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THE CONGRUENCE 7* ON SEMIGROUPS
M.H. SHAHZAMANIAN

ABSTRACT. In this paper we define a congruence n* on semigroups. For
the finite semigroups S, n* is the smallest congruence relation such that
S/n* is a nilpotent semigroup (in the sense of Mal'cev). In order to
study the congruence relation n* on finite semigroups, we define a CS-
diagonal finite regular Rees matrix semigroup. We prove that, if S is a
CS-diagonal finite regular Rees matrix semigroup then S/n" is inverse.
Also, if S is a completely regular finite semigroup, then S/n* is a Clifford
semigroup.

We show that, for every non-null principal factor A/B of S, there is
a special principal factor C/D such that every element of A\ B is n*-
equivalent with some element of C\ D. We call the principal factor C/D,
the n*-root of A/B. All n*-roots are CS-diagonal. If certain elements
of S act in the special way on the R-classes of a CS-diagonal principal
factor then it is not an n*-root. Some of these results are also expressed
in terms of pseudovarieties of semigroups.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Freni in [4], for a semigroup S, defined a congruence relation v* as follows:
Let v1 = {(z,z) | x € S} and, for every integer n > 1, x is in the relation 7,
with y if and only if there exist elements z1,...,z, in S and a permutation
o in symmetric group of order n such that x = [T;L; z; and y = [T;L; 25()-
Let v* be the transitive closure of U,>17». He proved that the congruence
~* is the smallest congruence relation of S such that the quotient S/~* is a
commutative semigroup.

Mal’cev [10] and independently Neumann and Taylor [II] have shown
that nilpotent groups can be defined by using semigroup identities (that is,
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without using inverses). This leads to the notion of a nilpotent semigroup
(in the sense of Mal’cev).

For a semigroup S with elements x,y, 21, 29, . . . one recursively defines two
sequences

A=\ (T,y, 21,0, 2n)  and  pp = pu(T,y, 21, 2n)
by
A=z, po=Y
and
An+1 = AnZn+1Pns  Pn+l = PnZn+lAn-

A semigroup is said to be nilpotent (in the sense of Mal’cev [10]) if there
exists a positive integer n such that

An(a,byc1,. .. en) = pp(a,byer, ... cn)

for all a,b in S and ¢q,...,¢, in S'. The smallest such n is called the
nilpotency class of S. Clearly, null semigroups are nilpotent in the sense
of Mal’cev. Recall ([11]) that a semigroup S is said to be Neumann-Taylor
(NT) if, for some n > 2,

An(a,b,1,¢a,...,¢) = pula,b,1,ca,... cp)

for all a,b e S and cg,...,c, in S*. A semigroup S is said to be positively
Engel (PE) if, for some n > 2,

/\n(aab7171767627"' 7Cn72) = pn(a7b7171767627"' 7Cn72)

for all a,bin S and ¢ € S*. Recall that a pseudovariety of semigroups is a
class of finite semigroups closed under taking subsemigroups, homomorphic
images and finite direct products. It is easy to verify that the finite nilpotent
semigroups, finite Neumann-Taylor semigroups and finite positively Engel
semigroups, separately constitute pseudovarieties. We denoted them respec-
tively by MIN, NT and PE.

In this paper, a congruence n* is defined that for a finite semigroup S, n*
is the smallest congruence relation of S such that S/n* is a nilpotent semi-
group. In order to study the congruence relation n* on finite semigroups, we
define a CS-diagonal finite regular Rees matrix semigroup and the quotient
group Gy« of G/n* for the finite regular Rees matrix semigroup where G
is the maximal subgroup of it. We prove that, if S is a CS-diagonal finite
regular Rees matrix semigroup with the maximal subgroup G then S/n* is
an inverse Rees matrix semigroup with maximal subgroup G,+. Also if S is
a finite completely simple semigroup, then S/n* = G,+. Moreover, if S is a
completely regular finite semigroup, then S/n* is a Clifford semigroup.

In the section Bl we investigate the congruence relation n* on finite semi-
groups through their principal series. We define the n*-root, for every non-
null principal factor of a finite semigroup S. Let S,/Sp+1 be a principal
factor of S. If there exists an element in S, \ S,,1 such that there is an
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n*-relation between it and 6, the n*-root of S,/Sp.1 is 6. Otherwise its n*-
root is the CS-diagonal principal factor Sy/Sy.1 of S such that there is an
n*-relation between at least two elements of them and there is no n*-relation
between any elements of the n*-root and Sy,1. We prove that if 0 is the
n*-root of Sp,/Sp+1, then the subset Sy, \ Sp41 is in the class of 6 of n*. All
n*-roots are CS-diagonal. If certain elements of S act in the special way on
the R-classes of a CS-diagonal principal factor S,/Sp+1, then S,/Sp1 is not
an n*-root. Although it remains as open problem the conditions of acting of
elements of S\ S,;1 on the R-classes of S,/Sp+1 when it is not its n*-root.
In the special case, when S is semisimple, the classes of S/n* are {6} (if S
has #) and the n*-classes of n*-root principal factors of S.

Finally we compare the pseudovariety MN with the pseudovarieties BG,,;
and BI and got that MIN c BG,,;; but MN ¢ BI and BI ¢ MN.

For standard notations and terminology of finite semigroups, refers to [3].
A completely O-simple finite semigroup S is isomorphic with a regular Rees
matrix semigroup M%(G,n,m; P), where G is a maximal subgroup of S, P
is the m x n sandwich matrix with entries in G? and n and m are positive
integers. The nonzero elements of S is denoted by (g;,7), where g € G,
1<i<nand 1<j<m; the zero element is simply denoted 6. The element
of P on the (j,i)-position is denoted by p;;. The set of non zero elements
is denoted by M(G,n,m; P). If all elements of P are non zero then this is
a semigroup and every completely simple finite semigroup is of this form.
If P = I,, the identity matrix, then S is an inverse semigroup. Jespers
and Okninski prove that a completely 0-simple semigroup M°(G,n,m; P)
is nilpotent if and only if n = m, P = I,, and G is a nilpotent group [[6],
Lemma 2.1].

Let S = M°(G, A, B; P) be a Rees matrix semigroup. We assume A and
B are disjoint. The incidence graph of S, denoted I'(S), has vertex set
V = Au B. The edge set is given by

E={(a,b),(b,a) e (AxB)u(BxA)|ppa+0}.

2. THE RELATION 7* ON FINITE SEMIGROUPS

The following lemma gives a necessary and sufficient condition for a finite
semigroup not to be nilpotent [g].

