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REDUCED TYPE OF CERTAIN NUMERICAL SEMIGROUP RINGS

OM PRAKASH BHARDWAJ

ABSTRACT. For a reduced one-dimensional complete local k-algebra R, Huneke et al. (Res. Math.
Sci., 8(4), paper no. 60, 2021) introduced an important invariant, the reduced type. In this article,
we study the extremal behavior of reduced type of some special numerical semigroup rings. For a
numerical semigroup ring, the behavior of reduced type can be studied by analyzing the set of pseudo-
Frobenius elements of the numerical semigroup. We give complete descriptions of pseudo-Frobenius
elements of Bresinsky’s numerical semigroups and duplication of numerical semigroups. Further, we
explore the extremal behavior of reduced type for the associated semigroup rings.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero and (R, m, k) be an equicharacteristic
reduced one-dimensional complete local k-algebra. Let x be a minimal reduction in the maximal ideal
m and ¢ = (R :x R) be the conductor ideal of R, where K is the quotient field of R. To explore the
Berger’s conjecture [3] (which states that the universally finite module of differentials, Q g, is torsion-
free if and only if R is regular), Huneke et al. in [10] introduced an important invariant, reduced type
s(R) defined as s(R) := dimk%’%. Also, this invariant has been used by the authors in [12] to study
the non-zero torsions in the module of differentials, Q. The invariant s(R) is related to the invariant
Cohen-Macaulay type of R, denoted by type(R). Since % C xf—}:%m, and the dimension of xf:m as
a k-vector space is precisely the Cohen-Macaulay type of R, one has 1 < s(R) < type(R). Following
this observation, the authors in [13] defined that R has minimal reduced type if s(R) = 1, and R has
maximal reduced type if s(R) = type(R). Thus, R has both maximal and minimal reduced type if
and only if R is Gorenstein. For non-Gorenstein rings, it is natural to ask the following question:

Question 1.1 ([13, Question 2.5]). Classify, when R has mazimal or minimal reduced type?

Let S be a numerical semigroup, i.e., a finitely complemented submonoid of non-negative integers
N. Let n; < ny < ... < ne be the minimal generators of S. Define a map ¢ : k[X1,..., X] — k[t]

such that X; = t" for 1 < i < e. Then the one-dimensional local k-algebra R := Ek[t™,... t"] =

k[[)liérim is called the numerical semigroup ring associated to S, denoted by k[S]. In this article, R

will be a semigroup ring associated with a numerical semigroup S. There are nice relations between
the properties of the k-algebra R := k[[S] and the numerical semigroup S. Kunz [11], proved that R is
Gorenstein if and only if its value semigroup S is symmetric (i.e., s ¢ S implies F(S) —z € S), where
F(S) is the Frobenius number of the numerical semigroup S. Barucci and Froberg [2], showed that
R is almost Gorenstein if and only if the numerical semigroup S is almost symmetric. Also, it is well
known that the Cohen-Macaulay type of R is equal to the cardinality of the set of pseudo-Frobenius
numbers of the numerical semigroup S. In [13, Theorem 2.13], the authors gave a characterization of
the reduced type of a numerical semigroup ring. They prove that s(k[S]) is equal to the cardinality of
the set [F(S)—m(S)+1,F(S)]\S, where m(S) is the smallest element of S, called the multiplicity of S.
Using this characterization, they study Question 1.1 for the almost Gorenstein numerical semigroup
rings, numerical semigroup rings of minimal multiplicity, far-flung Gorenstein numerical semigroup
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rings, and the numerical semigroup rings associated with the gluing of numerical semigroups. In this
article, we study Question 1.1 for other important classes of numerical semigroup rings.

Now, we summarize the contents of the paper. Section 2 recalls some definitions and results about
numerical semigroups and reduced type. Let p > 2, ng,d,s > 1, and S = (ng, sng +d, ..., sng + pd)
be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by the generalized arithmetic sequence ng, sng +
d,...,sng + pd. In section 3, we consider three well studied classes of numerical semigroups: (i)
numerical semigroups generated by generalized arithmetic sequences, (ii) numerical semigroups gen-
erated by the integers defined in Backelin’s curves, and (iii) numerical semigroups generated by the
integers defined in Bresinsky’s curves. The description of pseudo-Frobenius numbers of numerical
semigroups generated by generalized arithmetic sequences given in [14], using this we study the re-
duced type of these numerical semigroup rings. Next, we study the extremal behavior of reduced
type of the numerical semigroup rings defined by the integers of the parametrizations of Bresinsky’s
and Backelin’s monomial curves. In [4], Bresinsky gave an example of monomial curves in the affine
4-space A* defined by the integers ny = 2h(2h+1), ng = (2h—1)(2h+1), ng = 2h(2h+1) + (2L — 1),
and ng = (2h — 1)2h, where h > 2. In [8], Froberg et al. communicated a family of semigroups that
was introduced by Backelin, which is defined by the integers ny = r(3n + 2) + 3, ne = r(3n +2) + 6,
ng=rBn+2)+3n+4, r(3n+2) 4+ 3n + 5, where n > 2, and r > 3n + 2. A description of pseudo-
Frobenius numbers of numerical semigroups generated by the integers defined in Backelin’s curves is
given in [7, Proposition 1.8]. In Theorem 3.8, we give a complete description of the pseudo-Frobenius
numbers of numerical semigroups generated by the integers defined in Bresinsky’s curves. Using
these descriptions of pseudo-Frobenius numbers, we prove: Let S = (ny,ng,ns,ng) be a numerical
semigroup generated by ni,n2,ng, ny as defined in Bresinsky’s curves, and S’ = (n1,n2,n3,n4) be a
numerical semigroup generated by the integers ny,ng, n3, ny defined in Backelin’s curves. Then k[S]
and k[S’] never have maximal or minimal reduced type.

