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Abstract

In this paper we elaborate on the structure of the semigroup tree
and the regularities on the number of descendants of each node ob-
served in [2]. These regularites admit two different types of behavior
and in this work we investigate which of the two types takes place in
particular for well-known classes of semigroups. Also we study the
question of what kind of chains appear in the tree and characterize
the properties (like being (in)finite) thereof. We conclude with some
thoughts that show how this study of the semigroup tree may help
in solving the conjecture of Fibonacci-like behavior of the number of
semigroups with given genus.
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1 Introduction

A numerical semigroup is a subset of the non-negative integers Ny which is
closed under addition, contains 0 and its complement in Ny is finite. The
elements in this complement are called gaps and the number of gaps of a
numerical semigroup is its genus. The smallest integer in a numerical semi-
group from which all larger integers belong to the numerical semigroup is
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Figure 1: Recursive construction of the numerical semigroups of genus g
from the numerical semigroups of genus g — 1. Generators larger than the
conductor are written in bold face.

called the conductor of the numerical semigroup. Notice that the conductor
of a numerical semigroup is exactly the largest gap (known as its Frobenius
number) plus one.

It can be shown that each numerical semigroup has a unique minimal set
of generators. The numerical semigroups of genus g can be obtained from
the numerical semigroups of genus g — 1 by taking out one by one the gen-
erators that are larger than or equal to the conductor of each semigroup.
This leads to an infinite tree containing all numerical semigroups, with root
corresponding to the trivial semigroup and where each level of nodes rep-
resents numerical semigroups of genus given by the level. The parent of a
numerical semigroup is obtained by adding to the semigroup its Frobenius
number. This tree is illustrated in Figure [I, where we used (as, ..., ax) to
denote the numerical semigroup generated by ai,...,ax. This construction
was already considered in [8| [12] [11].

The number n, of all numerical semigroups of genus g has been studied
in B, 2]. In [3] it is conjectured that n, asymptotically behaves like the
Fibonacci numbers. That is, ny, > ny_1 + ng_o, lim, oo (ng_1 + nyg—2)/ny =
1, and ny4/ng_1 approaches the golden ratio. In [2] the tree of numerical



semigroups is used to derive, for g > 3, the bounds 2F, < n, <1+ 32973,
where Fj denotes the g-th Fibonacci number. The goal of this paper is
providing results for better understanding the semigroup tree and giving
possible directions for attacking the previous conjecture. The bounds given
in [2] are a consequence of the fact that only two kinds of generators exist
in a numerical semigroup larger than or equal to its conductor. In Section
we call these two kinds of generators weak and strong and we study their
existence in three well-known classes of numerical semigroups: symmetric,
pseudo-symmetric, and Arf semigroups.

In Section [3] we analyze which nodes have an infinite number of descen-
dants. For the nodes having a finite number of descendants we give a way
to determine the descendant at largest distance; for the nodes having an in-
finite number of descendants we determine the number of infinite chains in
which the semigroup lies. It turns out here that primality and coprimality of
integers appear in the scene as discriminating factors. Some results related
to weak and strong generators of semigroups lying in infinite chains are also
given.

In the last section we give what we think should be future directions for
attacking the conjecture on the Fibonacci-like behavior of n, and how the
results presented in the first sections could help.

2 Behavior of known classes of numerical semi-
groups

The enumeration A of a numerical semigroup A is the unique increasing
bijective map Ny — A. Usually A(7) is denoted A;. It is easy to check that if
c and g are the conductor and the genus of A then A\._, = ¢ and for \; > c,
Ai = i+ ¢g. A semigroup for which \; = ¢, i.e. a semigroup of the form
{0} U [¢, 00), is called ordinary.

It was shown in [2] that the next Lemma holds.

