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GARSIDE THEORY: A COMPOSITION-DIAMOND LEMMA POINT OF VIEW

VIKTOR LOPATKIN

AssTrACT. This paper shows how to obtain the key concepts and notations of Garside theory by
using machinery of a Composition—-Diamond lemma. We also show in some cases the greedy
normal form is exactly a Grobner—Shirshov normal form and a family of a left-cancellative
category is to be a Garside family if and only if a suitable set of reductions is to be confluent up
to some congruence on words.

INTRODUCTION

Throughout this note, all rings are nonzero, associative with identity, all categories are small
(objects and morphisms are sets), unless otherwise stated.

The Braid Theory has been formalized in the classical E. Artin’s work [2]. Later, in Garside’s
works it has been showed that the braid groups has a positive representation. This concept has
been considered by S.I. Adjan [[1]] and W. Thurston [16] (independently), as a result we have
the Adjan—Thurston representation of the the braid group.

W. Thurston [16] constructed a finite state automaton (see also [11, Chapter 9]), having as
the set of states the positive non-repeating braids, i.e., any two of its strands cross at most once.
The concept of non-repeating braids is very useful, because the total (algebraic) number of
crossings of two given strands in a braid is clearly an invariant of isotopy. Since a positive
braid has only positive crossing, the absolute number of crossings of two strands in a positive
braid is an invariant of isotopy. This idea is very useful, because we can forget about isotopic
equivalence and, moreover, there is a bijection between the set of non-repeating braids and
permutations.

An interesting characteristic of Thurston’s automaton is that, after a word is imputed, the
state is the maximal head of the word that lies in the set of non-repeating braids. This automaton
allowed proving that the braid group is automatic. Moreover, this automaton rewrites any word
into a canonical form which is called the (left or right) greedy normal form.

Roughly speaking, the describing of rewriting procedure of braids can be described as fol-
lows. We have a binary operation. This operation is resulted from the construction of this
automaton, that is, the Thurston automaton works in the following way. Suppose we have two
non-repeating braids a and b, and we want to rewrite the word ab. The braid a looks for a new
crossing of the braid b, and if the braid b allows to take this crossing (i.e., if there is a presen-
tation b = b’b” such that b’ is a braid which exactly contains the needed crossing for the braid
a: ab’ is still non-repeating braid), then the braid a takes this crossing. So, the operation “add
the needed crossing” from the braid b to the braid a can be interpreted as a “head” function
of the braid ab, denoted by H(ab), i.e., we can say that, the braid a is hungry and greedy for
new crossing every time. Then the rewriting procedure of a word ab can be written as follows
ab = H(ab)T (ab), where a function T is also called the tail function [10, p. 294].

The natural generalization of these ideas to some other monoids and categories is called now
Garside Theory which has been developed by P. Dehornoy, F. Digne, E. Godele, D. Krammer,
and J. Michel [10]. This theory deals with left-cancellative categories (as a special case, one
object, this includes the case of monoids). We refer the reader to book [10] for complete

historical background and some details.
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If we look at the standard presentation (=the Coxeter presentation) of the symmetric group
S,,, which is generated by s, ..., s,_; with relations

(1) s?=1,foralll <i<n-1,
(2) sisj=s;s;forall 1 <i,j<n-1suchthat|i— j|>1,
B) Sip18:8i41 = Sisipys;forall 1 <i<n-2,

and at the Artin’s presentation of the braid group B,, which is generated by o, ...,0,_; with
relations

(1) oiocj=0cjo;forall 1 <i,j<n-1suchthat|i— j|>1,
(2) 0410041 = 00410 forall1 <i< n—2,

we can see a similarity between these presentations. One obvious invariant of an isotopy of a
braid is the permutation it induces on the order of the strands: given a braid b, the strands define
a map P(b) from the top set of endpoints to the bottom set of enpoints, which we interpret as a
permutation of {1,...,n}. In this way we get a homomorphism (epimorphism) P, : B, — S,
o; — s;for 1 <i <n— 1. The inverse map (=a section) can by constructed by the Garside’s
result, from which follows that the braid group can be presented as a monoid which is generated
by a set of divisors (left and right) of the braid A, (=the Garside braid which can be described
physically by rotating the n strands together 180° clockwise) and by the element A;'. For any
permutation 7 € S,, we correspond the set R, := {(i, j) : i < j& (i) > n(j)}, thus we obtain
Adjan—Thurston’s generators (or divisors of A,,).

However, this idea can be done via the following interesting way which has been suggested
by L.A. Bokut’ (see [5, 3.1.4]). Using the Grobner—Shirshov normal form NF for the ele-
ments of S, (see [[7,8]), we consider a monoid B;, generated by the following set of generators
UﬂES,,{ENF(ﬂ)} with relations ENF(IT)ENF(T) = ENF(m’) whenever f(NF(ﬂ'T)) = f(NF(ﬂ')) + K(NF(T)),
here €(u) means the length of a word u. It is easy to show that the monoid Bj, is isomorphic
to the positive braid monoid B;. Next, as it was shown in [5, 3.1.4] the elements Eng( are
exactly the Adjan—-Thurston generators. Further it was also shown that a set of polynomials
S ={ab — H(ab)T (ab)}, where a, b run all over the simple braids, is a Grobner—Shirshov basis
relative to some monomial order, and then, by the Composition—-Diamond lemma, the corre-
sponding Grobner—Shirshov normal form is exactly the greedy normal form.

In [10, VI] the concept of a Garside germ was introduced. Further in the book this concept
was applied to Garside families etc. In particular, using this concept, in [10, A, VI, Example
2.72] it was shown how to obtain the braid monoid (and greedy normal form) via the symmetric
group. This approach is very similar to Bokut’s approach. In particular the elements of 7,7 €
S, are called tight if {(nt) = {(7r) + £(7) (in a sense described there).

In this paper, using the concept of germ in the sense of [10, A, VI], we generalize L.A. Bokut’
ideas and W. Thurston approach for braid groups to consider Garsdie theory via a Composition—
Diamond lemma. We consider two categories, say, 4 and ./ with a surjective functor P : ¢ —
/. Assume furhter that <7 can be presented as follows <7 = Cat({I"| R) (=a presentation of the
</). By the Composition—Diamond lemma for categories (see [3./6]) we can calculate a normal
form NF (=a Gronber—Shirshov normal form) and hence a K-basis B for the algebra Ko/ (= a
category algebra, see Definition 2.1). We then consider a section E : &/ — € for the functor
P and we wonder know whether E(a)E(b) = E(NF(ab)) for a,b € B. This leads us to the
concept of a germ (see Construction [3.1)) in the sense of [10, A, VI] and we take an interest on
whether this germ, denoted by Yz(%', <7, P, B), is a Garside germ. The main result of this paper
is Theorem [3.12 answers whether such germs are Garside germs in terms of the confluence (up
to a congruence) of the corresponding reduction system S +(B) (see Construction [3.3).

For these reasons we need a new version (see Theorem 2.9) of the classical Composition—

Diamond lemma for categories (or for monoids). We consider a rewriting system S on a set
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of words (=morphisms of the corresponding free category) with a congruence which satisfies
some suitable conditions (S -admissibility, see Definition 2.3)) and then we require that this
system of reductions is to be confluent up to this congruence. This allows us to deal with
the fact that an element of a left-cancellative category with a Gariside family S, in general,
may have more than one S-normal decompositions. On the other hand, according to [10, A,
II1, Proposition 15] (see Proposition in this paper), any two S -normal decomposition of
an element are deformations by invertible elements of one another. This is why we need a
“deformated” version of a Composition—Diamond lemma.

In particular (see[3.1), when € = o = Cat(I'| R), and P is assumed to be an identity functor
idy, a criteria for a germ Y(<7, B) := T(¥, €, idy, B) to be a Garside germ is equivalent to
a choosing a suitable subset of a set B of basic elements of ¢ (= irreducible elements). In
other words to calculate a Garside family of a left-cancellative category & we first of all have
to calculate a Grobner—Shirshov basis for the ideal I(R), this gives a basis Irr(R), and then we
chose a subset of of this basis to make a Garside family. This can be done by considering the
corresponding system of reductions (see Construction [3.3)) and then we have to check that all
ambiguity are resolvable. In the case when a category ¢ has nontrivial invertible elements we
have to require that all such ambiguities are to be resolvable up to congruence =, where = is a
deformation of elements of % by invertible elements (see Definition[1.9). We demonstrate how
this works for the Klein bottle monoid (Example [3.13)).

1. Basic NOTATIONS OF THE GARSIDE THEORY

In this section we recall the basic concept of the Garside theory. We refer to [10] (see also
the survey [9]]) for details.

We deal with categories and correspondence terminology, let us remind some basic defini-
tions and concepts.

Definition 1.1. A precategory & is a pair (Ob(Z?), Hom(.%)) with two maps s,t : Hom(&?) —
Ob(&?) which are called source and target, respectively. The elements of Ob(Z?) are called the
objects, those of Hom(.%?) are called the elements or morphisms.

By definition, a category is a precategory, plus composition map that obeys certain rules.
Since for every object x there is a morphism 1, : x — x, we can consider only morphisms.
Identity elements 1, are also called trivial, and the collection of all trivial elements in € is
denoted by 14.

Assume that & is a precategory. For p > 1 and x,y € &2, an &-path of length p with source
x and target y is a finite sequence g, ..., g, of elements of & such that the source of g, is x,
the target of g, is y, and g; - - - g,, is defined. The family of all &?-paths of length p is denoted
by Pl

Definition 1.2 ( [13| II, 7,8]). Let ' = (V,E) be an oriented graph. We say that a graph
I' = (V, E) generates a category € if Ob(%’) = V, and any morhpism of % will be the strings of
compasable paths of I', so that a morphism of @ : b — a may be pictured as a path form b to a,
consisting of successive edges, say e, ..., e,, of I', we then say that the a has length n, and we
write (@) = n. This category & will be written Cat(I') and called the free category generated
by the graph I.

