; note that in this case 7 # /. Then the words in
R; are of the form a’buba’ and those in R;,l are of the form
a~"b~"u/b~'a~" which implies that the words in R; - R;,"
are of the form a’buba’~"b~'u/b~'a~" and those in R;" -
R; are of the form a~%" b= u/b=1ai~%buba®. This illustrates
then that the cancellations in the concatenations are always
limited to the first and last a’ / a=* of the R; and R; ' of
each component.

Claim 7: For each constant s, if one replaces in each
R; each expression b* by b° and in each R ! the ex-
pression b~ by b~° then the resulting word is in L N
R. This is easily seen by taking for each z; the value
a’ba" b0 2p%a" 3% . a" T ("=Dba’ and then consider-
ing the word obtained by evaluating 7.

Assume that w is a word in a context-free language and that
in the derivation one has S = vAw = vrAyw = vrzyw.
Then one can also generate every word of the form va* zy*w.
This can also be done by pumping at multiple parts in the
language. Therefore one can get the following more general
pumping lemma: For each context-free language H there is a
constant s with the following properties: each word w € H
longer than s has a partition into v;v3...v,VE41 such that
no v; is of length longer than s and that there are non-
empty words uj,usg,...,u; and an indexing of exponents
e1,€s,...,e, such that for all numbers hq,hs,...,h; the

he he he .. .
word viuy vty ... Ukl "V 1S in H and if eqg = eqr
and eqr = eqn for d,d',d”,d" with d < d’ and d"’ < d"’
then either d = d" Ad = d” or d < d < d' < d”
ord < d”" <d< dod< d < d < dor
d’" < d < d < d”. As the pumped parts in R N L cannot
contain any a or a~! (their number is fixed), one can obtain



the following pumping lemma for RN L.

Claim 8: Given L N R there is a constant s such that
when one replaces b™ by b* and b~ by b~° then one obtains
a word w which can be partitioned into vivs...UgUkt1
such that no part is longer than s and that there are con-
stants cj1,c2,...,¢x > 0 and an indexing of exponents
€1,€2,...,er such that for all numbers hq,ho,...,h; the
word v1b Pervgbezher b Peryy  is in LN R and if
eq = eq and eqr = egn for d, d/,d//,dm with d < d’ and
d’ < d" then either d =d’" ANd' =d"” ord <d <d’"<d”
ord < d”" < d< dod<d < d < dor
d’ < d < d < d". Furthermore, by taking hy = &
for a sufficiently large constant ¢, one obtains that any two
intervals of s symbols b or b~! (with a or a~! on either side
of the interval) are made so long that they become different
unless they are pumped by the same occurrences of be’ /v
or respectively b=+ in it (that is, either these are pumped
into both intervals or into none of them). Such intervals are
called linked. Let w’ refer to the corresponding word.

As w' is in L, there are values yi,...,y, of the vari-
ables x1,...,x, which generate w’. Let Y be the set of
all words obtained by concatenating up to ¢ copies of
Y191 Yy ynsyn L. Note that Y has at most (2n + 1)°
elements. Now one declares k£ and k£ + 1 to be invalid if the
following occurs:

o There are words of the form wu’ and u”u”' in Y such
that their concatenation wu'uu”’ equals to uu'” after
cancellations and either ba™***bta™*+*+1p or its inverse
is a substring of wu’ or v”u"’ or uu’ in a way that it
spans over both parts of that word (that is, touches v and
v’ or u” and u”" or u and u'”, respectively) or one of
barvﬁ—i—kb’ ba”“‘kJrlb, b—la—m'—kb—l’ b—la—ri—k—lb—l is
a substring of wu'” in a way that it spans over both parts
of uu'.

e For some ¢ and v = ba""Tkpta ik +1p there are either
two occurrences of v in w’ or two occurrences of v~ ! in

w'.

The first can happen for at most 100 - |Y'|? many k: For each
pair (uw’, u”u") there is only one unique way to split the first
word into u and v’ and the second word into u” and u”’ such
that v’ and u” are the parts which cancel out. Having these,
one can see that only constantly many ways are there that a
k gets invalid and that the % is determined as being a number
for which one of ba"+*b or ba""t**1b or ba""*~1b or the
inverse appears over the middle border in one of the words
uu’,u” v uu or is separated from the middle border only
by some word in b*. The factor 100 is a safe upper bound of
the optimal constant for this inequality.