Lemma 1. If \;; < A\, < ... < \;, are the generators of a non-ordinary
numerical semigroup A that are larger than or equal to its conductor then

the generators of A\ {\;,} that are larger than or equal to its conductor are
either \ A oT A s Ay Aij AL
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Motivated by this lemma, we call the generators of a non-ordinary nu-
merical semigroup that are larger than or equal to its conductor, the effective



generators and we say that an effective generator \;, is strong if the set of ef-
fective generators of A\ { i, } is Ai; ;.. ., Ai,, Ai; = A1 An effective generator
that is not strong is called a weak generator.

Finally we say that a leave is a node with no descendants, a stick is a
node with exactly one descendant and a bush is a node with two or more
descendants.

2.1 Symmetric semigroups

Symmetric semigroups are those semigroups for which the conductor is twice
the genus. Symmetric semigroups and their applications to coding theory
have been studied, among others, in [I 4 [6] [7]. An important property of
symmetric semigroups is that if ¢ and g are the genus and the conductor of a
symmetric semigroup A then any integer 7 is a gap of A if and only if c—1—1
is a non-gap.

The semigroups of the form (2,2n + 1), n > 1 are symmetric. They are
called hyperelliptic semigroups.

Lemma 2. Hyperelliptic numerical semigroups are sticks and the unique
effective generator, which is the conductor plus one, is strong.

Given a numerical semigroup A with enumeration A, the associated v-
sequence is defined by v; = #{j € Ny : \; — A\; € A}. It is proven in [7,
Theorem 3.8] that

vi=1—g()+#D()+ 1, (1)

where g() is the number of gaps smaller than \;, and D(i) = {{ € A|\; — 1 &
A}. Notice that an element \; € A is a generator of A if and only if v; = 2.

Lemma 3. For a numerical semigroup with enumeration X and conductor
¢, an element \; > ¢ is a generator if and only if

#D(i) =g—i+1.

Proof. 1t follows from equality (II) and from the fact that a non-gap A; is a
generator if and only if v; = 2. O

Lemma 4. Non-hyperelliptic symmetric semigroups are leaves.



Proof. For a symmetric semigroup with conductor ¢ and genus g, \; > c¢ if
and only if ¢ > ¢g. Hence, by Lemma [l \; > ¢ can only be a generator if
N =cand #D(i) = 1orif \; = c+ 1 and #D(i) = 0. The first situation
is only possible when 1 = ¢ — 1 because 1,¢—1 ¢ A, 1+ (¢ — 1) = ¢ and
otherwise, #D(i) > 1. But 1 = ¢ — 1 would mean that ¢ = 2 and thus the
numerical semigroup would be hyperelliptic. The second situation is only
possible for hyperelliptic semigroups since for other semigroups, 2 and ¢ — 1
are gaps and 2 + (¢ — 1) = ¢+ 1. This implies #D(i) > 0. O

As an example of non-hyperelliptic symmetric semigroup consider A =
{0,4,5,8,9,10} U [12,00). In this case the generators are 4 and 5 and none
of them is effective.

2.2 Pseudo-symmetric semigroups

Pseudo-symmetric semigroups are those semigroups for which the conductor
is twice the genus minus one. An important property of pseudo-symmetric
semigroups analogous to the one for symmetric semigroups is that if ¢ and
g are the genus and the conductor of a pseudo-symmetric semigroup A then
any integer ¢ different from (¢ —1)/2 is a gap of A if and only if ¢ — 1 — i is
a non-gap.

Lemma 5. For a non-ordinary numerical semigroup A with enumeration A
and conductor ¢, a non-gap A\ # 2X\1 is a strong generator if and only if
)\k 2 c and Vg4, = 4.