Example 1.3. Let I" have a single vertex, say, v, and n > 1 edges e, ..., e,. Then Cat(I') has
the following semigroup presentation (= as a presentation of a semigroup)
Call) = Smg(l,,ey,...,e,[12=1,,1,e; =¢|l,=ey,...,1,e, = ¢,1, = e,),

it follows that we get the free monoid generated by ey, . . ., ¢, and where 1, is its identity element
(=empty word).
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Definition 1.4. Let € be a category. A function R which assigns to each par of objects a, b of
% abinary relation R, on the set € '(a, b) (=all morphism from a to b) is called a congruence
on Cai(I') i.e.,

(1) for each pair x,y of objects, R, is a reflexive, symmetric, and transitive relation on
Cat(I')(x, y).
2)if f,f" : x — yhave fR,,f’, then forall g : X — xand all h : y — ) one has
(hf&) Ry (hf'g).
In case Cat(I') is the free category generated by a graph I' we shall call Cai(I'| R) :=
Cat(I')/R the category with generators I" and relations R.

O

As a special case (one object), this includes the case of a monoid given by generators and
relations.

Throughout this note we frequently use the following notations; Cat(I'| R) (resp. Smg(I'| R),
resp. Gr{I'| R)) means a category (resp. semigroup, resp. group) generated by a graph (resp. a
set) I" and relations K.

Let € be a category. Every subset . C % is called subfamily, i.e., .% is the precategory
made of . together with the restriction of the source and target maps to ..

Definition 1.5. [10, A, III, Definitions 1.1, 1.17]

A category ¥ is called left-cancellative if every relation fg = fh with f,g,h € € implies
g=h

A subfamily . of a left-cancellative category ¥ is to be closed under right-divisor if every
right-divisor of an element .# is an element of .7

A length-two €-path b - ¢ € €' is called .¥-greedy if each relation s < abc with s in .7
implies s < ab.

A path a; - --a, is called .#-greedy if a; - a;; is .-greedy for each i < n.

The family of all invertible elements in a category % is denoted by €. Let .¥ C € be a
family in €, we set

S = S Ve,

here .7 % consists of all elements f € € of the form f = sc where s € .¥ and ¢ € €.

A path is .7-normal if it is .7 -greedy and its entries lie in .7%.
A procedure of finding S -normal form is called Garside normalization.

Example 1.6. Let W(X) be a free monoid generated by nonempty set X. Let S be the family of
all squarefree words in W(X), i.e., the words that admit no factors of the form x2. It is obviously
that every word w € W(X) admits a longest prefix that is squarefree.

For instance, let X = {a, b, ¢}, and take w = ab’cabc*babca, then its S -normalization is

w = ab - bcac - cbabca.

Example 1.7 (Free Abelian Monoids [10, A, I.1.1]). Take n > 1, and consider the free abelian
monoid N”. It is clear that any its element g can be viewed asamap g : {1,...,n} — N. Denote
by g(k) the kth entry of g.

For g, g’ € N, we define g - g'(k) := g(k) + g’ (k) for each k.

Set A, by A, (k) = 1 for every k, and put N,, := {n € N"|n(k) € {0, 1} for any k}, and, finally,
for f,g € N, say that f < g is true if f(i) < g(i) holds forevery i € {1,...,n}.

Proposition 1.8 ( [10, A, I, Proposition 1.1]). Every element of N" admits a unique decompo-
sition of the form Al ---n, withd € N and n,,...,n, € N, satisfying 1 # Ay, 17, # 1, and,
for every i < p, and for every g € N" \ {1} we have g < n;,\ implies n;g £ A,.
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For instance, let n = 3, and take f = (5, 4, 3), then its N,-normalization is

(5,4,3) (3,3,3)+(2,1,0)
= (3,3,3)+(1,1,0) + (1,0,0),

thus we obtain f = A3 - 171 - 12

Definition 1.9 ( [10, A, III, Definition 1.20]). (See Figlll) Assume that % is a left-cancellative
category. A €-path a = a,---a, is said to be a deformation by invertible elements or ¢ *-
deformation, of another ¢’-path b = b, - - - b,,, we then write a = b, if there exist €, ..., € € €*,
{ = max(n, m), such that ¢ and ¢, are identity elements and €;,_1b; = a;€; holds for 1 < i < ¢,
where, for n # m, the shorter path is expanded by identity elements.

aj a an
.« R iy = o —
o .. o .. —_—
bl b2 bn bn+l bm

Ficure 1. Deformation by invertible elements: invertible elements connect the
corresponding entries; if one path is shorter (here we are in the case n < m), it
is extended by identity elements.

Proposition 1.10 ( [10, A, III, Proposition 1.25]). If S is a subfaily of a left-cancellative cat-
egory €, any two S-normal decomposition of an element of € are €*-deformations of one
another.

Example 1.11. Let us consider a symmetric group S,, n > 3, in Coxeter presentation:
6n = Smg<sla N s | | R)a

where R is the following set of relations:

(1) s?=1,foralll <i<n-1,
(2) sisj=s;s;forall 1 <i,j<n-1suchthatl|i— j|>1,
3) si418i841 = ;s s;foralll <i<n-2.

We have s;s; = s;s; forany 1 <i, j<n—1,|i — jl > 1 because the diagram

S Si

is commutative, and ;S 1 Sk = S 8kSk+1 forall 1 < k < n — 1 because the diagram

Sk Sk+1 Sk
Sk+1 Sk Sk+1

is commutative.



Definition 1.12. [10, A, III, Definition 1.31] A subfamily .# of a left-cancellative category ¢
is called a Garside family in € if every element of 4 admits at least one .¥’-normal decompo-
sition.

A subfamily . of a category % is said to be solid in € if . includes 14 and it is closed
under right-divisor.

Definition 1.13. [10, A, VI, Definitions 1.3, 1.23]
A germ is a triple (Y, e, 1) where T is a precategory, 1+ is a subfamily of an elements x with
source and target x for each object x, and the partial map e that satisfies

(1) if @ @ B is defined, the source of « e S is the source of @, and its target is the target of S3;
(2) the relation 1, e @ = a = a 1, hold for each a in T(x, y);
(3) if @ @ S and 5 e y are defined, then (« o 5) ® y is defined if and only if @ @ (5 ® y) is, in
which case they are equal.
The germ is said to be left-associative (resp. right-associative) if

(4) (o B) @ yisdefined, then sois S e y;
(5) (resp. a o (B ®y) is defined, then so is a e 3).
If (7, , 1) is a germ, we denote by Cat(T, e, 1) (or shortly Cat(’)) the category Cat(' | R.),
where R, is the family of all relations a ® 8 = @8 with @, 8 € T and « e 8 is defined.
A germ Y is called a Garside germ if it is a Garside family for the category Cat(Y’).

Example 1.14. Let us consider the positive braid monoid in three strands
By = Smg(01, 03, | 010201 = 0201072),

and let Y be the following family in B, T = {1, 0y, 0, 010, 02071, Az}, where Az := 010,07 =
020107.
Define the partial map e : T2 — 7 as follows

[ H 1 ‘ (O] ‘ () ‘0'10'2‘0'20'1‘A3
1 o oy | 000 | 0001 | A5
Ty oy 0107 A3
o) oy | 020 Aj
0102 || 01072 As
02071 || 0207 Az
Az Az

By the straightforward verification, it is easy to see that ([, ) is a left-cancellative and left-
associative germ.

Definition 1.15 ( [10, A, VI, Definitions 2.1, 2.27]). For T a germ and o, € T, we put
Iy(@,B):={0 € T|Iy e T (0 =aeyandy <y p)},
Je(e,p):={yeT|peyeT&y < B}

Amap 3 : T? — 7T is called an Z-function (resp. a J -function) if, for every « - 8 € Y1?!, the

value at « - § lies in Zy(a, B) (resp. in Jy(a, B).)

An Z-function 3 : T?! — T is called greatest Z-function if and only if for every a - § € T,

we have 3(a,) = « o y for some y € T satisfying y <y B, and § <y 3(a, ) holds for every
o€ I'Y’(a’ﬁ)

Proposition 1.16 ( [10, A, VI, Proposition 2.28]). A germ Y is a Garside germ if and only if,

T is left-associative, left-cancellative, and admits a greatest L-function.
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Definition 1.17 (Z-law). [10, A, VI, Definition 2.5] If ( is a germ and J is a map from Y!?! to
T, we say that 3 obeys Z-law if, for every a, 8,y € T with « e 5 defined, we have

(@, 3B, 7)) =" I(a ® B,7). (1.1)
If the counterpart of this equality with = replacing =*, we say that / obeys the sharp Z-law.

Theorem 1.18 ( [10, A, VI, Proposition 2.8]). A germ Y is a Garside germ if and only if it is
left-associative, left-cancellative, and admits and L-function obeying the sharp Z-law.

Proposition 1.19 ( [10, A, VI, Lemma 2.4]). If Y is a Garside germ, the following are equiva-
lent for every a, € I;

(1) The path « - B is (-normal.

(2) The element « is <y-maximal in Zy(a, B).

(3) Every element of Jv(a, B) is invertible in Y.

Proposition 1.20. Let .7 be a solid family generating a left-cancellative category €, then .
equipped with the induced partial product is a germ V(7). If the Y(7) is a Garside germ then
€ is isomorphic to Cat(((.¥)).

Proof. To prove this we need the following results

Lemma 1.21 ( [10, A, VI, Proposition 1.1]). If . is a solid Garside family in a left-cacellative
category €, then . equipped with the induced partial product is a germ V() and € is
isomorphic to Cat(r(.%)),

Lemma 1.22 (10} A, IV, Proposition 2.24]). A solid generating subfamily .7 of a left-cancellative
category € is a Garside family if and only if there exists 3 : /12! — . satisfying a < I(a, ) <
a - B forall a,B and 3(a,3(B,y)) = I(aB,y) for every a, B,y € .7 satisfying a -5 € 7.

Since Y(.¥) is assumed to be a Garside germ then there is a Z-greatest function 3. It is clear
that it satisfies the statement above (see also proof of [[10, A, IV, Lemma 2.23, Proposition 2.24]
and [10} IV, Proposition 2.8]). Hence, by [10, A, IV, Proposition 2.24], . is a Garside family
in &. Therefore, by Proposition [10, A, VI, Proposition 1.1], the statement follows. O

Theorem 1.23 (germ from Garside, [10, A, VI, Proposition 1.1]). If .7 is a solid Garside
family in a left-cacellative category €, then . equipped with the induced partial product is a
germ Y (.) and € is isomorphic to Cat{Y(%)).

