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Abstract

It is a classical result that the direct product A×B of two groups is finitely generated (finitely
presented) if and only if A and B are both finitely generated (finitely presented). This is also
true for direct products of monoids, but not for semigroups. The typical (counter)example is
when A and B are both the additive semigroup P = {1, 2, 3, . . .} of positive integers. Here P

is freely generated by a single element, but P
2 is not finitely generated, and hence not finitely

presented. In this note we give an explicit presentation for P
2 in terms of the unique minimal

generating set; in fact, we do this more generally for P
K , the direct product of arbitrarily many

copies of P.
Keywords : Semigroups, presentations, direct products, integers.
MSC2020: 20M05, 20M14.

1 Introduction

Presentations (by generators and relations) are essential tools in algebra, and in many other parts
of mathematics and science. See for example [1, 8, 10]; the introduction to [4] contains many more
references, and a more detailed discussion. Similarly, methods for constructing new structures from
existing ones abound, including (semi)direct products, wreath products and various extensions. It
is therefore of considerable interest to know how presentations for such constructions behave. The
current note concerns direct products of semigroups, and the intriguing complication caused by the
lack of an identity element, as noted for example in [6, 14].

If groups A and B have presentations 〈X1 : R1〉 and 〈X2 : R2〉, then the direct product A × B
has presentation 〈X1 ∪X2 : R1 ∪ R2 ∪ R3〉, where R3 consists of all relations of the form xy = yx
with x ∈ X1 and y ∈ X2. See for example [7, 11]. Together with the fact that A and B are both
homomorphic images of A × B, it follows that A × B is finitely presented if and only if A and B
both are.

The previous paragraph is true for direct products of monoids as well [6,9], but not in general for
semigroups. The example often cited for this fact is when A and B are both taken to be the additive
semigroup of positive integers, P = {1, 2, 3, . . .}. Indeed, P is freely generated by 1, so has finite
(semigroup) presentation 〈x : ∅〉, yet P2 = P×P is not even finitely generated. To see this, note for
example that any element of P2 of the form (a, 1) cannot be written as a sum of two elements of P2,
and hence must be included in any generating set.

Thus, presentations for direct products of semigroups are far less ‘well-behaved’ as for groups
or monoids, and can even be somewhat ‘wild’. Nevertheless, a number of interesting results are
known [2, 12–14]. For example, in [14], necessary and sufficient conditions are given for a direct
product A×B of semigroups to be finitely generated/presented. These conditions of course include
finite generation/presentability of A and B, but more is required, including notions such as stability
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(whose definition we will not recall here). Presentations for direct products are also constructed
in [14] when these conditions are satisfied, but not in general. In [6], the general situation was
discussed with some pessimism, and the view was expressed that presentations for A×B (in general)
were likely to be ‘at least as complicated as the multiplication table’.

In light of this, it seems to be of considerable interest to investigate specific instances of non-
finitely-presented direct products of finitely-presented semigroups. Moreover, it seems especially
worthwhile to look at the case of P2, because of the clashing intuitions involved: on the one hand, P2

of course seems such a ‘tame’ semigroup; but on the other hand, it arguably has the maximum
possible degree of ‘wildness’, as discussed above.

The purpose of the current note, therefore, is to give an explicit presentation for P
2. In fact,

we prove a much more general result: Theorem 2.7 below gives a presentation for P
K , the direct

product of arbitrarily many copies of P. The special case of P2 is discussed in Remark 2.8.

Before we begin, we briefly note one additional strand of motivation for the current work.
When K is infinite, the semigroup P

K is of course uncountable. Presentations for uncountable
semigroups (or groups or monoids) are rarely discussed, as any generating set for such a semi-
group S must have the same cardinality as S itself. However, if there is a ‘canonical’ generating set
(or family of such sets), it does seem of value to understand presentations with respect to such a
set. This is certainly the case for P

K , as shown in Proposition 2.3 below.

We now take the opportunity to fix the notation we will be using for presentations. For more
background on semigroups, the reader is referred to a monograph such as [3] or [5]. The free
semigroup over a set X, denoted X+, consists of all non-empty words over X under concatenation.
Given a set R ⊆ X+×X+ of pairs of words, we denote by R♯ the congruence on X+ generated by R.
A semigroup S has presentation 〈X : R〉 if S ∼= X+/R♯, or equivalently if there is a surmorphism
(surjective homomorphism) X+ → S with kernel R♯. If φ is such a surmorphism, we say S has
presentation 〈X : R〉 via φ. The elements of X and R are referred to as generators and relations,
respectively, and a relation (u, v) ∈ R is typically displayed as an equation: u = v.

2 The presentation

We write P = {1, 2, 3, . . .} and N = {0, 1, 2, 3, . . .} for the sets of positive and non-negative integers,
respectively. So P is an additive semigroup, and N its monoid completion. We also fix an arbitrary
set K, and to avoid trivialities we assume that |K| ≥ 2. Formally, the direct product P

K consists of
all functions K → P, under point-wise addition. Such a function will be identified with a K-tuple
in the usual way.

We adopt the convention that the entries of a tuple from P
K are denoted by the same letter

as the tuple, so a = (ak)k∈K , b = (bk)k∈K , and so on. We also write 1 = (1)k∈K for the K-tuple
consisting entirely of 1s. Note that PK = 1+N

K , so that PK is a principle ideal of the monoid N
K .

We call a ∈ P
K an atom if there do not exist b, c ∈ P

K such that a = b+ c.

Lemma 2.1. An element a ∈ P
K is an atom if and only if ak = 1 for some k ∈ K.