Proof. It )\ is strong, then by definition Ay > c¢. Now, vgyy, = 4 because
)‘k+)\1 - )\1 = )\k, )\k+>\1 — )\k = )\1, and O, Ala)\k‘a)\k‘-i-)\l are different. If
Ui+, > 4 this means that there exists at least one \; with [ different from &
such that Ay, — A € A and A\gyy, — Ay # Ao Then Mg, is not a generator
of A\ { N}

On the other hand, if Ay > c and 44, = 4 this means that \; is a
generator. Indeed, if Ay = A+ A, with 0 <1 < m < k then \gyy, — N =
Am + M1 € A, so, vpn, > 4. Furthermore, since vy, = 4 this means
that A\x + A1 can only be subtracted by 0, A1, A\g, Ag4, within the numerical
semigroup. Consequently, A\, + A1 is a generator of A\ {\;}. O

Lemma 6. 1. The unique pseudo-symmetric semigroup of genus g with
only one interval of non-gaps between 0 and the conductor is Apsg =
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2. The numerical semigroup A,s, = {0,3} U [5,00), has 5 and 7 as the
only effective generators. The generator 5 is strong and the generator
7 is weak.

3. The numerical semigroup A,,, = {0,4,5} U [7,00), has 7 as the only
effective generator and it is strong.

4. The numerical semigroup Apsg, for g =5 is a stick, its unique effective
generator is ¢, and it is weak.

Proof. The proof of statement 1 follows directly from the main property
of pseudosymmetric semigroups. Statements 2 and 3 can be proved by an
exhaustive search of generators and by checking which are weak and which
are strong.

Since the conductor of Ay, is 2g — 1, every integer larger than or equal
to 49 — 2 will not be a generator. The integer 4g — 3 is not a generator
since 49 — 3 = g + (29 — 3). The integer 4g — 4 is not a generator since
49 —4 = (29 — 3) + (29 — 1). The integers from 2g to 4g — 6 are generated
by the interval g,...,2¢g — 3. So the only effective generator of A, can be
¢ =2g—1and 49 — 5. It is easy to check that c is a generator. If the integer
4g — 5 is larger than or equal to g + (2¢g — 1) then it is not a generator. This
is equivalent to g > 4.

On the other hand, 2g — 1 is weak if and only if g + (29 — 1) is a sum
of two non-gaps strictly smaller than 2g — 1 and this is equivalent to having
g+9<g+(29—1) < (29 —3) + (29 — 3), which in turn is equivalent to
g =2 5. Thus c is a weak generator if g > 5. O

Lemma 7. 1. A numerical semigroup is pseudo-symmetric and has \; =
3 if and only if it is equal to A = {0,3,6,...,3k,3(k+1) — 1,3(k +
1),3k+2)—1,3(k+2),...,3(2k—1) - 1,32k — 1)} U [3(2k — 1) +
2,00) or A=1{0,3,6,...,3k,3(k+1),3(k+1)+1,3(k+2),3(k+2)+
1,...,3(2k),3(2k) + 1} U [3(2k) + 3,00) for some k.

2. Fach pseudo-symmetric semigroup with A\ = 3 has a unique effective
generator, it is ¢ + 2 and it is weak.

3. The descendants of a pseudo-symmetric semigroups with \y = 3 are
non-hyperelliptic symmetric semigroups, and thus, leaves.



Proof. 1. From the property of pseudo-symmetric semigroups that any
non-negative integer i different from (¢ — 1)/2 is a gap if and only if
c—1—1is a non-gap we deduce that each pseudo-symmetric semigroup
with A\; = 3 must be one of the semigroups above. To see that these
semigroups are always pseudo-symmetric, let us compute the genus and
the conductor. In the first case we have that up to 3k the semigroup
A has exactly 2k gaps: 2 gaps per interval [3i,3i +2],0 < i < k — 1.
Then from 3k + 1 to 3(2k — 1) there are k — 1 gaps: one per interval
[3i+1,3(i+1)], k <1 < 2k—2. Together with the gap 3(2k—1)+1 that
makes g = 2k+k—1+1 = 3k gaps. Obviously ¢ = 3(2k—1)+2 = 2g—1.
So A is pseudo-symmetric. The other case is done analogously and we
have g =2(k+1)+k=3k+2, c=3(2k)+3 =29 — 1.

