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OPEN PROBLEMS ON RELATIONS OF NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS

ALESSIO MOSCARIELLO AND ALESSIO SAMMARTANO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we collect some open problems about minimal presentations of numerical semi-

groups and, more generally, about defining ideals and free resolutions of their semigroup rings and asso-

ciated graded rings. We emphasize both long-standing problems and more recent questions and develop-

ments.

INTRODUCTION

A classical goal of algebra is to study an object by means of generators and relations among the gen-

erators. In this paper, we consider this problem for some of the most elementary objects in mathematics:

numerical semigroups, i.e. (cofinite) additive submonoids Γ ⊆ N. Despite the apparent simplicity, this

topic is surprisingly rich, and ripe with interesting connections with various areas of mathematics, such

as combinatorics, number theory, algebraic geometry, and coding theory. Our point of view is mainly

that of commutative algebra, and some questions in this paper are inspired by this perspective.

The purpose of this paper is to highlight the richness of this area, by advertising some of the most

interesting open questions about relations of numerical semigroups.1 We interpret the term “relations” in

a broad sense. The primary object of interest is minimal presentations of a numerical semigroup Γ , that

is, minimal collections of relations among the generators of Γ . However, this is equivalent to studying the

generators of the toric ideal of the local semigroup ring kJΓK, or of the graded semigroup ring k[Γ ]. This

simple observation points to several natural and interesting generalizations, such as the investigation of

the higher syzygies of the semigroup rings, of the defining ideal of the associated graded ring gr(kJΓK),

or of more general 1-dimensional local rings.

A secondary aim of this paper is to emphasize the advantages brought by casting problems in the

framework of commutative algebra, in particular, in the framework of free resolutions. One is the uniform

treatment of several different invariants of a numerical semigroup Γ : for example, the number of minimal

relations and the type of Γ are respectively the first and last Betti numbers of the semigroup rings, while

the Frobenius number of Γ can be read from the degrees of the syzygies of k[Γ ]. Another advantage

is that conditions like being a symmetric or complete intersection numerical semigroup assume a clear

interpretation in terms of free resolutions. Finally, a main advantage of this approach is the access it

gives to a variety of tools developed in commutative algebra for the analysis of Hilbert functions, Betti

numbers, Hilbert schemes of points, etc.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 20M14; Secondary: 05E40, 11D07, 13F65, 14H20 .
1Some previous surveys on related topics are [B06, BGT02, GS20, S18].
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1. GENERALITIES

In this section, we fix the basic notation for this paper and introduce the main concepts related to

numerical semigroups and the various commutative rings associated to them. We refer to [RGS09] for

background on numerical semigroups, and to [E95, HH11] for commutative algebra notions.

Let N denote the set of non-negative integers. A numerical semigroup Γ ⊆N is a cofinite additive sub-

monoid of N. The cofiniteness condition is often unnecessary, since every non-zero additive submonoid

of N is isomorphic to a numerical semigroup. A numerical semigroup has a unique minimal set of gener-

ators g1 < g2 < · · ·< ge ∈ Γ , in this case we write Γ = 〈g1, . . . ,ge〉. The number e of minimal generators

is called the embedding dimension of Γ , denoted by edim(Γ). The smallest positive integer g1 belonging

to Γ is called the multiplicity of Γ , denoted by mult(Γ). An integer p ∈Z\Γ is called a pseudo-Frobenius

number of Γ if p+γ ∈ Γ for all γ ∈ Γ \ {0}. The set of pseudo-Frobenius numbers of Γ is finite, and

its cardinality is called the type of Γ , denoted by t(Γ). We have the inequalities edim(Γ) 6 mult(Γ) and

t(Γ) 6 mult(Γ) − 1. The largest pseudo-Frobenius number of Γ is called the Frobenius number of Γ ,

denoted by Frob(Γ).

There is a semigroup homomorphism ϕ :Ne →N defined by ϕ(a1, . . . ,ae) =
∑e

i=1aigi. The kernel

congruence of ϕ is ker(ϕ) = {(a,b) ∈ N
e×N

e | ϕ(a) = ϕ(b)}, and a minimal set of generators of the

congruence ker(ϕ) is called a minimal presentation of Γ . The cardinality of a minimal presentation of Γ

depends only on Γ (cf. [RGS09, Corollary 8.13]), we denote it by ρ(Γ) and refer to it informally as the

number of relations of Γ .