The second case can also happen only if there are two
linked intervals of this form and they must both refer to two
instances of z; or two instances of z; ' but not in a mixed
way; furthermore, this happens for each pair of occurrences
of z; only once as the linked intervals cannot be linked in
a overlapping way; hence for each pair of occurrences of
variables there are only two values of k invalidated and so

the overall number of values of k invalidated by this process
is 202,

In total at most 100 - (2n + 1)%¢ 4 2¢2 possible values of k
are invalidated. Hence there is a choice of k such that k is not
invalidated and 1 < k < r — 2. Taking r as 101 - (2¢ 4 1)%* as
done in Definition 6 gives a safe value for r to guarantee the
existence of a k which is not invalidated. There are now two
cases.

The first case is that for every occurrence in w’ of
ba" "t kbta"tk+1p there is in w’ also an occurrence of
b=la= " "k=1p=tq~"=kp=1 Then the corresponding intervals
of b' and b~t are linked. It follows that one can link each
occurrence of x; to an occurrence of x; in 7 according
to the linkage of these intervals and the linkages are never
overlapping in the sense that 27" is linked to xfl’j/’: and LZ::
is linked to z7*" with k < k" < k" < k’”. Hence there must
be two neighbouring x{: and xf’k”ill which are linked, that is,
iy = igp+1 and jp = —jk+1 in contradiction to the assumption
at the beginning of this section. Hence the first case does not
occur.

The second case is that there is an unlinked occurrence.
Then one has that some substring v = ba""*Fbla i Tr+1p
occurs exactly once in w’. By the choice of k one has that
when forming the word w’ as y/'...y]s, the number of
occurrences of v in w’ is the sum over all j, times the
occurrences of v in y;, where occurrences of v~! count
negatively. Hence, one can for h = 1,2,...,n choose zj
to be the concatenation of all occurrences of v and v~ in
yr, and then obtains that zfll c. zfj equals v; hence, one can,
by substitution of v by any other reduced word w”, generate
w' with the pattern 7. This means that the corresponding
verbal language is the full group. This completes the proof
of Theorem 5. 1

Example 9: The language generated by x; axl_l is context-
free but not regular.

Proof: Taking any value uw of x; which does not end
with a or ¢!, it is clear that the resulting word uau™"' is
generated in a cancellation-free way. Furthermore, in the case
that 2; = ua® one gets again the same value uau~!. Therefore
the language given by :Elaxl_l is, for the case of ¥ = {a, b},
generated by the following productions starting with S:

S — alaAa=|bBb~t|a"1Calb~1 Db,

A — aAa"tbBb~ b~ 1 Db,

B — aAa Y a"'Ca|bBb™|a,

C — a='AalbBb~1|b=1Db and

D — aAatla"*Calb~1 Dbla.

An easy application of the pumping lemma shows that this
language is not regular. }

It is open whether there are any pattern languages (over
some () which are regular, besides singletons like {w} for
w € G and G itself. Such examples can be obtained for the
more general class of first-order definable languages where the
first-order definition can use constants from G. Existentially
first-order definable languages are given by a set of patterns
m,..., T, in variables x1,...,x,, such that w € L iff there




are values for the variables such that every pattern generates
w with these values.

Example 10: There are non-trivial regular and properly
context-free existentially first-order definable sets. Examples
are the sets (aa)* and a*b* in the case of regular languages
and {b"ab™ : n € Z} in the case of properly context-free

languages.
Proof: One can define the non-trivial regular set (aa)*
as (aa)* = {w : Jx1[w ~ z1r1006 AW ~ aaxriz1]}. One

can define a*b* as a*b* = {w : Jz1Tzo[w ~ ax1bry A w ~
x1abxe A w ~ ax129b A w ~ T1axb]}.

The language of all b™ab™ is properly context-free and first-
order defined by w € {b™ab™ : n € Z} iff Iz, [w ~ x1baz1bA
w ~ bxriabry]. I

IV. VERBAL SETS AND INDEXED LANGUAGES

Many verbal languages fall into the class of indexed lan-
guages which are a proper subclass of the context-sensitive
languages. These languages are generated by indexed gram-
mars. Indexed grammars are like context-free grammars except
that there are two kinds of nonterminals. There are ordinary
nonterminals, which play the same role as they do in context-
free grammars; and there are so-called indices, which occur
in sentential forms only to the right of ordinary nonterminals.

Definition 11 (Aho [1]): An indexed grammar consists of a
number of pairwise disjoint finite nonempty sets together with
a designated start symbol. The sets are as follows.