In section 4, we study the extremal behavior of the reduced type of semigroup rings associated
with a special kind of gluing of numerical semigroups. Delorme [6] gave the first construction of
gluing to characterize the complete intersection numerical semigroup rings. Recall the definition of
gluing of numerical semigroups by Rosales from [19]. Let S; and Sy be two numerical semigroups
minimally generated by nq,...,n, and ny41,...,n. respectively. Let p € Sy \ {ny,...,n,} and
A€ So\{ny41,...,n} besuch that ged(A, pu) = 1. We say that S = (Anq, ..., Ay, pingy1, ..., une) is a
gluing of S; and Sy, denoted by S;+5,S52. In [13, Theorem 3.34], the authors prove that if a numerical
semigroup S is a gluing of numerical semigroups S; and Sy then s(k[S]) < s(k[S1])s(k[S1]), and
consequently prove that if k[S1] and k[S2] have minimal reduced type so has k[S]. However, such a
nice analog for maximal reduced type does not hold. In Theorem 4.3, we give a sufficient condition
for this analog for a special kind of gluing of numerical semigroups, and as a consequence, we obtain,
in Corollary 4.7, that a numerical semigroup ring associated with a nice extension of a numerical
semigroup S is of maximal reduced type if and only if k[S] has maximal reduced type.

In section 5, we study the extremal behavior of the reduced type of the semigroup ring associated
with the duplication of a numerical semigroup. The motivation of the duplication comes from the
idealization of the a module over a commutative ring with unity, introduced by Nagata (see [16, page
2]). Let S be a numerical semigroup and £ C S be an ideal of S, i.e., S+ E C E. For an odd integer
d € S and an ideal E C S, the authors in [5], defined the numerical duplication of S with respect to
FE and d as

Sx?E=2.-SU((2-E+d),

where 2.5 ={2s|se€ Stand 2- E4+d={2¢+d|e € E}. In Theorem 5.2, we give a complete
description of the set of pseudo-Frobenius elements of the duplication of a numerical semigroup.
Using this description, in the remaining section (Theorem 5.5, Proposition 5.9, Proposition 5.12), we
explore when the duplication k[S ><? E] has minimum /maximum reduced type. Thus, we observe
the following three important points with the help of the construction of the duplication:
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(i) For a fixed r > 0, there are infinitely many numerical semigroups with type 7.
(ii) For a fixed r > 0, there are infinitely many numerical semigroups of minimal reduced type
with type 7.
(iii) For a fixed r > 0, there are infinitely many numerical semigroups of maximal reduced type
with type 7.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let Z and N denote the sets of integers and non-negative integers, respectively. For the basics
about numerical semigroups, one can refer to [20]. Now, we recall some useful definitions and results.

Definition 2.1. Let S be a submonoid of N such that N\ S is finite, then S is called a numerical

semigroup. Equivalently, there exist ni,...,ne € N such that ged(nq,...,ne) =1 and
e
S =(ny,...,n) = {Zm |\ € N,Vz‘}.
i=1

It is known that every numerical semigroup has a unique minimal generating set; the cardinality of
this set is known as the embedding dimension of S. The smallest non-zero element of S is called the
multiplicity of S, denoted by m(S), and the largest element in N\ S is called the Frobenius number
of S, and it is denoted by F(.5).

Definition 2.2. Let S be a numerical semigroup. An element f € Z\ S is called a pseudo-Frobenius
number if f+ s € S for all s € S\ {0}. The set of pseudo-Frobenius numbers of S is denoted by
PF(S). Note that F(S) € PF(S) and F(S) is the maximum element of PF(S). We denote the set
PF(S)\ {F(S)} of pseudo-Frobenius number other than Frobenius number by PF'(S).

Let S be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by nq,...,n.. The local k-algebra k[S] :=
E[t™, ... t"] is called the numerical semigroup ring associated to the numerical semigroup S. The

ring k[t™, ..., t"| = R = M for some I C (X1,...,X.)%
Definition 2.3. The cardinality of the set of pseudo-Frobenius numbers is known as the type of the

numerical semigroup S, which is equal to the Cohen-Macaulay type of the numerical semigroup ring
E[S], denoted by type(k[S]).

Definition 2.4 ([10]). Let S be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by ni, < ng < ... < Ne.
Let R = k[S] be the numerical semigroup ring associated with S. Let x; be the images of X; modulo
I, the reduced type of R, denoted by s(R) is defined as

C+ xR
:ElR ’

where € = (R :x R) is the conductor ideal of R, and K is the quotient field of R. The reduced type
s(R) satisfies the inequality 1 < s(R) < type(R).

s(R) = dimy,

Following this observation, the authors in [13] defined the notion of maximal and minimal reduced
type as follows:

Definition 2.5. Let R = k[S] be a numerical semigroup ring. Then R has mazimal reduced type if
s(S) = type(S). Analogously, R has minimal reduced type if s(S) = 1.

In [13, Theorem 2.13], the authors proved that the reduced type s(R) of a numerical semigroup
ring R = k[S] is equal to the cardinality of the set [F(S) —m(S) + 1,F(S)] \ S. Note that [F(S) —
m(S) + 1,F(S)] \ S € PF(S). Using this, one can deduce the following criterion for a numerical
semigroup ring for having maximal/minimal reduced type as:

Proposition 2.6. Let S be a numerical semigroup. The semigroup ring k[S] has maximal reduced
type if and only if min PF(S) > F(S) —m(S) + 1.
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Proposition 2.7. Let S be a numerical semigroup. The semigroup ring k[S] has minimal reduced
type if and only if max PF'(S) < F(S) — m(S) + 1.

We will use the above results for a semigroup ring having maximal and minimal reduced type and
use them throughout the article without repeated reference.

3. SOME INTERESTING CLASSES OF NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS

3.1. Numerical semigroups generated by generalized arithmetic sequences: Numerical
semigroups with embedding dimension two always have type one. Thus, the semigroup rings as-
sociated with them always have both maximum and minimum reduced type. In this section, we
will consider the numerical semigroups with embedding dimension greater than or equal to three
and minimally generated by generalized arithmetic sequences. Let p > 2, ng,d,s > 1, and S =
(ng,sng +d,...,sng+ pd) be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by the generalized arith-
metic sequence ng, sng+d,...,sng+pd. For s = 1, a generalized arithmetic sequence is an arithmetic
sequence. These numerical semigroups have been studied in [14].

