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Limit varieties of J-trivial monoids

Olga B. Sapir

Abstract

We show that limit varieties of monoids recently discovered by Gusev,
Zhang and Luo and their subvarieties are generated by monoids of the form
M, (W) for certain congruences 7 on the free monoid. The construction
M. (W) is a generalization of widely used Dilworth-Perkins construction. Us-
ing this construction, we find explicit generators for Gusev limit varieties and
give a short reproof to the fact that Zhang-Luo limit variety is non-finitely
based.

1 Introduction

In this article we consider monoids and regard them as semigroups equipped with an
additional 0-ary operation that fixes the identity element. Elements of a countably
infinite alphabet 2 are called [etters and elements of the free monoid 2A* are called
words. We use 1 to denote the empty word, which is the identity element of 2A*.
An algebra (variety of algebras) is said to be finitely based (FB) if there is a finite
subset of its identities from which all of its identities may be deduced. Otherwise,
it is said to be non-finitely based (NFB).

In 1969, Perkins [15] found the first sufficient condition under which a semigroup
is NFB. By using this condition, he constructed the first two examples of finite
NFB semigroups. The first example was the 6-element Brandt monoid and the
second example was the 25-element monoid obtained from the set of words W =
{abtba, atbab, abab, aat} by using the following construction.

Let < be the relation on the free monoid 2* given by v < u if and only if v is
a subword of u. Given a set of words W C A*, M (W) denotes the Rees quotient of
20* over the ideal 2A* \ W=, where W= is the closure of W under taking subwords.
Then

M(W) = (W= U {0}, %),

where multiplication « is given by

e uxv =uvif uv € W=, otherwise, uxv = 0.

MW) (M(W)\{1}) is a J-trivial monoid (semigroup) because the free monoid
2A* is J-trivial, that is, u = v whenever u < v and v < u.

The sufficient condition of Perkins involves the requirement that certain words
are isoterms for a semigroup under consideration. A word u is said to be an isoterm
[T5] for a semigroup S if S does not satisfy any nontrivial identity of the form u ~ v.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.09950v5

Since Perkins introduced the notion of an isoterm, it has been a necessary ingre-
dient in the majority of many arguments invented by other researchers to establish
an absence of the finite identity basis for a semigroup. A locally finite algebra is said
to be inherently not finitely based (INFB) if any locally finite variety containing it
is NFB. The syntactic part of the celebrated description of INFB finite semigroups
given by Mark Sapir [16] states that a finite semigroup S is INFB if and only if
every Zimin word (Z; = x1,...,Zky1 = Zyxpi1Zy,...) is an isoterm for S. This
result implies that the Brandt monoid is INFB while finite J-trivial monoids are
never INFB.

For the majority of J-trivial monoids which are known to be NFB, their property
of having no finite identity basis is a consequence of a sufficient condition of the
following form.

Sufficient Condition 1. Let 3 be a certain set of identities without any bound on
the number of letters involved and W be a subset of A*. If a monoid M satisfies all
identities in X and all the words in W are isoterms for M, then M is NFB.

About ten years ago, Lee suggested to investigate the finite basis property of
semigroups
Lg:<6,f|62:€,f2:f,€f€f€f"':0>, €Z2
A

length ¢

and the monoids L} obtained by adjoining an identity element to L,.

The 4-element semigroup Lo = Ay is long known to be finitely based [3]. Zhang
and Luo proved [19] that the 6-element semigroup Lz is NFB and Lee generalized this
result into a sufficient condition [I0] which implies that for all £ > 3, the semigroup
L, is NFB [12].

As for the monoids L}, the 5-element monoid L) = A} was also proved to be FB
by Edmunds [2] and it is shown in [20, 18|, 13] that for each ¢ > 3 the monoid L; is
NEB.

In [I8], we generalized the notion of an isoterm into a notion of a 7-term, because
isoterms give no information about the finite basis property of Lee monoids (see
Section 6 in [I8]). If 7 is an equivalence relation on the free semigroup 2A* then a
word u is said to be a 7-term for a semigroup S if urv whenever S satisfies u ~ v.

Given a congruence 7 on the free monoid 2*, we use o, to denote the binary
operation on the quotient monoid 2*/7. The elements of A*/7 are called T-words
or T-classes and written using lowercase letters in the typewriter styl. We extend
the definition of a 7-term to 7-classes of 2T as follows: a 7-class u is said to be a
T-term for S if every word in u € u is a 7-term for S.

Let 7 denote the congruence on the free monoid 2* induced by the relations
a = a® for each a € 2. Then a'* = {a" | n > 1} is an idempotent of 2A* /7 and
every element of 2T /7, can be represented as a word in the alphabet {a'™ | a € 2A}.

'We call the elements of 21* /7 by T-words when we want to emphasize the relations between
them and we refer to u € A*/7 as a 7-class when we are interested in the description of the words
contained in u.



For example, (alt o, bt o, alt) = {a™"a* | m,n,k > 1}. Using 7y-terms, the
sufficient condition of Lee [I0] for semigroups can be reformulated as follows.

Sufficient Condition 2. (¢f. [13, Theorem 6.2]) Suppose that a semigroup S
satisfies
Y = {eylys . ynr = wynye_y -yt | n > 2}

and the 7 -word (a'* o, b o, al™) is a 7y -term for S, then S is NFB.