1. A set of terminal symbols ¥ = {a,b,¢,...};

2. A set of ordinary nonterminals A = {4, B,C,...};

3. A set of special nonterminals called indices © =

{f,9,h, 4,5, k... }
4. A set of productions P C A x (X +A)*+ A x AO +
AB x (X 4+ A)*.
The start symbol is a fixed nonterminal in A.

The start symbol will be S unless said otherwise and
productions are written as o — (3 instead of («, ). Below
are examples of the three types of productions. Notice that
indices are written as subscripts.

A — BaC  a context-free production.
A — B; a production which produces an index .
Aj; — BaC' a production which consumes an index j.

Productions are applied to sentential forms to yield other
sentential forms by direct derivation. Sentential forms are
strings of terminals and nonterminals in which indices occur
only to the right of ordinary nonterminals. Terminal letters
do not have indices following them. In other words sentential
forms are elements of (X +AO*)*. The direct derivation works
as follows.

A — BaC applied to DBjraClirEmn
A— Bi DA]kEmn DBijk:Emn
Aj — BaC yields DBkaCkEmn

The reflexive transitive closure of direct derivation is called
derivation. Furthermore, let v — 7’ denote a direct derivation
and v = 4/ a derivation in general. The language generated

by a grammar is the set of words over the terminal alphabet
derivable from the start symbol.

Example 12: The language L = {a®" | n > 0} is generated
by the indexed grammar

S—=T, T-=1T;, T—A A —AA A —a.
Indeed it is clear that all derivations begin with S — Ajm;
and a straightforward induction on m shows that a®” is the
unique word in the terminal alphabet derivable from Aj™.

Theorem 13 (Aho [1]): Indexed languages are closed under
the rational operations of union, product and generation of
submonoid. They are also closed under intersection with
regular languages.

Proposition 14: Let ¥ be a finite alphabet with formal
inverses X! and let p be a pattern consisting only of variables
and possibly their negations. Then the language L’ obtained
by chosing for any variable x; a (possibly empty) string
Ui Uio - , over XU ™! and for x; ! the corresponding
inverse string uz_jl Uy 21uz_ 11 put together by concatenation
(without doing cancellations) has an indexed grammar.

Proof: The basic idea is the following: Suppose the
variables used in the pattern are xg,x1,...,%,. One first
generates, for the start symbol .S, an index which contains, for
each variable in the pattern, its value in a coded way. Each
of these values are separated by a special character y and the
end of the coding is marked by #. In the next step, the start
symbol S derives a string representing the pattern, where each
symbol stands for one of the variables in the pattern or their
inverses or the constants. Each symbol representing a variable
or its inverse receives a full copy of the index and operates
from now on independently of the other parts of the derivation.

If a symbol represents x, then the derivation from it skips
all the symbols in the index until y is skipped k times; if the
symbol stands for xg, this skipping phase is void. Once the
above is done, the derivation transforms each current index
symbol to the corresponding group generator / inverted group
generator at the left side of itself until another y or the end
of the index is reached. Afterwards the rest of the index is
ignored and the variable symbol is transformed into €.

If the symbol stands for x,;l, then the derivation again skips
all symbols in the index until y has been skipped k times.
Then the derivation transforms each current index symbol to
the inverse of the corresponding group generator / inverted
group generator at the right side of the symbol representing the
variable. If the end or another y is reached, the remaining part
of the index is ignored and the variable symbol is transformed
into €.

Note that in both cases, one employs several nonterminals
in order to code the information about how many y have been
skipped so far.

Now, the construction is shown in detail for the following
illustrative case given by ¥ = {a,b}, p = XY X 1Y ! and
L' = {wvw~tv™! | w,v are words over LUX 71}, It is shown
that L’ is generated by the following indexed grammar.