Theorem 3.1. Let S = (ng,ni,...,n,) be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by a gener-
alized arithmetic sequence, where n; = sa + id for 1 < i <p. Write ng = ap +b,0 < b < p, then we
have the following:
(i) If b =0, then PF(S) ={an, —ng—(p—i)d |1 <i<p—1}.
(i) If b =1, then PF(S) = {an, —ng — (p—i)d | 1 <i < p}.
(iii) Ifb# 0,1, then PF(S) = {an, +id |1 <i<b—1}.

Proof. Define A, = {asng+1d| (a—1)p+1 <1 < ap}. The theorem can be easily deduced from [18,
Theorem 3.1], where it is given that,

(i) If b= 0, then PF(S) = {w —ng | w € A, \ {asng + apd}},

(i) If b= 1, then PF(S) = {w —ngp | w € As},

(i) If b# 0,1, then PF(S) = {(as+ 1)ng +1ld —ng |ap+1 <1 <ap+b—1}. O
Proposition 3.2. Let S = (ng,ni,...,np) be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by a
generalized arithmetic sequence, where n; = sng + id for 1 < i < p. Write ng = ap+b,0 < b < p,
then we have the following:

. , : , no—1
(i) If b= 0 then k[S] has mazimal reduced type if and only if p —2 < "=,
(i1) If b =1 then k[S] has mazimal reduced type if and only if p —1 < "OT_I.
(i) If b # 0,1 then k[S] has mazimal reduced type if and only if b —2 < ”OT_I.
Proof. 1f b = 0, then by Theorem 3.1 we have F(S) = a(n,—1)—d and min PF(S) = a(n,—1)—(p—1)d.
Therefore, k[S] has maximal reduced type if and only if
aln,—1)—(p—1d>a(np—1)—d—nog+1 < (ng—1)d > (p— 2)d.
If b = 1, then by Theorem 3.1 we have F(S) = a(n, — 1) and min PF(S) = a(n, — 1) — (p — 1)d.
Therefore, k[S] has maximal reduced type if and only if
aln,—1)—(p—1)d>a(n,—1)—ng+1 < nop—1>(p—1)d.
If b # 0, 1, then by Theorem 3.1 we have F(S) = anp,+ (b—1)d and min PF(S) = an, +d. Therefore,
E[S] has maximal reduced type if and only if
an,+d>an,+(b—1)d—ny+1 <= ng—1>(b—2)d. O
Proposition 3.3. Let S = (ng,ni,...,n,) be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by a
generalized arithmetic sequence, where n; = sng + id for 1 < i < p. Write ng = ap+ 5,0 < b < p,
then we have the following:
(i) If b =2 then k[S] always has minimal reduced type.
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(i1) If b # 2 then k[S] has minimal reduced type if and only if ng < d — 1.

Proof. If b = 2, note from Theorem 3.1 that |[PF(S)| = type(k[S]) = 1. Thus, we get 1 < s(k[S]) <
type(k[S]) = 1. Therefore s(k[S]) = 1, and hence k[S] has minimal reduced type. If b # 2,
from Theorem 3.1, we see that the difference between F(S) and max PF/(S) is always d. Thus
max PF/(S) < F(S) —ng + 1 if and only is ng < d + 1. Hence, k[S] has minimal reduced type. O

Example 3.4. (1) Let s =3, n9 =5,d =7, and S = (5,22,29,36,43). Since nyg < d — 1, k[[S] has
minimal reduced type. Also, here p = 4, and thus b = 1. Since p — 1 > "Od_l, E[S] does not have
maximal reduced type.

(2) Let s =2, ng =12, d =5, and S = (12,29, 34, 39,44, 49,54, 59, 64). Since ng > d — 1, k[S] does
not have minimal reduced type. Also, here p = 8, and thus b = 4. Since b — 2 < "Od_l, E[S] has
maximal reduced type.

(3) Let s=5,n9="7,d=11, and S = (7,46,57,68,79,90). Here p =5, thus b = 2, and hence k[5]
has both maximal and minimal reduced type.

(4) Let s = 1, ng = 17, d = 7, and S = (17,24,31,38,45). Here p = 4, and thus b = 1. Since
ng > d — 1, k[S] does not have minimal reduced type. Also since p — 1 > 221 k[S] does not have
maximal reduced type.

3.2. Backelin’s Curves. Let n > 2, 7 > 3n+2, ny =r(3n+2)+3, ng =r(3n+2) + 6, n3g =
r(3n +2) +3n+4, r(3n + 2) + 3n + 5. The monomial curves defined by nq,ns,ns, ns are known
as Backelin curves. Let S be a numerical semigroup generated by ni,no,ns, and ng. This family of
semigroups was introduced by Backelin and communicated for the first time by Fréberg et al. in [8].
They proved that type(k[S]) > 2n + 2 and stated that type(k[S]) = 2n + 3. However, the value of
the type of k[S] they stated was incorrect. The exact value of the type has been provided in [7] as
type(k[S]) = 3n + 2, and also all the elements of PF(S) have been computed.

Proposition 3.5 ([7, Proposition 1.8]). Let S = (nq,ne,ns,n4) be a numerical semigroup generated
by the integers ni,na, n3, ng defined in Backelin’s curves. Then
(n—k)ni1+ 3k —2)n3 —ny, for2<k<n
(r—=Mm+k)+3)n1+n+k—1ng—ng, forl<k<n
PF(S) = (r—k+2n1+(k—1ng+ng—ny, for1 <k<n
(r—mn+ 1)ny +nng + nzg — ng, (n — 2)ny + nng + 2n3 — ny,
(r—2n+2)ny + 2nng — ny

Proposition 3.6. Let S = (ni,n2,n3,ng) be a numerical semigroup generated by the integers
ny,na, N3, ng defined in Backelin’s curves. Then k[S] never has mazimal or minimal reduced type.