The NFB property of every Lee monoid L} for ¢ > 3 follows from one of
the three sufficient conditions in [13| [I7, [8]. Each of these sufficient conditions
can be obtained from the following general sufficient condition by substituting a
specific set of identities for ¥ and by substituting either (a'* o, b'* o, a'") or
(a'* o, b'T o, a't o, b'") or (a't o, b'T o, a't o, b o, al") for u.

Sufficient Condition 3. Let X be certain set of identities without any bound on
the number of letters involved. If a monoid M satisfies all the identities in X and
certain T -word u € A* /1y is a T -term for M, then M is NFB.

In 1944, Morse and Hedlund [I4] constructed an infinite set of words W (‘un-
ending sequence” [I4]), in a three-letter alphabet with the property that no word
in W has a subword of the form uu. As mentioned in the introduction of [14], Dil-
worth pointed out that ‘the existence of unending sequences” with certain properties
‘makes possible the construction of useful examples of semigroups”. In particular,
this set of words W yields an infinite semigroup S ‘generated by three elements
such that the square of every element in S is zero”. So, in essence, the M (W) \ {1}
construction was also used in [14] to obtain the first example of an infinite finitely
generated nil-semigroup.

In 2005, Jackson [6] used the Dilworth-Perkins construction to give the first ex-
plicit examples of limit varieties of monoids in the sense that each of these varieties is
NFB while each proper monoid subvariety of each of these varieties is FB. Jackson’s
limit varieties are generated by M ({atbasb}) and M ({abtasb, atbsab}).

Let H, denote the natural homomorphism 2* — 2*/7 corresponding to a con-
gruence 7. In [I8], we generalised the Dilworth-Perkins construction M (W) into
M. (W) construction as follows.

Definition 1.1. Let 7 be a congruence on the free monoid A* and W C 2A* be a set
of words closed under 7. Then M.(W) denotes the Rees quotient of A*/T over the
ideal H,(A* \ W=).

For example, according to [I8], the 5-element monoid
Ay=Li=(l,e,f|e*=e, f> = fef =0) (1)

is isomorphic to M, (W), where W = (a** o, b**) = {a™b" | m,n > 1}.
To simplify the computations involving finite monoids, we redefine the general-
ized Dilworth-Perkins construction in terms of the (finite) subsets of A*/7 instead
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of the (infinite) subsets of 2A*. The subsets of 2*/7 are denoted by capital letters in
the typewriter style. According to Definition 22 A} is isomorphic to M,, (W), where
W= {a't o, b'"} consists of a single 7;-word.

Lemma 7.1 in [18] and its proof give us the following connection between monoids
of the form M. (W) and 7-terms for monoid varieties.

Fact 1.2. Let 7 be a congruence on the free monoid A* such that the empty word
forms a singleton T-class. Let W C A* be a set of words which is a union of T-classes
and is closed under taking subwords. Then a monoid variety V contains M. (W) if
and only if every word in W is a T-term for V.

Fact [[.2] generalizes Lemma 3.3 in [6] which gives a connection between monoids
of the form M (W) and isoterms for monoid varieties.

A letter is called simple (multiple) in a word u if it occurs in u once (at least
twice). The set of all (simple, multiple) letters in u is denoted by con(u) (re-
spectively, sim(u) and mul(u)). We partition the congruence 7 into three more
congruences as follows. Given u,v € 2*, we define:

e u~v if and only if urv and mul(u) = mul(v);

e u\v if and only if uyv and the first two occurrences of each multiple letter
are adjacent in u if and only if these occurrences are adjacent in v;

e upv if and only if uyv and the last two occurrences of each multiple letter are
adjacent in u if and only if these occurrences are adjacent in v.

Notice that the relations p and A are dual to each other. If 7 € {7, A, p} then each
letter of the alphabet forms a singleton 7-class a = {a} and a?" = {a? d?,...} is an
idempotent of 2* /7 for each a € 2*. Since 7 is a congruence, every element of 2* /7
can be represented (in multiple ways) as a word in the alphabet {a,a*" | a € }.
For example,

(aoytoyboya® oys0,b*) = (aoytoyboyaoysoyb)={atha™sb” | m,n > 1}

is a A-class of 2*. We choose (a oy toyboya?t oy soyb?") as the canonical name
of this A-class.

In Proposition B2l we show that for each 7 € {7, A, p}, every element of 2*/\
has a unique representation as a canonical word in the alphabet {a,a?t | a €
2}, Using this representation, we show that given a finite set of 7-words W C
A* /7, M.(W) is finite J-trivial monoid and provide a simple algorithm for comput-
ing its multiplication table. In particular, according to Example B4l the monoid
My (aoytoyboya" oy soyb?") has 31 elements.

Given a monoid variety V we use V to denote the variety dual to V, that is,
the variety consisting of monoids anti-isomorphic to the monoids from V. Recently,
Gusev [4] found two new limit varieties of monoids: J and J. The variety J is given
by a certain (infinite) set of identities. While looking through his proof that J is
NFB, we noticed that it yields the following sufficient condition:
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Sufficient Condition 4. Suppose that a monoid M satisfies

{zy1ys .. ynztiyitoys . . tayn = TY1ya . . Yntiyitays . .ty | 0> 1}
and the A\-word (a oyt oy b oy a®t oy s oy b?") is a A\-term for M, then M is NFB.

Sufficient Condition (] together with Fact gave us a clue that the variety J is
generated by My (a oyt oyboya?" oy soyb?") (see Theorem [L.2(v) below).

