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Abstract

Let S be a finite semigroup, and |&(S) be the set of all idempotents &t Gillam,
Hall and Williams proved in 1972 that eveStvalued sequencé of length at leaskS| —
|[E(S)|+1 is not (strongly) idempotent-product free, in the senagititontains a nonempty
subsequence the product of whose terms, in their naturar andl’, is an idempotent,
which dfirmed a question of Erdés. They also showed that the J&lugE(S)| + 1 is best
possible.

Here, motivated by Gillam, Hall and Williams’ work, we det@ne the structure of
the idempotent-product free sequences of len§th E(S)| when the semigroug (not
necessarily finite) satisfigs$ \ E(S)| is finite, and we introduce a couple of structural
constants for semigroups that reduce to the classical pavegonstant in the case of
finite abelian groups.

Key Words: Idempotent-product free sequences; Erdés-Burgessardgngdavenport constant; Zero-
sum

1 Introduction

Let S be a nonempty semigroup, endowed with a binary associapeeation+ on S, and
denote byE(S) the set of idempotents &, wherex € S is said to be an idempotent (#) if
X X = X. Our interest in semigroups and idempotents comes fronotteing question of P.
Erdos to D.A. Burges£|[2]:

If S is a finite nonempty semigroup of ordgrdoes anyS-valued sequence of lengthn
contain a nonempty subsequence the product of whose teriasy iorder, is an idempotent?
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In 1969, BurgessﬂZ] gave an answer to this question in the t&gS is commutative or
contains only one idempotent. Shortly after, this questias completely firmed by D.W.H.
Gillam, T.E. Hall and N.H. Williams, who actually proved tf@lowing stronger result:

Theorem A. ([E]) Let S be a finite nonempty semigroup. Adrvalued sequence of length
|S|-|E(S)|+1 contains one or more terms whose product (in their natudsran this sequence)
is an idempotent; In addition, the boul®{ — |E(S)| + 1 is optimal.

That better bounds can be obtained, at least in principtesdecific classes of semigroups
is somewhat obvious and, in any case, will be explained, let&ection 4.

Let S be a nonempty semigroup afda sequence of terms fro®. We call T (weakly)
idempotent-product freeif T contains no nonempty subsequence the product whose terms, i
any order, is an idempotent, and we calstrongly idempotent-product freeif T contains no
nonempty subsequence the product whose terms, in thenahatder inT, is an idempotent.

In fact, by using almost the same idea of arguments employ&illlam, Hall and Williams
[E], we can derive the following proposition for any semigpaS such thatS \ E(S)| is finite.
For the readers’ convenience, we shall give the argumer@8sation 3.

Proposition 1.1. LetS be a nonempty semigroup such th&t\ E(S)| is finite. Then any
S-valued sequence of length \ E(S)| + 1 is not strongly idempotent-product free.

So, a natural question arises:

If S is a nonempty semigroup such th&t E(S)| is finite, andT is a weakly (respectively,
strongly) idempotent-product fre&-valued sequence of lengil \ E(S)|, what can we say
aboutT and the structure &%?

In this manuscript, we completely answered this questi@asge that is a weakly idempotent-
product freeS-valued sequence of lengthi\ E(S)|. For the sake of exposition, we shall present
the main theorem together with its proof in Section 3. SecB@ontains only some necessary
preliminaries. In the final Section 4, further researchespaoposed.

2 Some Preliminaries

We begin by recalling some notations extensively used in-gam theory, though mostly in
the setting of commutative groups, sda ([6], Chapter 5) bmlian groups and segll] for
nonabelian groups.