Proof. From Proposition 3.5, first observe that

F(S) = max{ (B3n —2)ng —ng, (r —2n+3)n1 + (2n — D)ng — ng, (r —n+2)n1 + (n — 1)nz + ng — na, }

(r—n+1)ny +nna +ng — ng, (n — 2)ny + nng + 2n3 — nyg, (r — 2n + 2)ny + 2nng — ny

Thus, we get F(S) = (r —n + 1)n; + nng + ng — na. Therefore, we have
F(S)—ni+1=(r—n)ni+nny > (2n+2)n1 +nng > (n — 2)n; + (n + 4)n1 + nna.

Since (n + 4)n; +nng > 3nz — 1, we get F(S) —n3 +1 > (n —2)n; + 4ng — ny > min PF(S). Hence,

E[S] does not have maximal reduced type. Now, note that (2 —n)ny; +nny —ng =ny —2 > 0. Thus

we get,

F(S)—n1+1=(r—nm)ni+nns < (r—nm)ni+nna+(2—n)ny +nns—nyg = (r—2n+2)ny +2nng — ny.

Since, (r — 2n + 2)ny + 2nny — ng € PF'(S), we get max PF'(S) > (r — 2n + 2)ny + 2nny — ng. This

implies that F(S) —n; + 1 < max PF/(S). Hence, k[S] does not have minimal reduced type. O
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Example 3.7. Let n =2, r = 8. Then ny = 67, ny = 70, ng = 74, ny = 75, and S = (67,70,74,75).
By Proposition 3.5, we have PF(S) = {213,221,601,602,604,605,607,608}. Therefore, we get
type(k[S]) = 8, and s(k[S]) = 6. Thus, k[S] has neither maximal nor minimal reduced type.

3.3. Bresinsky’s curves. Let S be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by ni...,n.. Let
A = k[x1,...,z] be a graded polynomial ring with deg(z;) = n; for 1 <i <e,and ¢ : k[xy,..., 2] —
Ek[t] be a k-algebra map defined by ¢(x;) = t™ for 1 <i < e. Let Ig be the kernel of the map ¢. Note

that Is is a graded ideal, known as the defining ideal of k[S], and k[S] := k[t", ... "] = k[xllisme} is
a graded one-dimensional k-algebra associated to S. In [4], Bresinsky gave an example of monomial
curves in the affine 4-space A* defined by the integers n; = 2h(2h + 1), ny = (2h — 1)(2h + 1),
ng = 2h(2h+1)+(2h—1), and ngy = (2h—1)2h, where h > 2. With the help of this example, he showed
that the defining ideal of a monomial curve in the affine n-space A™ does not have an upper bound on
the minimal generators. Let S = (n1, ng, ns,ny4) be a numerical semigroup generated by the integers
ny,ng, n3, ny defined in Bresinsky’s curves. Bresinsky [4] proved that the set A= A; U A3 U{g1,92}
generates the defining ideal Is, where Ay = {f, | fu. = x‘f_lazgh_“ - x%h_“xﬁfﬂ, 1 < p < 2h},
Ay ={f | f=aalt —ab?ah®, v, u3 <2h— 1}, g1 = w2h=t 220 and gy = w314 — 2129 However,
this set is not a minimal generating set. In [15], the authors extracted a minimal generating set
B = A; U A5 U {g1,92} from A and gave a minimal free resolution of k[S], where Ay = {h, |
hy, = a:’fa:ihﬂ_” — x%h_”xg, 1 < pu < 2h —2}. In the following theorem, we give a description of
pseudo-Frobenius elements of the numerical semigroups associated to Bresinsky’s curves.

Theorem 3.8. Let S = (ny,ng,n3,ng) be a numerical semigroup generated by the integers ny, na, n3, ny
defined in Bresinsky’s curves. Then

PE(S) = (2h —1)3 +4h(h —2) + k(2h — 1)+ 1, for0 <k <2h —3
Sl @h =12+ 4h(h —2) + 202k +1) +2, for0<k <2h—2 [~
Proof. From [15], we have
:E%h_l — $%h,$3$4 — :Elxg,x‘f_lzngh_“ — :Egh_“a:ﬁf“ | 1< u<2h,
Is = 2h+1— 2h— ’
x‘f:z:4+ “—:172 “$§| 1<pu<2h-2

Consequently, observe that

2h—1 _2h—1 _2h —1_2h—
T4, T1X2, Tq y L3 y Lo 7‘T/f L3 a ‘ 2< 2 < 2h7
Is + (z4) = w 2h :

whey 1< pu<2h -2
Hence, the image of
po | Ut leias|1<i<2h -2 - UUL Habes [ 1< <2h—1-4)
U{z] |0<j<2n—2}U{ay [1<j<2h—1}U{ag|1<j<2h—2}
gives a k-basis of k[S]/(x4) = k[x1,...,24]/(Is + (x4)). Since Ap(S,n4) = {degu | u € B}, we get

Ap(S,ny) = {

UZ 2 lina + jng |1 < j < 2h—2— iy U {ing + jne | 1 < j < 2 — 1 — 4}
U{ani,bng,eng |1 <j<2h—2, 1<b<2h—1, 1<c<2h—-2}U{0}

Let =g denote the partial order on N where for all elements a1,a9 € N, a1 =g ag if ao —a; € S.
Thus, we get that

max< (Ap(S,n4) :{ {(2h — 2)n1, (2h — 1)ng} U {in1 + (2h — 2 —i)ns | 1 <i < 2h — 3} }

U{ing 4+ (2h — 1 —i)ng | 1 <i < 2h — 2}
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Now, by [20, Proposition 2.20], we conclude that
PF(S) - { {(2h—2)n1 —n4,(2h—1)n2—n4}U{in1—|—(2h—2—i)n3—n4 | 1< < 2h—3} }

U{ing + (2h —1—i)ng —ny | 1 <i <2h —2}
Now, one can easily write PF(S) in the required form. O
Example 3.9. Let h = 2, then ny = 20, no = 15, ng = 23, ny = 12, and S = (12, 15,20, 23). By
above theorem PF(S) = {28,31,33,41,49} .