Let A denote the monoid obtained by adjoining an identity element to the fol-
lowing semigroup:

A=le fcle*=e, fP=f ef=ce=0,ec=cf =c)= e f,c fe fc,0}. (2)

The semigroup A was introduced by its multiplication table and shown to be FB
in [I1 Section 19]. Its presentation was recently suggested by Edmond W. H. Lee.
Let A denote the semigroup anti-isomorphic to A. Zhang and Luo [22] proved that
the direct product A! x Al generates another limit variety of monoids.

Together with Sergey Gusev we calculated that A x A is equationally equivalent
to M, ({(a*" o, t o, b*" 0, a®"), (a®" o, b*" o, t 0, a®")}) (Theorem A3[iv)).

In Sect.[] using the fact that (a®* o, t o, b?* o, a?") and (a®" o, b*" o, t o, a")
are y-terms for A! x Zl, we give a short proof of Theorem 6.2 in [21] that says that

the monoid A! x A" is NFB.

Let A denote the monoid variety generated by A'. According to [22], the variety
A V A contains 13 finitely generated subvarieties. In Sect. @ we show that every
subvariety of A V A is generated by a (finite) monoid of the form M, (W).

In addition to proving that J is a finitely generated limit variety of monoids,
Gusev in [4] calculated the lattice of subvarieties of J which consists of 12 finitely
generated varieties. However, the explicit generators of five of these subvarieties
including the variety J itself were unknown. In Sect. [[lwe show that every subvariety
of J is generated by a (finite) monoid of the form M,(W).

In [5], together with Gusev, we show that the monoids M) (a oy t o) b®* o) a®")
and M,(a®* o, b*" o, t o, a) generate the last two limit varieties of J-trivial monoids.
So, it turns out [5], that all limit varieties of J-trivial monoids are generated by fi-
nite monoids of the form M. (W), where 7 is either the trivial congruence on 2A* or

7€ {7, A p}.

2 Dillworth-Perkins construction in terms of 7-
words

Given a congruence 7 on 2*, the ‘subword” relation < between words can be gener-
alized to a relation between 7-words as follows. Given two 7-words u,v € 2A*/7 we
write v <, uif u=po, vo, s for some p,s € A*/7.



Lemma 2.1. Foru,v € 2A*/7 the following are equivalent:
(i) v <, u;
(i) every word v € v is a subword of a word u € u;
(iii) some word v € v is a subword of a word u € u.

Proof. (i) = (ii) Since v <, u, we have u = p o, vo, s for some p,s € 2A* /7.

Take some p € p and some s € s. Then H,(pvs) = po,vo,s = u. Hence v is a
subword of u = pvs € u.

Implication (ii) = (iii) is evident.

(iii) = (i) Since v is a subword of u, we have u = pvs for some p,s € 2A*.
Consequently, u = H,(p) o, vo, H,(s). Hence v <, u. O

Given a congruence 7 and a set of 7-words W, let WS denote the closure of W in
quasi-order <,.

Definition 2.2. Let 7 be a congruence on the free monoid A* and W C A*/T be
a set of T-words. Then M, (W) denotes the Rees quotient of A*/T over the ideal
(A% /7) \ W=,

Lemma 2.1] implies that given a set of words W C 20* which is a union of 7-
classes, we have H,(2A*\W<=) = (A*/7)\W>", where W = H,(W) C 2* /7. Therefore,
Definitions [Tl and are equivalent.

According Definition 2.2] given a set of 7-words W we have

M-(W) = (W=7 U {0}, %), (3)

where multiplication «, is given by
eux . v=uo,vifuo, v € WS, otherwise, ux, v=0.

Proposition 2.3. Let 7 be a congruence on the free monoid A* such that the empty
word 1 forms a singleton T-class. Let W C * be a set of words closed under T and
W= H, (W) C A*/1 be the corresponding set of T-words. Then for every monoid
variety V the following are equivalent:

(i) V contains M, (W) = M, (W);

(11) every word in W< is a 7-term for V;

(1ii) every T-word in WS is a T-term for V.

Proof. Since M, (W) = M,(W<), the equivalence of (i) and (ii) is a consequence of
Fact [L2 Since W = H, (W), the equivalence of (ii) and (iii) is a consequence of the
definition of a 7-term (see the introduction). O

The definition of what it means for a word to be a 7-term for a monoid variety
readily implies the following.

Observation 2.4. Let 7 and 7" be two congruences on A*. If T partitions 7' then
every T-term for a monoid variety V is also a 7' -term for V.

Let M, (W) denote the variety generated by M, (W).
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Corollary 2.5. Let oy and oy be congruences on the free monoid A* such that the
empty word 1 forms a singleton oi-class and a singleton oo-class. Let Wi and Wy
be two sets of words closed under relations o1 and o9 respectively. Then

My, (W1) V Mo, (W2) C Mo, ng, (W1 U W2). (4)
Ifo, = oy =7 then
M (Wh) V M- (W) = M- (W1 U Ws). (5)
If Wy =Wy =W then
Mo, (W) V Mo, (W) = Mgy no, (W). (6)

Proof. Since W7 is a union of oy-classes and W5 is a union of oy-classes, the set
Wi U Wy is a union of (07 A og)-classes. Since every word in ng is a (o1 A 03)-
term for My, rq, (W1 U W5) by Proposition 23] it is a oj-term for My, aq, (W7 U
W3) by Obsevation 2.4l Hence the variety My, a., (W1 U Wa) contains M, (W) by
Proposition Similar arguments show that M, 1, (W1 U W3) contains M, ().
Thus () holds.