Proof. If ak ≥ 2 for all k, then a − 1 ∈ P
K , and from a = (a − 1) + 1 it follows that a is not an

atom.

Conversely, if a = b+ c for some b, c ∈ P
K , then ak = bk + ck ≥ 2 for all k.

Atoms will play a crucial role in all that follows. We will write A for the set of all atoms of PK .

Because P is well ordered, we have a function µ : PK → P, defined for a ∈ P
K by

µ(a) = min
k∈K

ak.

Lemma 2.2. If a ∈ P
K , then a = m1+ b for unique m ∈ N and b ∈ A.
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Proof. To establish existence, put m = µ(a) − 1 and b = a − m1. Certainly a = m1 + b, and
since µ(a) ∈ P we have m ∈ N. By definition of µ(a), we have ak ≥ µ(a) = m+ 1 for all k, so each
bk = ak −m ≥ 1, which gives b ∈ P

K . Again by definition, we have ak = µ(a) = m+ 1 for some k,
so for this k we have bk = ak −m = 1, and it follows from Lemma 2.1 that b is an atom.

For uniqueness, suppose a = m1+ b = n1+ c for m,n ∈ N and b, c ∈ A. We must show that
m = n and b = c. Without loss of generality, we assume that m ≤ n. Now, b = (n − m)1 + c

with n − m ≥ 0, so since b is an atom it follows that n − m = 0, i.e. m = n. But then also
b = 01+ c = c.

The atoms of any semigroup are of course contained in any generating set for the semigroup.
Conversely, it follows directly from Lemma 2.2 that PK is generated by its atoms, so we have proved
the following:

Proposition 2.3. The set A of all atoms is the (unique) minimum generating set for P
K .

It is therefore very natural to look for a presentation for P
K in terms of the generating set A.

To avoid notational clashes, we define an abstract alphabet

X = {xa : a ∈ A},

in one-one correspondence with A. By Proposition 2.3, we have a surmorphism

φ : X+ → P
K : xa 7→ a.

Let R ⊆ X+ ×X+ denote the set of all relations of the form

xaxb = xm1 xc for a,b ∈ A, where m = µ(a+ b)− 1 and c = a+ b−m1. (2.4)

Remark 2.5. As in the proof of Lemma 2.2, we have m ∈ N (in fact, m ∈ P) and c ∈ A in (2.4),
so it follows that xm

1
xc is indeed a word over X.

A couple of special cases of (2.4) are worth noting. If a = 1, then since b is an atom, we
have m = 1 and c = b, so (2.4) merely says x1xb = x1xb in this case. When b = 1, (2.4) says
xax1 = x1xa.

Our goal now is to show that P
K has presentation 〈X : R〉 via φ. For the rest of the paper, we

write ∼ = R♯ for the congruence on X+ generated by R.

Lemma 2.6. For any word w ∈ X+ we have w ∼ xm
1
xa for some m ∈ N and a ∈ A.

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on the length k of w. If k = 1, then w = xa for some a ∈ A,
and we are done (with m = 0). Now suppose k ≥ 2, and write w = xa1

· · · xak
where a1, . . . ,ak ∈ A.

By induction we have xa1
· · · xak−1

∼ xn
1
xb for some n ∈ N and b ∈ A. Since b and ak are both

atoms, R contains a relation of the form xbxak
= xq

1
xa, for some q ∈ N and a ∈ A. But then

w = xa1
· · · xak−1

xak
∼ xn1xbxak

∼ xn1x
q
1
xa = xm1 xa,

where m = n+ q ∈ N.

We are now ready to prove our main result.

Theorem 2.7. The semigroup P
K has presentation 〈X : R〉 via φ.

Proof. We have already noted that φ is a surmorphism, so it remains to show that kerφ = R♯.

To show that R♯ ⊆ kerφ, we must show that φ preserves each relation from R. To do so, let
a,b ∈ A, and let m and c be as in (2.4). Then

φ(xm1 xc) = m1+ c = m1+ (a+ b−m1) = a+ b = φ(xaxb).
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For the reverse inclusion, let (u, v) ∈ kerφ, meaning that u, v ∈ X+ and φ(u) = φ(v). We must
show that u ∼ v. By Lemma 2.6 we have u ∼ xm

1
xa and v ∼ xn

1
xb for some m,n ∈ N and a,b ∈ A.

But then (using ∼ = R♯ ⊆ ker φ)

m1+ a = φ(xm1 xa) = φ(u) = φ(v) = φ(xn1xb) = n1+ b,

and it follows from Lemma 2.2 that m = n and a = b. Putting everything together, we now have

u ∼ xm1 xa = xn1xb ∼ v,

and the proof is complete.

Remark 2.8. To conclude, we consider the special case of P2 = {(a, b) : a, b ∈ P}. Here we have

A = {(a, 1) : a ∈ P} ∪ {(1, b) : b ∈ P}.

To simplify notation, we relabel the letters from X:

x = x(1,1), ya = x(a,1) and za = x(1,a) for a ≥ 2.

So now X = {x} ∪ {ya, za : a ≥ 2}. Keeping Remark 2.5 in mind, the relations from R become the
following, with a, b ≥ 2 in each relation:

xya = yax, xza = zax, yayb = xya+b−1, zazb = xza+b−1,

yazb = zbya =











xazb−a+1 if a < b

xa+1 if a = b

xbya−b+1 if a > b.

(Theorem 2.7 also holds when |K| = 1, where P
K = P. Here A = {1}, and denoting the

unique element of X by x, the only relation in R is the trivial xx = xx, so we obtain the usual
presentation 〈x : ∅〉 for P.)
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