Let k be a field. We now describe various ways to associate a commutative k-algebra to a numerical

semigroup Γ . Each of them has its advantages and disadvantages, and can be used in different ways to

apply commutative algebra methods to obtain information on the semigroup.
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The graded semigroup ring is AΓ = k[Γ ] = k[τγ | γ ∈ Γ ] ⊆ k[τ], where τ is a variable. It is a 1-

dimensional positively graded Noetherian k-domain, where deg(τγ) = γ ∈N. In particular, it is Cohen-

Macaulay. Notice that AΓ is not a standard graded k-algebra unless Γ = N, since its algebra generators

have degrees greater than 1.

The local semigroup ring is RΓ = kJΓK = kJτγ | γ ∈ ΓK ⊆ kJτK, that is, the completion of AΓ with

respect to its homogeneous maximal ideal. It is a 1-dimensional Noetherian local domain, and it is

Cohen-Macaulay. Its multiplicity as a local ring coincides with mult(Γ). For most purposes, one could

consider instead the localization of AΓ at its homogeneous maximal ideal.

The associated graded ring of RΓ is GΓ = gr(RΓ ) =
⊕

i>0m
i/mi+1, where m denotes the maximal

ideal of RΓ . It is a 1-dimensional standard graded Noetherian k-algebra. However, it is not a domain

unless Γ = N, and often it is not even Cohen-Macaulay. In all three cases AΓ ,RΓ ,GΓ , the embedding

dimension of the ring, i.e. the number of generators of the maximal ideal, coincides with edim(Γ).

Let R be any Noetherian local (respectively, positively graded) k-algebra. A minimal regular presen-

tation of R is a surjective local (respectively, graded) k-algebra homomorphism S→ R such that S is a

regular local ring (respectively, a graded polynomial ring over k) and such that edim(R) = edim(S). The

Betti numbers of R over S are the integers bi(R) = dimk TorSi (R,k). They are the ranks of the free mod-

ules in a minimal free resolution of R as S-module. The notation is justified, since they are independent

of the choice of a minimal regular presentation. We have b0(R) = 1, whereas b1(R) is the number of

generators of the defining ideal of R, that is, the kernel of the presentation S→ R. Moreover,

(1)
∑

i>0

(−1)ibi(R) = 0.

If R is graded, then we can also consider the graded Betti numbers of R over S, defined as bi,j(R) =

dimk[TorSi (R,k)]j. Here, the notation [V ]j indicates the graded component of degree j of a graded vector

space V . The integer bi,j(R) counts the number of ith syzygies of degree j, that is, the number of

elements of degree j in a basis of the ith free module in a minimal graded free resolution of R over S.

Clearly, we have
∑

jbi,j(R) = bi(R) and, thus, the Betti numbers bi(R) are sometimes called the total

Betti numbers, to avoid confusion with the graded ones.

Let Γ be a numerical semigroup. We have bi(AΓ ) = bi(RΓ ) 6 bi(GΓ ) for all i. Moreover, we have

b0(AΓ ) = 1,b1(AΓ ) = ρ(Γ),be−1(AΓ ) = t(Γ), and bi(AΓ ) 6= 0 if and only if 0 6 i6 e−1. On the other

hand, we have bi(GΓ ) = 0 if i > e, and be(GΓ ) = 0 if and only if GΓ is Cohen-Macaulay.

The Betti numbers (graded or total) of AΓ can be computed in terms of homology groups of certain

simplicial complexes associated to Γ , cf. [BH97, CM91]. It follows from [BH97, Theorem 2.1] that,

in general, they depend on the characteristic of the ground field. (Observe that the first and last Betti

numbers do not depend on the characteristic, as they can be read off from combinatorial data of Γ .) It is

unknown whether a simplicial description exists for the associated graded ring.

Problem 1. Let Γ be a numerical semigroup. Is it possible to compute the Betti numbers bi(GΓ ) or

bi,j(GΓ ) via homology of appropriate simplicial complexes?
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2. EMBEDDING DIMENSION AND MULTIPLICITY

When studying Betti numbers of semigroup rings, it is natural to classify numerical semigroups by

their embedding dimension. The only semigroup with edim(Γ) = 1 is Γ = N. When edim(Γ) = 2, RΓ

is the coordinate ring of an affine plane curve, and b1(Γ) = 1. The case edim(Γ) = 3 is completely

described in the following theorem.

