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Abstract

Let S be a finite semigroup, and letE(S) be the set of all idempotents ofS. Gillam,
Hall and Williams proved in 1972 that everyS-valued sequenceT of length at least|S| −
|E(S)|+1 is not (strongly) idempotent-product free, in the sense that it contains a nonempty
subsequence the product of whose terms, in their natural order in T, is an idempotent,
which affirmed a question of Erdős. They also showed that the value|S|− |E(S)|+1 is best
possible.

Here, motivated by Gillam, Hall and Williams’ work, we determine the structure of
the idempotent-product free sequences of length|S \ E(S)| when the semigroupS (not
necessarily finite) satisfies|S \ E(S)| is finite, and we introduce a couple of structural
constants for semigroups that reduce to the classical Davenport constant in the case of
finite abelian groups.

Key Words: Idempotent-product free sequences; Erdős-Burgess constant; Davenport constant; Zero-

sum

1 Introduction

Let S be a nonempty semigroup, endowed with a binary associative operation∗ on S, and
denote byE(S) the set of idempotents ofS, wherex ∈ S is said to be an idempotent (inS) if
x∗ x = x. Our interest in semigroups and idempotents comes from the following question of P.
Erdős to D.A. Burgess [2]:

If S is a finite nonempty semigroup of ordern, does anyS-valued sequenceT of lengthn
contain a nonempty subsequence the product of whose terms, in any order, is an idempotent?
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In 1969, Burgess [2] gave an answer to this question in the case thatS is commutative or
contains only one idempotent. Shortly after, this questionwas completely affirmed by D.W.H.
Gillam, T.E. Hall and N.H. Williams, who actually proved thefollowing stronger result:

Theorem A. ([8]) Let S be a finite nonempty semigroup. AnyS-valued sequence of length
|S|−|E(S)|+1contains one or more terms whose product (in their natural order in this sequence)
is an idempotent; In addition, the bound|S| − |E(S)| + 1 is optimal.

That better bounds can be obtained, at least in principle, for specific classes of semigroups
is somewhat obvious and, in any case, will be explained later, in Section 4.

Let S be a nonempty semigroup andT a sequence of terms fromS. We callT (weakly)
idempotent-product free if T contains no nonempty subsequence the product whose terms, in
any order, is an idempotent, and we callT strongly idempotent-product free if T contains no
nonempty subsequence the product whose terms, in their natural order inT, is an idempotent.

In fact, by using almost the same idea of arguments employed by Gillam, Hall and Williams
[8], we can derive the following proposition for any semigroupS such that|S \ E(S)| is finite.
For the readers’ convenience, we shall give the arguments inSection 3.

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

So, a natural question arises:

If S is a nonempty semigroup such that|S \ E(S)| is finite, andT is a weakly (respectively,
strongly) idempotent-product freeS-valued sequence of length|S \ E(S)|, what can we say
aboutT and the structure ofS?

In this manuscript, we completely answered this question incase thatT is a weakly idempotent-
product freeS-valued sequence of length|S\E(S)|. For the sake of exposition, we shall present
the main theorem together with its proof in Section 3. Section 2 contains only some necessary
preliminaries. In the final Section 4, further researches are proposed.

2 Some Preliminaries

We begin by recalling some notations extensively used in zero-sum theory, though mostly in
the setting of commutative groups, see ([6], Chapter 5) for abelian groups and see [11] for
nonabelian groups.

LetS be a nonempty semigroup. FiniteS-valued sequences can be regarded as words in the
free monoidF (S) with basisS, we denote them multiplicatively, so as to writex1x2 · · · xℓ in
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place of (x1, x2, . . . , xℓ), and call them simply sequences. We say the sequenceT = x1x2 · · · xℓ ∈
F (S) has length|T | = ℓ. We sayT′ = xi1 xi2 · · · xit is a subsequence ofT provided thatt ∈ [0, ℓ]
and 1≤ i1 < i2 < . . . < i t ≤ ℓ. Note that the operation (connecting two sequences) ofF (S) is
represented by·, which is different from the operation ofS. Accordingly, we writexn for then-
fold product of an elementx ∈ S, andT [n] for then-fold product of the sequenceT ∈ F (S). By
TT′[−1] we denote the remaining subsequence ofT obtained by deleting the terms ofT′ from
T. For any elementx ∈ S, by vx(T) we denote the multiplicity ofx in the sequenceT, i.e., the
times whichx appears to be terms in the sequenceT. We set supp(T) = {x ∈ S : vx(T) > 0}.
Letσ be any permutation of{1, 2, . . . , ℓ}. By πσ(T) we denote the productxσ(1)∗xσ(2)∗· · ·∗xσ(ℓ)

of terms ofT in the order under the permutationσ. If σ is the identity permutation, we just
write π(T) simply forπσ(T). Let