Lemma 2.1. A finite semigroup S is not nilpotent if and only if there exists
a positive integer m, distinct elements x,y € S and elements wy,wa, ..., Wy, €
St such that © = A (2, y, w1, wa, ..., W), Y = pm(T,y, w1, wa, ..., Wy).

This lemma motivates the definition of a congruence relation n* on finite
semigroups which is refinement of v*.

Let S be a semigroup. Let m = {(z,z) | z € S} and, for every integer
n > 1, x has a relation n,, with y if and only if there exist elements z1,..., 2z,
in S' such that 2 = \,(2,y,21,...,2,) and y = pu (2,4, 21,...,2,). Let n
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be the transitive closure of U;s; 7; and n* the smallest congruence relation
including 7.

Lemma 2.2. Let S be a finite semigroup. The relation n* is the smallest
congruence relation of S such that S[n* is a nilpotent semigroup.

Proof. First we prove that S/n* is nilpotent.

Suppose the contrary. Since S/n* is finite, by Lemma 2] there exist dis-
tinct classes n*(z),n*(y) € S/n* and elements n* (w1 ),n* (w2),...,n* (wy,) €
(S/n*)! such that

0 (@) = Am (0" (@), 0" (), 0" (wi), " (w2), -, 0" (wm)),

n"(y) = pm (" (2),0" (y), 0" (wi), " (w2),-.., 0" (W)
Then for every elements z’ € n*(z),y" € n*(y), there exists element z” €
n*(x),y" €n*(y), such that

.Z'” = )\m(‘r/7y,7w17w27 s 7wm) and y// = Pm($,7yl7wl7w2a s 7wm)-
Since |S x S| is finite, there exist elements « € n*(x),5 € n*(y), an integer
k= k'm and elements z1,...,z, € S! such that

a=M(a,B,21,29,...,2;) and B = pr(a, B,21,29,...,2k).

Then n*(«) = n*(53), a contradiction.

Now suppose that p is a congruence relation on S such that R = .S/p is
nilpotent and xn,y for some z,y € S and n € N. Thus there exist elements
Z1,...,2, in ST such that

T = An(:Evyvzlv"' 7ZTL) and Yy= pn(:Evyvzlv"' 7zn)-
If p(z) # p(y), then Lemma 2] yields

(p(:p)vp(y)’p(zl)’ s ,,O(Zn))

is a non-nilpotent subsemigroup of R and thus R is not nilpotent, a contra-
diction. Therefore zpy and thus n* c p. O

Neumann and Taylor prove that a group G is nilpotent if and only if it is
nilpotent in the sense of Mal’cev [[11], Corollary 1].

Remark. Aghabozorgi, Davvaz and Jafarpour in [I] introduce the small-
est equivalence relation v* on a hypergroup H. We mention this definition
limited to the case of semigroups.

Let Lo(H) = H and

Lig1(H) ={heH |xy=hyz such that z € Ly(H) and y € H},

for all £ > 0. Suppose that n € N and v, = Up>1 Vm,n, Where vy, is the
diagonal relation and for every integer m > 1, v, 5, is the relation defined as
follows:

Tmny <= I(21,...,2m) € H", 30 €Sy, 1 0(i) =i if 2z ¢ L, (H)

m m
such that =[]z and y = [ | Zo(i)-
i=1 i=1
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Let v} be the transitive closure of v, and the relation v* as follows:

vi = v,

They prove that the relation v* is the smallest congruence relation on a
finite group H such that H/v* is a nilpotent group. Thus Lemma [2.2] and
Corollary 1 of [I1], follow that v* =n* for the case of finite groups.

In general, the relations v* and n* are not equal. For example, let M be
a regular Rees matrix semigroup M = MO({l},2,2;Ig). Based of Lemma
2.1 of [6], M is nilpotent. So M /n* = M (Lemma [2.2)).

Since (1;1,1),(1;2,2) € L;(M) for all 1 <1,

(1;1,1) = (1;1,2)(1;2,2)(1;2,1)(1;1,1) and

0=(1;1,2)(1; 1,1)(1;2,1)(1;2,2),

we have (1;1,1)v*0. Then M /v* + M and thus M /n* = M [v*.

Let M = M°(G,n,m; P) be a finite regular Rees matrix semigroup with
the sandwich matrix P. We call M is CS-diagonal, if p,¢, p,; and p, s are
non zero then p, s is non zero for all 1 <r,7" <m and 1<t,¢' <n.

The above assumption let us to define the following equivalence rela-
tion on the sets {1,...,n}. The integers 1 < iq,ig < n are in the same
class if and only if there exists an integer 1 < j < m such that p;;, and
Pjis are non zero. Suppose that the set {1,...,n} partition to t classes
Ii,...,I;. We define the set I'; for 1 < <t. If p;j; # 0 for ¢ € I;, then
jel';. Tt is easy to verify that the set {1,...,m} partitions to the ¢ classes
I'y for 1 <1 < t. Also it is easy to verify that if 4 € I; and 7 € I'; for
1 <l <tthen pj; # 6 and if i € Iy, j € Iy, and g # h then p;; = 0, for

every 1 < g,h <t. We show the number of classes of {1,...,n}, by n,-.
n
| I I I3 Hnn*.l
- ]I, :—-oc-oc-o-oc-: MatriXP
T :
i [
Iy
| T
]I'nn* .......

Suppose that S is a semigroup. The subsemigroup (E(S)) denotes the
subsemigroup generated by E(S), the set of idempotents of S. For a pseu-
dovariety V, recall from [2] the pseudovariety

EV={SeS|(E(S)) eV}



6 M.H. SHAHZAMANIAN

The pseudovariety DS can be specified, S ¢ DS if and only if there exist
idempotents e, f € .S in the same J-class such that ef and fe are not both
in that J-class ([2, Exercise 8.1.6]). Then

EDS ={SeS|(E(S))<DS}.

It is well known that (for example [12, Exercise 4.13.38]), a semigroup S
belongs to EDS if and only if, for each regular J-class .J, the connected
components of the incidence graph I'(J°) are complete bipartite graphs.
Suppose that the finite regular Rees matrix semigroup M = M°(G,n,m; P)
is CS-diagonal. Since the connected component I;UI’; is a complete bipartite
graph for every 1<i<n,+, M ¢ EDS.

