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BIRAEREREICN LT, 20 “ERZETOED D DX 2R TEEE divergence
function ¥\ 5. RMIAAYHEGRICEBIT 52 ETERIAFENRD 1 O TH % Thompson #f
F, T,V 2 LT, 2415 D divergence function 2355 [10] TrHAE Sz, AT
W, B [11] 122 % Thompson #f V OHEffD 1 O TH % BV 1Zxf L T divergence
function ZE1HE L R ZHENT 2.

1 Braided Thompson & BV & Thompson &V

Thompson B V DEICIE, 220D 259K, —DDOMEEDOITTEHWTE XN S, Brin
2] & Dehornoy [7T]iFZENZHEEIZ, V O—f&{t & LT braided Thompson # BV ZE#
L7z, BT, N DOTITOE T Z 7L A4 FEOTICEZRA 22 THEAL6N 5.

DIF, 2 9 AR\ 3ERER 7 7T, RED 2 DTEA (AB) 251D, KED 1 DTHRAL (FE) 3
220D b, REHI3DIERM 0L ETH DT 2. K, RE 20DFEDEN LD
2 R % caret L\,

T, T_-2HEDBBnTHE209R L, 2 %274 REEB, DL 5. B, &, n Kol
PHOTETLHIRINLIHTH Y, SMomEEITro L35 2o, T, Dnflo
EEYT OnfH0EY 2 ZHVWTT2L ZOEFETORSIEEEZS. HlZX, K 11X
n=3DrZDX. ZDX57% 32O/ (T,,z,T ) %, tree-braid-tree diagram &\>5.

BV Ot EFET 572012, tree-braid-tree diagram 2B S 22 €K T 5. (T, 2,T.)
%, RD 2 D%}z tree-braid-tree diagram &3 3.

1. 2 ZHZ2KDMPBFEEL T, T2 T, T NOZFhZhOEILEOHE H .
2. D2 ARDMMIUAT.

Bl 20X, X 2 132 %723 tree-braid-tree diagram TH 5. Z D X 5 7% tree-braid-tree
diagram 26, ZD2ARKD & | B HFDOFN 7225 2D caret ZTHD R E, Ko 7-3ER
TEDFE R U & 5 I1THER Z & T, #7272 tree-braid-tree diagram 21§82 Z T 5. Z
DH#EE% reduction & W\, Z DM D#EEZ splitting £ W 5. ZHLLE reduce T 720
tree-braid-tree diagram @ Z & % reduced diagram &\ 5.
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X 1: tree-braid-tree diagram Dff. 2: 27 3.

2

3. BV O4RES.

BV & tree-braid-tree diagram 21K 578 285D 5 %, reduction & splitting TH S
55D CH—MHLELHTHS. HEIIRXTEDS.

a=(Ay, x4, A ), b= (By,xp, B_) ZZNE L tree-braid-tree diagram & § 5. reduction
% splitting Z@YNIITS 2 & T, A = B/, Ziii/z§ tree-braid-tree diagram (A4, , 2/, A" ),
(B, x,,B ) ZZNZENEL I NTES. DL E,

ab:= (A, z,x;, B")

CEDD. ZIZT, 2y 37V A RO LTOEEEZRT. A =B, Y W5 EMHFLD
LT 2NARDEDKIFEFEL VDT, ZOHEEE well-defined TH 5.

BV &, xg, w1, 01,71 EREND 4 DDILTERSN L BREREFOHTH 2 Z L 23
5TV 3 [1, Theorem 3.1]. X 313BAMITE KT tree-braid-tree diagram TH 5. LA
R, ERESIIEETS 5.

BV DJT g IZX LT, Z® reduced diagram @ caret DEE % N(g), 7L A4 FDOE DD
RNDR RO %E K(g), word length % |g| & L7z Z, H2EEC, Cy > 0 DIFEL TR
DAFEADIALD 7D [3, Theorem 3.6].

CiN(g) < |g| < C2N(g)(1 + K(g)). (1)



gERIHRED word 2E X728 &, FHEHBIZBWT caret &AL EZI W &»
SHHETFONERIIBZITHES .