2. An element larger than or equal to the conductor must be ¢ 4+ i =
Ae—g+i for some ¢ > 0. Since these semigroups are pseudo-symmetric,
c—g+i=g+1i—1. Now, by Lemma[3 A\,.;_; is a generator if and
only if D(g+i¢—1) =2 —i. Since D(g+ i — 1) > 0, this means that
1 < 2. So, the only elements larger than or equal to the conductor that
can be generators are ¢,c+1,c+ 2. The elements ¢ and ¢+ 1 cannot be
generators, because ¢ = 3(2k—1)+2=3(2k—1)—1+43,c+1 = 3(2k—
1)+ 3 for the first case and similarly is done for the second. Let us show
that ¢+ 2 is a generator. Consider the first case, the second one is done
analogously. We have c+2 = 3(2k—1)+4 = 6k +1, so it has residue 1
modulo 3. Note that all the non-gaps less than ¢+ 2 have residues 0 or 2
modulo 3. So, if ¢+2 is not a generator, it is a sum of two non-gaps with
residue 2. So we have ¢+2 = 3(k+1)—1+3(k+j)—1=6k+3i+3j—2
for some 7,5 > 1. But then we have that ¢ + j = 1, a contradiction.

To see that c+2 is a weak generator, suppose that A\, = c+2. Since A\, >
¢, then A\jyy, = c+5,50 k+ A\ = c+5—g = g+4. Assume that c+2isa
strong generator, then by ({l) we have vg,, = k+A—g+#D(k+XA)+1
and by Lemma [l we have 4 = g +4 — g + #D(k + A1) + 1, thus
1 <#D(k+ A1)+ 1=0, a contradiction.

3. The only descendant of A is obtained by removing ¢+2. The semigroup
A\ {c+ 2} is symmetric since its genus is g + 1 and its conductor is
¢+ 3, and we have ¢ +3 = 2(g + 1), since ¢ = 2g — 1. It is easy to see
that A\ {c+ 2} is non-hyperelliptic semigroup, and thus a leave, cf.
Lemma [l
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Lemma 8. Fach pseudo-symmetric semigroup with \y # 3 and with more
than one interval of non-gaps between 0 and the conductor is a leave.

Proof. By Lemma B the only cases in which A\, > ¢ can be a generator
correspond to the next three situations. We used that \; > c if and only if
k>c—g.

o \, = cif #D(k) = 2. Since there exists more than one interval of
non-gaps between 0 and ¢, there exists i € A, ¢ # 0,c — 2 such that
i+1¢&A Soc—1—1i¢ A (pseudo-symmetric property) and 7 + 1,
¢ — 1 — 1 are different from 1,c— 1 and they also add up to c¢. Hence,
#D(k) > 2, a contradiction.

e )\, =c+ 1if #D(k) = 1. This case is impossible since 2 # ¢ — 1, both
2 and ¢ — 1 are gaps, and they add up to ¢+ 1.

o )\, =c+2if #D(k) = 0. This is impossible if \; # 3 because 3 and
¢ — 1 are then gaps and so D(k) # ().

0

As an example of pseudo-symmetric semigroup with A\; # 3 and with
more than one interval of non-gaps between 0 and the conductor we can take
A =1{0,4,7,8,9} U [11,00). In this case the generators are 4,7,9 and none
of them is effective.

A numerical semigroup is said to be irreducible if it cannot be expressed
as an intersection of two numerical semigroups properly containing it. It was
proven in [9] that irreducible semigroups are exactly symmetric and pseudo-
symmetric semigroups. Thus we have shown that the only non-leaves corre-
sponding to irreducible numerical semigroups are those treated in Lemmas
2L 6 [l Moreover the number of effective generators is small and the number
of strong generators is even smaller. Therefore, the parts of the semigroup

tree in a vicinity of an irreducible semigroup are not "bushy” and are easily
described.

2.3 Arf semigroups

A numerical semigroup A with enumeration A is said to be Arfif \;+X;—\; €
A for every 4,7,k € Ny with ¢ > 57 > k. Hyperelliptic semigroups are an



example of Arf semigroups. In fact, it was shown in [5] that hyperelliptic
semigroups are the only Arf symmetric semigroups. A lot of work has been
done related to Arf semigroups. One can see, for instance, [I}, 0] [5].