LetS be a nonempty semigroup. Finifevalued sequences can be regarded as words in the
free monoids (S) with basisS, we denote them multiplicatively, so as to wrikex; - - - X, in
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place of ki, xo, . . ., X,), and call them simply sequences. We say the seqUEBC& X, - - - X, €
F(S) has lengthT| = ¢. We sayT’ = X, x, - - - X, IS a subsequence &fprovided that € [0, ¢]
and 1< i; <ip < ... <y < ¢. Note that the operation (connecting two sequenceg)(&) is
represented by which is diferent from the operation &. Accordingly, we writex" for then-
fold product of an element € S, andT" for then-fold product of the sequendee 7 (S). By
TT'- we denote the remaining subsequencd abtained by deleting the terms ®f from
T. For any element € S, by v(T) we denote the multiplicity ok in the sequencg, i.e., the
times whichx appears to be terms in the sequemcaNe set supi) = {x € S : vi(T) > 0}
Leto be any permutation dfl, 2, ..., £}. By ,(T) we denote the produst 1) * X,2) *- - - * Xy
of terms ofT in the order under the permutation If o is the identity permutation, we just
write 71(T) simply forz,(T). Let

H(T) = {n,(T’) : T'takes every nonempty subsequenc@ of

ando takes every permutation of [[T'[]}.

We call T a (weakly) idempotent-product freg-valued sequence by meaning that
[ [MnE®) =0,
andT astrongly idempotent-product frégvalued sequence by meaning that
{n(T") : T'takes every nonempty subsequencé& ph E(S) = 0.

For any elemenx of S, we define
a0 =1] |-\

The zero element af, denoted @ (if it exists), is the unique elememtof S such that
ZxX=Xx2z=zforeveryx e S.

Let X be a subset af. We sayX generatesS, or the elements oX are generators a$,
provided that every elemeste S is the product of one or more elementsX{nin which case
we write S = (X). In particular, we usgx) in place of(X) if X = {x}, and we say tha¥ is a
cyclic semigroup if it is generated by a single element. Fgrelementx € S such thatx) is
finite, the least integar > 0 such tha = x! for some positive integer+ r is theindex of x,
denoted’ (x), then the least integdr> 0 such thaix’®+k = x/ js theperiod of x, denoted
P(x). Let| be an ideal of the semigroup the relation defined by

asboea=borabel

Is a congruence of, the Rees Congruence of the ideal' he quotient semigrouf/l = S/.¥
is the Rees quotient @ by I. Let Q be a semigroup with zero disjoint frod. An ideal
extensionof S by Q is a semigrouB such thatS is an ideal ofB and the Rees quotient
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B/S = Q. A partial homomorphism of Q* = Q\ {Og} into a semigrou is a mapping
f: Q" — D such thatf (ax b) = f(a) = f(b) whenevem = b # Oq.

If Sis a commutative semigroup, it is then possible to define ddorental congruence,
Ns, on S as follows: Leta, b be any two elements a§. We writea <5, b to mean that
a™ = b+ cfor somec € S and some integan > 0. If a <5, bandb <4, a, we writea N b.
We call the commutative semigroup an archimedean semigroup provided thaVs b for
any two elements, b of S. By ([10], Chapter Ill, Theorem 1.2), the quotient semigyou
Y(S) = S/Ns is a lower semilattice, called theniversal semilatticeof S. Furthermore, there
exists a partitionS = [Jyey(s) Sy into subsemigroups, (one for everyy € Y(S)) with respect
to the universal semilatticé(S), in particular,Sy, = Sy, C Sy, .y, for all y;,y, € Y(S), and each
componentS, is archimedean. The following lemma to characterize thecire of any finite
commutative archimedean semigroup will be useful for tlwmplater.

Lemma 2.1. ([], Chapter I, Proposition 3.6, Proposition 3.7, Proptign 3.8, and Chapter
[, Proposition 3.1) A finite commutative semigro8gs archimedean if and only if it is an
ideal extension of a finite abelian group G by a finite comnivgatilsemigroup N. Moreover,
the partial homomorphismy : N \ {Oy} — G to construct the ideal extension of the group G
by the nilsemigroup N is given by

Qp A axeg
where a denotes an arbitrary element\NOy} = S \ G and ¢ denotes the identity element of
the subgroup G.