Proposition 3.10. Let S = (ny,ng,ns,ng) be a numerical semigroup generated by ni,na,nz,nyg as
defined in Bresinsky’s curves. Then k[S] never has mazimal or minimal reduced type.

Proof. From Theorem 3.8, note that F(S) = (2h — 1) +4h(h — 2) +2h(4h — 3) + 2 and min PF(S) =
(2h — 1)3 4 4h(h — 2) + 1. Thus, we have

F(S) — min PF(S) = 2h(4h —3) + 1 > 2h(2h — 1) — 1.
Since, m(S) = 2h(2h—1), we get min PF(S) < F(S)—m(S)+ 1. Hence, k[S] does not have maximal
reduced type. Now, note from Theorem 3.8 that F(S) — max PF'(S) = 4h. Thus,

F(S) —m(S) + 1 — max PF'(S) = 4h(1 — h) + 2h + 1.

Since h > 2, we get max PF/(S) > F(S) — m(S) + 1. Hence, k[S] does not have minimal reduced
type. ]

Example 3.11. Let S be as in Example 3.9. Since PF(S) = {28, 31,33, 41,49}, we get type(k[S]) =
5 and the reduced type s(k[S]) = 2, . Thus, £[S] has neither maximal nor minimal reduced type.

4. GLUING OF NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS

In this section, we study the extremal behavior of the reduced type of semigroup rings associ-
ated with the nice extension of a numerical semigroup. In [13, Theorem 3.34], the authors prove
that if a numerical semigroup S is a gluing of numerical semigroups S; and S then s(k[S]) <
s(k[S1])s(k[S1]), and consequently prove that if k[S;] and k[S2] have minimal reduced type so has
k[S]. However, such a nice analog for maximal reduced type does not hold. In this section, we give
a sufficient condition for this analog for a special kind of gluing of numerical semigroups. Let us first
recall the definition of gluing of numerical semigroups.

Definition 4.1. Let S and Ss be two numerical semigroups minimally generated by nq,...,n, and
Npt1,-- -, Ne respectively. Let yu € S1\{ni,...,n.} and X € So\{n,41,...,ne} be such that ged(\, p) =
1. We say that S = (Ani, ..., An,, ineq1, ..., une) is a gluing of Si and S, denoted by S+, Sa.
Corollary 4.2 ([17, Proposition 6.6]). If S = (uS1,A\S2) (as in Definition 4.1), then

(i) PE(S) = {\f+pug+Au| f€PF(S),g€PF(S2)}.

(i) type(k[S]) = type(k[S1])type(k[Sa]).

(i) F(S) = pF(S1) + AF(S1) + Ap.
Proposition 4.3. Let k[S1] and k[S2] be numerical semigroup rings with mazimal reduced type,
and S = S1 45, S2 be a gluing of S1 and Sy. If X+ p > max{Ani, un, 1}, then k[S] has mazimal
reduced type.

Proof. Since k[S1] and k[S2] have maximal reduced type, we have min PF(S;) > F(S1) —n1+1 and
min PF(S2) > F(S2) — ny41 + 1. Therefore, we get

Amin PF(S7) 4+ pmin PF(S3) > AF(S1) — Any + A + puF(S2) — pny4q + p.
Now, suppose Any < pn,41, then m(S) = Any, and we get
Amin PF(S7) 4+ pmin PF(Sy) + Ay > AF(S1) + pF(S2) + A — m(S) + A+ — pny41.
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Since A + p > max{Any, un,41}, by Corollary 4.2, we get min PF(S) > F(S) — m(S) + 1. Thus, we
get that k[S] has maximal reduced type. Now, if Any > un,41, then m(S) = pn, 1. Thus, we get

Amin PF(S7) + pumin PF(Sy) + A > AF(S1) 4+ pF(S2) + A — m(S) + A + p — Ang.
Since A + p > max{Any, un,+1}, we get that k[S] has maximal reduced type. O

Observe that the converse of the above proposition is not true, i.e., if A\ + p < max{Any, un,41}
and k[S1], k[S2] have maximal reduced type then k[S] may have maximal reduced type.

Example 4.4. Let S = (35,42,49,26). Note that S is a gluing of S; = (5,6,7) and So = N with
A =Tand u = 26. Here A + o = 33 < max {26,35} and k[S1], k[S2] have maximal reduced type.
Note that PF(S) = {212,219}. Therefore, we get F(S) —m(S) + 1 = 194 < 212. Thus, k[S] has
maximal reduced type.

Remark 4.5. Note that, if A + p > max{Any, un,,1} then either S; or Sy has to be N. Because, if
A+ p > Ang and A+ g > pngyq then we get A > (nf — 1)u and p > (ny — 1)\, This implies that
w > (ny —1)(nyy1 — 1)p. This is true only if ny = 1 or n,4+; = 1. However, this condition gives a
bigger class of numerical semigroups than the nice extension, first defined in [1] as follows.

Definition 4.6 ([1, Definition 3.1]). Let S = (ni,...,n.) be a numerical semigroup. A numerical
semigroup S’ is called a nice extension of S if there is an element ney1 = aing + ...+ aene € S\
{n1,...,ne} and an integer p < a;+...+a. with ged(p, nes1) = 1 such that 8" = (pny, ..., Pk, Net1)-

Corollary 4.7. Let S = (ni,...,ne) be a numerical semigroup minimally generated by ny,...,n.
and S’ be a nice extension of S. Then k[S] has mazimal reduced type if and only if k[S’] has mazimal
reduced type.