Theorem 1 ([H70]). Let Γ be a numerical semigroup with edim(Γ) = 3. If Γ is symmetric, then b1(RΓ ) =

2 and b2(RΓ ) = 1. If Γ is not symmetric, then b1(RΓ ) = 3 and b2(RΓ ) = 2.

See Section 4 for the definition of symmetric semigroup. The situation becomes more complicated

when edim(Γ) > 4. Bresinsky [B75b] discovered a family of semigroups of embedding dimension 4

with arbitrarily large number of minimal relations, while Backelin [FGH86, p.75] discovered a family

of semigroups of embedding dimension 4 with arbitrarily large type. Another such family appeared

in [A99]. By applying the gluing construction [GS19], one can easily produce families with the same

behavior and edim(Γ) > 4.

It is, therefore, necessary to refine the analysis by taking into account other invariants besides the em-

bedding dimension. The most natural choice is the multiplicity, since Betti numbers of Cohen-Macaulay

rings of bounded multiplicity are bounded. Specifically, if R is a Cohen-Macaulay ring with multiplic-

ity m, we have bi(R) 6 i
(

m
i+1

)

for all 1 6 i 6 m− 1, see for example [V94]. The extremal case is

well-understood: it is not hard to see that the following conditions are equivalent.

• Γ has maximal embedding dimension edim(Γ) = mult(Γ);

• Γ has maximal type t(Γ) = mult(Γ)−1;

• RΓ has maximal Betti number bi(RΓ ) = i
(

mult(Γ)
i+1

)

for some, equivalently, every, 1 6 i6 mult(Γ)−1;

• GΓ has maximal Betti number bi(GΓ ) = i
(

mult(Γ)
i+1

)

for some, equivalently, every, 16 i6mult(Γ)−1.

The central problem in this section is the following.

Problem 2 ([EHOOPK22, Question 7.2]). Let e,m ∈ N with 3 6 e <m. Determine

R(e,m) = sup
{
ρ(Γ) | edim(Γ) = e+1, mult(Γ) =m

}
.

When m−e is small, some values of R(e,m) were determined in the following theorem.

Theorem 2 ([RGS98]). If m−e6 3, then R(e,m) =
(

e+1
2

)

.

This result was later extended in [MS24].

Theorem 3 ([MS24, Theorem 3.3]). We have R(e,e+4) = R(e,e+5) =
(

e+1
2

)

+1 and R(e,e+6) =
(

e+1
2

)

+2.

As observed in [RGS98, Section 1.3], Problem 2 becomes more complicated as m− e increases. In

particular, for each fixed value of δ=m−e> 6, unlike Theorems 2 and 3, it is not possible to obtain a

polynomial formula for R(e,e+δ) that is valid for all e. For example, we have the following result.
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Theorem 4 ([MS24, Theorem 3.2, Example 4.3, Proposition 4.6]). We have R(e,e+7) =
(

e+1
2

)

+4 for

e> 9, but R(e,e+7) <
(

e+1
2

)

+4 for e= 3,4,5.

If we consider instead the smallest value of the embedding dimension for which the problem is open,

the following conjecture proposes an answer to Problem 2.

Problem 3 ([EHOOPK22, Conjecture 7.1]). We have R(3,m) = ⌊2+2
√
m⌋.

Now, we discuss a general upper bound for R(e,m) obtained in [ERV91]. For each n,d ∈ N>0,

there exist unique integers nd > nd−1 > · · ·> nj > j> 1 such that n =
(

nd

d

)

+
(

nd−1

d−1

)

+ · · ·+
(

nj

j

)

. Let

n〈d〉 =
(

nd+1
d+1

)

+
(

nd−1+1
d

)

+ · · ·+
(

nj+1

j+1

)

. Let e,m ∈N be such that 3 6 e <m, let r be the integer such

that
(

e+r−1
r−1

)

6m<
(

e+r
r

)

, and let s=m−
(

e+r−1
r−1

)

. Define C (e,m) =
(

e+r−1
r

)

+ s〈r〉− s.

Theorem 5 ([ERV91, Theorem 5.1]). We have R(e,m)6 C (e,m) for all e,m.

In fact, [ERV91, Theorem 5.1] applies to all Cohen-Macaulay local rings, and Theorem 5 is the special

case of RΓ . Thus, a natural first step towards solving Problem 2 is the following:

Problem 4. Determine the values of e,m for which R(e,m) = C (e,m).

A partial answer is provided by the following result.