We say that the semigroupis a nilsemigroup if every element &fis nilpotent, i.e.,S has
a zero element®and for each elemente S there exists an integer> 0 such thai" = Og.

The following lemmas will be useful for our arguments.

Lemma 2.2. (see |[]9], Chapter IV, p. 127) Let N be a finite commutativeamigyroup, and let
a, b be two elements of N. Ifsab € {a, b}, then a= Oy or b = Oy.

Lemma 2.3. ([], Chapter I, Lemma 5.7, Proposition 5.8, Corollary .2etS = (x) be a
finite cyclic semigroup. TheS = {x, X2, ..., x!® xIW+1  xIW+P0-1y with

X*if i+ ) <T(X)+PX) -1,
X x =3 X, ifi+j>I(X)+P(x), where
I(X)<k<I(X)+P(X)—1 and k=i+ ] (modP(x)).

Moreover,
(i) there exists a unique idempotent, i the cyclic semigroupx), where

(e[I(X),I(X)+P(X)—1] and £=0 (modP(xX));

(ii) {xIO xI0+1 xI0+P(0-1} s a cyclic subgroup of isomorphic to the additive group
Zp(x Of integers modul@®(x).



3 The structure of the extremal sequence

In this section, we shall determine the structure of iderapproduct freeS-value sequences
of length|S \ E(S)|. The following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 3.1. Let S be a nonempty semigroup. Let T be&valued sequence with[(T) N
E(S) = 0, and let x be aterm of T. Thely y-u(X) > 1.

Proof. Since| [T(T)| is finite, combined with Lemm@a2.3 (i), we derive thad ¢ [](T) no
matter whethexx) is finite or infinite, and thus(x) ¢ J](T X~1). Letk be the least positive
integer such that® ¢ [T(TXY). If k = 1, i.e.,x ¢ [I(TX), thenx e TI(T) \ [T(T*)
which impliesAr-u(X) > 1, done. Hence, we assurke> 1. Thenx<! e [J(TXY), and
thus,x¢ = X1 % x e [T(TXY) « x € T](T), which impliesA;-u(X) > 1. This completes the
proof. O

Proof of Propositiof Il1Let T = aya,---a, € ¥(S) with length¢ = |S\ E(S)| + 1. where
a ¢ E(S). Suppose to the contrary thitis strongly idempotent-product free. Let

A¢ = {n(Ty) : Ty is a nonempty subsequencemé, - - - ay}

wherek € [1, £]. Clearly,
ACAC--CA. 1)

We shall prove that
|Ac1| > |A for eacht € [1, ¢ — 1]. (2)

SincelS \ E(S)| is finite, we have that the cyclic subsemigraiag ) is finite and contains an
idempotent. Lembe the least positive integer such thgt ¢ A.. If m= 1thenay,; € Aua\ A,
and ifm> 1 thena!, = al;' * au1 € Aua \ A, which implies[(2).

By (@) and [2), we conclude th&d,| > |A| + -1 = ¢ = |S\ E(S)| + 1, a contradiction
with T being strongly idempotent-product free. |

Now we are in a position to give the main theorem.

Theorem 3.2. LetS be a nonempty semigroup such th&t, E(S)| is finite, and let T be an
S-valued sequence of length \ E(S)|. Then[](T) N E(S) = 0 if, and only if,R = (supp(T))
Is a finite commutative semigroup with\ R C E(S) and the universal semilattice(X) is a
chain such that x+ x, = x; for any elements;xx, € R with x; Sy, X2, and moreover,

(i) each archimedean component®fs, either a finite cyclic semigroujx) with x € supp{l)
and7(x) = 1 (mod#(x)), or an ideal extension of a nontrivial finite cyclic grodg,) by a
nontrivial finite cyclic nilsemigrougx,) with X, x, € supp{’) and the partial homomorphism
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X

ool being trivial, i.e.. g0l (x1) = €y, Where g, denotes the identity element of the subgroup
(X2);

(il) vi(T) = I(X) + P(x) — 2 for each element & supp).