For the next lemma we use the fact that for an Arf numerical semigroup
A, an element \; # 0, \; is a generator if and only if \; — A\; & A.

Lemma 9. 1. Non-hyperelliptic Arf numerical semigroups are bushes.

2. Arf semigroups appear as descendants of semigroups with strong gen-
erators when removing one such generator.

Proof. 1. For an Arf semigroup we know that if 7,7+ 1 € A, then ¢ > c.
Indeed, for 5 > 1,

(j;i)

Ve

jo= i+ ((+D =)+ (((+D) =) +...+((+1)—1)
= i+ ((+ ) =) +H(E+1) =) +...+((+1)—0).

-

en

- -

- -
'

en

Thus we know that ¢ — 1 and either ¢ — 2 or ¢ — 3 are gaps. Since A
is not hyperelliptic, Ay > 3. Thus, ¢ — 1 + \; and either ¢ — 2 4+ \; or
¢ — 3+ A\ are generators.

2. It follows from the remark previous to the Lemma.
O

It was shown in [I0] that at most two of the descendants of Arf semi-
groups are Arf. For illustrating this, notice that {0,5,7} U [9,00) has no
Arf descendants; {0,5} U[7,00) has two Arf descendants: {0,5} U[8, 00) and
{0,5,7}U[9,00); {0,5} U[10, 00) has one Arf descendant: {0,5,10}U[12, c0).

3 Infinite chains

We say that an infinite sequence of numerical semigroups Ay = Ny, Ay, Ao, ...
is an infinite chain if for each ¢ > 1, A;_; can be obtained by adding to A;
its Frobenius number. Clearly, a numerical semigroup has infinitely many
descendants in the semigroup tree if and only if it lies in an infinite chain.

9



For the proof of the next lemma we will use that a set of integers {1, ..., [,
generate a numerical semigroup if and only if they are coprime.

Lemma 10. Given an infinite chain (A;)i>o,

ﬂ&:¢A

i>0
for some integer d > 1 and some numerical semigroup A.

Proof. The intersection N;>oA; satisfies 0 € N;>oA; and = + y € N;>A; for
all z,y € Ni>oA;. Furthermore, all elements in N;>oA; must be divisible by
an integer d > 1. Indeed, otherwise we could find a finite set of coprime
elements which would generate a numerical semigroup, and this numerical
semigroup should be a subset of M;>A;. Then the infinite chain would not
contain any semigroup with genus larger than that of this semigroup, giving
a contradiction. Let d be the greatest of the common divisors of M;>oA;.
Then 2 (N;>0/A;) must be a numerical semigroup. O

Lemma 11. Given an integerd > 1 and a numerical semigroup A the infinite
chain obtained by deleting repetitions in the sequence A; = d- AU {l € N :
[ > 3} has intersection d - A.

Consequently, if we denote by S the set of all numerical semigroups, there
is a bijection
S x N>y <> {infinite chains}
In the next theorem we show that the greatest common divisor of the
first elements of a numerical semigroup determine whether the numerical

semigroup has infinite number of descendants. Notice that since A\._, = c,
the set Ao, ..., Ae—g—1 is the set of non-gaps smaller than the conductor.

Theorem 12. Let A be a numerical semigroup with enumeration \, genus g,
and conductor ¢, and let d be the greatest common divisor of Ao, ..., Ae—g—1.
Then,

1. A lies in an infinite chain if and only if d # 1.

2. If d = 1 then the descendant of A with largest genus is the numerical
semigroup generated by Ao, ..., Ae—g—1-

10



3. Ifd # 1 then A lies in infinitely many infinite chains if and only if d
18 not prime.

4. If d 1s a prime then the number of infinite chains in which A\ lies is the

number of descendants of {32, 2L . ’\c*j’”} U{leNy: 1> (5]}
Proof. 1. If d =1 then Ag,..., A\c—y—1 generate a numerical semigroup A’

and each descendant of A must contain A’. Thus, the maximum of the
genus of the descendants is the genus of A’ which is finite. On the other
hand, if d # 1 then

)\0 - dj\(], ey >\c—g—1 - dS\c—g—l

with 5\0, T S\C_g_l coprime. Let A be the numerical semigroup gener-
ated by Ay, ..., Ac—y—1. Consider the sequence of semigroups

Ai=d-AU{leNy:1>i}.
By deleting repetitions we obtain an infinite chain that contains A.
2. It follows from the proof of the previous statement.