∏

(T) = {πσ(T
′) : T′takes every nonempty subsequence ofT

andσ takes every permutation of [1, |T′|]}.

We callT a (weakly) idempotent-product freeS-valued sequence by meaning that
∏

(T) ∩ E(S) = ∅,

andT astrongly idempotent-product freeS-valued sequence by meaning that

{π(T′) : T′takes every nonempty subsequence ofT} ∩ E(S) = ∅.

For any elementx of S, we define

λT(x) = |
∏

(T · x) \
∏

(T)|.

The zero element ofS, denoted 0S (if it exists), is the unique elementz of S such that
z∗ x = x ∗ z= z for everyx ∈ S.

Let X be a subset ofS. We sayX generatesS, or the elements ofX are generators ofS,
provided that every elements ∈ S is the product of one or more elements inX, in which case
we writeS = 〈X〉. In particular, we use〈x〉 in place of〈X〉 if X = {x}, and we say thatS is a
cyclic semigroup if it is generated by a single element. For any elementx ∈ S such that〈x〉 is
finite, the least integerr > 0 such thatxr = xt for some positive integert , r is theindex of x,
denotedI(x), then the least integerk > 0 such thatxI(x)+k = xI(x) is theperiod of x, denoted
P(x). Let I be an ideal of the semigroupS, the relation defined by

a I b⇔ a = b or a, b ∈ I

is a congruence onS, the Rees Congruence of the idealI . The quotient semigroupS/I = S/I
is the Rees quotient ofS by I . Let Q be a semigroup with zero disjoint fromS. An ideal
extensionof S by Q is a semigroupB such thatS is an ideal ofB and the Rees quotient
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B/S = Q. A partial homomorphism of Q∗ = Q \ {0Q} into a semigroupD is a mapping
f : Q∗ → D such thatf (a ∗ b) = f (a) ∗ f (b) whenevera ∗ b , 0Q.

If S is a commutative semigroup, it is then possible to define a fundamental congruence,
NS, on S as follows: Leta, b be any two elements ofS. We write a ≦NS b to mean that
am = b ∗ c for somec ∈ S and some integerm> 0. If a ≦NS b andb ≦NS a, we writeaNS b.
We call the commutative semigroupS an archimedean semigroup provided thata NS b for
any two elementsa, b of S. By ([10], Chapter III, Theorem 1.2), the quotient semigroup
Y(S) = S/NS is a lower semilattice, called theuniversal semilatticeof S. Furthermore, there
exists a partitionS =

⋃

y∈Y(S) Sy into subsemigroupsSy (one for everyy ∈ Y(S)) with respect
to the universal semilatticeY(S), in particular,Sy1 ∗ Sy2 ⊆ Sy1∧y2 for all y1, y2 ∈ Y(S), and each
componentSy is archimedean. The following lemma to characterize the structure of any finite
commutative archimedean semigroup will be useful for the proof later.

Lemma 2.1. ([10], Chapter I, Proposition 3.6, Proposition 3.7, Proposition 3.8, and Chapter
III, Proposition 3.1) A finite commutative semigroupS is archimedean if and only if it is an
ideal extension of a finite abelian group G by a finite commutative nilsemigroup N. Moreover,
the partial homomorphismϕN

G : N \ {0N} → G to construct the ideal extension of the group G
by the nilsemigroup N is given by

ϕN
G : a 7→ a ∗ eG

where a denotes an arbitrary element N\ {0N} = S \G and eG denotes the identity element of
the subgroup G.

We say that the semigroupS is a nilsemigroup if every element ofS is nilpotent, i.e.,S has
a zero element 0S and for each elementx ∈ S there exists an integern > 0 such thatxn = 0S.