Theorem 6 ([MS24, Theorem 1.2]). Let e,m ∈N be such that 3 6 e <m.

(1) For each fixed value of δ, we have R(e,e+δ) = C (e,e+δ) for all e≫ 0.

(2) For each fixed value of e, we have R(e,m) < C (e,m) for all m≫ 0.

One may also consider the analogue question for the type of numerical semigroups.

Problem 5. Determine T (e,m) = sup
{

t(Γ) | edim(Γ) = e+1, mult(Γ) =m
}

.

In fact, the situation for T (e,m) is analogous to that of R(e,m). Defining the integers n〈d〉 =
(

nd−1
d

)

+
(

nd−1−1
d−1

)

+ · · ·+
(

nj−1

j

)

and D(e,m) =
(

e+r−2
r−1

)

+ s〈r〉, we have T (e,m) 6 D(e,m) by

[EGV91, Theorem 4]. The following analogue of the first part of Theorem 6 holds:

Theorem 7 ([MS24, Theorem 1.4]). Let e,m ∈N be such that 3 6 e <m. For each fixed value of δ, we

have T (e,e+δ) = D(e,e+δ) for all e≫ 0.

On the other hand, the analogue of the second part of Theorem 6 is not known:

Problem 6 ([MS24, Conjecture 5.3]). Determine T (e,m) = sup
{

t(Γ) | edim(Γ) = e+1, mult(Γ) =m
}

.

Finally, it is possible to generalize the discussion to all the Betti numbers of RΓ , and obtain analogous

results to Theorems 6 and 7, cf. [V94, MS24].
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3. WIDTH

The width of a numerical semigroup Γ = 〈g1 < g2 < · · · < ge〉 is defined as width(Γ) = ge−g1. The

theme of this section is finding bounds for the number of relations in terms of the width.

Problem 7. Let w ∈N. Determine W (w) := sup
{
ρ(Γ) | width(Γ) =w

}
.

It is not clear from the definition that W (w) < ∞. In fact, based on the discussions in Section

2, one may perhaps expect that W (w) = ∞, since the multiplicity is allowed to be arbitrarily large.

Nevertheless, it follows from results of [V14] that W (w) <∞ for every w ∈N.

When studying numerical semigroups with fixed width, a natural construction to consider is the

interval completion of Γ , defined as the semigroup Γ̃ = 〈g1,g1 + 1,g1 + 2, . . . ,ge〉. Observe that the

given generating set is minimal if and only if ge < 2g1. Moreover, Γ̃ satisfies mult(Γ̃ ) = mult(Γ) and

width(Γ̃)6 width(Γ), with width(Γ̃ ) = width(Γ) if and only if ge < 2g1.

In [HS14], Herzog and Stamate proposed the following conjectures.

Problem 8 ([HS14, Conjecture 2.4]). Let Γ be a numerical semigroup, then b1(GΓ )6 b1(GΓ̃ ).

Problem 9 ([HS14, Conjecture 2.1]). Let Γ be a numerical semigroup, then b1(GΓ )6
(

width(Γ)+1
2

)

.

It is natural to ask the corresponding questions for the semigroups themselves.

Problem 10. Let Γ be a numerical semigroup. Is ρ(Γ)6 ρ(Γ̃ )?

Problem 11. Let Γ be a numerical semigroup. Is ρ(Γ)6
(

width(Γ)+1
2

)

?

It is also natural to extend these questions to higher Betti numbers.

Problem 12. Let Γ be a numerical semigroup. Is bi(RΓ )6 bi(RΓ̃ ) for all i?

Problem 13 ([CMS23, Conjecture 1.3]). Let Γ be a numerical semigroup, then bi(RΓ ) 6 i
(

width(Γ)+1
i+1

)

for all i> 1.

Finally, one could also consider the versions of Problems 12 and 13 for the associated graded rings.

Problem 14. Let Γ be a numerical semigroup. Is bi(GΓ )6 bi(GΓ̃ ) for all i?

Problem 15. Let Γ be a numerical semigroup. Is bi(GΓ )6 i
(

width(Γ)+1
i+1

)

for all i?