Proof of Theorer 3]12The suficiency is easy to verify. We need only to consider the netessi
Note first that the cyclic semigroygy is finite for every non-idempotent element S, since
otherwise,(a) would be isomorphic to the additive semigrodp, which is a contradiction

with |S \ E(S)| being finite. Letf = |T| = |S\ E(S)l andT = aja,---a, € ¥(S) with
[1(T) N E(S) = 0. Letr denote an arbitrary permutation{df 2,. .., ¢}, and let

Ty = a@ee) - &

for eachk € [1, m]. Since[](T{) N E(S) = 0 for all k € [1, £], it follows from Lemma 3.1l that

ITI = IS\E(S)
> [TIMI=1TIT_)l+ A1 (3e(0)
> I+ 1= 1TIT )N+ A (Bee-n) +1
> [TI(T I+ 2
> [[IMDI+6-1=£=]T|.

It follows that
| o=k (3)
for eachk € [1, £], and that
[ [M=s\ES). (4)

Then we have the following.

Claim A. If a, b are two distinct elements of sugp( thena=b = b« a € {a, b}.

Proof of Claim A. By (@) and the arbitrariness of we have that[](a- b)| = 2, which implies
axb, bxa € {a,b}. Suppose to the contrary without loss of generality thab # b« a with
axb=Dbandbxa=a ltfollowsthataxa=ax(bxa)=(axb)xa=b+a=a andsais
an idempotent, which is absurd. This proves Claim A. |

By Claim A, thenR = (supp(l')) is commutative. Moreover, we have the following.

Claim B.
R = U (a).
a esupp(l)

In particular, for anyx € [](T), there exists an elemeate supp({l) such thatx = a* with
k€ [1,va(T)].



Proof of Claim B. Take an arbitrary elementof R. There exists some distinct elements of
supp(l), sayxy, X, . . ., Xm, Such thaix = le o x2nz %% X" wherem > 0 andng, Ny, . .., Ny >
0. By applying Claim A, we conclude that = x* for somet € [1,m]. In particular, if
x € [1(T), we can take all the integers, n,, . .., N, above such that; € [1, v (T)] for every
i €{l,2,...,m}. This proves Claim B. O

By Claim B, we see thaR is finite and we have the following.
Claim C. For anya € supp{l) and any integek < [1, 7(a) + P(a) — 1] such thagk € [](T),

Va(T) > k.

Proof of Claim C.By Claim B, we have thaa* = b' for someb € supp{) with t € [1, v,(T)].
Supposeb # a. It follows from Claim A thatak = a¢ = a“ = b' = b' = &, and thusa¥ is an
idempotent, a contradiction. Hende,= a and w(T) = v,(T) >t > k. This proves Claim
C. O

Let g and h be two arbitrary elements d® which belong to two distinct archimedean
components oR. By Claim B, we havey = a“ andh = b' wherea, b are distinct elements of
supp({) andk,t > 0. It follows from Claim A that

grh=axb'=a=g
or
grh=a«b'=b'=h
which implies
gsa h
or
héNng

SinceNg is a congruence oR, by the arbitrariness af andh, we conclude that the universal
semilatticeY(R) = R/ Ng is a chain and) = h = g for any elementg,h e R withg sx, h.