Remark 1.24. If a solid family . in a left-cancellative category € generates ¢ and T(.¥) is
a Garside germ then % = Cat((.¥))

2. A ComposiTioN—DiaMOND LEMMA FOR CATEGORIES

In this section we present a “defformed” version of a Composition—Diamond lemma for cat-
egories. We essentially follows [3]. A sketch of a Composition—-Diamond lemma for categories
has been appeared in [3), 9.3] and it has been developed in detail in [6] (see also [5, 2.4]).

Definition 2.1. Let K be a commutative ring and % a category. Define the category algebra
K% to be the the free K-module with the morphisms of the category % as a basis. The product
of morphisms a and b as elements of K% is defined to be

b ab if a and b can be composed,
a-b:=
0  otherwise,

and this product is extended to the whole of K% using bilinearity of multiplication.
7



Given a graph I', consider the corresponding free category Cat(I'). Let S be a set of pairs
of the form o = (W,, w,,), where W, w, € Cat(I'’). For any o € S and A, B € Cat(I'), let
Taos - Cat(I'y — Cat(I') be a functor defined as follows:

Aw,B ifW=W,

tars(W) = {W W W

We call the given set S a reduction system, and the maps vy, p reductions, if tp,5(W) = W,
we say a reduction v, acts trivially on W, and we shall call W irreducible under S if every
reduction is trivial on W, and we say that a word W is reducible in otherwise.

We shall frequently write va,p : W — W’ if 14,5(W) = W'.

Denote by Irr(S) the subset of all irreducible elements of Cat(I") under all reductions from
the set S. A finite sequence of reductions 1y, ..., 1, will be said to be final on W € Cat(T') if
v, -t (W) € Irr(S).

Anelement W of Cat(I') will be called reduction-finite if for every infinite sequence 11, 15, . . .,
of reductions, 1; acts trivially on v;_; - - - v (W) for all sufficiently large i.

Definition 2.2. A 5-tuple (0,7, A, B,C) with 0,7 € S, and A, B,C € Ca(I') \ {1}, is called
overlap (resp. inclusion) ambiguity of S if W, = AB, W, = BC (resp. if o # T and W, = B,
W, = ABC).

Definition 2.3. Let = be a congruence on a free category Cat(I') and S a set of reductions. We
call a congruence = S -admissible if the following hold:

(1) it W ¢ Irr(S) then W’ ¢ Irr(S ) for any W’ = W,

(2) if w € Irr(S) then w’ € Irr(S) for any w’ = w.

An element W e Cati(I') is called reduction-unique up to = under S if it is reduction-
finite, and if its images under all final sequences reductions and under using an § -admissible
congruence are the same. This common value will be denoted by rg(W), and we also write
r: W — 1rg(W)if r is a composition of reductions of S only and we write v : W ~» 15(W) in
otherwise.

Remark 2.4. Note that if all elements of Cat(I') are reduction unique up to = then the following
condition holds; if W ~» U, W’ ~» U’ then from W =~ W’ if follows that U’ = U’.

Definition 2.5. By a =-admissible categorical partial preorder on a free category Cat(I') we
shall mean a partial preorder < such that for A, B, B’, C € Cat(I') the following hold:

(1) if B < B’ then ABC < AB'C,

(2) whenever B < B’, B' < B it must have that B =~ B’,
B)ifB<AandB=CthenC <A,

4) ifA<B,B=CthenA < C.

Next, we say that a =-admissible categorical partial preoder is compatible with S if for all
(Wfrawfr) =0€S,wy <Ws, W, £ w,.

In the case with a single object, which includes the case of a free monoid, we also call a
~-admissible categorical partial preorder as a =-admissible monomial partial preorder.

For a given set of reductions S = U {(W,, w,)} on a free category Cat(I') we consider the
following set of polynomials U,cs{W, — w,}, and we say that (S) is the corresponding set of
polynomials for a given set of reductions S .

Next, let =~ be an S -admissible congruence on Cat(I'). Set (SFV) = (S)U(S), where (S') =
UgesiWe =W W, = W, W,, W ¢ Irr(S)} and consider a two-sided ideal, denoted by 1.(S ),
generated by (S’V)
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Remark 2.6. Note that an ideal 7.(S) cannot be described as a two-sided ideal generated by
the following set of polynomials U,es{W, — w! | W, > ! }. Indeed, letr; : W, — w,, and
r, - W, — w be reductions of S. Then we have v' : W, ~» w/ buty’ ¢ §, W, ¢ Irr(S ), and
wy € Ir(S), hence W, — w! ¢ I.(S).

Definition 2.7. An overlap ambiguity (o, 7, A, B, C) (resp. inclusion ambiguity) is called re-
solvable up to = if there exist compositions of reductions r : w,C »» (w,C) and v’ : Aw, >
V(A1) (resp. 1 @ wy » (W), U @ Aw,C ~ 1'(Aw,C)) such that 1(w,C) = v'(Aw,) (resp.
(wy) = 7 (Aw.0)).

If all ambiguities of S are resolvable up to = under S we then say that S is confluent up to =.

Let < be a categorical partial preorder on a free category Cat(I"y compatible with a reduction
system S. Consider f, = W, — w,, f; = Wy — w; € (§). There are two kinds of compositions:
(1) if ABC = W,C = AW, with ¢(W,)+{(W.) > {(ABC), then the polynomial (f;-, f:)agc :=
f-C — Af; is called the intersection composition of f, and f, with respect to ABC,
(2) it ABC = W, = AW.C, then the polynomial (f,, fr)apc := fr — Af;C is called the
inclusion composition of f, and f. with respect to ABC.

Consider g € KCat(I'). Set g = 0 if g can be presented as follows g = > ,(U; — V;), where
forany 1 <i < n, U,V; € Cat(I') and all U; = V,;. We say g € KCai(I') is trivial modulo
((S), W) up to =, denoted by g = 0(mod(S), W), here W € Cat(I'), if g can be presented as
follows g = i) Ypes Uifs, Vi + &', where all U, V; € Cal'), UW,V < W, g’ € KCat(I),
g’ = 0, and for all its monomials, say G’, we have G;. < W.

Definition 2.8. Let S be a set of reductions on a free category Cat(I'), = an S -admissible con-
gruence, and £ a =-admissible categorical partial preoder compatible with §'. The correspond-
ing set of polynomials (§) is called a =-closed Grobner—Shirshov basis in KCat(I") with respect
to < if every composition (f,, f;)apc of polynomials f,, f; € (§) is trivial modulo ((S),ABC)
up to =.

To stress that a set X C Cat(I') is considered as the set with a congruence = on Cat(I') we
write (X, =).

Theorem 2.9 (a =-closed Composition-Diamond Lemma). Let K be a commutative ring
with unit. Let Cal(I') be a free category, S a reduction system, (S) the corresponding set
of polynomials, = an S -admissible congruence on Cat(I'), and < a =-admissible categorical
partial preordering compatible with S having descending chain condition. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) All ambiguities of S are =-resolvable.

(2) (S) is a =-closed Grobner—Shirshov basis relative to < .

(3) All elements of KCat(I') are reduction-unique up to =~ under S.

4) (Irr(S), =) is a linear K-basis of the algebra KCat(Fl(?)) = KCal(I'y/I.(S), where
Irr(S) := {W e Cat) | W # UW, V,o € §,U,V € Cai(I')}.

Proof. We easily see from our general hypothesis, by induction with respect to the partial pre-
ordering with descending chain condition g, that every element of KCat(I'), is reduction-finite
up to = .

If (S) = Uie/{W; — w;} is a =-closed Grobner—Shirshov basis relative to < it then gives the
following system of reduction S = U,;{o; = (W;, w;)} is compatible with £.

(1) & (2) Take f;, f; € (S) and let AW, = W,.C = ABC we then get

(fO" fT)ABC = A(WO' - w(r) - (W‘r - (UT)C

= —-Aw, + w.C
9



Let rgl) Aw, > AW, Cy and rg)/ : w:C ~> AW, C}, we then get

(f(ra f‘r)ABC = _Awa' + w‘rC
=~ _Al(f0'1 + (,Ua-l )Cl + A,l(f‘l'l + le)Ci
= -[411;1(j1 +—/§1];](j; —-[410)U](j1 +-/430)Tl(j;

Next, setting réz) P Alwe, Cp > AW, Cs, rgz)l : Alw,, C| ~ AJW,,C), and so on, after some
steps, we get
N M
(s fonpe % = )~ Aifr,Ci+ Y Al fe,Cj = Aywe, Cx + Alytor,, Cly.
i=1 =1

It is easy to see that from Definition it follows that A;W,,, C,-,A;WT] C} < ABC, for any
I1<i<N,1<j<M.

If () is a =-completed Grobner—Shirshov basis relative to § then N, M < oo, and Ayw,,Cy =
Al w,,, C,. It follows that the ambiguity (o, 7, AB, BC) is resolvable up to =. Similarly one can
easy get the converse statement.

(2) = (3). Itis clear that it is sufficient to prove all elements W € Cat(I") reduction-unique
up to = . We must show that given any two reductions 1 and 1;,), each acting nontrivially
on W we shall have rs(t o1r(W)) = ts(tpom(W)). There are three cases, according to the
relative locations of the subwords W, and W, in the element W. We may assume without loss
of generality that £(L) < £(L").

Case 1. The subwords W, and W_, overlap in W, but neither contains the other. Then W =
UABCYV, where (o, 71,A, B, C) is an overlap ambiguity of S. Let us consider the corresponding
composition for the polynomials f,, f; € (), we have

N M
(s fdape % = )" Aifr,Ci+ Y Alfe,Cj = Aywe, Cx + Alytor, Ciy.
i=1 =1

Since (§) has been assumed to be =-completed Grobner—Shirshov basis relative to < we
then obtain, N, M < oo, AW, C;,AiW,C! < ABC foralll <i < N,1 < j < M, and
ANty Cy = A 0y, Chy - Next, since = is assumed to be congruence on Cat(I') then
UANt1Woy, CnaV = UA),, Wy, Ch,. Vs as required.