We now explain the relations among the problems in this section. Recall that ρ(Γ) = b1(RΓ ) and

bi(RΓ ) 6 bi(GΓ ). When Γ is generated by an arithmetic sequence, one has bi(RΓ ) = bi(GΓ ) for all i,

cf. [SZN12] or [HS14, Proposition 2.5], and, moreover, the Betti numbers can be determined explicitly,

cf. [GSS13, Theorem 4.1]. From this, it is possible to deduce an affirmative answer to Problem 15 for

semigroups generated by arithmetic sequences, cf. [HS14, Proposition 2.5]. As a consequence, we have

the following implications among affirmative answers to the last 8 problems:
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Problem14 Problem15

Problem12 Problem13

Problem8 Problem9

Problem10 Problem11

Each of the inequalities proposed in this section, if true, would be sharp, because they are all attained

by the semigroups of the form 〈w,w+1, . . . ,2w−1〉. Thus, any of the Problems from 8 to 15 gives the

following conjectural answer to Problem 7:

W (w) =

(

w+1

2

)

.

Very little is known about the problems in this section. While the results of [V14] imply that W (w) is

finite, they give no estimate for this quantity. In [CMS23], the following upper bounds are obtained for

the Betti numbers of RΓ and, in particular, for W (w).

Theorem 8 ([CMS23, Theorem 1.4]). Let Γ be a numerical semigroup. Then,

bi(RΓ )6

(

width(Γ)

i

)

(3e)
√

2width(Γ)

for all i> 1, where e denotes Euler’s constant.

Moreover, Problem 13 is settled in the first open case e = 4 for all but finitely many values of the

width.

Theorem 9 ([CMS23, Theorem 1.5]). Let Γ be a numerical semigroup with edim(Γ) = 4. Assume

width(Γ)> 40, then bi(RΓ )6 i
(

width(Γ)+1
i+1

)

for all i> 1.

In [LTV23], the authors settle Problem 14 when edim(Γ) = 3. Observe that in this case, while the

problems about RΓ are solved by Theorem 1, the problems about GΓ are nontrivial, since GΓ can have

arbitrarily large Betti numbers, cf. [HS14, Section 3.3].

Theorem 10 ([LTV23, Theorem 1.1]). Let Γ = 〈g1,g2,g3〉 be a numerical semigroup with edim(Γ) = 3.

Then, bi(GΓ )6 bi(GΓ̃ ) for all i.

4. SYMMETRIC SEMIGROUPS

A numerical semigroup Γ is symmetric if for every x ∈ Z \ Γ we have Frob(Γ) − x ∈ Γ . This is

equivalent to the fact that t(Γ) = 1, or that the semigroup ring RΓ is Gorenstein [K70]. In this section, we

consider relations of symmetric semigroups.

Problem 16. Let e ∈N. Determine S (e) = sup
{
ρ(Γ) | Γ is symmetric and edim(Γ) = e

}
.
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Unlike Problem 7, it is not known whether S (e) is finite for every e ∈ N: in fact, this is the content

of Bresinsky’s problem, arguably the oldest open problem in the theory of numerical semigroups.

Problem 17 (Bresinsky’s problem [B75]). Is S (e) <∞ for every e ∈ N?

We have S (3) = 2 by Theorem 1. The following theorem solves the case e= 4.

Theorem 11 ([B75]). If Γ is symmetric and edim(Γ) = 4, then ρ(Γ) = 3 or ρ(Γ) = 5.

In fact, this implies that all the Betti numbers of RΓ are bounded, since we have b0(RΓ ) = b3(RΓ ) = 1

and b1(RΓ ) = b2(RΓ ) for a symmetric semigroup Γ with edim(Γ) = 4, by (1).

Problem 17 is open for e> 5. The difficulty stems from the fact that it is unclear how the symmetry of

Γ should be related to its relations. On one hand, the Gorenstein property has a simple characterization in

terms of syzygies: RΓ is Gorenstein if and only if its minimal free resolution is self-dual, that is, bi(RΓ ) =

be−1−i(RΓ ), where e = edim(Γ). On the other hand, the self-duality of the resolution imposes no

constraints on the intermediate Betti numbers, in general. For example, it is easy to construct Gorenstein

rings with Betti numbers (1,n,n, 1), with n arbitrarily large, cf. [BE77].

In the first open case e= 5, the following theorem gives a partial affirmative answer.

Theorem 12 ([B79]). Let Γ be a symmetric semigroup with edim(Γ) = 5. Suppose there exist four distinct

indices {i, j,h,k}⊆ {1,2,3,4,5} such that gi+gj = gh+gk. Then, ρ(Γ)6 13.