1. Terminals YUY ™! = {a,b} U {a"t,b71};



2. Ordinary nonterminals {S,7,U,X,Y,Z, X1 Y~
Z~1} with start symbol S;
3. Indices {a,b,a=t, b1, y, #};
4. Productions
(a) S — T#
OT =Ty | Ty | Ty | T2 | Uy
QU —=U, |Uy |Upr | Upr | XY X1y 1
(d) X; — iX for all indices i = a,b,a” !, b1
(e) Xy — ¢ (the empty word)
() X; ' — X%~ for all indices i = a,b,a™*,b"?
(& X, e
(h) Y; = Y for all indices i = a,b,a”*,b™"
HY,—~Z
() Z; — 17 for all indices i = a,b,a™",b~!
(k) Zy4 — € (the empty word)
(1) Y, ! — Y~! for all indices i = a,b,a™",b™"
m) Y, — 2z
() Z;* — Z~Y~" for all indices i = a,b,a™!,b~!
(o) Z;l — € (the empty word)
Productions (a)—(c) derive precisely the sentential forms of
XoY, XY, 7! where o is a string of indices wyv#, and
w and v are arbitrary words over ¥ U ¥ !, Examination of
productions (d)—(g) shows that X,, derives w and X! derives
w~L. From productions (h), (i) it follows that Y, derives A
and productions (j), (k) show that Z,4 derives v. Likewise
productions (I)—(o) show that Z__ 7; derives v~1. 1
Definition 15: Call a pattern language L cancellation-free
iff there are patterns 7y, 7s,...,m, such that each pattern
generates a subset of L and for each word w € L there is
a pattern 7, 1 < k < n, and an assignment of values to the
variables such that 7, generates w in a cancellation-free way
with this assignment.
Theorem 16: Every cancellation-free pattern language L C
G is an indexed language.

Proof: Recall that G is the regular set of all reduced
words over ¥ U X7, By Proposition 14 above, the language
L,, of all strings obtained by simply concatenating the values
for the variables in m,, (and not doing any cancellations) is
generated by an indexed grammar. The language L equals to
GN(L1ULaU...UL,); as each L,, is an indexed language,
so is their union and also the intersection of that union with
the regular set G. 1

As examples of cancellation-free pattern language is axqx1
generated by m; = axgxlxlxgl, Ty = x2x1x1x2_1a and
m3 = x1a” 'x,. Furthermore, the verbal language generated
by z1x1 2 is a cancellation-free pattern language as witnessed
by m1 = zex1T12125 ! However, not every pattern language
is cancellation-free.

Example 17: Assume that a,b,c,d € 3. The language L
generated by zjax bxiczy ! is not cancellation-free.

Proof: Assume that a pattern p generating a sublanguage
of L is generating infinitely many words of the form c"ac™"bc
in a cancellation-free way. Each variable z; in p must occur
as often uninverted as inverted; the reason is that otherwise
one could assign to x; the value d and to all other variables
the value ¢ and would then obtain a word in which the

occurrences of d and d~! are not balanced although L does
not have such a word. Thus a and b must appear as constants,
as otherwise a variable containing a or b in its value would
just occur exactly once without its inverse occurring in p.
So each variable takes as value an element of c¢*. Now one
changes in the values of the variables all ¢ to d and all ¢! to
d~'. The resulting word y satisfies that before a one has only
occurrences of ¢ and d, between a and b only occurrences of
c~! and d~! and after the b there is either one c or one d. As
the variables are not void (for n being sufficiently large), there
occur at least some d. Assume now that zjax; ‘brjcazy’
generates y and that the value of z; is of the form wvw
where v is the part from the first to the last occurrence of d
or d~! in the value of ;. Note that the parts waw ™!, u~'bu

and wcw™! are of odd length and do therefore not vanish
in the word y = wvwaw v utbuvwew vty
hence the parts v and v~! are all separted by

nonvoid members of {a,b,c}* and do mnot cancel out.
Therefore, after cancellations, the resulting word is in
{a,b,c}*v{a,b,clv={a,b,c}*v{a,b,c}*v"{a,b,c}* and
there are at least three alternations between d and d~! in
the word. Hence the resulting word differs from y. This
contradiction shows that no pattern p generates a subset
of L and in addition produces cancellation-free infinitely
many words of the form c¢"ac™"bc. Hence L cannot be a
cancellation-free pattern language. 1

It is unknown whether every verbal language is a cancella-
tion-free language.

V. WHEN REPRESENTATIONS MATTER

While the previous sections dealt with a free group having
at least two and at most finitely many generators, this section
investigates the complexity of verbal sets in a group where
the representation is crucial. The following definition fixes
G,G’,G" for this section.

Definition 18: Let a group G = {e,a} - b* - ¢* - d* with
generators ¥ = {a,b,c,d} have the group operations be
obtained from concatenation by taking the equations a = a1,
ab=b"1la, ab=! = ba, ac = ca, ad = da, be = ¢b, bd = db
and ¢d = dc into account. Let G’ = {e,a} - (bed)* - ¢* - d*
and G” = {e,a} - (be)* - ¢* - d* be alternative representations
of G.