Let G+ be the smallest quotient group of G/n* such that for every integers
1< a, b < ’I’Ln*

-1 o1 -1 _ -1
Pa.ePa.c = PP A PdyPgr y = Pd.aPa o

for every integers c,c¢’ €1, B,z €'y, a,y €I, and d,d" € I',. We denote its
quotient map by ¢+ : G/n* - Gy, the equivalence relation class of pé}c,pmc

by B . and the equivalence relation class of pdapg,l’a by ag g in Gyx.
It is easy to verify that for every 1 <a,b < ny»
/Bc’,c’ = /Bc’,cﬂc,c’ = 17 Qgd.d = Qg dQd,d' = 17
Bc”,c’ﬂc’,c = Bc”,c and Qqr dQgr qr = Qgr d
for every integers c,c’,c’ €1,, and d,d’,d" € T',,.
Proposition 2.3. Let M = M°(G,n,m;P) be a finite reqular Rees matrix

semigroup with the sandwich matrix P. If M is not CS-diagonal, then
M/n* ={60}. Otherwise M [n* = MO(Gn*,nn*,nn*;Inn* ).

Proof. First suppose that M is nilpotent. Then n =m and
M= MG, n,n; 1),

where I, denotes the identity n-by-n matrix [[6], Lemma 2.1]. Since M
is nilpotent then Lemma follows that M = M/n* and thus M/n* =
MO(G,n,n; 1,).

Suppose that M is not nilpotent. If p;; and p;; are non zero and j # j’
for some 1<i<n and 1<j7,j <m, then

(p]_jﬂ Z?]) = )\2((])]_7171,]), (p]_’l,w iaj’)a 17 1)7
(pjistsd") = p2((P358.9), (p5334,57), 1, 1)
and thus (p;%, i,7)n2 (p;-,%i; i,5"). Let 1 <4’ <nsuch that pjs i = 6 and p; i # 6.
Since the relation n* is congruence, by (p;-;;i, J)me (p;,%i;i, i,
(71, 0) 54wy 1 s e (P54, 3" ) (07 apsasd 5)
and thus (1;4,7)n*60. Hence for every 1 <a<n,1<b<m and g € G, we have
(g:0,0) = (gpjriza.4") (153,7) (5433, 0)0" 0.
Therefore M /n* ={0}.
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Now suppose that M is CS-diagonal. We define the relation x on M as
follows:
0r0

and for every integers 1 < a,b < n,x, integers ¢,c’ €, d,d" €I’y and g € G,

(i, A)R(Ber e ar ai ¢, d') if and only if ¢+ (g) = ¢y (g").

We claim that the relation « is congruence.

Suppose that (g;c,d) is a non zero element of M. Then there exist in-
tegers 1 < a,b < n,« such that ¢ € I, and d € I'y. Since foc = agq = 1,
(g;¢,d)K(Be.cgaq a;c,d). Then (g;¢,d)k(g;c,d) and thus & is reflexive.

Now suppose that (g;c,d)r(g";c’,d"). Then there exist integers 1 < a,b <
ny+ such that ¢, ¢’ €1, d,d €I’y and

¢n* (g,) = /Bcﬂc(bn* (g)ad’,d-
Then
O (9) = Barictn (9 )0 = B by (9 )araar
and thus (¢';c,d" )k(g;c,d). Therefore the relation x is symmetric.
If (g;¢,d)k(g’;c,d") and (¢';¢,d")k(g";c”,d") then there exist integers
1 <a,b<ny, such that ¢, " €1, d,d’,d" €Ty,
¢7]* (g,) = Bc’,cﬁbn* (g)ad’,d
and
¢77* (g”) = /8011701(2577* (g,)adll7dl,
Then
b (9") = Ber et Ber e (9)ar atvar ar = Ber by (9)
and thus (g;¢,d)k(g”;c",d"). Therefore the relation  is transitive.

Then the relation x is an equivalence relation. Now we investigate that s
is congruence. Suppose that (g;¢,d)x(g’;c,d") and (g";¢",d") € M. Then
there exist integers 1 < a,b < n,» such that ¢,c’ €I, d,d" €I’ and

¢n* (g,) = /Bcﬁc(bn* (g)ad’,d-
If d" ¢ T’y then (g”;c",d")(g;e,d) = (¢";¢",d")(g';¢',d") = 6. Otherwise
d" e H,a- Since ¢?7* (g,) = Bc’,c¢n* (g)ad',dy

¢7]* (g/) = ¢n* (pg’l’,c’)(lsn* (pd”,c)¢n* (g)ad’,d

and thus
b (9" parerg') = b (9" Par c9) i a-
Then
(9" par cg:c”,d)k(g" par rg's " d').
Hence
(¢";",d")(g;e,d)r(g"; ", d") (g5, d).
Similarly

(gic,d)(g";¢",d")r(g's ¢, d ) (g"; ", d").
Therefore the relation s is congruence.
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Let 4, and ig* are the smallest integers of I; are I';, respectively for
every 1 < i < ny«. We claim that M/k = MO(GU*,nn*,nn*;P’) with P’
[p;j] is a n,+ x n,« matrix such that if ¢ # j, then p;j = 0 otherwise p;j
Pit e for every 1 <i,j < n,~. We define the homomorphism ¢ : M/x —

MO(GU*,nn*,nn*;P'), as

¢(0) =90,
¢((g; c, d)) = (Ban* ,c¢7]* (g)ab;* s Am* b;]* )

such that cel,, del’, for every (g;c,d) € M/k.
First we prove that ¢ is well-defined. Suppose that (g;c,d)k(g’;c’,d").
Then there exist integers 1 < a,b < n,« such that ¢,c’ €1, d,d’ €I’y and

¢n* (g,) = /Bcﬂc(bn* (g)ad’,d-
Then
/Ba,]*,c’(ﬁn* (g/)ab;*,d’ = /Ba,]*,c’ﬁc’,c(lsn* (g)ad’,dab;*,dﬁ
and thus
ﬁan*,c’ﬁbn* (g,)ab;}*,d’ = ﬁan* ,c@bn* (g)ab;*,d-
Therefore ¢((g;c¢,d)) = ¢((g';¢',d")). Then ¢ is well-defined.
Now suppose that g,¢' € G, cel,, del’,, ¢’ €1, and d’ €I'y. Hence
o((g;¢,d)(g"s',d")) = d((gpa,wg'sc,d)) =
(Ba, s P (gpd,cfgl)ab;* &7 Qe e ).
Since
¢77* (g)ae;* ,d¢n* (pe;’,r JEp )567]* ,c’¢77* (g/) =
b (9Pd.c, . p;j* ey Pel e P, Pacd);
the last statement is equal to
(/Ban* ,c¢n* (.9)04@;7,r ,d¢n* (pe;* et )/Ben* ,c’¢n* (g,)ab;* 75 Qop* s bg* ) =
(5%* ,c@bn* (g)ae;]* ,d> Qm* 6;7* )(56,0* ,c’¢n* (gl)O‘b;},r ,d75 En* b;;* ) =
o((g;¢,d))¢((g'5¢,d)).
Therefore ¢ is a homomorphism.
If ¢((g;c,d)) = ¢((¢';¢',d’)), then there exist 1 < a,b < ny,« such that
e, el,, d,d €T’y and
(5%* P (Q)Oéb;’* (> Qs bg* ) = (5%* & O (Ql)ab;,* ' At b;* )-
Hence
/Ban*,c¢n* (g)ab;*,d = /Ban*,c’qsn* (g,)ab;*,d’
and thus
¢77* (g) = ﬁ;nl* ,cﬁan* ,c’¢17* (g,)ab;* ,d’al;;lwd = ﬁc,c’gbn* (g,)ad,d’-