Case 2. One of the subwords W,, W, of W is contained in the other. Thus case is handled
like the preceding, using the resolvability up to = of inclusion composition.

Case 3. Finally, W,, W, are disjoint subwords of W, but in this case the statement is obvious.

(3) &< (4) Any reduction rg induces the corresponding K-module homomorphism on
KCat(I'), denote it also by rs.

Assuming (3). Take f € KCai(I), say, f = fo] k;u;, where all x; € K, u; € Cat(I'), and
uy > up > --- > uy. Since all reductions of S are assumed to be unique up to = then for
any | <i < M, u; = A(li)WfT’?l B(li) for some A(li),B(li) e Car). Set ¢, := W, — w, for any
o=W,,w,) €S. We can write W, = ¢, + w,-, thus, by induction, we get

m;
o~ @ ) p (@)
u; = ZAki gomkini + Ckm,-’

ki=1

where C,E’)I € Irr(S), and all A;{’?LT(gogZ_)BZ), C,E’)I < u,p, here LT(¢p) denotes a leading term of ¢
related to <. It follows that (cf. [3) 2.1, Lemma 2]) for any polynomial f € KCat(I') we have

N N
f= Z @pUpps, U, + Z:quq
p=1 g=1
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where all ), 8, € K, U, U;, € Cai(I'), V, € Irr(S ), and UpLT(gop)U;,, V, £ LT(f).

Next, since =~ is assumed to be S -admissible then KCat(I') = I.(S) @ (Irr(S), =) and the
statement (4) follows.

Conversely, assume (4) and suppose W € Cai(I') can be reduced to either of w,«w’ €
(Irr(S),~). Then W — w, W — «’ € I.(S) and hence w — «w’ € I.(S). On the other hand,
w—w € (rr(S), =), it follows that w — w’ € (Irr(S), =) N I.(S) = {0}, because of = is assumed
to be S -admissible, and proving (3).

Finally, the implication (3) = (1) is immediate. This completes the proof. O

Remark 2.10. So we see that for a given free category Cat(I') we district two relations on it;
reductions and congruence ~. We do not consider an ambiguity up to =, i.e., let S be a set of
reductions, then we would define an ambiguity up to = as follows, say a 5-tuple (o, 7, A, B, C)
is called overlap (resp. inclusion) ambiguity if W, = AB and w, = BC (resp. W, = B,
W. = ABC). But it is easy to see that in this case we just add to a reduction system new
reductions of form W, — AB and W, — BC. This is why we district this two relations.

Remark 2.11. It is well known that similar to the Buchberger algorithm of completion for
commutative polynomials, there is a Shirshov algorithm for noncommutative polynomials.
However, in contrast to the case of commutative algebras, the Shirshov algorithm in general
does not terminate in a finite number of steps (we cannot use Noetherianity in noncommuta-
tive case). In our case we of course can use the same way. If a subset (§) € KCat(I') is not
a =-closed Grobner—Shirshov basis then one can add to ($) all nontrivial up to = composi-
tions of polynomials from (§). Continuing this process repeatedly we finally obtain a =-closed
Grobner—Shirshov basis @) that contains S'. As in the case of classical Buchbegrger—Shirshov
algorithm we have to assume that the initial set (S) is recursively enumerable (e.g., finite) and
that the underlying ring K is computable. The resulting set (S/\) is also recursively enumerable
but not necessarily finite even if (S) was.

Example 2.12. Let us consider the symmetric group S,, n > 3, in a Coxeter presentation
6n = Smg<51, N s | | R)a

where R is the following set of relations:
(1) s?=1,foralll <i<n-1,
(2) sis;=sjs;forall 1 <i,j<n-1suchthat|i—j| > 1,
(3) Siv15iSi+1 = SiSi+15i foralll <i<n-2.
We have already remarked that siSi.1 8k = Si+185cSk+1 and s;5; = 5;5; because the correspond-
ing diagrams

Sk Sk+1 Sk
Sk+1 Sk Sk+1
and
Si Sj

are commutative.
Consider the following set of reductions § = U;’:‘f {(s;s;, 1)} on the free monoid W(S) gener-
ated by sy,...,s,.1. Thus a word U € W(S) is reducible if and only if there is U, U, € W(S)
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such that U = U,s;s;U, for some s; € {sy,...,s,-1}. It is easy to see that = is S -admissible
congruence.

Let us consider a partial preoder < on W(S) defined as follows: U < V if and only if
{(U) < €(V), where €(U) is a length of a word U € W(S). We see that if U = U’ then
LU) =€6U"),and if v : U — V, for some reduction r, then £(U) > £(V). Thus, it is clear that <
is a -admissible monomial partial preodering on W(S').

Next, by the straightforward computations, it is easy to see that all ambiguities of S are
resolvable up to = and hence (§) = U:’z‘l‘{si2 — 1} is a =-closed Grobner—Shirshov basis with
respect to the <. Thus, by Theorem [2.9] the corresponding set (Irr(S'), =) is a set of squarefree
wordsins;, 1 <i<n-1.

O

Remark 2.13. Since “the usual equality”, i.e., W = W’ if and only if W = W’ for all elements
of a free category, is, of course, a congruence then = replacing =~ we then get the classical
Composition—Diamond Lemma for categories (see [3} 9.3], [6]], [S]). In such cases we shall say
just a Grobner—Shirshov basis instead of =-closed Gronber—Shirshov basis.

Example 2.14. Let us consider the following graph I" shown below
2y e
b
Set € = Cat(I'|d*> = ab, > = ba), and let R be the ideal (d> — ab, ¢* — ba) in KCat(I'). Let

a < b < ¢ < d and consider the corresponding deg-lex ordering on the free category Cat(I').
Put o = (d?, ab), p = (c?, ba). We have the following ambiguities (o, o, d, d, d), (o, p, ¢, c, ¢).

We have
ddd ccc
/ \ / \
abd dab cha bca

Thus, by the Buchberger—Shirshov algorithm, to calculate a Grobner—Shirshov basis relative
to the < we have to add to S these two reductions u; = (dab, abd), u, = (cba, bca). We have
the following ambiguities (o, p1, d, d, ab), (p, (2, ¢, ¢, ba).

We get
dabd 2 abd* —Z— abab
e
ddab
abab —— abab —— abab
and

12 o
chac —— bac* —— baba
o
ccba

N

baba —— baba —— baba
12




Thus all ambiguities of the reduction system S’ = {o, p, 1, 42} are resolvable, hence by the
Composition—Diamond lemma the set (d> — ab, ¢*> — ba,dab — abd, cha — bca) is a Grobner—
Shirshov basis of the ideal (R), and, therefore all basic elements of the category % (a K-basis of
the algebra K%') are elements of form w € Cat(I') such that w # uw’v where u,v,w’ € Cat(I')
and w' # d?, c?, dab, cha.

O

3. GARSIDE THEORY AND GROBNER—SHIRSHOV BASIS

This is a key section of this paper. We show how the main concepts of Garside theory can be
obtained by using Theorem We shall also see that in same cases the corresponding greedy
normal form is exactly a Grobner—Shirshov normal form. For a left-cancellative category and
for its arbitrary subfamily we construct a set of reductions and we then show that this subfamily
is Garside if and only if the set of reductions is confluent up to a congruence = (=deformations
of paths by invertible elements).

We start with the following main construction which will be frequently used.

Construction 3.1. Let 4, </ be categories with surjective functor P : € — <7, i.e., both its
restrictions to objects and elements (=morphisms) are surjective. Let us assume that <7 has a
presentation .« = Cat(I'| R). Consider a categorical order < on the free category Cat(I'). Let
us assume that we know a Grobner—Shirshov basis of the ideal (R) relative to <. Hence, by the
Composition—-Diamond lemma (= the classical verse, see Theorem and Remark 2.13)), we
know a basis Irr(R) (= a set of all irreducible elements) of o7

Let us consider a map (=a section of P) E : o/ — % that is not a functor in general but
P o E =1dy. For a given subset B C Irr(R) we construct the following germ

Yp(%, o/, P,B) = | J{Ea, | Eq ® Ep = Exray € T whenever E(a o b) = E(@E(b)}.
aeB
In the case ./ = % and P = idy is an identity functor we then denote the germ Y (%¢’, %, idy, B)
by Y£(%, B). We consider this partial case in details later in this section.

Definition 3.2. Forany E,,E, € Y wesetE, 2 E,if E, < E,and E, K E,.

Lemma 3.3. If a germ Y(¥¢, o, P,B) is left-associative then the binary operation % is a
partial preorder on the set {E,, x € B}.

Proof.
(1) It is clear that £, X E, because of a = aly,.
2Q)LetE, 2 Eyand E, X E,. Then we have b = aa’ and a = bb’ in &7 with E,eE,,E,eE;, € Y
that contradicts to the definition of X.
(3) Let E, 2 E, then b = aad’, E, ® E, € T, there is no any relation ¢ = bb’ in o/ with
E,eoE, €Y. Let E, X E. then ¢ = bb’ with E,, e E;; € T and there is no any relation » = ¢c’ in
o/ with E.eE. e,

It follows that ¢ = bb" = aa’b’. E. = E, e E;, = (E, ® E,) ® E,, and by left-associativity of
Y,E,eoFE, €Y. Hence E. = E, e E_ .

Assume now that a = ¢¢” with E. @ E.. € T. Then b = aa’ = ¢c’a’. E, = E, e E;, =
(E. e E.)e E, and by left-associativity of 1, E.» @ E, € Y thus E;, = E. ® Exp() that gives a
contradiction to the assumption E, X E.. It implies that £, X E.. This completes the proof. O

Definition 3.4. Let T = Tx(%, <7, P, B) be a left-associative and left-cancellative germ. An
element E,E, € T2 is called reducible if y = y,y, with E, e Ey ,E, oE, € Tand E, X Expy,)-
We write E E, — Exry,)Ey, (0f course, the case E|, = 1y,,) is also allowed). In otherwise the

element E,E, is called irreducible.
13



Construction 3.5. Keep the notations used in the previous Definition and Construction [3.11
Introduce the following set of reductions

Sv(®) = | ) fry: EEy = ExryEr),

E, E,e)

and set

S'y’(%) = U {rx,y : ExEy - ENF(X)/I)E)Q}'

E Eyert?!
ENF(X)‘] )E}'Z EIrr(S T(SB))

It is clear that S v(B) C S (V).