Let a be an arbitrary element of sugp( By (4), we have that all the elements except for
the unigue idempotent @h) must belong td J(T). Combined with Lemm&2.3 and Claim C,

we conclude that
Va(T) = I(a) + P(a) — 2, (5)

and that the unique idempotent in the cyclic semigraygs a’ @+*@-1 which implies7(a) +
P(@) —1=0 (mod¥(a)), equivalently,

I(@=1 (modP(a)). (6)
By (B), we have Conclusion (ii) proved. Now it remains to sh@anclusion (i).
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Let A, (y € Y(R)) be an arbitrary archimedean componentRof Sincex Nz X' for any
elementx € R and any integet > 0, we conclude by Claim B thak, is a union of several
cyclic subsemigroups generated by the elements of 3Yppé¢.,

ky
i=1

whereky, > 1 andxy, X, ..., X, are distinct elements of supp(. By Lemmal2.ll, we may
assume thad, is an ideal extension of a grou®, by a nilsemigroug\, (note thatG, or N,
may be trivial which shall be reduced to the case fais a nilsemigroup or a group). Now
we show that

IGy Nsupp()l <1 (8)
and
I(Ay\ Gy) NsuppT)| < 1. 9)
Suppose, b are two distinct elements &, N supp{). Recalling Claim A, we see

axbe{ab).

If a,b € Gy, thena or b is the identity element of the group, which is an idempotent, a
contradiction. Ifa,b € Ay \ Gy = Ny \ {Oy,}, by Lemmd2.P, we derive a contradiction. This

proves[(8) and(9).

By (8) and [9), we have that
k € {1,2}
in (7).
Consider the case ¢f = 1, i.e.,Ay = (x) for somex € supp{l). Combined with[(5), we
have Conclusion (i) proved.

Consider the case ¢f = 2, i.e., Ay = (X1) U (X) Wherex; andx, are distinct elements
of supp{). By (8) and [®), we may assume without loss of generality thac G, and
X1 € Ay \ Gy = Ny \ {On,}. Combined with Claim A, we seg, = X, = X,. Then we conclude
that the partial homomorphisxpjg is trivial, andGy = (X2) andN, = (X;), and so Conclusion
(i) holds.

This completes the proof of Theorém13.2. O
It is not hard to see that Theorém13.2 can be also stated aslkwihg equivalent form.

Let S be a nonempty semigroup such th&t\ E(S)| is finite, and lefT be anS-valued
sequence of lengtls \ E(S)|. Then[](T) N E(S) = 0 if, and only if, R = (supp(l)) is a finite
commutative semigroup such tt&t R € E(S) and

k
R={_Joo)
i=1
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wheresupp(T)= {X1, Xz, ..., X}, X * Xj = Xj and{x)° N(xj)° =0 forall1 <i < j <k, and
(X)° denotes the subset of all non-idempotent elements in the tipclic semigrougx)°, and
moreover(x) =1 (modP(x)) andvy (T) = I(x) + P(x) — 2 for everyi € {1,2,...,k}.

4 Concluding remarks

We remark that the values \ E(S)| + 1 is best possible to ensure that asyvalued sequence
of length|S \ E(S)| + 1 is not (strongly) idempotent-product free, in the sensg fhis a
general semigroup. However, this value may be no longemduestible for a particular kind of
semigroups. Hence, we introduce the following two comlariat constants for any semigroup
S.

Definition 4.1. LetS be a nonempty semigroup (not necessarily finite). We difi¥)ewhich

is called theErd 6s-Burgess constanof the semigrougs, to be the leasft € N U {co} such that
everyS-valued sequence T of lengths not (weakly) idempotent-product free, and we define
SI(S), which is called thestrong Erd6s-Burgess constanbf the semigrous, to be the least

¢ € N U {co} such that everys-valued sequence of lengfhs not strongly idempotent-product
free. Formally, we can also define

I(S) = sup{|T| + 1 : T takes every idempotent-product fl8evalued sequenge
and

IS(S) = sup{|T|+ 1 : T takes every strongly idempotent-product {fegalued sequenge

Then we have the following.
Proposition 4.2. LetS be a nonempty semigroup.
(i). If I(S) or SI(S) is finite therXx) is finite for every elementx S;

(i). I(S) < SIS), and if S is commutative thel(S) = SI(S); In particular, for the case
IS\ E(S)| is finite, I(S) = |S \ E(S)| + 1 holds if, and only if, the semigroup is given as in
Theoreni 3.