BTV A4 FEE B, 1%, NFEE S, NDBARLEHERTY ¢, 1FTES 5. tree-braid-tree
diagram @ braid = % ¢, (z) 2B 22X TH 5N 5 diagram %, tree-permutation-tree
diagram ¥\ 5. BV E[AIFRIZ, tree-permutation-tree diagram (2R3 2 #1EZ EFERT 5.
ER/Y 2258

LT, 25 5%4,i + 1 BHOENFELT, 2053 T, NTHEOHEZ DB, ¢,(2)(i),
Gu(z)(i+1) DT NTHEUEHZ DD,

2. ()i + 1) = ¢p()(i) + 1 DD LD,

%723 tree-permutation-tree diagram (T, ¢, (z), T_) \ZxF LT, [AERDTFET reduction
& splitting ZEH 5. T 5 DEIETHE 5415 tree-permutation-tree diagram % 2T [F—
#H3 22T, Thompson BtV OIehfGohs.

tree-permutation-tree diagram (Z351F 2 MFMEEDHE T 2 KERHCHIR T2 2T, V O
N EONDS. ZOE% ThompsonFET W5 . X512, WKEIHDED & HEEHIC
HIR S 2 Z & THE N BE7EE% Thompson B FF & W5 . [HEERE 7L 4 FEEOHNL
TLEFA—HT 22T, FIE BV OENHT D225, Fldxg,x PERT 2
BHLEAMTH .

SODREF, T,V IZZNZENEREZRHTD 5 [6, Theorem 3.4, Corollary 5.9, Theorem
6.9]. ZNZNOREHERN R ARERES A, B,C TR LT |gla, 9|8, lglc 1&%Z D word length
ZRTE L, N(g) lFFHU reduced diagram @ caret DEZRT &5 5. HEEKC,, Cy >
0 DTFE L TROAFERD KD 2D, 11THDOHZR LD RERIZ [4, Theorem 3] X HHEW, 2
THOBFDAFERUZL 5, Theorem 5.1] X DES . ZRZNOHIFDOAERIT BV OBHE
2L FCHAZEHAT ULV,

C1N(g) < |gla < C3N(g),g € F. (2)
C1N(g) < |gls < C2N(g),g € T. (3)
CiN(g) < lglc,g € V. (4)

HBIETE, EAR L4 BEOAEXEH W TEDE X % word length T3 % /57E
WZDOWTEERT 5.

2 divergence function

JEEEHMR, OZNHBENDER f gN f g TH2 L, HEEMA B,C,D,E >0
PEELT, FED 2z e R IHLT

flz) <Ag(Bx+C)+Dx+ E

MDD ERWVWS. BRf L gARAETHI L, fg& g =< fHRHICHDIIDOE
XRWVWS . BEERNLHLIIC, 2 TOMEEBRLEMEEBRIFETD 3.
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BIRAERE G L ELYREREE SPOEEZ T AV —27F5 7% Cay(G,9) £ RT. 6 €
(0, 1) 1K LT, Cay(G, S) D é-divergence function f5s ZXD K S IZED 5. Cay(G,S)
LD word length 25n T®H % 2 R 2,y %, JRAHDERE on OERZ BT TETHS. 2038
DRI DR/MEZ l5(x,y) E LT X,

f5(n) = max{ls(z,y) | |=[, [y| = n},

CIEDD. ZDEIREHPFELRVE XX, l5(x,y) = 00 EED B.

H 2 6 DTFEL T Cay(G, S) D §-divergence function BEEEARE FETH 2 & T 5.
DX GORHOERES S DOEDDITA V=277 Cay(G,S") I LT & 277
TELT, fo IMPEBARE [FMET®H % [9, Proposition 2.1]. 37&bH, 5§ BIFELT
d-divergence function SFEEAR L FMETH 2 L WO HEIX, HOMHEE ART BT
x5%. ZDOZ &%, Bt G i3 linear divergence ZzHD 5.

BIRAE D linear divergence & D ¥ WS MWEIZXT LT, RD X 5 R[22 4HE
DT 2 Z e BHISNT VS,

Theorem 2.1 ([8, Lemma 3.17]) G D & D asymptotic cone b cut point 2 b Tz/Z\NZ &
&, G W linear divergence % %2 Z ¥ Z[F{E.

3 EHBER
RBAERNC BT 2 TR TH 5.
Theorem 3.1 ([11, Theorem 1.1]) BV & linear divergence % % .

ZOEMI, LTOMGERIC X o TnEN 5. BV @ i-divergence function & f5 £ 5 5. [A]
HRIRDEFHED S, BB 6 IR L TEM A, BHIEFELT, f5(n) <2(An+B)TH2 It
ZRBIETITHE. ZNERT 72O, word length 25 n THAEREDIL g &, niZDHA
TELTER 2T E I BRONZE L RE An+ BUTOETHINS 2L ZRT.

Golan-Sapir 1%, Thompson #f F, T,V 232 T linear divergence #5202 ¥ %, LR L 7=
JET/RL 7 [10, Theorem 1.1].