Theorem 19: The group is Thurston biautomatic in rep-
resentation G and Thurston one-sided automatic (but not
biautomatic) in representations G’ and G”.

Proof: First one has to see that G is a group
(which needs of course only to be done in one
representation). For this, note that that the product
of (a"bemdm) - (aMbMemdr) - ("B e dn”) s
h R R =2hh' —2hh" —2h'h" +4RK B pk(1—-2R'—2h" +4R'h"")

pF (A=2h )4k gmgm/tm” gntn’+n” pdependent  of
the order of the group operations and so the law
of associativity holds (where h,h/,h” € {0,1} and
kKK, m,m',;m"” n,n',n"” € Z). Furthermore, the inverse
of albFemd is abPh—Dkc=mg=" and all elements in G
are unique group elements with £ being the neutral element.



To see the Thurston automaticity, let x = a"bk ™ d™ with
h € {0,1} and k,m,n € Z. Now the following equations
gives the representatives of x and the multiples with the
generators in G, G’ and G”, respectively:
o T ~ ahbk'cmdn ~ ah(bcd)k‘cm—kdn—k ~
ah(bc kcm—kdn;
o ax ~ a'"hbEcmdr  ~

alfh(bc)kcmfkrdn;
o br ~ ahbk+1—2hcmdn ~ ah(bcd k+1—2hcm—k—1+2h

d'rn—k—1+2h ~ ah(bc)k+1—2hc'rn—k—1+2hdn;
o CT ~ ahbkcm—i-ldn ~ ah(bcd)kcm—k+1dn—k ~
ah(bc kcmkarldn;
o dx ~ abFcmdntt ~
ah(bc)kcmfkdnJrl.
The multiplications with b1, ¢! and d=! follow similar
rules. One can see that all operations move each part of the
word only by at most 5 positions (note that a, b, ¢, d, b1,
¢! and d~' all occupy one position in a word). For the
multiplication from the other side in the representation G, only
the case x — za is not standard, but this one follows the rule
ahbfemd™ — a'~"b~kcmd™ and so the positions shift only
by one and b, b—! become interchanged. In G, G this is not
the case as a”(bed)*cm™=kdn—F s al="(bed)Fem Rtk
and correspondingly also for G”; both mappings are not
automatic. 1
Theorem 20: In the presentation G all pattern languages are
regular.

Proof: Given a pattern 7, one can replace each variable z;
by either y; or ay; where y; is then only of the form b¥: ™ d™,
This gives a finite set of patterns, S, with a restricted range
for the variables. Now, one can use that ab® = b=*q and that
the y; all commute with each other and with b, c,d in order
to move the constant parts to the front and sort the variables.
This gives, for each language generated by a pattern in S, a
regular expression of the form

a - barkitazkat..tqeke

drln1+r2n2+..,+rene = - (bq')* . (Cr')* . (dr')*’
where o consists of all constants in the expression and ¢’
is the greatest common divisor of ¢i,qo,...,q¢ and 7’ is
the greatest common divisor of 71,73,...,7,. Note that r’
is 0 iff ry,79,...,7¢ are 0 and accordingly for ¢’. Now
a = a? ¢ d"" for some constants h € {0,1} and
q",r",r""" € Z and one can bring the expression into the form

ah ) (bql)* ) bq// ) (CT‘,>* ) CT// ) (dr/)* . dr!//

alfh(bcd)kcmfkdnfk ~

ah(bcd)kcmfkdn7k+l ~

CT’1m1+T2m2+...+sze

which is then a subset of G. Then the language generated by
7 is the finite union of such expressions. 1

Theorem 21: The language L generated by xlxszlxg !
has different levels in the Chomsky hierarchy in G, G’ and
G".