Then (g;¢,d)k(g";¢’,d") and thus ¢ is one to one.
Obviously ¢ is onto. Therefore ¢ is isomorphism.
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Therefore M [k = MO(Gn* , M+, N3 P') and it is easy to verify that M /k =
MO(GU*,nn*,nn*;Inn* ).

Since the group G/n* is nilpotent, the quotient group G, is nilpotent
and by [[6], Lemma 2.1], M/k is nilpotent and thus Lemma 2.2 follows that
n* CK.

Suppose that ¢,c¢’ €I, and d,d’ € I', for integers 1 < a,b < n,+. Let integers
e,e' €'y and f, f' €T,. Thus

(pays £ d)n2(pg' s f,d) and (p3' e, € )na(pat i ).
Since the relation n* is congruence,
(g:¢,d)(pg’y; £, d)n* (gie.d)(py! 3 f,d') and

(perei ¢, € ) (gpapat pic,d ) (02t i c' ') (gpa spar gic,d')
and thus

(g:¢:d)n* (gpa,rpa 3¢, d’) and (gpa,rpat i, dIn* (Dat wper.cgpa gt pi ', d')

for every g € G. However, as n* is transitive,

(g:¢: )" (Pt wper cgpa, g i d')
for every g € G.
Now suppose that (h;7,t)x(h';7’,t"). Then there exist integers 1< 0,p <
ny« such that r,7" € I,, ¢,t" € I'y, and ¢y« (h') = By ydyr () 4. Then there
exist integers w € I,, v € I', such that h'n*p;;,pv7rhpt,wp;}w and hence

(W57 Y0 (D Dot hprwpy' i ', ).
Now, by above (h;r,t)n* (p;’lt,pv,thpuwpiw;r’,t') and thus
(hsr,t)n™ (5", 1),

Hence k ¢ n*.
Therefore M /n* = MO(GW*,nn*,nn*;Inn*) and the result follows. O

The following result can be seen as an immediate corollary of Proposi-

tion 231

Corollary 2.4. Let M = M(G,n,m; P) be a finite completely simple semi-
group with the sandwich matriz P. Then M [n* = Gyx.

Now we recall some definitions (see for example [3] and [5]).

Suppose S is a semigroup such that S = U{S, | @ € Q}, a disjoint union of
subsemigroups S, and such that for every pair of elements «, 8 € {2 we have
SaSg € S, for some v € ). One then has a product in € defined by a3 = if
SaSg € S, and one says that S is the union of the band (2 of semigroups S,,
with a € Q. If ) is commutative, then one obtains a partial order relation <
on ) with 8 <« if af = . In this case (1 is a semilattice and one says that
S is the semilattice €2 of semigroups S,.

A semigroup S is a completely regular semigroup in which every element is
in some subgroup of the semigroup. Therefore every H-class in .S is a group.
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One important class of completely regular semigroups, namely the class of
completely simple semigroups. Completely O-simple semigroups are not in
general completely regular, since not every H-class in such a semigroup is
a group. If S is completely simple then S is completely regular and simple.
Now suppose that S is a completely regular semigroup. The green relation
J is a congruence and we denote the semilattice S/J by Y. For each a €Y,
Sy is a J-class of S and is a completely simple subsemigroup. Thus S is
the disjoint union of the completely simple semigroups and the congruence
property of J gives us that 5,5, € Sup. We say that S is a semilattice of
completely simple semigroups. A Clifford semigroup is a semigroup that is
both an inverse semigroup and a completely regular semigroup.

The following lemma is the preliminary result toward the identification
of the n*-quotient of completely regular semigroups.

Lemma 2.5. Let S be a semilattice of completely simple semigroups M; =
M(Gi,ni,m;; Py), for 1 <i<n. Then there exist the groups G. such that G/,
s a quotient group of the group Gin* , for1<i<n and S/n* is the semilattice
of them.

Proof. Suppose that an*b. Then there exist elements a1, ...,ag,b1,...,b5 €S
such that a = ay...ag, b="by1...b; and agnby, for 1 < q < k. As agnby, there

exist integers ng, q1,...,qn, and elements c;0,¢q1,---,Cqn, in S such that
QAq = Cq,07q1Cq,15 Cq,1Mq2Cq,25 - -5 Cqng-1Tlgny Cang = by
. . . 1
for 1 < q < k. Since cgp-17q,¢q,p, there exist elements dgp1,...,dgpg, in S
such that
Cqp-1 = Agy(Cqp-1:Cqpr dgp 1, - -1 dg,p,q,) and
Cap = Pap(Cap-1:Capsdap1s-- - dapa,)

for every 1 <g<kand 1<p<n,.
Suppose that = € M;, y € M;, 1 <4,j <n and zn,y, for some z,y € S.

Then there exists a positive integer m and elements wq, wo, . .., Wy, € S* such
that = = )\m($7y7w17w27"' 7wm)7 Yy = pm(x7y7w17w27"' 7wm)- Since S is
semilattice of M; for 1 < ¢ < n, there exists 1 < iq,...,%,s < n such that

m/ <m and ¢ =4ji1 ... %, and j =ijiy ... 0. Then i =j.

Now by above, there exists an integer 1 < i, <n such that ag,by € M;, for
every 1 < g <k. Again as S is semilattice of M; for 1 <7 < n, there exists an
integer 1 < g <n such that a,b e M,.

As every M; is a completely simple semigroup, for 1 < i < n, by Corol-
lary 241 M;/n* =G; ..