Proposition 3.6. Let us consider a germ X' = Yp(€,/,P,B). An element E,E, € Y1 is
irreducible if and only if the set Jv(E,, Ep,) consists of invertible elements of Y.

Proof. By Definition
Jr(E, Ep) ={E.€ Y|E,oE. €Y, E;, = E. e E; for some E; € T}.

We assume that E. € Jv(E,, Ep), E,=E, e E;withE, e E.,E.e E; €Y.

(1) Let E E,, be irreducible. By, E;, = E.oE,, E,oE, € Y, and Definition[3.4] E,, Exp() must
be not X-comparable. It follows that Expe < E, because of E, < Expe)- Hence a = acc” with
E,-E. €Y. Wehave E, = ExpuoEr = (E,E.)E. and by left-associativity of 1, E. e E, € T.
Hence, E, = Expcey = EJ(E.E~) and by left-concelativity of Y, E.E, = 1.

Next, E,E. = (Exrac) ® E) @ E. an by left-associativity of Y, E~E. € Y. Let us consider the
element E.E.E.. We have E.E. E. = (E.E.)E. = E_ on the other have E.E.E. = E.(E.E.)
and by the left-cancelativity of T, E. E. = 1. Thus Jv(E,, E,) € T as claimed.

(2) Let Jv(E,, Ep) € Y%, for some element E,E;, € T, Suppose that E,E;, — ExpoEa
where Enge Eq 18 irreducible. It is clear E. € Jy(E,, E;) and thus by assumption E, is invert-
ible. Therefore Exp) < E, 1.e,. E; Z Exre)- This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.7. Let = be a deformation of elements of Cat(() by invertible elements. Then = is
S ¢(B)-admissible.

Proof. We have to prove that if whenever E E}, is reducible (resp. irreducible) then any E, E), =
E E}, is so.
ByEE,~E Ey,E,=E,E,, E, = E,E,, where E, € T*,

E, Ey

| =)= |

. Tu) . Tb) .

(1) Let E,E, be reducible, say vs : E,E, = Expap)Ep,. T 3 E, ® E,, = (E4E,)E),, by
left-associativity of Y, E,E,, € T. We thushave E, o E,,E, o E;, ,(E, o E,)e® E;, € T. Hence,
by Definition[[L.13/(3), E, @ (E. e E;)) = (E,®E,)® E, € Y, i.e,. E, ® Expep,) € T. Therefore,
by E,y = E.E, = E.E} E,, = Expen)Ep,, there is a reduction v : EyEy — Expen)Ep,, 1.€.,
E . E, is reducible.

(2) Let E,E, be irreducible. Then the statement immediately follows from the Proposition
3.6 and Definition[L.9] because of E,E, = E,Ey withE, = E,E, and E, = E;'E},. m]
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Remark 3.8. Let us consider a germ I’ = V(% &7, P, B). It seems that we also have to add a
set of reduction of the form E E' = 14, but it equivalences to E,E;' = 14, - 1, indeed,

E, E;!
.—).—).

.—> —>.

ls(x) ls(x)

thus according to Remark 2. 10lwe do not do that. However, it is useful to consider an ambiguity
of form (E,, E,, E.) with E;, = EC‘l and {E,E, — Exp@p)Ep,} € S+(B). First of all let us note
that E,, = Expp,)- Indeed, we have T > 1,4,) = E, « E. = (Ep, ® E;,,) @ E_, hence, by left
left-associativity of Y, E,, @ E. € T. Next, we have E, = E, o E;, ,E, e E.,E, o E. =
(Eb1 .Ebz) .EC = ls(b) € T then by Deﬁnitionm(?)), ls(b) = (Eb1 L4 Eb2) .EC = Eb1 L (Eb2 L4 EC),

ie, E, = E;I‘F(bzc), as claimed. Thus we have
. Eaq . Lo .
| =)o |
. ENFab)) . ENF(bye) .

i.e., E, - 1) = ENvrap,) * ENro,e)» because of s(b) = s(b;). On the other hand, the ambiguity
(E., Ep, E.) gives

E E,E.
ENF(abl)EbQEC Eals(b)
E NF(ab; )ENF(bzc) E, ls(b)

i.e., according to the ~-version of the Buchberger—Shirshov algorithm (see Remark 2.1T]) we
get a new reduction ENF(abl)ENF(b2C) - Eals(b) which is equivalent to ENF(abl)ENF(b2C) = Eals(b)-

O

Lemma 3.9. Let Y = Yg(€, o, P,B) be a left-associative and left-cancellative germ, then Y
is a Garside germ if and only if a set L(E\, E,) is totally preordered by <.

Proof. (1) Let Z(E,, E,) be a totally preordered set by <. Define a map I : T1?! — 7 as follows

ENF(abl)a if EE, —> ENF(abl)Ebp where ENF(abl)Eb2 is irreducible, (3 2)
E., in otherwise. '

I(Eq, Ep) = {

Let E. € I(E,, E}), then E. = Expay) Where E, = E, Ey. Then either E. < Expap,) OF
ExF@n) < E..

Let ENF(abl) < Ec, say EC = ENF(ab])Ed- Since EJC = ENF(ab’) then EaEb’ = EaEb] Ed, by left-
cancelativity of Y, E,, = Ep, E,;. Next, we have E, = E}, E,, = E E) then E,, = E E)». Since
Exrwby) Ep, 1s assumed to be irreducible then by Proposition 3.6, E, is an invertible element,
because of ENF(abl)Ebz = ENF(abl)EdEb” and T > ENF(ab’) = ENF(abl)Ed- It follows that EC =%
ENrp,) and hence E. < Engp,) for any E. € Z(E,, Ep,). Thus J is a greatest Z-function on Y.

Hence T is a Garside germ.
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(2) Conversely, let T be a Garside germ. We then get a function J obeying Z-law, say, 3, i.e.,
we have J(E, e E;, E.) = 3(E,, 3(E,, E.)), where E, ® E;, € T. We have

E,E,E,
Exr@an E. E.ExrpeyEe,
Exk@penEe, ExpanEsEe,

then ENF(abq) = ENF(adl)a where ENF(bC3) = Ed] Edz- By the left—associativity of T, ENF(bcl) = Ed1 .
Next, we have E E., = E;E;, = EyE. E,4, then E., = ENg(,ay)- Further, by E. = E . E., =
E.E., E. = E,E.. Wethus getc; = c1d, and ¢; = dyc4 and the statement follows. O

Lemma 3.10. If for any E,, E, € T the set (L(E,, Ep), <) is totally preordered by < then all
elements of T are reduction unique up to ~ under S +(B).

Proof. In other words we have to prove that the following diagrams

Txyz Ty .z
ExENF(yz) ENF(X}'l)ENF(yzz) E}'2Ez ’ ENF(yzz1)Ezz
_ Y2122 %lyn 2
Txyz yyz Tyyzy.22
Envoony Ev, —<— ExFeyanEas ExponyEr —= ENFonzizan B

are commutative, where all r are elements of §T(§B).

(1) By the assumption the set (Z(Ey, Enrgyz)), <) is totally preordered. We have E,,, Exg(y,q) €
I(Ex, ENF(yz))-

Case 1. Let E,,, < Exgy,a) then Exgy,a) = Ey E.. Since Exgqy), Enrg,z) have been assumed
to be equal to E,, E,,, and E, E,, respectively then we get

EwEv, = Exvga) = Ey Ey,E: = Ey Enkg,;
= Ey, E4Eq = ExvganEa, = EvEcEq,,

hence, by left-cancellativity of 1, E,, = E.E,, i.e., E, < E,,. Further, T 3> Enpy,4) =
E. Exvyay = ExE, E,.. Since E,, E, = Engg,q,) then E,, o E, € Y. It follows that we get

a reduction Exga)Ew, = ENeGowe)Eq. But Expow,)Ew, 15 assumed to be irreducible then by
Proposition[3.6, E, is invertible. We thus obtain

ENvydy) = ExENroiay) = ExEw Ep = Expaw)Ees

therefore ENF(xyldl) = ENF(xw1)7 we thus get

ENF(Gow)) E,,
ENF(xy; dy) Eq,

as claimed.
Case 2. Let Exggy,ay) < Ev,, say E,,, = Expy,a)E.. By the left-associativity of 1, E; ¢ E, € Y.
Since we have assumed that Exgq,) = E, E\,, ENr,.) = Eaq Eg, then

ENF()'Z) = EleW2 = ENF(yldl)EeEm = E}'lEdlEEEW
16



by E, = E, E,, and left-associativity of T, ENry,;) = ENr@e)Ew,. ENronz = Ea Eq, implies
that £;,, = E.E,,. Next, by Exrow,) = EnrayanEe and E, < E; then there is a reduc-
tion ExroyaEa, — ENroyae)Ew,- Hence, by Proposition 3.6] E, is invertible because of
ENF(y,a1)Ea, has been assumed to be irreducible. Thus Exggw,) =" ENrgxy 4;),» We Obtain

ENF(xw)) Ey,
ENF(xy dp) Eq,

and then the statement follows.
(2) We have EZ" ENF(Z1121) S _’Z(Eyp EZ)
Case 1. Let Exp,zy) < Ey, ie, E; = Enpg,.)E., hence by left-cancellativity of Y and

E.=E E; = Expiyz)Eeys Ezpy = EcEyr. Since Expanyy = ENFszizne) then, by Proposition [3.6]
E, € T*. It implies that
ENF(yy21201) . E,,
| =)= ]
E,. " E.
and the statement follows. |

Case 2. E; < Expg ), 1€, ENFiyzy) = E2E,, then by the left-associativity of 1" and E, =
EZ’EZ” = ENF(Z]Z21)EZ227 EZ” = EEEZ22‘ Since ENF()’221Z21) = ENF(yzz’e) then by PrOpOSitiOl’lm
E, € %, it implies that

ENF(p21291) Bz,
E ’ E.:/I

and thus the statement follows.