Theorem 12 is sharp, thus, we have S (5) > 13. As the author points out, the relation gi + gj =

gh+ gk is interesting because it appears in many families of numerical semigroups with unbounded

number of relations.

5. ALMOST SYMMETRIC SEMIGROUPS

A numerical semigroup Γ is almost symmetric if, for every x ∈ Z \ Γ , either Frob(Γ)−x ∈ Γ or both

x and Frob(Γ) − x are pseudo-Frobenius numbers of Γ . Almost symmetric semigroups of type 1 are

precisely the symmetric semigroups.

Problem 18. Let e ∈N. Determine A (e) = sup
{

t(Γ) | Γ is almost symmetric and edim(Γ) = e
}

.

Again, we have A (3) = 2 by Theorem 1, and the following theorem solves the case e= 4.

Theorem 13 ([M16, Theorem 1]). We have A (4) = 3.

As in Section 4, it is not known whether A (e) is finite for every e ∈ N.

Problem 19 ( [M16, Question 13]). Is A (e) <∞ for every e ∈ N?

The answer is affirmative when e= 5.

Theorem 14 ([M23, Theorem 2]). Let Γ be an almost symmetric semigroup with edim(Γ) = 5. Then,

t(Γ)6 473.
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The exact value of A (5) is unknown, though it is expected to be much smaller than 473.

Next, we discuss two generalizations of almost symmetric semigroups. A numerical semigroup Γ is

nearly Gorenstein if the following condition holds: for every generator gi of Γ there exists a pseudo-

Frobenius number p such that gi + p−q ∈ Γ for every pseudo-Frobenius number q [MS21]. Every

almost symmetric semigroup is nearly Gorenstein, but the converse is not true. Theorem 13 was later

extended to nearly Gorenstein semigroups:

Theorem 15 ([MS21, Theorem 2.4]). Let Γ be a nearly Gorenstein semigroup with edim(Γ) = 4. Then,

t(Γ)6 3.

Problem 20 ([MS21, Question 4.2]). Let Γ be a nearly Gorenstein semigroup with edim(Γ) = 5. Is it

true that t(Γ)6 5, and that the equality is attained only if Γ is almost symmetric?

In particular, this would imply that A (5) = 5. We observe that t(Γ) 6 edim(Γ) may fail for almost

symmetric semigroups with edim(Γ) > 6. In fact, the difference t(Γ)− edim(Γ) can be arbitrarily large,

cf. [M16, p. 277].

A numerical semigroup Γ has a canonical reduction if g1 +Frob(Γ)−q ∈ Γ for every every pseudo-

Frobenius number q [MS21]. Every nearly Gorenstein semigroup has a canonical reduction, but the

converse is not true.

Problem 21 ([MS21, Question 4.4]). Let Γ be a numerical semigroup with canonical reduction and

edim(Γ) = 4. Is t(Γ)6 4?

One can generalize these problems to all the Betti numbers.

Problem 22 ([S18, Question 3.7]). Let Γ be an almost symmetric or nearly Gorenstein numerical semi-

group. Are there upper bounds for the Betti numbers bi(RΓ ) in terms of edim(Γ)?

The case i = 1 of Problem 22 is of particular interest, as it generalizes Bresinsky’s Problem 17. The-

orem 11 was extended to almost symmetric semigroups in [E17] and, independently, in [HW19].

Theorem 16 ([E17, HW19]). If Γ is an almost symmetric semigroup with edim(Γ) = 4, then ρ(Γ)6 7.

As in Section 4, by (1), this implies that all the Betti numbers are bounded.

The analogue of Theorem 16 for nearly Gorenstein semigroups is not known.

Problem 23 ([MS21, Question 4.3]). Let Γ be a nearly Gorenstein numerical semigroup which is not

almost symmetric. Assume that edim(Γ) = 4. Is it true that ρ(Γ) ∈ {5,6}?

6. UNIFORM BOUNDEDNESS

Inspired by the questions and results of Sections 2, 4 and 5, we propose a general problem on the

boundedness of Betti numbers.
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Problem 24. Let F be a family of numerical semigroups with fixed embedding dimension e. Define

Bi(F) = sup
{
bi(RΓ ) | Γ ∈ F

}
for i = 1, . . . ,e− 1. Is it true that the Bi(F) are either all finite or all

infinite?

All families of semigroups for which all the Betti numbers are known follow this behavior, see for

example [A99, B75, B75b, E17, FGH86, GS19, GSS13, HW19, MSS19, S18].