The following lemmas will be useful for our arguments.

Lemma 2.2. (see [9], Chapter IV, p. 127) Let N be a finite commutative nilsemigroup, and let
a, b be two elements of N. If a∗ b ∈ {a, b}, then a= 0N or b = 0N.

Lemma 2.3. ([10], Chapter I, Lemma 5.7, Proposition 5.8, Corollary 5.9) LetS = 〈x〉 be a
finite cyclic semigroup. ThenS = {x, x2, . . . , xI(x), xI(x)+1, . . . , xI(x)+P(x)−1} with

xi ∗ xj =























xi+ j , if i + j ≤ I(x) + P(x) − 1;
xk, if i + j ≥ I(x) + P(x), where

I(x) ≤ k ≤ I(x) + P(x) − 1 and k≡ i + j (modP(x)).

Moreover,

(i) there exists a unique idempotent, xℓ, in the cyclic semigroup〈x〉, where

ℓ ∈ [I(x),I(x) + P(x) − 1] and ℓ ≡ 0 (modP(x));

(ii) {xI(x), xI(x)+1, . . . , xI(x)+P(x)−1} is a cyclic subgroup ofS isomorphic to the additive group
ZP(x) of integers moduloP(x).
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3 The structure of the extremal sequence

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

Lemma 3.1. LetS be a nonempty semigroup. Let T be anS-valued sequence with
∏

(T) ∩
E(S) = ∅, and let x be a term of T. ThenλT x[−1](x) ≥ 1.

Proof. Since|
∏

(T)| is finite, combined with Lemma 2.3 (i), we derive that〈x〉 *
∏

(T) no
matter whether〈x〉 is finite or infinite, and thus,〈x〉 *

∏

(T x[−1]). Let k be the least positive
integer such thatxk

<
∏

(T x[−1]). If k = 1, i.e., x <
∏

(T x[−1]), thenx ∈
∏

(T) \
∏

(T x[−1])
which impliesλT x[−1](x) ≥ 1, done. Hence, we assumek > 1. Thenxk−1 ∈

∏

(T x[−1]), and
thus,xk = xk−1 ∗ x ∈

∏

(T x[−1]) ∗ x ⊆
∏

(T), which impliesλT x[−1](x) ≥ 1. This completes the
proof. �

Proof of Proposition 1.1Let T = a1a2 · · ·aℓ ∈ F (S) with lengthℓ = |S \ E(S)| + 1. where
ai < E(S). Suppose to the contrary thatT is strongly idempotent-product free. Let

Ak = {π(Tk) : Tk is a nonempty subsequence ofa1a2 · · ·ak}

wherek ∈ [1, ℓ]. Clearly,
A1 ⊆ A2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Aℓ. (1)

We shall prove that
|At+1| > |At| for eacht ∈ [1, ℓ − 1]. (2)

Since|S \ E(S)| is finite, we have that the cyclic subsemigroup〈at+1〉 is finite and contains an
idempotent. Letmbe the least positive integer such thatam

t+1 < At. If m= 1 thenat+1 ∈ At+1\At,
and ifm> 1 thenam

t+1 = am−1
t+1 ∗ at+1 ∈ At+1 \ At, which implies (2).

By (1) and (2), we conclude that|Aℓ| ≥ |A1| + ℓ − 1 = ℓ = |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 that|S \ E(S)| is finite, and let T be an
S-valued sequence of length|S \ E(S)|. Then

∏

(T) ∩ E(S) = ∅ if, and only if,R = 〈supp(T)〉
is a finite commutative semigroup withS \ R ⊆ E(S) and the universal semilattice Y(R) is a
chain such that x1 ∗ x2 = x1 for any elements x1, x2 ∈ R with x1 �NR x2, and moreover,

(i) each archimedean component ofR is, either a finite cyclic semigroup〈x〉 with x ∈ supp(T)
andI(x) ≡ 1 (modP(x)), or an ideal extension of a nontrivial finite cyclic group〈x2〉 by a
nontrivial finite cyclic nilsemigroup〈x1〉 with x1, x2 ∈ supp(T) and the partial homomorphism
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ϕ
〈x1〉

〈x2〉
being trivial, i.e.,ϕ〈x1〉

〈x2〉
(x1) = e〈x2〉 where e〈x2〉 denotes the identity element of the subgroup

〈x2〉;

(ii) vx(T) = I(x) + P(x) − 2 for each element x∈ supp(T).