Lemma 3.11. If a set (Z(E,, E}), <) is totally preordered for any E,, E}, € (' then all ambiguities
of S v(B) are =-resolvable.

Proof. Let us consider an ambiguity (o, 7, E,, E), E.), we have

EaEbEc

Tab
Ext@a)Ep, Ec E.ExvpepEe,

Using Lemma[3.10l we get the following commutative diagrams

Uy .c
ENF(abl)EbQEC . ENF(abl)ENF(bQCl)ECQ

Thy.c J erzcl )

ENFab) ENFoyey Ecr ——7 ENFab) ENFbyeie0) E ey
17



and

Ta,be;

E.ExvpenEe, — ExFab) ENFprenEe,

ra,hq J J/rabl’bZC]

ExvdnEa Ec; ——=— ExFan iy EnEe,

Let us consider ENF(abl)ENF(bzcl)Ecz* Since ENF(b261621) = Efl EszQl , ENF(abl) L] Efl € T we then
have reductions Ty EszQ - ENF(szl)EQZ’ and Iy ENF(abl)ENF(b201021) - ENF(ablfl)ENF(f2021)‘
Next, by left-associativity of ', E,eE., € Y and we getareductionrs : EfE., = Exppe.)E
Thus we get

€21 €22

Thyeycn
ENFab) ENFbyer)Ecy — ENFlab) ENFbyeien)E ey

Extab ) EpEe, = ExFab ) ENE(pea B

€22

Therefor we obtain the following commutative diagram up to =

/EEb \

Exv@b)Ep, Ec E.Exgpe)Ee,
ExE@ap) ENppyey Eer Exr@anEa, Ec,

ENFan i) ENF(pren Eey

where the left and right dotted arrows denote the reductions

ENF(ab1 )ENF(bQC')EC" el ENF(abﬁ )ENF(ﬁ621)E622 5
ExraanEanEe, > ENFabfi)ENF(pen)Ecrs

respectively. It implies that an ambiguity (o, 7, E,, Ep, E.) is resolvable up to =, as claimed. O

Theorem 3.12 (The Main Result). Let €, o be categories, P : € — </ a surjective functor,
E its section, and the corresponding germ X' = Yp(%, .o/, P,B) (see Construction [3.1) left-
cancelative and left-associative.

Let = be a deformation of paths by invertible elements, and consider the correspond set
§T(§B) of reductions (see Construction(3.3).

The germ Y is a Garside germ if and only if all ambiguities of the set S(B) are resolvable
up to = .

Moreover, the set of all irreducible elements Irr(S +(B)) coincides with the set of all Y-normal
elements of the germ Y, and any two Y-normal decompositions of an element of Cat(Y') are
~-equivalent (i.e., are Y™ -deformations of one another).

Finally, if Y is a solid generating family in € then ¢ = Cat(T).

Proof. Let us prove the first statement.
(1) Let Y be a Garside germ. Then by Lemma[3.9] the set Z(E,, E}) is totally preordered by

< for any E,, E,, thus, by Lemma [3.10/ and Lemma [3.11] the statement follows.
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(2) Conversely, let all ambiguities of the set S () are x-resolvable. Define amap J : T2 —
T as follows
~ ENF(abl)a if EaEb — ENF(abl)Ebz and ENF(abl)Ebz is irreducible,
‘S(Ea’ Eb) = . .
E,, in otherwise.
Let E. € Z(E,, E}), then E. = Expayy Where E;, = Ey Ep». Consider E,E), by assumption,
this element is reduction-unique up to = under S(B), i.e., we have the following commutative
diagram

Yab
E.E, —— ExpaEp

mJ/ Jrab,’b”

Ext@an)Ev, — Enrava)Ea,

where Exppa)Eq, 1S assumed to be irreducible, E,» = Eg4 Ey,, Expary ® Eq, € T. Thus we
have ENF(abl) = ENF(ab’dl)Ee’ for some Ee € T*. We have ENF(ab’dl)Ee = ENF(ab’)EdlEea i.e,.
ENrapby) = Exvar)Ea Ee, hence Expapy < Exrap,).- Thus 3 is a greatest Z-function on Y. Hence
T is a Garside germ.

The last statement immediately follows from Proposition [I.10, Proposition (3), Propo-
sition 3.6 and Theorem [1.23] O

Corollary 3.13. Ifa preorder % has a descending chain condition then ' = Yg(¢, </, P,B)isa
Garside germ if and only if the corresponding set of polynomials (S +(8)) = {E<Ey—Enpay)Ey, ),
where E,, E, run over all generators of the Y, and whenever all ExgyE,, is irreducible, is a
~-closed Gribner-Shirshov basis relative to % (see Definition(3.2)) and then the corresponding
Grobner—Shirshov normal form is exactly the (-normal form.

Proof. It immediately follows from Theorems 3.12] mi

Remark 3.14. Consider a germ T = Yg(%, <7, P, B) is assumed to be a left-associative and
left-cancellative. We aim to show that a deformations of paths by invertible elements can be also
deduced as follows. Let us assume that we should use the classical version of Composition—
Diamond lemma. Consider an ambiguity, say, (o, 7, E,, E;, E.), with E, e E,, E, @ E. € . We
then get

EaEbEc

/ Lo

Exran E. E.ExF@pe)

hence, adding this relation E,Exppe) = EnranEe, and if E, X Expar We then get a reduction
mentioned before. But let us assume now that E, Z Enras), thus we get E, =% Enpap), say
E, = ExrunE.. Hence, by left-cancelativity of T, E E, = 14y, then Ej, = E', i.e., E, € T*.
Then adding new relation we get deformations of paths. It is clear that we can, without loss of
generality, assume that Expp) Ec, E.Enrpe) are assumed to be irreducible.

3.1. The Case ¢ = o/, P = id4. Let us consider a left-cancellative category ¢ with a presen-
tation ¢ = Cat(I'| R) and let =~ be a deformation of paths by invertible elements. Let S  be a set
of reductions on Cat(I') such that the corresponding set of polynomials (S ¢) is to be a =-closed
Grobner—Shirshov basis of the ideal /(R) of the category algebra K% relative to a ~-admissible
categorical preorder £ compatible with S having descending chain condition. Thus, by Theo-
rem[2.9] a basis B = B(%) of € is the set Irr(Sg, =) and € = Cat(l'|a - b = r5,(ab)).

Next, for an identity functor idy : 4 — % we consider its arbitrary section E and by

Construction 3.1l we construct the corresponding germ Y'z(%’, B’) and the corresponding set of
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reductions S+(B’) for some B’ C B. It is easy to see that for an identity functor idy : € — €
considering its section E is the same as choosing the corresponding subset of basis elements
of &, hence it is enough to consider a subset B’ of basis elements of 4. We thus denote the
corresponding germ by Y(%’, B’), and instead of E, we just write a for any a € Irr(S g).

Thus, by Theorem [3.12] we can say that there is the following one-to-one correspondence

Garside families in subsets B’ C Irr(S g) such that
a left-cancellative category ¢ 2 | the corresponding set S ++(®’) of reductions
with a presentation ¢’ = Cat(I"| R). is to be confluent up to =.

Example 3.15 (The Klein bottle monoid, (cf. [10, A, 1. 3.2 and Example IV, 2.35])). Let us
consider the Klein bottle monoid

K™ = Smg{a,b|bab = a)

Set a < b and consider the corresponding deg-lex order < on the free monoid W = W(a, b)
generated by a, b. We have only one ambiguity (o, p, ba, b, ab), where p = (bab, a). We have

babab
/ \
a*b ba?

hence we get a new relation o = (ba?, a*b) and then the ambiguity (p, o, ba, b, a*). We obtain

baa*b —— balab —7— a*bab —-— d’a a

i.e, this ambiguity is resolvable. It is clear that we have no any other ambiguity and thus by the
Composition-Diamond lemma the polynomials bab — a, ba* — a*b form a Grobner—Shirshov
basis of the ideal R = (bab — a) relative to the order <. Hence, by the Composition—-Diamond
lemma, Irr(R) is a K-basis for the semigroup algebra K[K™*], therefore the basis elements of K*
are all words w of the W which does not contain subwords of form bab and ba?. 1t is easy to
verify that
Irr(R) = U {1,a",b",a"b"™,b"a,a"b"a}.
n,m>1

For any m > 0 let us consider the following subset B,, of Irr(R)
B, = U{l, a,b*, b*a, ab™*, ab™*a).
k=0

Let us consider the corresponding germ T, := Y(K*, 8,,) where the partial map  : T2 —
Y, is defined as follows

° H 1 ‘ a ‘ bk ‘ b'a ‘ ab™? ‘ ab™q

1 1 a bk b'a ab™? ab™q

a a ae b aeba

br br bra br+k br+na br ° ab’n+p br ° abm+qa
ba ba bia e bF b'a e b'a

abm+t abm+t abm+l’a abm+t+k abm+t+na abm+t ° abm+p

abm+la abm+la abm+la ° bk
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here

aebt = abt, ifk>m,
aeb'a = ab'a, ifn>m,
a, ifr=m+ p,
b"eab™? = b Pq, ifr>m+p,r—p>2m,
ab™rr ifr<m+p,p=>r,
b eab"™a = ab?™""a, ifr<qg+m,q>r,
a, ifs=k,
blaebt = {bFa, ifs>k s—k>m,
ab*s, ifs<k k—s>m,
ab™" e ab™? = abPa, ift—p>m,
ab™? eab* = ab™P*a, ifm+p>k p>k,

Set § = Uyep, {(uv,u o v)}. By the straightforward verification it is easy to see that any
ambiguity of the set S of reductions are resolvable with respect to the preorder <. Hence,
by Theorem the germ T, is Garside germ for any m > 0, and hence, B,, is a Garside
family in K* for any m > 0. Then, by (3.2)), the corresponding Z-greatest function is defined as
follows 3(u,v) := u e v for all u,v € B, it can be also identify with a function H defined as
H(g) := ming(g, ab™a) (see [10, A, TV, Example 2.35]).