By Theorem 1, the first interesting case of Problem 24 is e= 4, and the problem is already open in this

case. Recall that, by (1), we have b2(RΓ ) = ρ(Γ)+ t(Γ)−1 when edim(Γ) = 4, thus, it suffices to show

that ρ(Γ) is bounded if and only if t(Γ) is bounded. One direction is settled in the following theorem.

Theorem 17 ([B88, Theorem 7]). Let Γ be a semigroup with edim(Γ) = 4. Then, ρ(Γ)6 4+9t(Γ).

It would be therefore interesting, and perhaps feasible, to investigate the other direction, which would

settle Problem 24 in the case of embedding dimension 4.

Problem 25. Let Γ be a semigroup with edim(Γ) = 4. Is t(Γ) bounded by a function of ρ(Γ)?

We conclude with the following compelling question, which relates the first syzygies and the last

syzygies of RΓ , thus fitting the theme of this section. Let p be a pseudo-Frobenius number of a semigroup

Γ = 〈g1, . . . ,ge〉. An RF-matrix (row-factorization matrix) of p is an e×e matrix (aij) such that aii =−1

for all i, aij ∈ N whenever i 6= j, and
∑e

j=1aijgj = p for all i [M16]. Given two rows ai,aj ∈ Z
e of

an RF-matrix (aij), write ai− aj = a+− a− with a+,a− ∈ N
e. In the notation of Section 1, we have

(a+,a−) ∈ ker(ϕ), and (a+,a−) is called an RF-relation of Γ .

Problem 26 ([HW19, Question 3.6]). Are all minimal relations of a numerical semigroups RF-relations?

See [BGS22] for some partial results in small embedding dimension.

7. COMPLETE INTERSECTIONS

So far, we have mostly focused on upper bounds for the relations of a numerical semigroup. The

picture for lower bounds is much clearer: we always have ρ(Γ) > edim(Γ) − 1, and this inequality is

sharp. A numerical semigroup attaining equality is called a complete intersection. Complete intersection

semigroups are always symmetric, but the converse is not true if edim(Γ) > 4. A semigroup Γ is a

complete intersection if and only if the semigroup ring AΓ (equivalently, RΓ ) is a complete intersection,

and, in this case, AΓ is resolved by a Koszul complex and bi(AΓ ) =
(

edim(Γ)−1
i

)

.

Complete intersections are, in some sense, the best-behaved numerical semigroups, and they have been

the subject of extensive research [AGS13,DMS14,GMGSOT24]. In particular, they can be characterized

recursively in terms of gluing [D76]. Nevertheless, we still do not fully understand the implications of

the complete intersection condition, and there are important unsolved problems on this topic.

The Hilbert series of AΓ is the power series HΓ (z) =
∑

γ∈Γ z
γ ∈ ZJzK. It is a rational function, in

fact, one has HΓ (z) =
PΓ (z)
1−z

where PΓ (z) = 1+(z− 1)
∑

γ∈N\Γ z
γ. The polynomial PΓ (z) is monic,

with integer coefficients, and degree equal to Frob(Γ)+ 1. A semigroup Γ is called cyclotomic if PΓ (z)
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is a product of cyclotomic polynomials. Cyclotomic semigroups are always symmetric, but the converse

is not true [CGSM16, SS18].

Problem 27 ([CGSM16, Conjecture 1]). A numerical semigroup is a complete intersection if and only

if it is cyclotomic.

The forward direction of this conjecture is easy, since the Hilbert series of a positively N-graded

complete intersection is a product of factors of the form (1− za)b with a,b ∈ Z. But the backward

direction is striking: in general, the Hilbert series of a graded algebra is a much coarser invariant than

its free resolution, and it is not possible to detect the complete intersection property from the Hilbert

series alone. For instance, there exists a normal Gorenstein toric domain with the same Hilbert series

as a complete intersection, but which is not a complete intersection [S78, Example 3.9]. However, there

are positive results in this spirit, for instance, notably, Stanley’s theorem characterizing the Gorenstein

property for positively N-graded Cohen-Macaulay domains in terms of a symmetry in the Hilbert series

[S78, Theorem 4.4]. See [BM04] for more discussions on this theme.

Problem 27 remains widely open, despite some effort [BHPM21, CGSHPM22, SS18]. It is open

already when edim(Γ) = 4.