Proof: All occurrences of ¢, d in z1, 2 cancel out and a
word in L is non-empty in the case that the values of x; and x5
do not commute, that is, that at least one of them contains an a.
Now ab™-ab™-b~"q-b~™a = b2™ 2" ab™-p™.-b~"q-b~ " =
b=2™ and b™ - ab™ - b~ -b~™a = b*"; hence L equals to the

set of all b" in G, L equals to the set of all (bed)*c=2"d 2"
in G’ and L equals to the set of all (bc)*"c¢~2" in G”. So the
language corresponding to L is regular in G, properly context-
free in G” and not context-free in G'. I

Theorem 22: All pattern languages are context-free in G”.
Proof: As shown in Theorem 20, a given pattern language

in G can be brought into the form
a - (bq’)* . bq” . (cr’)* Lo

" 1"

(dv'/)* .d"
for suitable constants h € {0,1} and ¢',q¢", 7', 7", r"" € Z.
Translated into G”, this expression gives the set

cm,n,k € Z}

"

{ah’ . (bc)q/n-l-q” . C",m—q’n-&-r”—q” . dk"r’-‘r'r
and it is easy to see that this set is context-free. M

VI. WHEN ALL PATTERN LANGUAGES ARE
CONTEXT-FREE

In this section it is shown that there is a group with
a representation G such that every pattern language in G
is context-free. Furthermore, this level is optimal: for every
Thurston-automatic representation G’ of the same group, there
is a verbal language which is not regular in G’. Throughout
this section, G’ and G’ are fixed as in the definition below.

Definition 23: Let G = H - ¢* - d* where H = {¢,q,b,
ab, ba, aba, bab, abab} and ac = ¢ 'a, ad = da, bc = db,
bd = c¢b, c¢d = dc. Furthermore, for o, 3,7 € H it holds that
af =y eV, y € c*d*[afr = yaf = yr = yvy]. All other
multiplications between members of G are derived from these
rules.

Note that each member of H realises a mapping when
moved over an x € ¢*d* and the members of H are multiplied
according to the concatenations of these mappings.

Remark 24: G with the above defined operation is a
Thurston automatic group.

Theorem 25: Every pattern language L in G is context-free.

Proof: Let m be a pattern in which the variables
T1,Ts,...,Tp occur. As in Theorem 20 one replaces every
variable x; by an expression of the form a;c™*d" and then
considers for each (ay,...,ay) € H the corresponding
pattern p which can be brought into the form

a - cormitpimit..dognetpemye

dq1 ni+rimi+...4qeneg+remy

where o can then be brought into the form Sc®d! with § € H
and s,t € Z. Now one can make the following context-free
grammar for this word (with the additional constraint that b*c?
go into the right place): S — SO01, O; — c°*O1d% | Py, P —
cPr Py d™ ‘02, ceny Op — ?tO0pd? |Pg, Py — cPtPyd™ |Csdt;
where S is the starting symbol and O4,...,0pand Py,..., P,
are the other non-terminals. The language generated by = is
the finite union of such context-free languages. 1

Note that in the following result the choice of the pattern
depends on the presentation G’ and it can be assumed that this
cannot be avoided.

Theorem 26: Assume that G’ is regular and contains for
every element of v € G exactly one member w € G’ with



w ~ v. Then there is a verbal language L in G such that the
corresponding language L' = {w € G’ : Jv € L[v ~ w]} is
not regular.

Proof: In the first part of the proof a family of verbal
languages is created and in the second part of the proof it is
shown that given any regular representation G’, one of these
verbal languages is not regular in G’. The first part is done
over GG in order to keep notation simple.

First part. For every word z1, note that z] is a member of
the subgroup represented as c¢*d*. This mainly follows from
the fact that the elements in H have this property and that
the members of c*d* remain in c¢*d* when a member of H is
moved over them. Note that aa ~ € and bb ~ ¢. Hence aba and
bab are also self-inverse. abab ~ baba as both send ¢™d" to
c~™d~". Hence abab is self-inverse and (ab)* ~ (ba)* ~ e.
Note that due to the permutations of ¢ and d and possible
negations involved, (ac™d™)?* is mapped to either ¢*™d*" or
02m+2nd2m+2n or 62771,—271,d2n—2m or C4m or d4n or €.

For the next step one introduces two new variables x, x3
and forms several patterns which map x}, which is equiv-
alent to ¢™ d" derived from m,n as indicated above, as

. _ 4,24 -2 _ 2 =2 _
follows: pq = Ji‘lx21xla?12 ,1p2 = ,01373;)%953 , p3 =
P23 Loy Ly Ty Ty Ty, Pa = T2P3T3 P3 and p5 =
T3p4T3 P4

Note that each pattern p1, p2, p3, p4, p5 takes as values only
members from c¢*d*; furthermore, let 8,y € H be such that x5
is in Bc*d* and z3 € yc*d*, note that the form of the patterns
make only 3 and « be relevant for further investigation. In the
case that one of p1, pa,..., ps5 is € then every subsequent one
of these patterns takes the same value.