4. EXAMPLES

In this section we consider some interesting cases and examples.

4.1. A Free Abelian Monoid. We show how free abelian monoid can be obtained by using
our method. We refer to [[10, 3-5 pp.] for details.

Take n > 1, and consider the free abelian monoid N". It is clear that any its element g can be
viewed as amap g : {1,...,n} — N. Denote by g(k) the kth entry of g.

For g, ¢’ € N, we define g - g'(k) := g(k) + g’(k) for each k. We define A, by A, (k) = 1 for
every k, and put N,, := { € N"|n(k) € {0, 1} for any k}. Fori < n, define @; in N" by a;(k) = 6; ;.

Thus we get

N" = Smg({a;a; = a;a;, forall 1 <i, j < n).

For f,g € N", say that f < g is true if f(i) £ g(i) holds for every 1 < i < n. We have
(see [10, A, 1.1, Proposition 1.1])

Every element of N" admits a unique decomposition of the form Aln, ---n, with d in N and
M,....Nn, € N, satisfying m # A, n, # 1, and, for every i < p, g < 1i+1 implies that n;g € A,
forany g € N".

For instance, let n = 3, and take f = (5,4, 3), we have

5,4,3) = 3,3,3)+(2,1,0)
= (3,3,3)+(1,1,0) + (1,0, 0),
thus we obtain f = A3 - (@122) - @
Let us consider the following monoid (group) M = (Z/2)", it can be also presented as follows
(Z/2)" = SgKB, &1, &1 & =6, 1 <i<n),

where 6(k) = Omod 2 for all 1 < k < n, &(k) = 04, and for any ¢, € Z, ¢ - Yy(k) =
(k) + w(k) mod 2.
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We have an epimorphism P : N* — (Z/2)", f — f mod 2, where (f mod 2)(k) := f(k) mod
2, foralll <k <n.

Let us consider, for instance, the following order; set & > &; if i < j, and consider then the
corresponding deg-lex ordering on all elements of (Z/2)". It is clear that the set of polynomials
Ui<icn{é7 — 6} is a Grobner—Shirshov basis. Hence, by the Composition-Diamond lemma (see
Theorem [2.9]and Remark 2.13)) the set of squarefree words in &; forms a basis B for (Z/2)". On
the other hand, it is clear that any basic element is also an arbitrary map ¢ : {1,...,n} — Z/2.
Seto Ny =@ if (k) # (k) forall 1 <k < n,and ¢ NY # @ in otherwise.

Take a section E : (Z/2)" — N of P defined by E(¢)(k) := E (k) := ¢(k mod 2), 1 <k < n.
By Constructions 3.1}, 3.3 we thus have a germ

T = Te(WN,Z/2,P,B)
= T ={E,. ¢ (Z/2)"|E, » E, = E,, whevere o Ny = o}

and a set of reductions

Sv(®) = | ) {EEuy = By},
Y x=2
OYNY+D

Next, we have E, X E, if there exists ¢’ € (Z/2)" suchthaty = ¢ - ¢’ and ¢ N ¢’ = @. Itis
easy to see that 1™ = {Ey}. Since the number of all generators of Y is finite then the preorder
has descending chain condition.

By the straightforward computation one can get that all ambiguities of S+(B) are resolvable,
hence by Theorem the corresponding set of polynomials

(ET(%)) = Upnyx=0 {EwEW'X - Ew-wEx}
QYNY+D

is a Gronber—Shirshov basis relative to <. Therefore, by Theorem T is a Garside germ
and Y'-normal form is the Grobner—Shirshov normal form.

Finally, it is clear that the family Ug,ez/2{E,} 18 a generating family for N” and hence by
Theorem [3.12],

N" = Smg(E,, ¢ € (Z/2)"|E,E,., = E,yE, whenever o Ny -y = @ and ¢ - Y Ny # O),

and Ugez2{E,} 1s a Garside family in it.
4.2. “A Natural Appearing of Invertible Elements”. Let us consider the following monoid

M =Smg(p, p’,r,q| prp’ = p).
Using an arbitrary order on generators and consider the corresponding deg-lex order on all
elements of the free monoid W = W(p, p’, r, q) generated by p, p’, r, g. We see that {prp’ — p} is

a Grobner—Shirshov basis for the ideal (prp” — p) in K(p, p’, r). Hence by the classical version
of the Composition—-Diamond lemma (see Theorem 2.9, Remark 2.13)),

B = U {w # uprp’v}
u,v,weF

is a basis for M.

Next, let M be a left-cancellative monoid such that there is a surjective homomorphism
P:M— M. _

Let us consider a section E : M — M of the P and set

T := Tp(M,M,P,B)

= {Ep,Er, Ep”Eq Epr’ ErqlEp 1 Er = Epr’ Er L Eq = Erq’ Epr L d Ep’ = Ep} .
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and
S+(B) = {E,E, = E,., E.E, — E,,,E,,E,, — E,}.

Suppose further that T is a left-associative and left-cancellative germ. By E,, e E,, € T,
E,eE, € T,andby Y 3 E,eE, = (E,,eE,)eE,, E,eE, € Y. Therefore, by Definition[L.13(3),
E,e(E,eE,) = (E,eE,)eE,. Hence, E.E, = 1because of (E,eE,)eE, = E,e(E,eE,) =E,.

Next, let us consider an ambiguity (E,, £/, E,), we obtain

E.E,E,
E, E.E,,

then by left-cancellativity of Y, £, E, = 1. The ambiguity (E,, E,, E,) gives
E,E.E,

Eq Ep’Erq
i.e., we have E,E,, = E,.

Finally let us consider an ambiguity (E,, E,, E,), we have

E,E,.E,
E,E, E,E,,

but £, < E, because of £, = E,,E,, i.e, E, Z E,,. Thus if = is a deformation of elements by

invertible elements (see Definition [L.9), we then get that all ambiguities of the system S +(B)
are resolvable up to = because of

El’r E!I

ie, E,E, =~ E,E,, Hence, by Theorem[3.12] " is a Garside germ.
4.3. The Artin-Tits Monoid.

4.3.1. Coxeter Systems and Groups. Let S be a set. A matrix Mg : S XS — {1,2,...,00}is
called a Coxeter matrix if it satisfies
m(a, b) = m(b, a);
m(a,b) = 1 if and only if a = b,
here a,b € S.
Equivalently, Ms can be represented by a Coxeter graph whose node set is S and whose

edges are the unordered pairs {a, b} such that m(a,b) > 3. The edges with m(a,b) > 4 are
labeled by that numbers.

Definition 4.1. Let S be a set, VW a group. We say that (W, S) is a Coxeter system, and that VW
is a Coxeter group, if VV admits the presentation

W =Smg(S|s* = 1, forall s € S, and whenever m(a, b) # oo, (ab)™“? = (ba)™>),
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1322
313 3
23 1 3 S S 95
22 3 1
13 3 2 A
31 5 2 00
35 1 o $3 S4
2 2 oo 1 5

52

Ficure 2. The Coxeter matrix and its corresponding graph.

Given a Coxeter system (W, S), each element w € VV can be written as a product of genera-
tors: w = 515, - -85, 5; € S. If k is minimal among all such expressions for w, then & is called
the length of w (written £{(w) = k) and the word s, - - - 5; is called a reduced word (or reduced
decomposition or reduced expression) for w.

The following properties are fundamental in the combinatorial theory of Coxeter groups:
they characterize such groups.

(Deletion Property). If w = sy5,-- - s, and {(w) < k, thenw = sy ---%5;- -5, - - 5 for some
I1<i<j<k

(Exchange Property). Let w = sy, - - - 5 be reduced expression and s € S. If {((sw) < £(w),
then sw = sy ---5;--- sy for some 1 <i< j<k, forsomel <i<k.

Theorem 4.2 ( [4, Theorem 1.5.1]). Let W be a group and S a set of generators of order 2.
Then the following are equivalent.

(1) W, S) is a Coxeter system.
(2) W, S) has the Exchange Property.
(3) W, S) has the Deletion Property.

For given u,v € W we write u L v if {(uv) = €(u) + €(v), and usv if €(uv) # £(u) + £(v).

Lemma 4.3. Assume that {(uv) = {(u) + €(v) and ((vw) = €(v) + €(w) for some reduced
uyvywe W, ie,uLvandv L w. Thenuv L vandu L vw.

Proof. Letu = s; ---s;,,v=15j-5;,and w = sg, « - 8.

Let us assume that £((uv)w) < £(uv) + £(w) or £(u(vw)) < €(u) + £(vw). Then by the Deletion
Property, uvw = s§;, -+ 5455+ 8. Since f(uv) = L(u) + £(v) and £(vw) = £(v) + €(w)
then 1) either @ € {i,...,i,}, B € {ji1,--*,jg, or 2) @ € {iy,...,i,}, B € {ki, -+ ,k}, or 3)
@ € {ji,...,jq}, B € ki, -+ ,k.}. On the other hand, u, v, w are assumed to be reduced, hence
we get a contradiction and the statement follows. O

Corollary 44. Ifuv L wandu L v, thenu L vw and v L w.

Proof. By uv L w,and u L v, £(uvw) = €(u) + {(v) + £(w), and using Lemma[4.3] the statement
follows. O

Definition 4.5 ( [4, 3.4]). Let OV, S) be a Coxeter system, R(w) be the set of all reduced
decompositions of an element w. The normal form of an element w € YV is minR(w), where the
minimal is taken with respect to lexicographic order. Denote by B()V) the set of all elements

w € WV such that min R(w) = w.
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As before we denote by NF(w) a normal form of an element w. We refer to [4] (especially
section 3.4) for details and how to compute a normal form of an element of an arbitrary Coxeter
group. However, just for reader convenience, we recall an elegant algorithm, see Appendix, to
compute a normal form for any Coxeter group. This algorithm is based on so-called “the
numbers game” (see [4, 4.3]) offers a general method for finding combinatorial representatives
of the group elements.

4.3.2. Artin—Tits monoids.

Definition 4.6. Let (JV,S) be a Coxeter system given by a Coxeter matrix M, an Artin-Tits
monoid associated with (W, S), is a monoid, denoted by B*(W, S) or shortly B*, admits the
presentation

B*W,S) = <S | (a, bY™P) = (b, @)™ whenever m(a, b) # oo>

here m(a, b) are elements of the Coxeter matrix M. If m(a, b) = oo, then there is no relation for
a and b.