Conversely, since the variety M, (W;) V M,,(W5) contains both M,, (W) and
M,,(Wy), every word in W is a oy-term for M, (W1) V M, (W,) and every word
in Wy is a go-term for M, (W) V M, (W5).

If 0, = 0y = 7 then every word in W= U Wy = (W, UW,)< is a 7-term for
ML, (W7) VML, (Ws). Therefore, ML, (W7) VML, (W5) D M, (W;UW5) by Proposition 23]
In view of (), the equality (&) holds.

If W, = W, = W then every word in W= is a oy-term for M, (W) VM, (W) and
a oo-term for M, (W;) V M, (Ws). Hence every word in W< is a (o1 A 0)-term for
M, (W)VM,,(W). Therefore, M, (W)VM,,(W) D M, s, (W) by Proposition 2.3
In view of (), the equality (@) holds. O

If 7 is the trivial congruence then equation () turns into Lemma 5.1 in [7].

3 Congruences 7, and v;

Let con,(u) denote the set of all letters that appear n times in a word u. For each
k > 0 and every u,v € 2* define:

e uyv if and only if con;(u) = con;(v) for each 0 < ¢ < k.
In particular,
e uyv if and only if con(u) = con(v);

e uv,v if and only if sim(u) = sim(v) and mul(u) = mul(v).



It is easy to check that v, is a congruence on 2* for each k£ > 0.

For brevity, if wy, wa,...,w; € A*/7, then we write M, (wy,ws, ..., wg)
(M (wy,wa, ..., wg)) rather than M, ({wy,wo, ..., wp}) (M, ({wy,wo,...,wg})). The fol-
lowing observation is a reformulation of a well-known and easily verified statement.

Observation 3.1. For each k > 0, the variety M(a*) satisfies an identity u =~ v if
and only if uygv.

For each m > 0, let 7, denote the congruence on 20* induced by the relations
a = a'™™ for every a € 2. In particular, 7, is the trivial congruence on 2(*.

In view of Observation B.1I], the congruence -, is fully invariant for each k > 0.
In contrast, if m > 1 then 7,, is not fully invariant.

If u € A* and = € con(u) then an island formed by x in u is a maximal subword
of u which is a positive power of z. For example, the word zy?z’yx® has three
islands formed by z and two islands formed by y. Clearly, two words u and v are
7i-related if and only if v can be obtained from u by changing the exponents of
the corresponding islands. For example, u = (xy?xyx?)m (2?y23y*2”) = v and the
islands 2° in u and 22 in v are corresponding.

If a monoid M (monoid variety V) satisfies all identities in a set X then we write
MEX(VEY).

Lemma 3.2. For each m > 0, every subword of a 7,,-term for a monoid variety V
s a Ty-term for V.

Proof. 1t is well-known and can be easily verified that every subword of an isoterm
(1o-term) for V is an isoterm for V. Similar argument works to show that every
subword of a 7-term u for V is a 7 -term for V. Indeed, let v be a subword of u. If
v is not a 7-term for V then V = v &~ w such that v and w are not 7j-related. This
means that v = pas and w = p’bs’ where p, s, p’ and s’ are possibly empty words,
prip’ and a # b € 2. Since v < u we have u = cvd for some possibly empty words
c and d. Then V |= (u = cpasd) = cp’bs’d. Since u and cp’bs’d are not 7-related,
we obtained a contradiction to the fact that u is a 7-term for V. Therefore, v must
be a 1-term for V.

If m > 1 and u is a 7,,-term for a monoid variety V, then u is a 7-term for
V by Observation 2.4l It follows that every subword v of u is a 7i-term for V. If
v is not a 7,,-term for V then V = v &~ w such that v and w are not 7,,-related.
Since vyw but v/, w, for some letter x € 2, the corresponding islands xP and
% in v and w are such that p Z ¢ (mod m). Since v < u we have u = cvd for
some possibly empty words ¢ and d. Then V = u =~ cwd. Since the islands z?
and z? in v and w are corresponding in u and cwd as well, the words u and cwd
are not 7,,-related. This is impossible, because u is a 7,,-term for V. To avoid a
contradiction, we conclude that v is also a 7,,-term for V. O

Lemma 3.3. Let m,k > 0 and V be a monoid variety such that z* is an isoterm
for V. Then every subword of a (T, A\ vi)-term for V is a (7., A yx)-term for V.



Proof. Since uyyv if and only if con(u) = con(v), the congruence 7, partitions vy
for each m > 0. Hence 7, = 7,, A 7o and the statement follows from Lemma B.2]
So, we may assume that & > 1.

Suppose that v < u and u is a (7, A Yx)-term for V. In view of Observation 2.4]
and Lemma [3.2, the word v is a 7,,-term for V. Since z* is an isoterm for V. the
word v is a (7, A y)-term for V by Observation B.11 O

Notice that v = 7 A 71, where v is the equivalence relation defined in the
introduction.

Fact 3.4. Let u be a word that involves at least two distinct letters. If u is a y-term
for a monoid variety V then x is an isoterm for V.

Proof. Since u is a y-term for V, the word u is also a 7-term for V by Observa-
tion 2.4l If x is not an isoterm for V then V = x &~ z? for some p > 2. But then
V = u = u” which contradicts the fact that u is a 7-term for V. Therefore, x must
be an isoterm for V. O

Corollary 3.5. Let m >0, 7 € {7,,7} and v <, u. Ifu is a T-term for a monoid
variety V then v is also a T-term for V.