3. If d is not prime then d = d;ds for some dy,ds > 1 and, as before,

Ao = didado, . hego1 = didpho_gy

with Ao, e 5\6_3_1 coprime. Let A be the numerical semigroup gener-
ated by Ao, ..., Ac—g—1. For each 7 > 0 and each j > 0 define

ANij=dideAU{dl €Ny :1>i}U{l€Ny: 1> 7}

For each fixed 1 > [ﬁ}, by deleting repetitions in the sequence (Ai,j)jZO
we obtain an infinite chain. Moreover every such chain contains A, as
A=A, if i > [7]. Foreach i > [F] this chain is different. Thus
we get infinitely many infinite chains. The complete result in this

statement follows from statement 4.

4. Suppose that an infinite chain (A;);>o contains A. It must satisfy
Ni>o\; = d - A for a unique numerical semigroup A such that

[ ] dS\O = )\0, Ce dj\c—g—l = >\c—g—17

11



° dS\C_g > ¢, since dA C A.

Thus, A is a descendant of {22, 21 %} U{leNyg:1>[5]}

77 ceey
U
Lemma 13. Let A be a numerical semigroup with enumeration X\, genus
g, conductor ¢, and ged(No, ..., Ae—g—1) = d > 1 lying in an infinite chain.
Then
1. All non-gaps between ¢ and ¢ + Ay — 1 that are not multiples of d are
generators. Thus A has at least \; — )‘71 effective generators.

2. If there are at least two non-gaps between 0 and c, then all non-gaps
between ¢ and c+d—1 that are not multiples of d are strong generators.
Thus A has at least d — 1 strong generators.

3. If there is just one non-gap between 0 and c, then there is at least one
strong generator.

Proof. 1. Ife< Ay <c+ A — 1, \p is not a multiple of d, and there exist
0 <4 < j such that A\; + \; = Ay then it must be \; < ¢; otherwise
A=\ + )\j > A\ +c. But if )\i, )\j < cthen A\, =\ + )\j is a multiple
of d, since \; and \; are, a contradiction.

2. If ¢ < Ay < c+d—1, A\ is not a multiple of d, and there exist
1 <@ < jsuch that \; +X; = Ay 4+ A then it must be \; < c¢. Otherwise
A+c>MN+c+d—12 M+ =N+ = 2¢, a contradiction since
Ay < c. But then ); is a multiple of d and A\; + A\; = Ay + Ay means
that \; = \; mod d. By hypothesis \; is not a multiple of d and so
Aj is not a multiple of d either and consequently A; > c. But then
Mi—Aj<ct+d—1—c=d—1,50 \j = pand \; = A\ + A — A = Aq,
a contradiction.

3. For the last statement notice that at least ¢ or ¢ 4 1 is strong.
O

Notice that in the second statement of the previous lemma the require-
ment that there are at least two non-gaps between 0 and c is necessary.
As a counterexample consider the semigroup {0,8} U [10,00). In this case,
d = A1 = 8 and all non-gaps between 10 and 10 + A\; — 1 = 17 are generators
except for 16 which is a multiple of d. This is a consequence of the first

12



statement. The second statement fails since 12 is between ¢ and ¢ +d — 1
and it is not a multiple of d, but 12 + 8 = 10 + 10.

