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B =

BIRAERIEREICN L T, 20 “ERIETOEN D DRX” 2RI EEE divergence
function & W 5. R FIVBEMIC BT 2 FERFILNRD 1 O TH % Thompson
F, T,V LT, 205D divergence function 23 [10] Tt & iz, ARFET
W, #@3 [11] 1250 % Thompson B V OHifid 1 2TH % BV 124 L T divergence
function ZFHHE L AR EZ AN T 5.

1 Braided Thompson & BV ¥ Thompson &V

Thompson B V DEITIE, 20D 2 9K, —ODMMEEDITEHWTE XN S, Brin
[2] & Dehornoy [7]1&Z N ZAVUHBIC, V O—{t.¥ LT braided Thompson #f BV % &%
L7z, BT, HMEFOTTOMA 2 7L 4 FHOTICEZHRZ 2 TERAON 5.

DUF, 20K e 3 ERER 275 7T, KED 2 DTES (AB) 2312, KEDS 1 OTEA () 2
20D L, KEH3DTEAN 0L ETH 2D T 3. FHC, R 20DEDANLRS
2 77K% caret £\ 5.

T, T_-%BEOBPnTH2 20K L, 2% 7L A4 KB, DIt 3 5. B, &, n KO
EPRAWTEILORINIFHETH D, SHOMEETro L T2, 2O E T, DnflD
EE T OnfH0EZ, c ZHWT F2L ZDEETORSZ2EZ2 5. HlZ21E, K11
n=3DLEDX. ZDX>5% 328 (T, z,T ) %, tree-braid-tree diagram &\ 5.

BV OILZEFRKT 5 7-9DIZ, tree-braid-tree diagram IZBH3 28 /E2EXK T 5. (T, 2, 1)
%, RD 2 D%i/=F tree-braid-tree diagram & 3 5.

L 2 B2 2RKDMPBFELT, MIET 2 T, T- NDZNZHDOENLEOHZ D,
2. Z D 2ARDIMAIFT.

B Z4E, K 2 13 2:4F % #6723 tree-braid-tree diagram TH 5. Z D X 5 72 tree-braid-tree
diagram 2» 5, ZD2ARKDH Y | By HiBDOHD 5725 2 DD caret T D FREX, o %
TEORE R T & 5 ITKER Z & T, #7275 tree-braid-tree diagram #1582 Z 2 BT 5. Z
D#ME% reduction & W\, ZDHOE/EZ splitting & W 5. ZHLLE reduce TERW
tree-braid-tree diagram @ Z & % reduced diagram &5 .
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X 1: tree-braid-tree diagram M. 2: S 7z 3.

240

3: BV OEEES.

BV 1 tree-braid-tree diagram 2182 5% 28 AD 5 %, reduction & splitting TIF HAL
2502 TH—HLEHTHS. HEIIXTEDS.

a= (A, x4, A), b= (By,x, B_) & ZHLZ 1 tree-braid-tree diagram & 3 4. reduction
% splitting Z#WYNIITH Z & T, A = B/, Zii/= 3 tree-braid-tree diagram (A, , 2/, A”),
(B,.z), B ) 22N ZAUBB L HTED. DL,

ab:= (A 2z}, B')

LEDD. ZIT, aLa) I 7L A FHOTLE LTOHEEZRT. A =B, L WHZEMFLD
R2TD2PARDEDEIIEHE L VWDT, ZDIHEEIT well-defined TH 3.

BV, xg, 11,01, 71 ERENDZ 4 DDTETERINDEBREREZRORTH S Z & 2%
5N T3 [1, Theorem 3.1]. X 3EZBEMITE LT tree-braid-tree diagram TH 5. L
R, AR EIIEE T 5.

BV DT g IR LT, Z®D reduced diagram D caret D% N(g), 7L 4 FOERD D
R NDLRRDOE % K(g), word length % |g| & L7z &, H2EBCy, Cy > 0 DIFELTX
DAREXDIL D 32D [3, Theorem 3.6].

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



gERIBIED word ZE X /-8 &, FBHEEICBWT caret 3@ A3 L E X W & h
SHHTEDOARERIIAE D ITHES .

BTV A REE B, 2, SFEE S, NO BARR2FERTY ¢, DFET 5. tree-braid-tree
diagram @ braid z % ¢, (z) ICE 22 TH SN % diagram %, tree-permutation-tree
diagram ¥\ 5. BV ¥ [F#EIZ, tree-permutation-tree diagram IZBH 3 21EXE&RT 5.
Tibb,

LT CH5%i,i+ 1 BEHOEPFELT, 2SI T, NTHEOHE DS, ¢,(2)(1),
Gu(2)(i+1) D T_NTHUBZ S D,

2. du(@)(i + 1) = () (i) + 1 BK D V1.