Proof. Since u is a 7-term for V, every word in u is a 7-term for V. Since v <, u,
every word v € v is a subword of some word u € u by Lemma 2.1]

If 7 = 7,,, then v is a 7,,-term for V by Lemma

So, we may assume that 7 = ~. If u involves at least two distinct letters, then v
is a y-term for V by Lemma 3.3 and Fact B4l Thus we may assume that u involves
at most one letter z.

If u= {1} then v = {1} is a y-term for V.

If u = {z} then z is an isoterm for V. Hence v is a y-term for V by Lemma 3.3

It is left to assume that u = {x2 2%, 2%, ...} for some x € 2. Since no word in
this v-class can form an identity of V with x, the word x is an isoterm for V in this
case as well. Hence v is a y-term for V by Lemma O

Corollary 3.6. Let m > 0, 7 € {7, v} and W C A*/7 be a set of T-words. Then
a monoid variety V contains M, (W) if and only if every T-word in W is a T-term for
V.

Proof. If V contains M, (W) then every T-word in W=~ is a 7-term for V by Proposi-
tion 2.3l In particular, every 7-word in W is a 7-term for V.

Conversely, suppose that every 7-word in W is a 7-term for V. If v € WS then
v <, ufor some u € W. Consequently, v is a 7-term for V by Corollary 3.5l Therefore,
V contains M, (W) by Proposition 2.3 0O

Notice that if 7 = 7y then Corollary coincides with Lemma 3.3 in [6].



4 Every subvariety of A V A is generated by a
monoid of the form M, (V)

In consistence with notations used in the introduction, define

e a={a};

e 2" = {a",a"", a"2, ...} for each n > 1 and a € .

We often simplify the following notations:

e instead of a®" we write a™, that is, a™ = a*" = {a?,a3,... };

e when the congruence 7 is clear from the context, we omit the sign of operation
70,7 in A* /T, that is, we write wiw, instead of wy o, ws.

If M and M’ are isomorphic monoids we write M = M’. Figure [l below dupli-
cates Figure 1 in [22] which exhibits the subvariety lattice of AVA. The four-element
chain at the bottom of this lattice is the same as the corresponding chain in Figure
1 in [6]:

M(0) € M(1) € M(a) C M(ab).

Note that the congruences and sets of words can be chosen in multiple ways to
generate the same variety. For example, M(0)) = M, (0) and M(1) = M, ({1}) =
M, (al*), where 7 is any congruence on 2* such that the empty word 1 forms a
singleton 7-class and o is any congruence such that a'* is a o-class. Notice that
M(1) = M. ({1}) = {0,1} is the 2-element semilattice while M,(a'") = {1,a'*" 0}
is the 3-element semilattice.

Another example, M(a) = Ms(a) = M, (a*") and M(ab) = M;(ab), where § is
any congruence such that each letter a € 2 forms a singleton d-class. Notice that
M(a) = M,(a) = {1,a,0} is a cyclic monoid while M, (a*") = {1,a,2?t,0} is a
cyclic monoid with zero adjoint.

Recall from the introduction that () is a presentation of the 5-element monoid
Al. Let E' and B} denote the monoids obtained by adjoining an identity element
to the following semigroups:

2

E={ecle*=ec*=ec=0,ce=c);

Bo={e.fic| & =e f2=fef = fe=0,ec=cf = o).

The four-element monoid E' and the five-element monoid B} were shown to be FB
in [2]. If M is a monoid then var M denotes the variety generated by M. Denote
var A} by Ay, var E! by E and var B} by B,.

The subvariety lattice of AV A in Figure [ contains the variety A, whose lattice
of subvarieties was first described in [§]. The following theorem assigns a generating
monoid of the form M, (W) to each variety in the interval from D = M(ab) to A,.
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Theorem 4.1. (i) E = M, (ta™).
(ii) E = M, (att).

(iii) EVE = By = M, (ta®,a™t) = M, (aTta™).

(iv) Ag = M, (a*b+).

Proof. (i) Let us verify that every word in (t o, x%) = {tz" | n > 2} is a y-term
for E'. Indeed, suppose that for some n > 2, the monoid E' satisfies an identity
tz" ~ u such that tz" and u are not ~-related. Since E' = 22 ~ 23 and zy is an
isoterm for £, we conclude that E*' satisfies one of the following identities:

te? ~ ZEzt, tr? ~ xth, te? ~ ota?

If we substitute ¢ for ¢t and e for x, each of these identities yields ¢ = 0. To avoid a
contradiction, we conclude that ta® is a y-term for E'. Hence the variety E contains
M., (ta™) by Corollary

Since D |= t2? ~ x%t, the word ta? is not a y-term for . Therefore, the variety I
does not contain M, (ta™) by Corollary B.6l Since D is a unique maximal subvariety
of E, the variety E is generated by M, (ta™).

Part (ii) is dual to Part (i).

(iii) In view of Parts (i)(ii) and Corollary 25, we have EV E = M, (ta*,a’t).

Let us verify that M, (ta™,a™t) = M, (a"ta™).

Indeed, in view of Corollary B.6, the y-word (at o, t) is a y-term for V =
M(a*t,ta™). Since t <, (t o, a™), the y-class t is a y-term for V by Corollary 3.5l
Since t = {t}, the word ¢ is an isoterm for V.