4 Future directions for solving the conjecture
about the Fibonacci-like behavior of n,

In this section we outline some further thoughts on strong/weak generators
and how they might help to solve the Fibonacci conjecture. First of all,
computational evidence suggests that as g grows, the portion of strong gen-
erators among all effective generators becomes smaller. Namely, the following
is conjectured.

Conjecture 14. Let S, be the number of all strong generators in all numer-
ical semigroups of genus g and let W, be the number of all weak generators
in all numerical semigroups of genus g. We conjecture that
S,
lim =% = 0.
g

Notice that by Lemma [, if the number of effective generators (and so
the number of descendants) of a semigroup is k and all k effective generators
are weak then the number of effective generators (and so the number of
descendants) of its descendants is respectively 0,1,...,k — 1. In [2] the
tree A represented in Figure [2] was recursively defined as follows: Its root
is labeled as 1 and it has a single descendant which is labeled as 2. This
descendant in turn has two descendants labeled as 1 and 3. At each level
g, the number of descendants of a node is equal to its label. From level
g = 2 on, if the label of a node is k£ then the labels of its descendants are
0,...,k—1 except for the node with label £ = g+ 1, whose descendants have
labels 0,...,k— 3,k — 1,k + 1.

Because of Lemma [I] and because of the particular structure of ordinary

semigroups, the semigroup tree in Figure [[l contains A as a subtree.
Define Ay = {1}, A; = {2} and for g > 2 define A, as

A, = {g+13u| U {01, om—=1} )\ {g—2}

meAy_1

13



Figure 2: Tree A. It is a subtree of the tree of numerical semigroups.

The tree A has A, as the nodes at distance g from its root. Thus, |4,| < n,.
It was shown in [2] that |A,| = 2F,, where F; denotes the i-th Fibonacci
number. From this the lower bound n, > 2F, was deduced.

The next Proposition observes that no matter how a tree behaves at the
beginning, if at some point its generation rule coincides with the one of A,
the Fibonacci behavior is observed from some point on.

Proposition 15. Let [ > 2 be an integer and let L; be a multiset composed
of some (maybe with repetitions) numbers < | — 2, and numbers | — 1 and
L4+ 1. For k > 1 define recursively

Lk:{k+1}U< U {O,l,...,m—l})\{k—Q}.

Then, for all k > 21:
|Li| = [Lk—1| + | L2l

Even more: |Lg| = 2F,.

Proof. In [2] it is proven that for [ = 2 and L, = {1,3}, the recursively
defined sets Ly, satisfy |Ly| = 2F} for all £ > 2. This proves the lemma in
the particular case in which [ =2 and L, = {1, 3}.

14



Next we will prove that if [, I are integers and the multisets L;, L satisfy
the hypothesis, then L, = L) for all k¥ > max(2[,2l'). This, together with
the result in [2] will end the proof.

Suppose m € Ly, m # s+1. Then m gives rise to a subset {0,...,m—1} C
L1 and to a subset in Ly, whose maximum element is m—2 and to a subset
in L¢3 whose maximum element is m — 3 and so on. However, the fact that
m € Ly does not affect Ly for s > k + m. Similarly, the only element in
L, that affects Ly for any k > 2l is [ + 1. Consequently, L, = L} for any
k> 2l. O

A rough idea of future approaches to the Fibonacci problem would be:
observe that the number of strong generators becomes negligible compared to
all effective generators as g — 0o, then the semigroup tree behaves more and
more like the tree A from [2]. So roughly speaking we are in the situation of
Proposition [[3l Pushing this idea further could help to solve the Fibonacci
conjecture.

Finally, we would like to mention some computational evidence that sug-
gests that strong generators appear quite regularly. Let n; be the number of
numerical semigroups of genus ¢ with i strong generators. Then we conjec-
ture that

) -1
n;:0forz'> {gTJ

E s
It is observed that as ¢ increases, né z 1= approaches a constant for ¢
even and another constant for g odd. So, we can define two sequences
e; = limg_,o ngk_l_j,
. k—j
0; = limyp 00 Mgy /.
The first terms of the sequence e have been observed to be
2,2,5,12,21,45.