The Hilbert function of GΓ = gr(RΓ ) is the numerical function HFGΓ
: N→ N defined as

HFGΓ
(j) = dimk[GΓ ]j = dimk

(

mj/mj+1
)

.

Problem 28 (Rossi’s Problem [R11, Problem 4.9]). Let Γ be a complete intersection numerical semi-

group. Is the Hilbert function HFGΓ
non-decreasing?

The answer is obviously affirmative when GΓ is Cohen-Macaulay. However, the fact that the local ring

RΓ is a complete intersection does not imply that its associated graded ring GΓ is a complete intersection,

or even Cohen-Macaulay. This is what makes Problem 28 interesting, and also challenging: it is unclear

how the assumption on the relations of RΓ should constrain the Hilbert function of GΓ .

When edim(Γ)6 3, the answer is affirmative, even without any assumption on Γ [R11, Theorem 4.6].

Problem 28 was originally stated for symmetric semigroups (in fact, for Gorenstein one-dimensional

local rings), but the answer is negative in this generality [OST17]. But the most interesting case is that

of complete intersections, which remains open. Some partial results were obtained in [AM07, ASS13].

We conclude this section with another open question about the structure of complete intersection

numerical semigroups.

Problem 29 ([EHOOPK22, Question 7.5]). Characterize the pairs (e,m) for which there exists a com-

plete intersection numerical semigroup with edim(Γ) = e and mult(Γ) =m.

In [AGS13, Proposition 5], it is proved that complete intersection semigroups satisfy mult(Γ) >

2edim(Γ)−1, and that this bound is attained.

The version or Problem 29 for symmetric semigroups was solved in [R01, Theorem 5], where it is

proved that there exists a symmetric numerical semigroup with edim(Γ) = e and mult(Γ) = m if and

only if 2 6 e6m−1 or (e,m) = (1,1),(2,2).
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We refer the reader to [AGS13, Section 6], [GSL13, Section 4], and [GMGSOT24, Sections 3 and 5]

for more open questions on complete intersection numerical semigroups.

8. FROBENIUS NUMBER

When considering the graded semigroup ring AΓ , instead of the local semigroup ring RΓ , one can

study invariants related to the graded syzygies of AΓ and, more generally, to the graded components of

(co)homological functors associated to AΓ . Some care is required, since AΓ is a positively N-graded

k-algebra, but it is not standard graded; see [DS08] for a treatment at this level of generality. The most

important invariant of graded free resolutions is perhaps the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity. It can be

computed in two ways, cf. [DS08, Section 3]:

(2) reg(AΓ ) = max
06i6e

{
j+ i | [Hi

m(AΓ )]j 6= 0
}
= max

06i6e

{
j− i | bi,j(AΓ ) 6= 0

}
−

e∑

h=1

gh+e.

Here, e denotes the embedding dimension of Γ , m denotes the homogeneous maximal ideal of AΓ , and

Hi
m(AΓ ) denotes the ith local cohomology module of AΓ . Using the first equation in (2) and the fact

that AΓ is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension one, it is not hard to see that

(3) reg(AΓ ) = Frob(Γ)+1.

This allows to connect the vast literature on the Frobenius problem [RA05] to the topic of free resolutions.

One of the most famous open problems about the Frobenius number is Wilf’s Conjecture. In order to

state it, we define the integer η(Γ) =
∣

∣{γ ∈ Γ | γ < Frob(Γ)}
∣

∣.

Problem 30 (Wilf’s Conjecture [W78]). Let Γ be a numerical semigroup, then Frob(Γ) < edim(Γ)η(Γ).

Wilf’s conjecture has been tackled in many papers, and partial progress in several directions has been

achieved. For example, we mention [E18], where tools from commutative algebra are used to settle the

conjecture under the assumption that Frob(Γ) < 3mult(Γ). For an extensive overview of the state of the

art, we refer to [D20]. Here, we limit ourselves to formulating a weaker version of Wilf’s conjecture.

By (2) and (3), Wilf’s inequality can be regarded as an upper bound on the degrees of the syzygies of

the semigroups ring. Restricting to the first syzygies, that is, to the defining ideal of AΓ , we obtain the

following natural question, which may be more tractable than Problem 30.

Problem 31 (Weak Wilf’s Conjecture). Let f be a minimal generator of the toric ideal of AΓ . Then,

deg(f)6 edim(Γ)(η(Γ)−1)+

edim(Γ)∑

i=1

gi+1.
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