If (a* o, t o, a™) is not a y-term for V then V = 2"t2™ ~ u for some n,m > 1
and some word u that is not v-related to z™tz™. Observation Bl implies that
for some k > 2, either V | a™t2z™ ~ 2t or V | 2™ta™ =~ tz*. But this is
impossible because both z¥t and ta* are y-terms for V by Corollary Therefore,
(at o, t o, a")is a~y-term for V=M, (at, ta™) and consequently, M, (a*t, ta™) D
M, (a*ta't) by Corollary

Conversely, since (a* o, t) <, (at o, to,a") and (to,a") <, (a*t o, to,a"),
both (a* o, t) and (t o, a™) are y-terms for M., (a"ta™) by Corollary[B.5l Therefore,
M, (a*t,ta™) C M, (atta™) by Corollary [3.6]

(iv) As verified in [18], the m-word (a't o, b*") = {a"b™ | n,m > 1} is a
mi-term for Aj. Since the y-class (a®" o, b?") is a subset of (a't o, b'"), every
word in (a?t o, b?") = {a™0™ | n,m > 2} is a m-term for A}. If some word
in (a”o,b") = (a?" o, b?") is not a y-term for A}, then A} E z"y™ ~ 2"y or
A} | 2"y™ =~ zy* for some n,m > 2 and k > 1. Since each of these identities
fails in Aj, the y-word (a® o, b™) is a y-term for A}. Hence the variety A contains
M, (a*b*) by Corollary B0l

On the other hand, since B} = 2%y? ~ 3?22, the word 2%y? is not a v-term for
Bj. Consequently, By does not contain M, (a*b™) by Corollary B.6. Since By is a
unique maximal subvariety of Ay, we have Ag = M, (a*b™). O
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Remark 4.2. (i) The monoid E* is isomorphic to the submonoid {1,a",ta’,0} of
M., (ta™).

(ii) The five-element monoid BY can be obtained from the submonoid
{1,ta",a",b*t,b",0} of M, (tat,bTt) by identifying c = ta® =Db't.

(iii) Ay = M., (a*™b'™") is isomorphic to the submonoid
{I,a*,p",a"b™, 0} of M, (a™b™).

AVA =M, (atbttat, attbta’)

M, (attbta™)

M, (a*b™,a"tsa™)
Q =M, (a"tsa™)
By = M, (a"ta")

M, (a"t)

Figure 1: The subvariety lattice of A V A (cf. Figure 1 in [22])

Let Q' denote the monoid obtained by adjoining an identity element to the
following semigroup:

Q= (e,bcle*=e,eb=0b,ce=c,ec=be=cb=0).

The semigroup ) was introduced and shown to be FB in [I], Section 6.5]. The finite
basis for the six-element monoid @* was found in [J, Section 4.1].

Denote var Q' by Q. According to Figure [I the variety By has two covers: Ag
and Q. The following theorem assigns a generating monoid of the form M., (W) to
each variety in the interval from Q to A V A.

Theorem 4.3. (i) Q = M, (a*tsa™).

(ii) ANA =" AgvQ=DM,(atb, a*tsa™).
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(iii) A = M, (a"b"ta"), dually, A =M, (attbtat).
(w) AV A =DM, (a"bTta", attbta’).

Proof. (i) Suppose that Q' |= z"tsz* ~ u for some n,k > 1. Since (a™ o, t o, a™)
is a y-term for B} by Theorem [T, either u = zP'tszP? or u = 29 tx?sx% for some
D1, P2, G15 G2, g3 > 1. To rule out the second possibility, substitute ©(x) =e, O(t) = b
and ©(s) = ¢. Then O(zP'tsa??) = be but O(ztx?sx%) = 0. We conclude that
(at o, to,s0,a") = {a"tsa" | n,k > 1} is a y-term for Q'. Therefore, Q contains
M, (a*tsa'’) by Corollary B.0l

Since By |= xtsx ~ xtxsz [2], the y-word (at o, t o, s0,a") is not a y-term
for B}. Corollary implies that By does not contain M, (a*tsa™). Since By is a
unique maximal subvariety of Q, we have Q = M, (a*tsa™).

Part (ii) follows from Theorem [A.Il(iv), Part (i) and Corollary

(iii) Recall from the introduction that A' is obtained by adjoining an identity
element to the semigroup A given by presentation ().

Suppose that Al = 2"y™tz* ~ u for some n, k > 1 and m > 2. Since the variety
A contains By = M, (a*ta™), the v-words (a* o, t) and (a* o, t o, a™) are 7-terms
for A' by Corollaries 3.5 and B.6l Consequently, u = ata? for some p > 1 and a € 2A*
such that x occurs at least once in a and y occurs at least twice in a.

If a contains yx as a subword then substituting O(x) = f, ©(y) = e and O(t) = ¢
we obtain O(z"y™tz*) = fc but O(u) = 0. To avoid a contradiction, we conclude
that u = x9y"ta? for some ¢,p > 1 and r > 2. Therefore, (a” o, bT o, to,a")is a
v-term for A'. Hence the variety A contains M, (a*b*ta™) by Corollary B.0l

On the other hand, the identity bases for A}[2] and for Q'[9] imply that both
A} and Q' satisty zy*te = yaytr. Hence (at o, b* o, t o, at) is not a y-term for
A} x Q. Consequently, Ag vV Q does not contain M, (a*bTta®) by Corollary B.0l
Since Ag V Q is a unique maximal subvariety of A, we have A = M, (a*b*ta™).