Finally as above results, there exist the groups G} such that G} is a

quotient group of the group Gin* for 1 <i<n and S/n* = Ui<icn G- O

In [8], Jespers and the author investigated the upper non-nilpotent graph
Ny of a finite semigroup S. Recall that the vertices of Ng are the elements
of S and there is an edge between = and y if the subsemigroup generated
by x and y, denoted by (x,y), is not nilpotent. Now, let S;, with 1 < i <
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n, denote the connected Ng-components. If |S;| > 1, for each 1 < i < n,
and if each connected Ng-component is complete then each connected Ns-
component is a completely simple semigroup with the trivial maximal group
and the semigroup S is a semilattice Q = {1,...,n} of its Ng-components
([8) Theorem 3.7]). In the view of Lemma 2.5] it follows that S/n* = Q.

The following theorem can be seen as an immediate result of the Lemmal[2.5]

Theorem 2.6. Let S be a completely reqular finite semigroup. Then S/n*
is a Clifford semigroup.

3. AN APPROACH TO 1" THROUGH PRINCIPAL SERIES

Every finite semigroup admits at least one principal series. In this section
we suppose that S is a finite semigroup with the principal series:

S=512>285,>...205,25,,1 =92.

That is, each S is an ideal of S' and there is no ideal of S strictly between .S,
and Sp41 (for convenience we call the empty set an ideal of S). Each principal
factor S,/Sp+1(1 < p < 0) of S is either completely O-simple, completely
simple or null. Every completely 0-simple factor semigroup is isomorphic
with a regular Rees matrix semigroup over a finite group G.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that S,/Sp+1 is a non-null principal factor of S and
has an element a such that a nf* 6. Then there exists an integers p < p' <o
such that the principal factor Sy [Syi1 satisfies the following properties:

(1) For every x € Sy \ Sp1 there exists an element y € Sy \ Spri1 such
that xn™y.

(2) For every z € Sy N Spi1 U Sy N Spri1 and 2’ € Spriq, znff 2.

(3) The principal factor Sy [Spys1 is a CS-diagonal reqular Rees matrix
semigroup.

(4) If (g5, 8),(g";7,A) € Sp~ Sps1 = MO(G,n,m; P) such that P8y *
0 and (h;i,j), (W ;k,0) € Sy~ Spa1 = MO(H,n',m';Q) such that
(g;0, B)n* (h;i,5) and (¢';v,\)n* (W'; k1) then kel and j €T, for
some 1 <7 <n/ps.

Proof. Since S,/Sp+1 is not null, Sp/Sp41 is completely simple or completely
O-simple. If S,/Sp.1 is completely simple, then trivially the results is easy
to verify. Then we suppose that S,/Sps1 = MY(G,n,m; P) is a completely
0-simple and x € S, \ Sp11. We denote M°(G,n,m; P) by M.

Let p" be the biggest integer that there exists an element b € Sy \ Sp4q
such that an*b.

Since a,x € M, there exist integers 1 < a,y <n,1 <5, A <m and elements
g,h € G such that a = (g;, 8) and = = (h;7,\). Also since M is regular, for
every 1 <l <m and 1 < r < n there exist integers 1 <I'’ <nand 1 <r’' <m
such that p;;r,pyr . # 0.

Let A = (hg™'pyt 7, @), A = (gh™'py! s009"), B = (956", A) and
B’ = (p;’l)\,;)\',ﬁ). Since Sy is an ideal, AbB € Sy. If AbB € Sy, then
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A'AbBB' € Sy.1. Since a = A’AaBB’, an* A’ AbBB', a contradiction with
the assumption. Therefore AbB € Sy~ Spri1. Since (h;y,\) = AaB, xzn* AbB
and as x is taken as an arbitrary element of S, \ S,.1, for every element of
c € Sp N Spi1 there exists an element of d € Spr \ Sp41 such that en*d. In a
similar way as above p’ is the biggest integer that there exists an element
e € Spr \ Spryq such that en”e.

Suppose that S,//Sp+1 is null. Let (1;a,a") € M. By above, there exists
an element v € Sy \ Sy such that (1;a,0¢")n*v. Since Sp/Spy1 is null,
vv € Spry1 and thus (1;a,a")(1;a,a") in the n*-class of an element of Sp.1,
a contradiction. Therefore S,/Sp.1 is not null.

If there exist elements z € Sy \ Sy and 2’ € Sp,q such that zn*2/,
then, in a similar way as above, a in the n*-class of an element of Sy .1,
a contradiction with the assumption. Then for every z € Sy \ Sp41 and
2" € Sy, 2t 2.

Now suppose that Sp/Sp.1 is completely O-simple. Then there exists
a completely O-simple semigroup MY(H,n',m’;Q) such that S,//Sy.1 is
isomorphic with it. We denote M°(H,n',m’;Q) by M.

If g;; and gjs; are non zero and j # j' for 1 <i<n'and 1<j,j" <m/, then

(g5131,7) = A ((qji54.5), (a5331,47),1, 1),

(a50531,3") = p2((45451.9), (¢5744,4"), 1,1)
and thus (qﬁ;z’,j)ng(q]f%i;z’,j’). Suppose that there exists 1 < i’ < n’ such
that ¢; # = 6 and g # . Since the relation 7 is congruence,
(@5.036,9)(050005551" )2 (33,5 (05 00757 )
and thus (1;4, j)n* 6. Therefore (1;4,7) is in the n*-class an element of Spr.1,
a contradiction. Therefore M’ is CS-diagonal.

Suppose that (g;c,5),(¢’;7,\) € M such that pg, # 6 and elements
(h;i,5), (h';k,1) € M' such that (g;a,B)n*(h;i,5) and (g';y, \)n*(h's k,1).
Since (g;,B8)(g";7,\) # 0, we get that (h;i,7)(h';k,1) # 6 and thus k € I,
and j €I, for some 1 <7 <n'pe.

If Sy /Sp+1 is completely simple, then Sy /Sy 41, trivially is CS-diagonal
and the last result is easy to verify. O

The following result can be seen as an immediate corollary of Lemma Bl

Corollary 3.2. Suppose that S,/Sp+1 is a non-null principal factor of S.
The following properties hold.

(1) If the principal factor Sp/Sp1 is not CS-diagonal, then the subset
Sp\Spe1 s in the class of 0 of n* or in the n*-class of some principal
factor Sy/Sq+1 such that g > p.

(2) If there exists an element a € SyN\Sp.1 such that an*, then the subset
Sp N\ Sps1 is in the class of 0 of n*.