Proof. Suppose k[S] has maximal reduced type. Let S’ = (pnq,...,png, ner1) be a nice extension of
S. Taking A = p, 1 = ney1, we get S =S+, N. Since A+ pt = p + neq1 > max{pni, nes1} = nes1,
k[S'] has maximal reduced type follows from Proposition 4.3. Now, suppose k[S’] has maximal
reduced type. Since S = S+, N, S has maximal reduced type follows from [13, Theorem 3.40]. [

Example 4.8. Let S = (25,30, 35,23). Note that S is a gluing of S; = (5,6,7) and So = N with
A =5and u = 23. Now A+ p = 28 > max {23,25} and k[[S;] has maximal reduced type. Thus,
by Proposition 4.3, k[S] has maximal reduced type. One can easily observe that S is not a nice
extension of Sj.

5. THE DUPLICATION OF A NUMERICAL SEMIGROUP

Let S be a numerical semigroup and £ C S be an ideal of S, i.e., S+ E C E. For an odd integer
d € S and an ideal E C S, the numerical duplication (see [5]) of S with respect to E and d is defined
as
S E=2-SU(2-E+d),
where 2- S = {2s | s € S} and 2- E +d = {2¢ +d | e € E}. Observe that the set S <x? F is a
numerical semigroup. Also, note that S is an ideal of S. We set E = S and call the set S < S a
self-duplication of S with respect to d.

Remark 5.1. For an ideal E C S, F := E U {0} is also a numerical semigroup. Because, since
S+ E CE, wehave x +y € E for all z,y € E. Let m be the smallest element of E. Note that
m+F(S)+1+n¢€ FE forall n € N. Thus N\ E is finite.

In the following theorem, we give a description of pseudo-Frobenius elements of duplication of a
numerical semigroup.

Theorem 5.2. Let E be an ideal of a numerical semigroup S, and S <% E be a duplication of S.
Then we have the following:
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(i) If E # S,5%(S* := S\ {0}), then PF(S > E) = Ay U Ay, where
Ay = {2f | f € PE(S) NPF(E)},

and
Ay ={2f+d|fePF(E) and f+s€ E forsec S\ E}.
(ii) If E = S*, then
PF(S = E) = {d,2f,2f +d | f € PF(S)}.
(iii) If E =S, then
PF(S <’ E) = {2f +d | f € PF(S)}.
Moreover, we have

(i) If E # S, 5%, the Cohen-Macaulay type of k[S <% E] is |A1 U Asg|.
(ii) If E = S*, the Cohen-Macaulay type of k[S <? E] is 2type(k[S]) + 1.
(iii) If E = S, the Cohen-Macaulay type of k[S > E] is equal to the Cohen-Macaulay type of

E[S].

Proof. (i) Let f € PF(S), then clearly 2f ¢ S <% E. Now, let f € Ay and 0 # s € S, then we
have f+ 2s = 2(f 4 s) for some f € PF(S) NPF(E). Since f € PF(S), we get f + 2s = 24 for
some s’ € S. For e € E, we have |+ 2e +d = 2(f + e) + d for some f € PF(S) ﬂPF(N). Since
f € PF(E), this 1mphes [ +e € E. Therefore, we get f+2e +d = 2¢/ +d for some ¢ € E. Thus,
we get A; C PF(S ¢ E). Now, let f € PF(E), then clearly 2f+d ¢ S ¢ E. Let f € Ay and
0 # s € S, then we have f +2s = 2(f + 5) + d for some f € PF(E) and f +s € E for s € S\ E. This
implies that f +2s € 2+ E +d. For e € B, we have f+2e +d = 2f +d +2e +d = 2(f + e + d) for
some f € PF(E). Therefore, f +e € E and hence f+2e+d € 2-S. Thus, we get Ay C PF(S <x? E).
Now, consider f € PF(S l><d E). Suppose f is even then f = 2f for some f € Z \ S. Therefore, we
have 2f + 2s = 2(f 4+ s) € S > E for 3110758ESand2f—|—2e+d:2(f+e)—|—b6SMdEfor
all e € E. Therefore, we get f +s € Sforall0# s € Sand f+e € E for all e € E. Thus, we
get f € PF(S) NPF(E). Now suppose f is odd. Since d is odd, we can write f = 2f + d for some
f € Z\ E. Therefore, we have 2f +d +2s = 2(f +s) +d € S? E for all 0 # s € S. Suppose f =0
then d+2s € S E for all 0 # s € S. Therefore, 25 € 2- E for all 0 # s € S. This implies F = S*,
which is not the case. Therefore, we may assume f # 0. Thus, we get f+s € E forall 0 # s € S.
Hence, f € PF(E )andf+s€Efor8€S\E

(i) Follows from the proof of part (i).

(iii) Similar to part (i), it is easy to see that {2f +d | f € PF(S)} C PF(S ¢ S). Now assume
f € PF(S <? S), then f is not an even integer. Suppose f is even then f = 2z for some z € Z \ S,
and 4+ 2s4+d € Sa? S for all s € S. Thus, z +s € S for all s € S. Now, taking s = 0, we get
a contradiction. Thus, f has to be odd. Write f = 2z + d for some z € Z \ S. Therefore, for all
0+#s¢€ S, wehave f+2s € S<? S. Thus, we get z+ s € S for all 0 # s € S, and hence z € PF(S).
Therefore, we get PF(S ¢ S) C {2f +d | f € PF(S)}. O

Example 5.3. (i) Let S = (3,4,5), E = {5+i|i € N} and d = 11. Note that £ C S is an
ideal of S. Therefore, E = (5,6,7,8,9) and PF(E) = {1,2,3,4}. Since PF(S) = {1,2}, by
Theorem 5.2 part (i), we get PF(S <!t F) = {2,4,15,17, 19}

(ii) Let S = (3,4,5), E = S* and d = 11. Then, PF(S) = {1,2}. Therefore, by Theorem 5.2 part
(ii), we get PF(S <!t B) = {2,4,11,13,15}.

(iii) Let S = (3,4,5), E = S and d = 11. Then, PF(S) = {1,2}. Therefore, by Theorem 5.2 part
(iii), we get PF(S ! E) = {13,15}.