Part (iv) follows from Part (iii) and Corollary O

Remark 4.4. (i) The monoid Q' is isomorphic to the submonoid
{1,a%,a"t,sa",a"tsa™, 0}

of M,(a*tsa®) by e — a*, b — att, c —» sa™.
(11) Gusev noticed that A' is isomorphic to the submonoid

{1,a",b",a*b", b tat,atb ta’™, 0}

of M,(a*b*ta™) by f — a™, e = b" and ¢ — btta’.

5 A short proof that limit variety A vV A is NFB

The goal of this section is to reprove Theorem 6.2 in [21] that says that the monoid

Al x A" is NFB. To this aim, we establish two sufficient conditions under which a
monoid is NFB. The following lemma is an immediate consequence from Lemma 4.1

in [I§].
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Lemma 5.1. Let u,v € A" be two words such that uyv. Let © : A — AT be a
substitution with the following property:

() If v € mul(u) then ©(x) = y™ for some m > 1 and y € 2.

Then ©(u)yO(v).

The next statement readily follows from Fact 4.2 in [I8].

Fact 5.2. Given a word u and a substitution © : A — A, one can rename some
letters in u so that the resulting word E(u) has the following properties:

(i) con(E(u)) C con(u);

(i1) ©(E(u))16/(u);

(iii) for every x,y € con(E(u)), if the words ©(x) and ©(y) are powers of the
same letter then x = y.

Lemma 5.3. [I8, Lemma 5.1] Let T be an equivalence relation on A" and S be a
semagroup. Suppose that, for infinitely many n, S satisfies an identity U, =~ V,, in
at least n letters such that U,, and V,, are not T-related.

Suppose also that for every identity u =~ v of S in fewer than n letters, every
word U with UrU,, and every substitution © : A — AT such that O(u) = U, we
have UTO(v). Then S is NFB.

We say that a word u is zy-simple if for each z # y € con(u), xy appears at
most once in u as a subword.

Sufficient Condition 5. Let S be a semigroup. Suppose that for each n big enough
one can find an xy-simple word U, in at least n letters such that U, is not a y-term
for S. Suppose also that every word u involving less than, say, n letters, is a ~y-term
for S whenever ©(u) = U for any UyU,, and substitution © : A — A" such that:
(x) for every x,y € con(u), if ©O(x) and O(y) are powers of the same letter then
T =1y.
Then S is NFB.

Proof. Let n be big enough. Since U, is not a y-term for S, the semigroup S satisfies
an identity U,, = V,, in at least n letters such that U, and V, are not y-related.

Let u = v be an identity of S in fewer than n letters. Let U be a word such
that UyU,, and © : 2 — 2T be a substitution such that ©(u) = U. Let E(u)
denote the word obtained from u by renaming some letters so that E(u) satisfies
Properties (i)—(iii) in Fact 5.2 that is:

(i) [con(E(w))| < |con(u)] < n;

(i) O(E(w)7U

(iii) for each z,y € con(E(u)), if O(z) and O(y) are powers of the same letter
then x = y.

Then E(u) is a y-term for S by our assumptions. Hence E(u)yE(v).

Since U, is zy-simple and O(E(u))m U, the word O(F(u)) is also xy-simple.
Hence for each z € mul(E(u)), the value of ©(x) is a power of a letter. Thus
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Property (*) in Lemma [5.1] holds and we have

Fact Lemma m Fact
U=06(u 7 ©O(F(u) g OEV)) 7 O(v).
Therefore, S is NFB by Lemma O

If letter z forms two islands in a word u, we denote these islands by ;2" and
3

»xt. For example, if u = y2x2°23y then 127 = z and 2 = 23.
Sufficient Condition 6. Let M be a monoid such that for each n > 1 the word
U, = zyiys - y2_ y2x is not a y-term for M, but (a* o, t o, bt o, a") and

(at o, b% 0, to,at) are y-terms for M. Then M is NFB.

Proof. Let u be a word with | con(u)| <n and © : 2 — A" be a substitution such
that ©(u) = U for some U~U,, and

(%) for every z,y € con(u), if O(x) and O(y) are powers of the same letter then
T =1y.

Since U, is xy-simple, the word U is also xy-simple. Consequently, for each
z € mul(u) either O(z) = 2P or ©(z) = y! for some p,¢g > 1 and 1 < i < n.
Property (x) implies the following:

(i) if ©(z) =y then z forms one island in u;

(ii) if ©(z) = 2P then z forms at most two islands in u;

(iii) if some letter z forms two islands in u, then ©(z) = 2P and z is the only
letter in u which forms two islands in u.

Hence only two cases are possible.

Case 1: every letter in u forms only one island in u.

In this case, u is a y-term for M because (a* o,b™) is a y-term for M by
Corollary B.5l

Case 2: u contains a unique letter z which forms two islands ;2% and 52" in u.

In this case, O(z) = 2. Since U is xy-simple and u involves less than n letters,
the word u satisfies the following:

(P1) there is a simple letter ¢ in u between 127 and 527

Since for each y € mul(u) with y # z we have ©(y) = y/, the word u also satisfies
the following:

(P2) if y € mul(u) and y # z then y forms only one island in u and u(z,y) =
2Fyk2 ks for some ki, ks > 1 and ky > 2.