(3) If every principal factor Sq/Sgs1 of S such that g > p is null or is
not CS-diagonal, then the subset Sy~ Sp41 is in the class of 0 of n*.
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For every principal factor S,/Sp+1 of a finite semigroup S that it is not
null, we say a principal factor Sp/Spr1 is the n*-root of S,/Sp1 if it satisfies
the properties of Lemma [B.Jl If there exists an element a € S, \ Sp,1 such
that an*6, then we say that 6 is the n*-root of S,/Sp+1. If 6 is the n*-root
of Sp/Sp+1, by Corollary B.2] the subset S, \ Sp41 is in the class of 6 of n*.

Suppose that S,/Sp,.1 isomorphic with a regular Rees matrix semigroup
MY (G,n,m;P) and Spr N Spr41 isomorphic with a regular Rees matrix semi-
group MO(H,n',m’; Q). We define two functions

(2577* : {1,... ,n} - {Hl,... ’H"’n*}
and

(ﬁ;]* : {1,... ,m} d {]1,1,... ’]I,"’n*}
such that if (g; o, B)n*(h;4,5) for (g;a,8) € MY(G,n,m;P) and (h;i,j) €
MO (H,n',m';Q), then

¢y () =L and ¢y (8) =T’y

if t €I, and j € I'y for some 1 <r,s <n'p+. By Lemma BIl(1) and B.I1(4)
¢p+ and qb;]* are function.

Jespers and the author [9] have defined a minimal non-nilpotent repre-
sentation of S when S has a proper inverse Rees matrix semigroup ideal. In
this paper, we extend this definition to the following case.

Suppose that S has a proper CS-diagonal ideal M = M%(G, m,n; P) such
that

M|n* = MO(Gn*,nn*,nn*;Inn* ).
We define the representation (a semigroup homomorphism)
S — T, oo}

where T denotes the full transformation semigroup 7-{17___7nn*}u{9} on the set
{1,...,n,+} u{#}. The definition is as follows, for 1 <i <n,+ and s€ S,

/

i" if s(g;,B8) = (¢';0,B) for some g,¢' € G, ael;,a’ €Ly,
L(s)(i) = 1<B<m
0 otherwise

and

L'(s)(0) =6.
The representation I' is called the minimal non-nilpotent representation of
S.

We prove that I'(s) is well-defined for every s € S. Suppose that s(g;a, 8) =
(¢';a/,B) for some g, € G, a € I;;a’ € Iy,1 < B < m and s(h;y,\) =
(R;4",X) for some h,h' € G, v € I;,7 € I;n,1 < X\ <m. Let x € T'y.
As (L;a,6)(¢";0',8) # 6, (1;a,k)s # 0 and thus (1;a,k)s = (k;a, k") for
some k € G and k' € I';. Now as v € I;, (1;,k)s(h;y,\) # 6 and thus
(1;a,6) (R 59", ) # 6. Therefore v/ € I;; and i’ =1i".

We also claim that for s € S the map I'(s) restricted to the domain
S\T(s)71(#) is injective. Indeed, suppose I'(s)(i1) = T'(s)(iz) = i for 1 <
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i1,12,7 < ny+. Then s(g;a,B) = (¢';¢/,8) for some g,¢" € G, a € I;;,a’ €
L;,1 < 8 < m and s(h;y,\) = (h';9',A) for some h,h' € G, v € I;,,7" €
L,1<A<m. Let k el;. As (L, 6)(g";0/,8) # 6, (1;,k)s # 0 and thus
(1;,K)8 = (k;a, k") for some k € G and k" € I';,. Now as (1;a,k)(h';7/,\) #
0, (1;a,k)s(h;y,A) # 0 and thus (k; o, &) (h;y,A) # 6. Therefore v € I;, and
thus ’L'1 = ig.

For every s € S, I'(s) can be written as a product of orbits of the form
(41,12, ... ,4) or of the form (iy,42,...,ix,0), where 1 <iq,... i, <ny. The
notation for the latter orbit means that I'(s)(4;) = ij4q for 1 < j <k -1,
I'(s)(ix) = 6, T'(s)(f) = 0 and there does not exist 1 < r < n,« such that
I'(s)(r) = i1. The convention, it is not written orbits of the form (7,0) in
the decomposition of I'(s) if I'(s) (i) = @ and I'(s)(j) # 4 for every 1 < j < nyp»
(this is the reason for writing orbits of length one). If T'(s)(i) = 0 for every
1 <@ <y, then it simply is denoted I'(s) as 6.

If T'(s)(i1) = ¢} and I'(s)(42) = 45, then it will be shown by

[...,il,ill,...,ig,ié,...] EP(S).

Theorem 3.3. Let p be an integer less or equal to o such that the principal
factor S/ Sp41 is CS-diagonal, Sp/Sp1 2 MO(G,n,m; P) and (S,/Sps1)/n* =
MO(GW*,nn*,nn*;Inn*). If there exist integers ki,ko, ks and ky between 1
and ng+ and vi,v2 € S\ Spi1 which ky # k3 and

[ ,kl,]{ig,...,]{ig,]{?4,...] EF(Ul),[... ,]{Tl,k4,...,]€3,k2,...] EF(’UQ)
where the representation I' is a minimal non-nilpotent representation of
S/Sp+1, then one of the following properties hold:

(1) The n*-root Sy [Sp+1 of the principal factor S,/Sps1 is such that

P % e and b (k) = by (k). b (k2) = G (k).
(2) The n*-root of the principal factor Sp/Sp.1 is 6.

Proof. First suppose that there exists an element a € S, \ Sp1 such that
an*@. Then by Corollary B:21(2), 6 is the n*-root of S,/Sp+1.

Now suppose that there exists an element a € S, \ Sp.1 such that a n* 6.
Then by Lemma [BT1(1), S,/Sp+1 has a n*-root Sp/Sp.1. Let z = (1;a3,a2)
and y = (1;a1,a4) such that ay € Iy, a3 € Iy, a2 € I'y, and aq € I',. Since

P(‘T) = )‘Q(F(x)7P(y)ar(vl)ar(UQ))a

() = pa(D(@),D(y),D(01). T ()
and since n,« x n,« and G x G are finite, there exist positive integers ¢ and
r such that ¢t <r and

()‘t(x7y7'0171)27vl7v27 e ’)7pt(x7y71)17v271)171)27 c ))
= (M(z,y,01,02,01,02,...), pr (@, 4,01, 02,01, 02, . ..)).