Proof of Theorem 3.2.The sufficiency is easy to verify. We need only to consider the necessity.
Note first that the cyclic semigroup〈a〉 is finite for every non-idempotent elementa ∈ S, since
otherwise,〈a〉 would be isomorphic to the additive semigroupN+, which is a contradiction
with |S \ E(S)| being finite. Letℓ = |T | = |S \ E(S)| and T = a1a2 · · ·aℓ ∈ F (S) with
∏

(T) ∩ E(S) = ∅. Let τ denote an arbitrary permutation of{1, 2, . . . , ℓ}, and let

Tτk = aτ(1)aτ(2) · · ·aτ(k)

for eachk ∈ [1,m]. Since
∏

(Tτk ) ∩ E(S) = ∅ for all k ∈ [1, ℓ], it follows from Lemma 3.1 that

|T | = |S \ E(S)|
≥ |
∏

(T)| = |
∏

(Tτ
ℓ−1)| + λTτ

ℓ−1
(aτ(ℓ))

≥ |
∏

(Tτ
ℓ−1)| + 1 = |

∏

(Tτ
ℓ−2)| + λTτ

ℓ−2
(aτ(ℓ−1)) + 1

≥ |
∏

(Tτ
ℓ−2)| + 2

...

≥ |
∏

(Tτ1)| + ℓ − 1 = ℓ = |T |.

It follows that
|
∏

(Tτk )| = k (3)

for eachk ∈ [1, ℓ], and that
∏

(T) = S \ E(S). (4)

Then we have the following.

Claim A. If a, b are two distinct elements of supp(T), thena ∗ b = b ∗ a ∈ {a, b}.

Proof of Claim A. By (3) and the arbitrariness ofτ, we have that|
∏

(a · b)| = 2, which implies
a ∗ b, b ∗ a ∈ {a, b}. Suppose to the contrary without loss of generality thata ∗ b , b ∗ a with
a ∗ b = b andb ∗ a = a. It follows thata ∗ a = a ∗ (b ∗ a) = (a ∗ b) ∗ a = b ∗ a = a, and soa is
an idempotent, which is absurd. This proves Claim A. �

By Claim A, thenR = 〈supp(T)〉 is commutative. Moreover, we have the following.

Claim B.
R =

⋃

a ∈supp(T)

〈a〉.

In particular, for anyx ∈
∏

(T), there exists an elementa ∈ supp(T) such thatx = ak with
k ∈ [1, va(T)].
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Proof of Claim B. Take an arbitrary elementx of R. There exists some distinct elements of
supp(T), sayx1, x2, . . . , xm, such thatx = xn1

1 ∗ xn2
2 ∗ · · · ∗ xnm

m , wherem> 0 andn1, n2, . . . , nm >

0. By applying Claim A, we conclude thatx = xnt
t for somet ∈ [1,m]. In particular, if

x ∈
∏

(T), we can take all the integersn1, n2, . . . , nm above such thatni ∈ [1, vxi (T)] for every
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. This proves Claim B. �

By Claim B, we see thatR is finite and we have the following.

Claim C. For anya ∈ supp(T) and any integerk ∈ [1,I(a) + P(a) − 1] such thatak ∈
∏

(T),

va(T) ≥ k.

Proof of Claim C. By Claim B, we have thatak = bt for someb ∈ supp(T) with t ∈ [1, vb(T)].
Supposeb , a. It follows from Claim A thatak ∗ ak = ak ∗ bt = bt = ak, and thusak is an
idempotent, a contradiction. Hence,b = a and va(T) = vb(T) ≥ t ≥ k. This proves Claim
C. �

Let g and h be two arbitrary elements ofR which belong to two distinct archimedean
components ofR. By Claim B, we haveg = ak andh = bt wherea, b are distinct elements of
supp(T) andk, t > 0. It follows from Claim A that

g ∗ h = ak ∗ bt = ak = g

or
g ∗ h = ak ∗ bt = bt = h

which implies
g �NR h

or
h �NR g.