% #7273 tree-permutation-tree diagram (T'y, ¢, (z), T ) WX LT, D FET reduction
¥ splitting ZEDH 5. N5 DIEETHE SN S tree-permutation-tree diagram % 2 CJA—
3% Z & T, Thompson £V DILHE SN S.

tree-permutation-tree diagram (231} 2 MO HER D Z K EFICHIR S 2 22T, V D
HAHENESND. ZOF% Thompson BE T W5 . X512, KEFHOED % HEERIC
HIR 3 2 Z 2 TELN 2 E7#E % Thompson #t F ¥\ 5. [HEEHY 7L 4 FEEOHEN
TLEFR—HRTEI T, FIXBY DT D 22 bnd. Flikzy, v DERT S
HEARMTH 2.

3OO FT,V 32N ZNARKRTEHTD % [6, Theorem 3.4, Corollary 5.9, Theorem
6.9]. N2 OFENZARERES A, B,C 2L T |g|a, |9]5, |9|c &% D word length
ZFET L, N(9) ¥ U reduced diagram @ caret D ZR T £ T 5. H2HERC,, Cy >
0 DFEE L TROARFARD D LD, 11TH DB EDOARERUZ [4, Theorem 3] & hiEw, 2
THDOZRFOAERIZ[5, Theorem 5.1] XD LS. 22 DFiEORERIE BV O5E
2K FCEEAZ#EH TAUX X0,

CiN(g) <|gla < C2N(g),g € F. (2)
CiN(g) <lg|ls < CoN(g),g € T. (3)
CiN(g) < lglc,g € V. (4)

BIWTIE, PR L 4AEEOAREREZHWTEDE X% word length TEHMEi§ 2 /5%
WOWTHRET 5.

2 divergence function

JEEFEHBR . POZNEENDER [ g f g THD L, HEEKA B,C,D,E>0
PEELT, EEDr c RLISHLT

f(x) < Ag(Bx+C)+Dx+ E

DEDIMDEERWS. BUR f L g PRMETH I X, f gk g < fHFEICHEDIOL
XEVD. EELLHLNIC, 2 TOMEEBRPLEEEBRIFETDH 3.
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BIRAERRE G E L BAERES SOLOEEFL 74V —27F 7% Cay(G,S) £ RT. d €
(0,1) IR LT, Cay(G,S) D i-divergence function f5; Z XD K HWED S. Cay(G,S)
L® word length 23n TH % 2 v,y %, FURHUDERR on OERE BT TETHR. ZDHE
DREZORMEE (;(z,y) E LIz &,

fo(n) := max{ls(z,y) | ], [y| = n},

CHEDD. FDEIBEIPFELRVE ZX, ls(z,y) =00 EED D.

236 PIFAEL T Cay(G, S) D -divergence function HFFEER L FETH 2 T 5.
ZOrE GOROEREE S »oEDEZT A V=277 Cay(G,S) WX LT & D7
FELT, fo 3REEBREFMETD % [9, Proposition 2.1]. ThbbH, 2 0 BFELT
d-divergence function PEEGMRE FHETH 2 L WHWHEIK, BHOMWE L AR T I 2T
x5, ZDZ %, B Gli¥linear divergence ZH D\ 5.

BIRA RS linear divergence 23D & WS MHEITH LT, XD & 5 2222 2 1 E
IET B ZEPHISNT WS,

Theorem 2.1 ([8, Lemma 3.17]) G D ¥ D asymptotic cone b cut point & b 7275\ Z
&, G linear divergence % -2 Z & 1X[F{H.

3 EER
RIPARNC BT 2 EHRTDH 5.
Theorem 3.1 ([11, Theorem 1.1]) BV & linear divergence % % D.

Z OB, LTOHGMIZ L > TRE NS, BV D d-divergence function % f; & 3 5. [f
HRARDIERD S, 5 0 1IN L TEBR A BHFELT, fi(n) <2(An+B)Th3Z ¢
EREETDTHZ. ZhERT =08, word length 25 n TH RTEDIC g &, nIZDH
WIFEL TEF 2T E I IRONZHLRE An+ BULTOETHNS Z L 2R,

Golan-Sapir 1%, Thompson i F, T,V 232 T linear divergence %22 &%, Ll 7=
J7E TR L7z [10, Theorem 1.1].