Proof. Conclusion (ii) follows from the definition and Theorém|3edily.

(). Suppose to the contrary the there exists some elemens such thagx) is infinite.
Then the semigrou¢x) is isomorphic the additive semigroiys. The idempotent-product free
sequence!q of arbitrarily great lengttf € N gives the contradiction. |



The prerequisite thatx) is finite for every elemenk € S, is necessary for &) (SI(S))
being finite but not stlicient. For example, take a semigroup

S={({x:1eN}) (10)

wherex; * Xj = X; * X = X; forany 1< i < j, and whergXx;) is a finite cyclic group of order
t+ 1 fort € N. Itis not hard to check that;x; - - - X¢ is an idempotent-product freg-valued
sequence of lengtkfor anyk € N, which gives that the infinity of I§) (SI(S)).

Hence, the following problems would be interesting.

Problem 1. LetS be a nonempty semigroup. Does there exificgent and necessary condi-
tions to decide whethé¢S) (SI(S)) is finite or not?

Problem 2. LetS be a nonempty semigroup. Does there exificgent and necessary condi-
tions to decide whethétS) = SI(S) or not?

One thing worth remarking is thatS] is finite does not imply that SK) is finite. For
example, take the semigrodp= ({x : i € N}) U {Os} with zero element wherg = x; = X;
andx; = x, = Og forany 1<i < j, a and wher&x) is a finite cyclic group of order some fixed
integerm > 2 for allt € N. It is easy to check that) = mand SI(S) is infinite.

Problem 3. LetS be a nonempty semigroup such tfgak E(S)| is finite. Find the stiicient
and necessary conditions to decide whe®igs) = |S \ E(S)| + 1. Moreover, in case that
SI(S) = IS\ E(S)| + 1, determine the structure of the strongly idempotent-pcodhee S-
valued sequences of leng®\ E(S)|.

We remark that the above Problem 3 is in fact the inverse prolif Gillam, Hall and
Williams (see Propositidn 1.1).

Problem 4. For some important kind of semigroy determine the values fS) andSI(S).

In the case that the semigro8as commutative, the (strong variant is the same as shown in
Propositiom 4.2) Erdés-Burgess constant seems to bdylesated to a classical combinatorial
constant, thédavenport constant originated from K. Rogers{__ﬂBJ. Davenport constant is
the most important constant in Zero-sum Theory which has leeéensively investigated for
abelian groups since the 1960s (EEE[EHE 7, 12]), and ffgeesns also studied for commutative
semigroups (se&[ﬂl@w], and P. llODn [6]). For the resadenvenience, we state the
definition of Davenport constant for commutative semigobglow.

Definition 4.3. ([@—@]) LetS be a commutative semigroup. DefiDéS) to be the least
{ € N U {co} such that everyS-valued sequence T of length at ledstontains a proper
subsequence’T’ # T) the product whose terms is equal to the product of all tam7s.

It is easy to see that for the case ttsats an abelian group, both constants really mean
the same thing, i.el(S) = D(S). While, for the case that the commutative semigréus
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not a group, botl(S) < D(S) andI(S) > D(S) could happen, which can be noticed from the
following example.

Example. Take a commutative semigrodp= (X1) U (Xo) where(x,) is a finite cyclic group
and(xy) is a finite cyclic nilsemigroup withiy = X, = Xox Xy = %o @and|(x1)| = ny andi{xz)| = ny.
Then we check thatS) = (n; — 1) + (n; — 1) + 1 andD(S) = max(y, n, + 1). By taking proper
Ny, Ny, we have that bot{S) < D(S) andl(S) > D(S) could happen.

Therefore, we close this manuscript by proposing the falgvproblem.

Problem 5. LetS be a commutative semigroup. Does there exist any relatipihgltween the
Erdbs-Burgess constal(sS) and the Davenport constdn(S) ?
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