And the first terms of the sequence o have been observed to be

1,2,3,8,14,34 — 35.

i—1 . . .
It seems that e; > >"/_ ¢ and the same for o, so we conjecture in particular

that the e- and o-sequences are superincreasing.
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5 Conclusions

In this paper we went a step further on the study of the structure of the
semigroup tree. Namely we described the nodes that correspond to some well-
studied classes of numerical semigroups, like symmetric, pseudosymmetric
and Arf. Apart from this we also considered what kind of chains appear
in the semigroup tree. Namely, when a node (semigroup) belongs to an
infinite chain, and when the number of such chains is finite/infinite. We
concluded the paper with some conjectures and observations regarding the
number of strong generators. These conjectures hopefully can help in tackling
the Fibonacci problem.

Acknowledgement

This work was partly supported by the Spanish Ministry of Education through
projects TSI2007-65406-C03-01 "E-AEGIS” and CONSOLIDER CSD2007-
00004 ” ARES”, and by the Government of Catalonia under grant 2005 SGR
00446. The second author was partially funded by the DASMOD Cluster of
Excellence in Pheinland-Palatinate. The second author would like to thank
his Ph. D. supervisor Prof. Dr. Gert-Martin Greuel and his second supervisor
Prof. Dr. Gerhard Pfister for continuous support and encouragement.

References

[1] Valentina Barucci, David E. Dobbs, and Marco Fontana. Maxi-
mality properties in numerical semigroups and applications to one-

dimensional analytically irreducible local domains. Mem. Amer. Math.
Soc., 125(598):x+78, 1997.

[2] Maria Bras-Amorés. Bounds on the number of numerical semigroups.
Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, Accepted, 2008.

[3] Maria Bras-Amorés. Fibonacci-like behavior of the number of numerical
semigroups of a given genus. Semigroup Forum, 76(2):379-384, 2008.

[4] A. Campillo and J. I. Farrdan. Computing Weierstrass semigroups and
the Feng-Rao distance from singular plane models. Finite Fields Appl.,
6(1):71-92, 2000.

16



[5]

[10]

[11]

[12]

Antonio Campillo, José Ignacio Farran, and Carlos Munuera. On the
parameters of algebraic-geometry codes related to Arf semigroups. IEEE
Trans. Inform. Theory, 46(7):2634-2638, 2000.

Tom Hgholdt, Jacobus H. van Lint, and Ruud Pellikaan. Algebraic
Geometry codes, pages 871-961. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1998.

Christoph Kirfel and Ruud Pellikaan. The minimum distance of codes in
an array coming from telescopic semigroups. IEEFE Trans. Inform. The-
ory, 41(6, part 1):1720-1732, 1995. Special issue on algebraic geometry
codes.

J. C. Rosales. Families of numerical semigroups closed under finite in-
tersections and for the Frobenius number. Houston Journal of Mathe-
matics, 2008.

J. C. Rosales and M. B. Branco. Irreducible numerical semigroups.
Pacific J. Math., 209(1):131-143, 2003.

J. C. Rosales, P. A. Garcia-Sanchez, J. 1. Garcia-Garcia, and M. B.
Branco. Arf numerical semigroups. J. Algebra, 276(1):3-12, 2004.

J. C. Rosales, P. A. Garcia-Sanchez, J. 1. Garcia-Garcia, and J. A.
Jiménez Madrid. The oversemigroups of a numerical semigroup. Semi-
group Forum, 67(1):145-158, 2003.

J. C. Rosales, P. A. Garcia-Sanchez, J. I. Garcia-Garcia, and J. A.
Jiménez Madrid. Fundamental gaps in numerical semigroups. J. Pure
Appl. Algebra, 189(1-3):301-313, 2004.

17



	Introduction
	Behavior of known classes of numerical semigroups
	Symmetric semigroups
	Pseudo-symmetric semigroups
	Arf semigroups

	Infinite chains
	Future directions for solving the conjecture about the Fibonacci-like behavior of ng
	Conclusions