[10] Tl&, 5 DDBE wy, ..., ws ZHH LT, ZNEDRTdD0EAZMT-THETDH S
ZEERRLTWA. FHZ, Thompson B VX BV T X K LU72RBETH 2 DT, wy, wo, wa, ws
E BV IZBWTHEMICE DDOBEEMRL, IZL AR CHEMREEH ST 2 e TE 528,
ws ZHIHTH 2. 72876, Thompson Ff T 128 1F % word length @ _72» & DR D F i
Yoy BV IZHIH N TWRWD, ws DR %2 L H5Hli S 28320 TH 5. 1E-T,
BV 73 linear divergence % &2 Z ¥ ZAEIAT 2%, w3 ([T 2 E 0 DD ARENTH 5 &
Wz 5. BUT, Golan-Sapir I2 & 2 V IZBIT % ws DEFRE Z DRI DEFTEFIELIANE
W2, BVIZBT 2 ws ZF7ITERL, TORIDFITHEGEICOVWTHRT 5. w 3EHH
DHZEHZEEED L 1 222 2y TH 203, ARG TIEZ OFMIEBRRIZ .



4: w3 DFRT tree-braid-tree diagram (21T % by DA

3.1 VOBs

ws \E gw; OB NG, guy ZRT2ORKOMZ T, T &$5. T, O—FHLEDED,
T WZBI2EBHOEEIHIETZE TS, ZOLE, wy BRDEIICEDS. 20D 257
Rz, T 2T, 2% guy EANVFZdbDE L, B EFHP B LDOIEIIHIET %
WEEELY §5. 295 LTHEOHNS tree-permutation-tree diagram % & 35D word %
wy &35, EEDKEEKETH 20T, FERX 3 ED ws DRI IEE A CoN(gw,) TH 5.

ORI EH WS &, ws DREZEE &g DEBUGTHE 2RI IeNTES. E
% [10, Lemma 2.8] £ D N(gw;) & N(g) + 2 TEDPSHFHEITE, T 512 N(g) 13 1%FK 4
&V |gle/CL =n/C, TEPSFMTE 2.

3.2 BV ODBE

BV OEEWEMROFIET wy KT 2 &, FEFERX 1 T N(gw,) DEBZIZ K % w;
DEXD L2 SFHTN 5 2 5N WATRESED D 5 DT, n DEBET EL ST 2 2 &
BEELWZ 2 b b,

ZFIT, ws B RDESIWERET 3. 220D 20KIZV LEMRICED, k ZEDITERIC
WIETRMEETE. k>0DEEDT LA FEEDITh IZRDESITED 3.

1. kBH XD EOMIETEFEMNSHIEXE 3.
2. k—1,...,0BHOHZE, ZOIEFTELHFEHOME —RAITOREZES.

k=00t =k Bt 55 K4k k=3, Ngw) =4D& XD b3 DRI wslF, ZD
tree-braid-tree diagram (T, b3, Ty) Z R 3 =MD word & ED 5.

T %, caret & —HBHDEIZOTIHEIT S Z & THEONS, T_ & caret DEHBFEL WV 2 77K
35 (ZD&D7%259K% all-right tree £ FER). ws 1% (T, b3, Ty ) R T EHHED word
ThHsrZ Lk,

(T_,bs, Ty) = (T_,id, T)(T, b5, T)(T,id, T} )



ERRTELZE XD, ZNENE KT word Z LD S N(gw,) TFHMiT LI K. 1 DH
L3DOHIEFOIL AREZDT, FER 2 &Y N(gw,) DEBBETEI»SHFHAET 2 2 &
MWTED.

(ﬂ@ﬂv%ﬁ?wmd@5é®%ﬁ%5zétwmgvaﬁﬁwammiﬁ%Awm
WOWTHHHIZHANS . 0y i= a5 omo; 2L, 0 > 210 LTo; = 930( ol P e F
5. ZOEEZKI > 1IN LT o; &, caret DD i + 1 {HD all-right tree 2 D&, £
LA TIARBE 2KRBE IV —ERET 5 tree-braid-tree diagram ’C?Eé‘:h%ﬁ:}: %%
[1, Theorem 2.4]. 723, T ZTiE, —HADMZ 0AHE LTHATWS

¥/, =0 e &L, j > 2N LTy = Io_(j_Z)TQI%_Z 35 ZDEXI>1
WAL T 7513, caret DEDY j D all-right tree 20 &, B HMATOAREE 1 RKBLT
MP—ERFT 5 tree-braid-tree diagram TR XN 2 ILE 725 [1, Theorem 2.4].

by DERE 04, 7; 3T tree-braid-tree diagram OHEH X D, k = N(gu,) D& &, T4
OB g TBWT—HBEDEN—FLHDEIINIE L TWAIHEITE,

(Ta bSaT) = TN(gw1)ON(gw1)—1"" " 01,
0 <k < N(gwy) DEFEITE,
(T7 b37T) =0k~ 01,

k—ow% W (T,05,T) =1d ERTZENTES. WINDEHEHEREFREICL - T,
FEORXIIE A 2N (gu,) TH 25 Z e BHEIPDONE. 16T, V OBE L EROFET, n
@ﬁﬁ%kiéi#%@&ﬁ%ﬁé_z#féa

BE 3k
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