Remark 5.4. For a fized r > 0, there are infinitely many numerical semigroups with type r. Let
S=r+1r+2,....,2r+1). Then PF(S) = {1,2,...,7}, and thus type(k[S]) = r. Take any
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odd natural number d € S, by Theorem 5.2 part (iii), we get type(k[S ¢ S]) = r. Since there are
infintely many choices for d, we get an infinite class of numerical semigroups with type r.

Theorem 5.5. Let S be a numerical semigroup and E C S be an ideal of S. Then, we have the
following:
(i) Let E = S. If k[S] has minimal reduced type, then k[S <% E] has minimal reduced type.
(ii) Let E = S*, k[S ¢ E] is never Gorenstein.
(a) Suppose k[S] is Gorenstein,
(a.1) when d < 2F(S), k[S ¢ E] has minimal reduced type if and only if 2m(S) < d.
(a.2) when d > 2F(S), k[S <x? E] has minimal reduced type if and only if m(S) <
F(S)+ 1.
(b) Suppose k[S] is not Gorenstein.
(b.1) For max PF/(S <x? E) # 2F(S), if k[S] has minimal reduced type then k[S ¢ E]
also has minimal reduced type.
(b.2) For max PF/(S x? E) = 2F(S), k[S < E] has minimal reduced type if and only
if d > 2m(S).
(i) Let E # S, S*,
(a) Suppose F(S) # F(E). If k[E] has minimal reduced type then k[S <@ E] also has
minimal reduced type.
(b) Suppose F(S) =F(E),
(b.1) For max PF'(S bt E) # 2F(S), if k[E] has minimal reduced type then k[S < EJ
also has minimal reduced type.
(b.2) For max PF'(S x? E) = 2F(S), k[S <x? E] has minimal reduced type if and only
if d > 2m(S).

Proof. (i) Suppose k[S] has minimal reduced type. This implies that max PF'(S) < F(S) —m(S)+1.
From Theorem 5.2, note that F(S >? E) = 2F(E) + d. Therefore, we get

max PF'(S ><? §) = 2 max PF'(S) + d < 2F(S) + d — 2m(S) + 1 = F(S =? ) — 2m(S) + 1.

If d > 2m(S), the multiplicity of S >? S is 2m(S), and hence k[S >? S| has minimal reduced type.
If d < 2m(S), F(S x? ) —2m(S) +1 < F(S >? §) — d + 1. Since d < 2m(S) the multiplicity of
S >a? S is d, and hence k[S >? S has minimal reduced type.

(ii) Since E = S*, k[S <x? E] is never Gorenstein follows from Theorem 5.2 part (ii). For (a),
assume k[S] is Gorenstein, i.e PF(S) = {F(S)}. For (a.1), since d < 2F(S), by Theorem 5.2 part (ii),
we get max PF'(S ¢ E) = 2F(S). Since F = S*, the multiplicity of S > E is 2m(S). Therefore,
k[S ¢ E] has minimal reduced type if and only if 2F(S) < F(S x? E) — 2m(S) + 1. Since,
F(S x? E) = 2F(E) + d, k[S <? E] has minimal reduced type if and only if 2m(S) < d + 1. For
(a.2), since d > 2F(S), by Theorem 5.2 part (ii), we get max PF'(S <x? E) = d. Therefore, k[S > E]
has minimal reduced type if and only if d < F(S ¢ E) —2m(S) + 1. Since, F(S ><? E) = 2F(E) +d,
k[S ¢ E] has minimal reduced type if and only if 2m(S) < 2F(S) + 1. For (b), assume k[S] is not
Gorenstein i.e PF/(S) # 0. For (b.1), since k[S] has minimal reduced type, we get max PF'(S) <
F(S)—m(S)+1. Therefore, 2max PF'(S)+d < 2F(S) —2m(S)+1+d. Since F(S ¢ F) = 2F(E) +d
and max PF/(S x? E) # 2F(S), we get max PF/(S > E) < F(S <x? E) —m(S ¢ E) + 1. Hence,
k[S ><? E] has minimal reduced type. For (b.2), since max PF'(S <x? E) = 2F(S), k[S <? E] has
minimal reduced type if and only if 2F(S) < F(S ¢ E)—2m(S)+1. Since, F(S ¢ E) = 2F(E) +d,
k[S ><? E] has minimal reduced type if and only if 2m(S) < d + 1. Since d is odd, k[S ¢ E] has
minimal reduced type if and only if 2m(S) < d.

(iii) Assume E # S,S*. For (a), we have F(S) # F(E). By Theorem 5.2 part (ii), either
max PF/'(S ¢ F) € Ay or max PF/(S <x? E) € Ay. Suppose max PF/(S > E) € A;. Since
F(S) # F(E), we get max PF'(S ¢ E) < 2max PF/(E). Also, since E has minimal reduced type,
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we have max PF/(E) < F(E)—m(E)+1. This implies 2max PF'(E) < 2F(E)—2m(FE)+ 1. Therefore,
we get

max PF/(S <? E) < 2max PF/(E) < 2F(E) — 2m(E) 4+ 1 < 2F(E) — 2m(E) +1 +d.

Since F(S ¢ E) = 2F(E) + d and 2m(E) > 2m(S) = m(S ><* E), we conclude that max PF’(S p<?
E) < F(S <? E) — m(S ? E) + 1. Hence, k[S >? E] has minimal reduced type. Now, suppose,
max PF'(S ¢ E) € Ay. This implies that max PF'(S ¢ E) < 2max PF/(E) 4 d. Remaining part
follows analogously. For part (b), assume F(S) = F(E). For (b.1), since max PF'(S ¢ E) # 2F(9),
observe that max PF/(S ! E) < 2max PF/(E) + d. Again, remaining part follows analogously.
For (b.2), since max PF/(S x? E) = 2F(S), k[S > E] has minimal reduced type if and only if
2F(S) < F(S x? E) — 2m(S) + 1. Since, F(S ¢ E) = 2F(E) + d and F(S) = F(E), k[S ><? E] has
minimal reduced type if and only if 2m(S) < d + 1. Since d is odd, k[S <x? E] has minimal reduced
type if and only if 2m(S) < d. O