SinceNR is a congruence onR, by the arbitrariness ofg andh, we conclude that the universal
semilatticeY(R) = R�NR is a chain andg ∗ h = g for any elementsg, h ∈ R with g �NR h.

Let a be an arbitrary element of supp(T). By (4), we have that all the elements except for
the unique idempotent of〈a〉 must belong to

∏

(T). Combined with Lemma 2.3 and Claim C,
we conclude that

va(T) = I(a) + P(a) − 2, (5)

and that the unique idempotent in the cyclic semigroup〈a〉 is aI(a)+P(a)−1 which impliesI(a) +
P(a) − 1 ≡ 0 (modP(a)), equivalently,

I(a) ≡ 1 (modP(a)). (6)

By (5), we have Conclusion (ii) proved. Now it remains to showConclusion (i).
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Let Ay (y ∈ Y(R)) be an arbitrary archimedean component ofR. Sincex NR xt for any
elementx ∈ R and any integert > 0, we conclude by Claim B thatAy is a union of several
cyclic subsemigroups generated by the elements of supp(T), i.e.,

Ay =

ky
⋃

i=1

〈xi〉, (7)

whereky ≥ 1 andx1, x2, . . . , xky are distinct elements of supp(T). By Lemma 2.1, we may
assume thatAy is an ideal extension of a groupGy by a nilsemigroupNy (note thatGy or Ny

may be trivial which shall be reduced to the case thatAy is a nilsemigroup or a group). Now
we show that

|Gy ∩ supp(T)| ≤ 1 (8)

and
|(Ay \Gy) ∩ supp(T)| ≤ 1. (9)

Supposea, b are two distinct elements ofAy ∩ supp(T). Recalling Claim A, we see

a ∗ b ∈ {a, b}.

If a, b ∈ Gy, thena or b is the identity element of the groupGy which is an idempotent, a
contradiction. Ifa, b ∈ Ay \ Gy = Ny \ {0Ny}, by Lemma 2.2, we derive a contradiction. This
proves (8) and (9).

By (8) and (9), we have that
ky ∈ {1, 2}

in (7).

Consider the case ofky = 1, i.e.,Ay = 〈x〉 for somex ∈ supp(T). Combined with (6), we
have Conclusion (i) proved.

Consider the case ofky = 2, i.e.,Ay = 〈x1〉 ∪ 〈x2〉 wherex1 and x2 are distinct elements
of supp(T). By (8) and (9), we may assume without loss of generality that x2 ∈ Gy and
x1 ∈ Ay \ Gy = Ny \ {0Ny}. Combined with Claim A, we seex1 ∗ x2 = x2. Then we conclude
that the partial homomorphismϕ〈x1〉

〈x2〉
is trivial, andGy = 〈x2〉 andNy = 〈x1〉, and so Conclusion

(i) holds.

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.2. �

It is not hard to see that Theorem 3.2 can be also stated as the following equivalent form.

Let S be a nonempty semigroup such that|S \ E(S)| is finite, and letT be anS-valued
sequence of length|S \ E(S)|. Then

∏

(T) ∩ E(S) = ∅ if, and only if,R = 〈supp(T)〉 is a finite
commutative semigroup such thatS \ R ⊆ E(S) and

R =

k
⋃

i=1

〈xi〉
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wheresupp(T)= {x1, x2, . . . , xk}, xi ∗ xj = xj and〈xi〉
◦ ∩ 〈xj〉

◦ = ∅ for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k, and
〈x〉◦ denotes the subset of all non-idempotent elements in the finite cyclic semigroup〈x〉◦, and
moreover,I(xi) ≡ 1 (modP(xi)) andvxi (T) = I(xi) + P(xi) − 2 for everyi ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}.

4 Concluding remarks

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

Definition 4.1. LetS be a nonempty semigroup (not necessarily finite). We defineI(S), which
is called theErdős-Burgess constantof the semigroupS, to be the leastℓ ∈ N∪{∞} such that
everyS-valued sequence T of lengthℓ is not (weakly) idempotent-product free, and we define
SI(S), which is called thestrong Erdős-Burgess constantof the semigroupS, to be the least
ℓ ∈ N ∪ {∞} such that everyS-valued sequence of lengthℓ is not strongly idempotent-product
free. Formally, we can also define

I(S) = sup{|T | + 1 : T takes every idempotent-product freeS-valued sequence}

and

IS(S) = sup{|T | + 1 : T takes every strongly idempotent-product freeS-valued sequence}.