Put w = A\(z,y,v1,02,v1,02,...), 2 = pt(T,y,v1,02,01,02,...) and m =1 -
t. Then w = A\p(w,z,v1,v2,v1,02,...) # 2 = pp(w,z,v1,v2,v1,02,...) Or
w = Ay (w, 2,09,01,02,01,...) # 2 = pm(w, z,v2,v1,v2,v1,...) and thus wn*z.
Since x = (1;a3,a2) and y = (1;a1,a4), there exist elements g,¢" € G, by €
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I, b3 € Iy, b2 € I'y, and by € I'y, such that w = (g;b3,b2) and z = (¢';b1,b4)
or w=(g;b3,by) and z = (¢’;b1,b2).

We suppose that w = (g;bs,b2) and z = (¢’;b1,b4). Let b5 € I'y,. Since the
relation n* is congruence,

(97"501,b5) (9503, b2)n" (97" 51, b5) (95 b1, ba)..

As (97"5b1,05)(9';b1,04) ¢ Sp/Spe1 and (py, 3 01,b2)n* (971501, 05) (g'5 b1, ba),
p#p.

Now by Lemma[3.J(1), there exist elements aq, g € Sy \ Spriq such that
(g71;b1,b5)n* 1 and (g';b1,b4)n" 2. Since

(Pog s b1, b2) = (97" b1, b5) (g3 b3, b2) # 6

and (py, by; b1, b2)n" 1z, gpe(b1) = gy« (bs). Similarly ¢y« (b2) = gy« (ba).
If w=(g;b3,b4) and z = (¢g’;b1,b2), in the similar way, the result follows.
O

Corollary 3.4. Let S = M°(G,n,m; P)uT be a finite semigroup that is the
union of the ideal M = M°(G,n,m; P) and the subsemigroup T. If the ideal
M is CS-diagonal, M [n* = MO(GW*,nn*,nn*;Inn*) and there exist integers
k1,ko, k3 and ky between 1 and n,~ and vi,vs € T which ki # k3 and
[...,k?l,kg,...,kfg,k4,...] EF(’Ul),[... ,k‘l,k‘4,... ,k‘g,k‘Q,...] EF(UQ),
then 0 is the n*-root of the subsemigroup M.
Proof. This follows at once from Theorem [3.31 O
Note that if a principal factor S,/Sp.1 of a finite semigroup S is CS-
diagonal, (S,/Sp+1)/n* 2 MO(Gyp npe, nyp; I, .) and there exist integers
k1,kz, k3 and k4 between 1 and n,+ and vi,v2 € S\ Sp41 such that
[...,kl,kg,...,kg,k4,...] EP(’Ul),[... Sk, kg, ... ,kg,kg,...] EF('UQ),

then in general the subset S, \ S,.1 is not in the class of 6 of n*.
For example, let S be a finite semigroup with principal series:

S=5125,2558325405=0

SZ/SJ = MU({I}’ {Z*Jk’l} {i,j,k‘,l}; 4

S1/S2 = {v1,v2}

S3/S4 = MO({I}r {avb}7{a7b};12

whose principal factors are as follows:
Sy = {9}7 53/‘94 = MO({1}7 {av b}v {a7 b}7 I )7
S/ 83 = MO({1}, (i, 4, k, U}, {4, 4, k, U1} 1)
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and a null principal factor S;/Sy = {v1,v2}. As the maximal groups of
My = MY({1},{a,b},{a,b};I5) and My = MO({1},{4,5,k,1},{i,j,k,1};I4)
are trivial, we write the elements of My as («, 3) for a, 3 € {a,b} and those
of My as [«, 8] for o, B € {i,j,k,1}. Let the function ¢ : {3, j, k,l} — {a,b} be
given by ¢(i) = ¢(j) = a,¢(k) = ¢(I) = b. We impose the following relations
on S:

e for every «, 3 €{a,b} and v, A € {i,7,k,l},

(a, B)[7, Al = (a, B)(@(7), ¢(A)),

[, M, B) = (6(7), 6(A)) (e, B),
e for every «, 8,7, € {i,7,k, 1} if B+,

[, B][7: A] = (6(), 6(B))(@(7), p(N)),
e for every (€ {a,b},
fuf = V1Vg = VgV = v% =0,

’Ul(a75) = U2(a75) = (bvﬁ)vvl(b75) = U2(b7ﬁ) = 97
(B,a)v1 = (B,a)v2 =0,(B,b)v1 = (B,b)va = (B,a),
o for every a€ {i,5,k,l}, fe{k,1} and v € {i,]},
Ul[i7a] = [laa]7vl [j,Oé] = [k,a],?}l [,B,Oé] = 07
Ugl:’i,()é] = [k’,Oé],’UQl:j,Oé] = [l,Oé],’Ug[ﬂ,Oé] = 07
[aa k]?}l = [aaj]7 [aa l]’Ul = [aai]a [Oé,"}/]’l)l = 07
(o, Koz = [ i), [, ez = [, 5], [, 7)oz = 600

Since I"(v1) = (4,1,0)(j,k,0) and I'(v2) = (i,k,0)(4,1,0), [i,k]n"[j,1]
where the representation I is a minimal non-nilpotent representation of
S/Ss. Then [i,i][i,k]n*[i,i][4,1] = (a,b) and thus [i,k]n*(a,b). Similarly,
it is easy to verify that the n*-root of principal factor S2/Ss is the principal
factor S3/S4 and ¢y« (i) = ¢ (J) = a, P (k) = P (1) = D.

Then by Lemma [B1] follows that n*(S2 \ S3) € n* (S5~ S4). Since I'(vy) =
I'(v2) = (a,b,0), it is easy to verify that M°({1}, {a,b},{a,b}; L) U {vy,v2}
is nilpotent, where the representation I' is a minimal non-nilpotent repre-
sentation of S. The n*-classes of S are singletons except for the elements
[V, A], 7, A € {4,4,k,l} and @ which constitutes a class.

Note that the elements v; and vy satisfy the condition of Theorem [3.3] of
the principal factor S9/Ss, but S \ S5 is not in the class of 6.

Open Problem. Does there exist a finite semigroup S such that it has
a CS-diagonal principal factor S,/Sp+1 that

(Sp/Serl)/??* = MO(GW* 5 ot 5 Thp* 35 Inn* )
with the following properties:

" order to check the associativity law for the constructed example, we used software
developed in C++.
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(1) The principal factor S,/Sp+1 has a n*-root principal factor Sy /Spri1
such that p £ p'.

(2) There do not exist exist integers ki, ko, k3 and k4 between 1 and n,
with k1 # k3 and vq,v2 € '\ Sp41 which

[...,k?l,kg,...,kfg,k4,...] EF(’Ul),[...,k‘l,k‘4,...,k‘3,k‘2,...]EF(UQ),

that the representation I' is a minimal non-nilpotent representation
of S/Sps1.