Assume now that x1, x2, 3 are chosen such that pj is differ-
ent from €. Then p; # € and 32 # abab as ababx}(abab) =t ~
x7*. Hence 3 ¢ {ab,ba}. Similarly ¢ {ab, ba} as otherwise
p2 would take the value €. Furthermore, for ps # ¢ it is needed
that 5B~ # €. So [ is either ab or ba, as all others are self-
inverses. So 8v8vy = abab. Furthermore, neither 5 nor «y can
be abab or e, as otherwise again 3y3vy = €. As the fourth
power of every member of H is ¢, 5 # . As By # abab
and abab = baba, it cannot be that 5 = a Ay = bab or
B8 = b A~y = aba or vice versa. It follows that exactly one
of 5,~ has an odd number of a and exactly one has an odd
number of b; note that it cannot happen that one of them has
both, an odd number of a and an odd number of b as then it
would be ab or ba. So one has that one of them is a or bab
and the other one is b or aba. Furthermore, p; = S 8,
For p4 and ps, see the following table.

B v |pa Ps
a b dlﬁn' c16n dlﬁn’
! ’ !
a aba dlﬁn c—lGn dlﬁn
’ ’ !
bab b chm Cle d16m
’ ’ !
bab aba Cle Cle d—16m
b a CSm’+8n’d8m +8n’ d16m’+16n’
b bab CS'm/—i-Sn’dSm’—&-Sn' cl6m'+16n’
aba a CSm/—Sn'd—Sm/+8n/ d—lﬁm/+16n'
! ! ! ’ ’ !
aba bab CSm —8n d—Sm +8n Cle —16n

Recall that one could choose m/, n’ either freely as multiples
of 4 or both as even numbers satisfying m’ = n’vm' = —n’.
So ps generates {32k @32k 32k q—32k 64k q6dk L c 71,

Now let m;; = (ps)'wa(ps)z; " where x4 € dc¢*d* for
some 6 € H. Note that the value of 7; ; only depends on the
value of p5 and the § € H. Here dcdd~! = cd for § € {e, b},
Scdd™1 = ed™! for § € {ba,bab}, scds— = c~'d for § €
{a,ab} and dcdé~! = ¢=1d~! for § € {aba,abab}; further-
more, dcd~ 107! = cd for § € {ab,bab}, ded~ 1571 = cd~!
for § € {e,aba}, dcd=167! = ¢7'd for 6 € {b,abab} and
Sed='671 = ¢71d~! for 6 € {a,ba}; furthermore, §cd~! €
{e,e7t,d,d"'} and 6d6~' € {c,c7',d,d"1}. Let L;; be
the language generated by 7; ;3 L;; = (c32(7+) . g32(i+5))*
U (e32049) . @32(=ita) Y ( (B243) L g320i=i)y= | (320i43) .
dPAI=D) Y (320=0) L @B ) (3200-0) L @Bt )
U (¢326-9) . @B26=0) ) | (320-39) . @B2(=i=0))x | (B40+0)) >
U (064(1'73'))* U (d64(i+j))* U (d64(i7j))* U (6641‘ . d64j)* U
(e84 . d=643)* | (B4 . 64i)* | (¢—647 . go4i)*,

Second part. Now let a regular G’ be given in which every
group element of G has a unique representative. Given a word
w ~ c™d"a with a € H, let f.(w) =m and fy(w) = n and
fr(w) = «. Furthermore, assume that whenever an automaton
recognising G’ after reading v and w is in the same state then
fu(v) = fr(w); this can easily be obtained by increasing
the number of states. Let p be the number of states of the so
obtained automaton and let ¢ = (128p?)!.

One important property is that, for all x, whenever the
automaton is in the same state after v and ux then there is a
word 2’ € ¢*d* such that uz®u’ ~ 25w’ for all u, v’ and
k. Furthermore, f.(ux) and fy(uz) differ each from f.(u)
and f;(u), respectively, at most by the number of symbols in
z. Now one of the following two cases holds for any word
w € G with w ~ 7 ¢de.

Case (a). The word w has a proper splitting
Wow1Ws . .. wpwp1 such that |wiws...wy| < 4p and
fa(wowy ... wy) is the same for k = 0,1,...,p. Here proper
splitting means that each component is different from «¢.