Then we have the following.

Proposition 4.2. LetS be a nonempty semigroup.

(i). If I(S) or SI(S) is finite then〈x〉 is finite for every element x∈ S;

(ii). I(S) ≤ SI(S), and if S is commutative thenI(S) = SI(S); In particular, for the case
|S \ E(S)| is finite, I(S) = |S \ E(S)| + 1 holds if, and only if, the semigroupS is given as in
Theorem 3.2.

Proof. Conclusion (ii) follows from the definition and Theorem 3.2 readily.

(i). Suppose to the contrary the there exists some elementx ∈ S such that〈x〉 is infinite.
Then the semigroup〈x〉 is isomorphic the additive semigroupN+. The idempotent-product free
sequencex[ℓ] of arbitrarily great lengthℓ ∈ N gives the contradiction. �
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The prerequisite that〈x〉 is finite for every elementx ∈ S, is necessary for I(S) (SI(S))
being finite but not sufficient. For example, take a semigroup

S = 〈{xi : i ∈ N}〉 (10)

wherexi ∗ xj = xj ∗ xi = xj for any 1≤ i < j, and where〈xt〉 is a finite cyclic group of order
t + 1 for t ∈ N. It is not hard to check thatx1x2 · · · xk is an idempotent-product freeS-valued
sequence of lengthk for anyk ∈ N, which gives that the infinity of I(S) (SI(S)).

Hence, the following problems would be interesting.

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

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

One thing worth remarking is that I(S) is finite does not imply that SI(S) is finite. For
example, take the semigroupS = 〈{xi : i ∈ N}〉 ∪ {0S} with zero element wherexi ∗ xj = xj

andxj ∗ xi = 0S for any 1≤ i < j, a and where〈xt〉 is a finite cyclic group of order some fixed
integerm> 2 for all t ∈ N. It is easy to check that I(S) = m and SI(S) is infinite.

Problem 3. Let S be a nonempty semigroup such that|S \ E(S)| is finite. Find the sufficient
and necessary conditions to decide whetherSI(S) = |S \ E(S)| + 1. Moreover, in case that
SI(S) = |S \ E(S)| + 1, determine the structure of the strongly idempotent-product freeS-
valued sequences of length|S \ E(S)|.

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

Problem 4. For some important kind of semigroupS, determine the values ofI(S) andSI(S).

In the case that the semigroupS is commutative, the (strong variant is the same as shown in
Proposition 4.2) Erdős-Burgess constant seems to be closely related to a classical combinatorial
constant, theDavenport constant originated from K. Rogers [13]. Davenport constant is
the most important constant in Zero-sum Theory which has been extensively investigated for
abelian groups since the 1960s (see[3–5, 7, 12]), and recently was also studied for commutative
semigroups (see [1, 14–19], and P. 110 in [6]). For the readers’ convenience, we state the
definition of Davenport constant for commutative semigroups below.

Definition 4.3. ([14–16]) LetS be a commutative semigroup. DefineD(S) to be the least
ℓ ∈ N ∪ {∞} such that everyS-valued sequence T of length at leastℓ contains a proper
subsequence T′ (T′ , T) the product whose terms is equal to the product of all termsin T.

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

Example. Take a commutative semigroupS = 〈x1〉 ∪ 〈x2〉 where〈x1〉 is a finite cyclic group
and〈x2〉 is a finite cyclic nilsemigroup withx1∗ x2 = x2∗ x1 = x2 and|〈x1〉| = n1 and|〈x2〉| = n2.
Then we check thatI(S) = (n1−1)+ (n2−1)+1 andD(S) = max(n1, n2+1). By taking proper
n1, n2, we have that bothI(S) < D(S) andI(S) > D(S) could happen.

Therefore, we close this manuscript by proposing the following problem.

Problem 5. LetS be a commutative semigroup. Does there exist any relationship between the
Erdős-Burgess constantI(S) and the Davenport constantD(S)?
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