[10] Tl&, 50DB wy,...,ws WKL T, ZNEDORF =D ODNEMEM7-THETDH 2
ZeERLTWA. FIZ, Thompson f V IZ BV ICX K LLFETH 2 DT, wy, wy, wy, ws
EBVIZBWTHREBRICS DDBEEME L, 1IZE AR UHEMmZEZEHAT 2 Z 8B TE 275,
ws XFINTH 3. 72875, Thompson B T 12813 % word length @ _E 72> & DFHD XTI
Wi BV IZHI ST WiEnWed, ws DEI % LD SFHES 2380056 THS. fE-T,
BV 78 linear divergence % %5 Z & RAEFHT 2%, wy BT 20 NHRHRENTH 5 &
W2 5. LU, Golan-Sapir I & 2 VICBI % ws DEFEE Z DRI DEIEGEEIBNTZE
I, BV LB % ws ZHITERL, ZOREDABEFRIIOVTHHT 2. v 1355
DLEDEED L G ada vyt TH B, AT Z OFEMMERRIZ .



4: wy D3R T tree-braid-tree diagram 2B} % by DA

3.1 VOBs

ws l& gwy OIS, guw, ZRT20RDME T, T £ 35. T, O—FLEDEN,
T WZBIFBEBFHDOEIHIET LTS, O E, wy B RDEIITEDS. 20D 257
A& T T, 2FD gw, EANFZ b0 L, #ik kE FHI—FLOTFEITHIET 2
WEERE 52, 25 LTHEHLNS tree-permutation-tree diagram % R 3 ixFD word %
ws &35, BEPSKHEITHLDT, FERX 3 LD ws DRXEEACoN(guw,) TH 5.

COFHE WS &, wy DRIEE R |g DEBUETHE 2RI LD TES. R
BX [10, Lemma 2.8] &' N(gw;) & N(g) + 2 TL2 5T, X512 N(g) 13 7% 4
& |glc/Cr =n/C, TED»SFHBTE 2.

3.2 BV D&

BV DA RO TET ws 2T % &, AF 1 T N(gw,) DEBMEIC K % ws
DEXD_E» HFHEiR 5 X 5 WATREND S 2 DT, n DERE T E» HFHET 2 2 &
BHLWZ b b,

FIT, wy B RDESIWCERT S, 220D 20KIZV EERRICED, Lk B#EDIT =R
WIET 2EET 2. k>0DEDT LA FEEDIT b3 IZRD LS ITED 5.

1. kFEH IO AEOMIIETEFEMINIEXE 5.
2. k—1,...,0%HOMZ, ZOIEETLEEHOME ~HFTOREXES.

E=0Dr & Bt 35, K4k k=3 Ngw)=4DLED by Dl w3 &, 2D
tree-braid-tree diagram (T, b3, T} ) 2R T IHMD word L ED 5.

T %, caret # —FHHDEIZOIHTF 5 Z e THEONSE, T_ & carct DEDPFEL WV 290K
55 (2D X 57273 K% all-right tree & FER). w3 1& (T, b3, T) 2R T HFED word
THbHILl,

(va b3a T+) = (T,, 1d7 T)(T7 b3> T)(Ta 1d7 T+>
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CRRTESZZ kD, Zheh R T word & £ 5 N(gw,) TRHEF UL X W, 1DH
3D0HIEFOIL AREZDT, £ER 2 LD N(gw,) DEBMBE T L2 OFHET 2 Z &
MTES.

(T,b3,T) £ word DE X OFHfi % 5 2 % 7= 912, BV OEMERNZERERE S DIT
WOWTHHICHRAR S, 0y == zy'omo]' 2L, i > 2L To; = xa(iﬂ)agxf{? biD
5. 2D EXKT > LITHLTo; i, caret DEDY i + 1D all-right tree 2 0%, A
SHATIARBE 2ARBEID—ERET 5 tree-braid-tree diagram TR INBZILE 1K 5
[1, Theorem 2.4]. %8, T I T, —HFLHOMEOARH L LTHATWS.

¥/, =o' nae 2 L, j > 210 LTry = Ia(j_2)72$%72 Y355 ZorEEi>1
WZHL T o7y 1, caret DAY j E D all-right tree 2 D&, HHLHMATOARHE 1 KHZT
MP—ERFT 5 tree-braid-tree diagram TR IS ITT L 72 5 [1, Theorem 2.4].

by DEFRE 0;,7; KT tree-braid-tree diagram DHHE XD, k = N(gw;) DL &, T4
OB gu BV T—HFLEDEDR—FLHDIEIIMIGL TV AHEITE,

(Tv b37 T) = TN(gwl)UN(gwl)fl cr 01,
0 <k < N(gquw,) DEHEII,
(T7b3aT) =001,

E=0DEEIIE (T, b3, T) =id ERT D TES. WTFhOEEDEEHEICE-> T,
FEDREXIIEA2N (quw,) TH 2 Z e BHEPD LS. HE-5 T, V DEE L FEEDOTFIET, n
DEBBEC L2 Lo DiHliz[55 28N TE 5.
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