Let us turn to the preorder X (Definition [3.2). It is clear the Exrwy X Enr if and only if
t(u) < €(v).

Proposition 4.7 (cf. [10, B, IX.1.3, Proposition 1.35 ]). Let WV, S) be a Coxeter system. Con-
sider the corresponding Artin-Tits monoid B*(W, S). Let P : B* — W be the corresponding
surjective, and E : VW — B its sections which is defined as follows: any s € S maps to the
same s in B*. Define the corresponding germ (' = Yg(B*, W, P, BOW)) as follows

T = Smg(ENp(W), wew | ENF(u) [ ENF(v) = ENF(uv), whenever u L V>.
Then the germ Y is a Garside germ, and
B*OW, S) = SmY(Exrw), W € W | ExpwyExpow) = ENFam) ExFors 4 LV L w),

and finally a basis of B*(W, S) can be described as the following set

U {ENFG) ENFo) ** * ENFrg -
u,v...,.weW
ULVL LW
Proof. Let us prove that the germ Y is a Garside germ.
First of all we have to show that Y is a left-cancellative and left-associative germ.
(1)LetE, o E,,E, o E, € Y, thenu L vand v L w. By Lemmald3 E, e (E, @ E,) € T if
and only if (E, @ E,) @ E,, € Y, and if so then they are equal.
(2) Since W is assumed to be a group then T is left and right-cancellative. Next, by Corollary
4.4l T is left-associative.
(3) By Construction 3.5 we have the following set of reductions

§T(§B(W)) = U {ru,vw . ENF(u)ENF(vw) - ENF(uv)ENF(w)}-

ulvlw

It is clear that all possible ambiguities are (Y, w, L ig> ENFw)> ENFow)> ENFg) Where u L v L w

andvw L h L g.
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By Corollaryd.4l w L h, v L wh and we get

rw,hg
E NF(uv) E w E NF(hg) — k NF(uv) E NF(wh) E g

Tyow

E\ Exrow) ENEhe)

Tyw,hg

Eu ENF(vwh) Eg m ENF(uv) ENF(wh) Eg

Thus all ambiguities of S+(BOW)) are resolvable and hence by Theorem the first state-
ment follows.

Next, it is easy to see that the set U,,e)y{ Expoyy) 18 @ generating family for B*(WV, S). Hence,
by Proposition the second statement follows.

Finally, by Theorem the last statement follows. O

It is clear that if a Coxeter group WV is finite then the corresponding preorder X has the
descending chain condition, thus, by Corollary the corresponding I-normal form of an
Artin monoid is exactly the corresponding Grobner—Shirshov normal form.

4.4. A Greedy normal form on the braid monoids B;.

Let us consider the partial case VW = S, (= the symmetric group). It is well known that a
symmetric group has the following Coxeter presentation.

Proposition 4.8 ( [7,8]]). Let S = {si,...,s,.1} be the set of generators (transpositions) of
the symmetric group S,. Set s; > s; whenever i > j and consider the corresponding deg-lex
ordering > on the free monoid generated by s, ..., S,_1.
A Grobner—Shirshov basis for the symmetric group S,, with respect to the order >, is the

following set of relations:

(1) s?=1,forany1 <i<n

(2) sisj=sjsi,fori—j>2and1<1i,j<n,

(3) Si4188i-1 " SjSiv1 = S;iSiv18i8i-1 " S}, lfl +1> ]and 1< l,] <n.

As a consequence, using the Composition—Diamond lemma, we obtain the following
Corollary 4.9 ( [7]). The set B(S,) = {s1;52 " Sn, | ik < k + 1} consists of Grobner—

Shirshov normal forms for S, in the generators s; = (i,i + 1) relative to the deg-lex ordering,
where So5 = SgSp_1+*+ Sq for B> a and sgg.i = 1.

Let us consider a braid monoid B}, i.e., a monoid generated by o, ..., 0,; its elements are
called positive braids. We have a homomorphism P : B} — S,; given a positive braid B, the
strands define a permutation p(B) from the top set of endpoints to the bottom set of endpoints.

Take 7 € S, with the normal form NF(rr) = sy, 52, - - - smi,, € NF(S,), i.e.,

NF@) = (siySip1 - SD)(Siy Sip—1 -+ 82) (85, 8i-1 7 Sm)
and, as above, set £(rr) := {(NF(x)) (= the length). Define then amap E : S, — B as follows
E(NF(n)) = (03,041 010,051+ 02) (05,04, -1 - T ),

it is clear that E is a section for P.
Next, as above, we see that the corresponding germ 1 = Tg(B;, S,, P, B(S,)) can be also
described as follows

T= {ENF(TI)’ T e 6,, | ENF(IT) o ENF(T) = ENF(T!'T)’ whenever & L T}.
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Thus, by Proposition 4.7} the corresponding set of reductions
ET(%(gn)) = U {fn,rg : ENF(n)ENF(Tg) - ENF(m)ENF(g), Tl L&
n,1é€S,
is resolvable and, by Theorem the corresponding set of polynomials
S+(B(S,)) = U {tre * ENFoyENFre) — ENFan ENpe, L T L EL
n,Té€6,
is a Grobner—Shirshov basis relative to the %, and then the corresponding Grobner—Shirshov

normal form is normal form is exactly the greedy normal form, i.e., the set Irr(S +(B(S,))) of
irreducible elements under the S +(B(S,))

Irr(S +(B(S,))) = U {ENFee) ENF(ry) * - ENFero) b

L TRESY
T LTty Lo+ LTTg

coincides with the set of the greedy normal form of elements of B;. Finally for any n € S,, the
element Expry coincides with the Adjan—Thurston generator R,.

Remark 4.10. In [10, A, VI, Example 2.72] it was shown how to obtain the braid monoid (and
greedy normal form) via the symmetric group. This approach is very similar to this way. In
particular the elements of 7, 7 € S, are called tight if {(n7) = {(x) + £(7) (in a sense described
there).

Remark 4.11. In [5} 3.1.4] it was said that the corresponding set of polynomials
(S +(B(S)))) = Unirrel Evon Enrire) — Exron Exe)

is a Grobner—Shirshov basis relative to the following ordering <. We assume that s; < s, <
-+ < §,_1 and define Expiry < Engery 1f and only if £(NF()) > ¢(NF(7)) or {(NF(rr)) = ¢((NF(7))
and NF(r) < NF(r) (lexicographical order). It is easy to see that this order is an extension of
the preorder % .

AppPENDIX: THE NUMBER GAME

Let us recall the “number game” that first appeared in a somewhat restricted version related
to Kac—Moody Lie algebras in [14] and the general version given in [4] that is due to Eriksson
[12]. We refer to [4, Ch.I,4] for more details.

Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system given by a Coxeter matrix M. Define a functionk : S X § —
R as follows;

Kes =—2, SES;
Ka,b = O’ m(a’ b) = 2’ ’
Kap > 0, (4.3)
Vs
s m s b s —_. =
m@.b) (a,b) # o, m(-,=)>3

Ka.bKpa 2 4, m(a, b) =

m(_’ :) < 3’

KapKpa = 4 cos?

Now we present (see [4} 1.4.3]) the Number Game to calculate normal form. We label each
node of the corresponding Coxeter graph with some real numbers, and each such assignment
thought of as a position in a certain “game”. The “moves” in the game are local rearrangements
of the assigned values at a chosen node s and its neighbors, governed by the labels of the edges
surrounding in s in the Coxeter graph. The point of this game is that it gives a combinato-
rial model of the Coxeter group, where group elements correspond to positions and reduced

decompositions correspond to play sequences.
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The starting position for the game can be any distribution & 3 s — p; € R or real numbers
p;s to the nodes s € S of the Coxeter graph. A position is called positive if p; > 0 for all s € S.
The special position with p; = 1 for all s € § is called the unit position and denoted by 1.

Next, moves are defined as follows. A firing of node s changes a position p € RS in the
following way

(1) Switch sign of the value at s.
(2) Add k,,p, to the value at each neighbor a of s.
(3) Leave all other values unchanged.

Such a move is called positive if p; > 0, and negative if p; < 0. A positive game is one that
is played with positive moves from a given starting position, and similarly for a negative game.
A play sequence is a word s;,s;, - - - i, Si; € S, recording a game in which s;, was fired first,
then s,,, then s;;, and so on. Similarly, a positive play sequence records a positive game and a
negative play sequence records a negative game.

Theorem 4.12 ( [4, Theorem 4.3.1]). Let p € RS be a starting position, s, ..., s; a play
sequence, denote by p*"“i a position reached from p by this play sequence. Let 8, C RS
denote the set of all positions that can be reached this way.
e Two play sequences s;,s;, -+ s;, and sj s, - -+ s; lead to the same position if and only if
SiySiy " * Si, = 8j, 8, 8, as elements of V.
e The induced mapping w = p" is a bijection VW — B,
o The play sequence s;,s;, - - - s;, is positive if and only if s; s;, - -+ ;. is a reduced decom-
position.

This Theorem implies the following algorithm for finding normal form NF(w) of and element

w of a Coxeter group W.

(1) Take an expression w = s;,5;, - - §j,..

(2) Play from 1 according to the play sequence s, ..., S, S;, .

(3) Set p := plic s,

(4) Play from p to 1 by firing at each step the minimal negative node.

(5) Record the obtained play sequence s;,, 5j,,. .., 5j,-

(6) NF(w) = 5, 8j,,. .., 8],

n

Example 4.13. Let us consider the following Coxeter graph

a

b

Puta < b < ¢ < d. Let us find the normal form of the word w = babcdb. Let us find
the starting position (see fig[3). We have p = (-3, -6, —-4,7). Now we have to play from this
position to position 1 by firing at each step the minimal negative node (see figid). Thus we
obtain NF(w) = abacbd.

28



Lﬁﬁ

@.@ D

Ficure 3. The start position p
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Ficure 4. We are firing at each step the minimal negative node.

babeda g found.
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