Remark 5.6. For a fixed r > 0, there are infinitely many numerical semigroups of minimal reduced
type with type r. Let S = (r+1,r+ 14+ (r+2),..., 7+ 1+ 7r(r + 2)). Since, embedding dimension
of S is equal to the multiplicity of S, by [20, Corollary 3.2], we get type(S) = r. Moreover, PF(S) =
{r +2,2(r +2),...,7(r + 2)}. Therefore, F(S) = r(r + 2), max PF'(S) = (r — 1)(r + 2), and
max PF/(S) < F(S) — m(S) + 1. Hence, we obtain that S is of minimal reduced type. Now, take
any odd natural number d € S, by Theorem 5.2 part (iii), type(k[S <x? S]) = r, and by Theorem 5.5
part (i), k[S ¢ S] has minimal reduced type. Since there are infintely many choices for d, for each
r > 0, we get an infinite class of numerical semigroups of minimal reduced type with type r.

Remark 5.7. In general, even if both k[S] and k[FE] have maximal reduced type, k[S ¢ E] may
not have maximal reduced type. Because of the difficulty of keeping track of minimum element of
the set of pseudo-Frobenius elements of the duplication, it is not feasible to give a result for maximal
reduced type in terms of d and m(S) similar to the Theorem 5.5.

Example 5.8. Let S = (3,4,5), E={5+1i|i € N} and d = 11. Note that £ C S is an ideal of S.
Note that E = (5,6,7,8,9) and PF(E) = {1,2,3,4}. Observe that both k[S] and k[E] have maximal
reduced type. Since PF(S) = {1,2}, by Theorem 5.2 part (i), we get PF(S <!! E) = {2,4,15,17,19}.
Therefore, min PF(S <! E) =2 # 14 =19 -6+ 1 = F(S x*! E) — m(S <! E) + 1. Therefore,
k[S ¢ E] does not have maximal reduced type.

In the following results, we explore the maximal reduced type for the duplication of a numerical
semigroup when E = S, 5%.

Proposition 5.9. Let S be a numerical semigroup. Then, we have the following:

(i) If d > 2m(S), then k[S] has mazimal reduced type if and only if k[S <? S] has mazimal
reduced type.

(ii) If d < 2m(S), then k[S > S] has mazimal reduced type if and only if % > F(S) —
min PF(S).

Proof. (i) Suppose k[S] has maximal reduced type. This implies that min PF(S) > F(S) —m(S) + 1.
From Theorem 5.2, note that F(S > S) = 2F(S) + d. Therefore, we get

min PF(S =% S) = 2 min PF(S) +d > 2F(S) +d — 2m(S) +1 > F(S =? S) — 2m(S) + 1.

Since d > 2m(S), the multiplicity of S <? S is 2m(S9), and hence k[S >a? S] has maximal reduced
type. For the converse part, we will prove that if k[S] does not have maximal reduced type, then
k[S <? S] does not have maximal reduced type. Suppose k[S] does not have maximal reduced
type. This implies that min PF(S) < F(S) — m(S) + 1. Therefore, we get 2 min PF(S) +1 <
2 F(S) — 2m(S) + 2 and thus 2 min PF(S) +d < 2 F(S) +d — 2m(S) + 1. Thus, by Theorem 5.2,
we get min PF(S ? ) < F(S <x? ) — 2m(S) + 1. Since d > 2m(S), the multiplicity of S <x? S is
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2m(S), and hence k[S ¢ S] does not have maximal reduced type.
(ii) If d < 2m(S) then we have k[S ><? S| has maximal reduced type if and only if

2 min PF(S) +d > 2F(S) + 1 if and only if > F(S) — min PF(S5).

0

Remark 5.10. For a fixed r > 0, there are infinitely many numerical semigroups of maximal reduced
type with type r. Let S = (r+1,7+2,...,2r+1). Then PF(S) = {1,2,...,r}, and thus type(k[S]) =
r. It is evident that k[S] = r has maximal reduced type. Now, take any odd natural number d € S
such that d > 2m(S), by Theorem 5.2 part (iii), type(k[S >¢ S]) = r, and by Theorem 5.9 part (i),
Ek[S ><x? S] has maximal reduced type. Since there are infintely many choices for d, for each r > 0,
we get an infinite class of numerical semigroups of maximal reduced type with type 7.

Example 5.11. Let S = (5,6,7), and d = 7. Note that PF(S) = {8,9}. The duplication S 17 S =
(7,10,12,14), and PF(S <’ S) = {23,25}. Thus min PF(S " ) = 23 > 19 = F(S " §) —m(S >’
S) + 1. Thus, k[S =" S] has maximal reduced type.

Proposition 5.12. Let S be a numerical semigroup. Then, we have the following:
(1) If d < 2 min PF(S), then k[S >? S*] has mazimal reduced type if and only if m(S) > F(S).
(ii) Ifd > 2 min PF(S), then k[S > S*] has mazimal reduced type if and only if m(S) —F(S) >

% — min PF(S).

Proof. (i) Since, d < 2 min PF(S), by Theorem 5.2 part (ii), we get min PF(S ¢ S*) = d.
Therefore, k[S <% S*] has maximal reduced type if and only if d > F(S <% S$*) — 2m(S) + 1. Since,
F(S > S*) = 2F(S) + d, k[S ¢ S*] has maximal reduced type if and only if 2m(S) — 1 > 2F(S).
Thus, k[S >? S*] has maximal reduced type if and only if m(S) > F(S).

(ii) Since, d > 2 min PF(S), by Theorem 5.2 part (ii), we get min PF(S <x? §*) = 2 min PF(S).
Therefore, k[S >? S*] has maximal reduced type if and only if 2 min PF(S) > F(S ¢ §*) —
2m(S) + 1. Since, F(S »a? §*) = 2F(S) + d, k[S <x? S*] has maximal reduced type if and only if

2m(S) — 2F(S) > (d + 1) — 2 min PF(S). Hence, the result follows. O
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