In this case there are 7,5 with 0 <4 < 5 < p such that the
state of the automaton recognising G’ is the same after the
inputs wows ... w; and wowy . .. wy;; due to the state repetition
one has that wyg ... wi(wiﬂ . wj)+wj+1 cooWpy1 € G’ and
the value f; of all these words is the same; in the following
abbreviate this language as uztv’. Now note that r < 4p3
for r = |f.(u) — fe(uz)|. Furthermore, fg(u) = fu(ux) as
the automaton for G’ is in the same state before and after x;
therefore r > 0 as otherwise uzu’ and uxzu’ would represent
the same group element in G'. Let v = ux - 29°%/"u/; either
v~ elatDalgal op o ~ cla—Datgat

Case (b). The word w has a proper splitting
WoWY ... Wop2Wap2 1 such that [wiws ... wop| < 4p?
and fi(wows ... wy) takes its maximum or minimum value
(among fy(wows ... wy, for k' < 2p?) at k = p? and
fa(wowy ... wy,) differs from this extreme value by [p? — k|
for k=0,1,...,2p%

Now there are 4,5 with 0 < p? — i < p? —j <

p> 4+ 3 < p?> + i < 2p? such that the state of the



automaton recognising G’ is the same after wq...wp2_;
and wg...wp2_; as well as the same after wy... wp2;
and wq...wp24;. Hence taking uw = wo...wp2_y,
T o= Wpr_jyq . Wpr_j, U = Wpr_jyq.. . Wprig, Y =
Wp2gji1 - Wy, W = Wp2iiqq ... Wop2yq gives the fol-
lowing properties: fy(uzku'y*u") = fq(uzu'yu’’) for all
E > 0, fo(urbu'yku") is fe(uzu'yu") + (K — D)r or
fe(uzu'yu”) — (k — 1)r for some r with 0 < r < 4p* and
all k > 0; fg(uzbu'y*u”) = ¢ for all & > 0. Note that
here v’ = ¢ if j = 0. It follows that v = uzz?®/"u' yy?/ "
satisfies either v ~ ¢(4TDeqal or ¢ ~ la=Dalgal,

For each ¢, either Case (a) or Case (b) holds. Assume by
way of contradiction that both cases do not hold. Call a prefix
u of w extremal, if |fy(u)| > p? and |f4(u)| > |fa(u')| for
any prefix u’ of u. Now, as Case (a) and (b) do not hold,
for any extremal prefix u of w with |u| < |w| — 2p?, there
exists another extremal prefix v’ of w such that |u| < |u'| <
|u|+2p?; otherwise, |fq(u)| > | fa(u")|, for each u” of length
at most |u| + 2p3, and thus by Case (a) not holding, there
exists a splitting wow . .. way241 of w such that, for i < 2p?,
wo - .. wyz = U, | fa(wi)| = [ fa(w)| = li—p?|, [wo| > |u|—2p°,
and |wgp2| > |u| — 2p® and thus Case (b) holds. Note that by
Case (a) not holding, there exists an extremal prefix u of w of
length at most 4p®. Thus, |fq(w)| > —4p® + %, which
contradicts fy(w) = g¢, as |w| > ¢>¢.

Now assume by way of contradiction that the G’-version
of the verbal languages Ly 2 4/2—1 and Lg/a41,4/2 are both
regular. Then so is their union. Let s be the number of states
of an automaton recognising the G'-version L’ of L, /2,q/2—1U
Lg/241,q/2- Note that w € L.

Taking now ¢ > s! one has that the v made is of
the form wuzz?/"u' in the case of (a) and of the form
uzzd®/"u'yy?*/mu" in case of (b). One can verify that in both
cases v € L’. Whenever the automaton recognising L’ goes
over at least s! repetitions of z, it is in the same state after
reading s! further z. Hence, for £ > s! and for every ¢ the
word of the form w; = uzz?/"Tt'y’ in case (a) and the
word of the form y = uzxd®/" 5/ yy9¢/7+ts4/ in case (b)
is accepted by the automaton and satisfies fq(w;) = fa(w).

There are infinitely many different such w; which all represent
different elements but there are only finitely many elements
of L' which have the same nonzero value of f,.

This contradiction gives that L’ cannot be regular. Hence
one of the G’-versions of the two verbal languages L/ 4/2—1
and Lg/241,4/2 cannot be regular. B

Remark 27: One can use the same argumentation as in
Theorem 4 in order to show that the result of Theorem 26
holds if one uses other generators than a, b, ¢, d; hence there
is no Thurston automatic presentation of G where all verbal
sets are regular.
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