We recall that a semigroup S is semisimple, if every principal factor of .S is
O-simple or simple ([3]). If the answer to the above open problem is negative,
then every n*-root principal factor Sy,/Sp+1 of a finite semisimple semigroup
S, is a CS-diagonal and such that (S,/Sp1)/n" = MO(Gn*’”n*v”n*?Inn*)
and there do not exist exist integers ki, k2, k3 and k4 between 1 and n,» with

k1 # k3 and v1,v2 € S\ Sp41 which
[...,kl,kig,...,kig,k?4,...] EF(Ul),[...,kfl,k‘4,...,k73,k‘2,...] EF(’UQ)

where the representation I' is a minimal non-nilpotent representation of
S/Sp.

If a finite semigroup S is semisimple, then the classes of S/n* are {6}
(if S has #) and the n*-classes of n*-root principal factors of S. Using
Proposition 2-3] can be seen as a result consequence.

Recall that a semigroup is called a block group if each element has at
most one inverse (for example [12]). For instance, an inverse semigroup is
the same thing as a regular block group. The collection of all finite block
groups whose subgroup are nilpotent is a pseudovariety denoted BG,,;;. Also
we recall the pseudovariety

BI={S¢eS|S is block group and all subgroups of S are trivial}

where S is all finite semigroups. The following theorem can be seen as a
consequence of Proposition [2.3] and Lemma [3.1]

Theorem 3.5. Let S be a finite semigroup. The quotient S/n* is in the
pseudovariety BG;;.

Note that every finite inverse semigroup whose maximal subgroups are
nilpotent may not be nilpotent [8]. Recall the semigroup F7 in [7] which
is the disjoint union of the completely 0-simple semigroup M°({1},2,2;15)
and the cyclic group {1,u} of order 2:

Fr = M°({1},2,2; 1) u {1,u}.

The multiplication of F7 is defined by extending that of the defining sub-
semigroups via I'(1) = (1)(2) and I'(w) = (1,2). The semigroup F7 is inverse
but it is not nilpotent.

From Theorem it follows that the pseudovariety MIN is a subpseu-
dovariety of the pseudovariety BG,,;;.

In fact the collection of finite semigroup with empty upper non-nilpotent
graph is a pseudovariety. We denoted it by EUNNG.



18 M.H. SHAHZAMANIAN

Theorem 3.6. The collection EUNNG is a pseudovariety.

Proof. Suppose that the finite semigroup S has empty upper non-nilpotent
graph. If S is a subsemigroup of S and Ny is not empty, then there exist
elements a,b € S’ such that (a,b) is not nilpotent. As S’ ¢ S, a,b € S and
thus Ny is not empty, a contradiction.

Suppose that f: S — S’ is a onto homomorphism and Ny is not empty.
Then there exist elements a, b € S’ such that (a, b) is not nilpotent. Therefore
by Lemmal[2.1] there exists a positive integer m, distinct elements z,y € (a, b)

and elements wy,ws, . .., Wy, € (a,b)! such that = = A\, (z,y, w1, wa, ..., W),
Yy = pm (2,9, w1, wa, ..., wy,). Then for every integer t >0, we also have
" 1
€T = )‘tm(xyy7w1 g 7wtm)7
1 174
Y= Ptm($7y7w1 PR 7wtm)
that w{,...,wy, is repeating wsy,...,wy,, t times. Since f is onto, there

exists elements a’,b" € S such that f(a') = a, f(b') =b and thus f({(a’,d")) =
(f(a"), f(¥")) = (a,b). Then there exists elements z’,y" € (a’,b") and elements

wi,wh, ..., wh, € {a’ b') such that f(2') =z, f(3') =y, f(w]) = wy, f(wh) =
way ..., f(w],) = Wy. Then

f(.’L',) = )‘tm(f(x,)vf(y/)af(wi)af(wé)v .- 7f(w;n)7 : ’)7

f(y/) = ptm(f(x/)af(y,)af(wi)af(wé)v s 7f(w;n)7 . )
and thus
f(ﬂj‘,) = f(Atm(xlyy,7wivwév s 7w;n7' . ))7

/

f(y,) = f(ptm(xlaylvwiawév cees Wiy e ))
for every positive integer t. Since the upper non-nilpotent graph of S is
empty, (a’,b") is nilpotent and thus there exist a positive integer ¢ such that

!/ !/ !/ / ! !/ !/ ! !/ !/
A (2 Yy Wi, wh, o wy ) = e (2 Y Wy way L wy, ).

Then f(z') = f(y') and thus x =y, a contradiction.

Now suppose that the semigroup T has empty upper non-nilpotent graph.
If Ngxr is not empty, then there exist elements (a1, as), (b1,b2) € S xT such
that ((a1,a2), (b1,b2)) is not nilpotent. Therefore by Lemmal[2.1] there exists
a positive integer m, distinct elements (z1,x2), (y1,y2) € ((a1,a2),(b1,b2))
and elements (w1, w)), ..., (Wn,w),) € {(a1,az), (b1,b2))! such that

(@1,22) = A (21, 22), (Y1, y2), (w1, w1),.. ., (W, wy,)),

(y17y2) :pm((x17x2)7(y17y2)7(w17w1)7"'7(wm7w;n))‘
Therefore
X1 = )‘m(ajlaylwh e 7wm)7:1:2 = )\m($27y27w17 O 7w;n)7

Y1 = o1, Y1, w1, - wi) and Yo = pr (T2, Yo, WY, - W)
Now as (x1,22) # (y1,¥2), T1 # Y1 Or X2 # Y2, a contradiction with the upper
non-nilpotent graphs of S and 71" are empty. The result follows. O
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It is easy to verify that if the upper non-nilpotent graph of the subgroup
is empty, then the subgroup is nilpotent. Combining with [§, Lemma 2.5], it
follows that EUNNG is a subpseudovariety of BG,,;; and since M is also
a subpseudovariety of EUNNG, in particular MN is a subpseudovariety
of BG,,;;. Note that the pseudovarieties MIN and EUNNG are distinct
[8]. By [8, Theorem 2.6], EUNNG c PE. Also by [7, Corollary §|, a
finite semigroup S is positively Engel if and only if all its principal factors
are either null semigroups or inverse semigroups over nilpotent groups, and
S does not have an epimorphic image with F7 as a subsemigroup. Then
PE c BG,,;; and thus we have

MN c EUNNG c PE c BG,,;;.

It is easy to verify that BI ¢ PE ¢ BG,; but MN ¢ BI. Note that
BI ¢ MN [§].
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