Since both (a™ o, t o, bt o, at) = {a*tb*2a*s | ky, ks > 1, ke > 2} and
(at o, bt o, to,at) = {a"b"ta" | ky, ks > 1, ky > 2} are y-terms for M, any word
u that satisfies Properties (P1) and (P2) must be a y-term for M.

Since u is a 7y-term for M in every case, the monoid M is NFB by Sufficient
Condition O

Corollary 5.4. The monoid M,(a*b*Tta®,a"tbTa’) is NFB.
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Proof. Since there is a simple letter ¢ between the two islands formed by a in each
word in (ato,to,bto,a") and in (a” o, b* o, to,at), it is easy to see that
U, = zylys - y2_y2z is not a y-term for M = M, (atbTta™,attbta™). For
example, M satisfies

2 9 2 2 .92 9 2 2
TY1Yo *  Yp1Yn® = TY1 XYy - Yy _1Yp L

or
TYTYS Y YaT R TYTY Y YnTYn

Since (a* o, to,b* o,a") and (a* o, b" o, t o, a"), are y-terms for M by Propo-
sition [2.3] the monoid M is NFB by Sufficient Condition O

Since the monoids M, (a*bTta®, a"tb*a™) and A x A" are equationally equiv-
alent by Theorem [L.3(iv), Corollary [5.4] gives us the following.

Corollary 5.5. [21, Theorem 6.2] The monoid A' x A' is NFB.

6 Sets of 2-island-limited words

Let ;ux denote the ith from the left occurrence of x in a word u. For each k > 1
and every u,v € * define:

e u)\,v < for each ¢ < k the occurrences j,x and (41),2 are adjacent in u if and
only if the occurrences ;o and (j41)vx are adjacent in v.

Let pi denote the equivalence relation dual to Ag.

Fact 6.1. For each k > 1 the relation 1 A\ is a congruence on A* which partitions
V-

Proof. First notice that two 1j-related words begin and end with the same letters.
Using this fact, it is straightforward to verify that 7 A Ay relation is stable under
multiplication in 2A*.

To see that the congruence 71 A Ay partitions 7, suppose that u(m A Ap)v.
Assume that some letter x occurs 1 < n < k times in u. Since urv, the number
of islands formed by x in v is the same as the number of islands formed by x in u.
Since u\;v the exponents of the corresponding islands formed by x in u and v are
the same. Hence x occurs n times in v. Since x is arbitrary, uyv. U

Notice that A = 7y A Ay and p = 7 A p; where A\ and p are the equivalence
relations defined in the introduction.

Given k > 1 we say that u € A* is k-island-limited if each letter forms at most k
islands in u. For example, the word z7yty? is 2-island-limited. If 7 is a congruence
that partitions 71 and u is a 7-class in 2* /7, then it is easy to see that some word in
u is k-island-limited if and only if every word in u is k-island-limited. In this case,
we say that the 7-word u is k-island-limited.
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Let u be an 1-island-limited word. If urv for some 7 € {7, A, p}, then it is easy
to see that urv for each 7 € {7, A, p}. For example, (xT o,yo,zo,pto,t) =
(xtoxyoyzoyptort) = (xTo,yo0,z0,p"0,t) = {2"yzp™t | n,m > 2} is a
~v-class, A-class and p-class. Thus we have the following.

Fact 6.2. Let 7 € {7, \, p} and W be a set of 1-island-limited T-words. Then M. (W) =
M (W) = M,(W).

For example, M, (a*b") = M,(a*b") = M,(a™b™).

Lemma 6.3. Let u be a 2-island-limited A-class of A* and v <y u. Ifu is a A-term
for a monoid variety V then v is also a A-term for V.

Proof. 1f u is 1-island-limited then v is also 1-island-limited and both u and v are
~v-classes of A*. Consequently, v is a A\-term for V by Corollary B3l So, we may
assume that some letter forms two islands in some (every) word in u. Hence every
word in u involves at least two distinct letters.

Take some v € v. Then v is a subword of some u € u by Lemma 2.1 Since u is
a y-term for V by Observation 2.4l the word v is a y-term for V by Lemma and
Fact B.41

If v is not a A-term for V, then V = v & w such that vyw but v and w are not
A-related. Three cases are possible.

Case 1: For some z € con(v) = con(w) and ki, ky > 1, v = ar®bzkc,
u = pazr®bz*2cs |, where pabces has no occurrences of z, the words p and cs are
possibly empty but a and b are not empty, and one of the following holds:

(i) k1 = 1 but the first island formed by x in w contains at least two occurrences
of x;

(ii) k1 > 1 but the first island formed by x in w contains exactly one occurrences
of z.

Then the words u and pws also not A-related. Since V = u = pvs &~ pws, this
contradicts the fact that u is a A-term for V.

Case 2: For some letter xr and g >n> 1, k,r>1, m > 2,

v = zbz"c, u = paz*baics, w = 2™b'z"c’ , where pbesb’c’ has no occurrences
of x, the words p, ¢s and ¢’ are possible empty but b and b’ are not empty.

If v and zb’z"c’ are not A-related, then for some y € con(v) = con(w) and
ki, ko > 1, v = a;y"biy*c; and u = pa;y*by*2cis so that if k&, = 1 then the
first island formed by y in w contains at least two occurrences of y, and if k; > 1
then this island contains exactly one occurrences of y. Hence one can give the same
argument as in Case 1 using y instead of x. So, we may assume that vA(zb'z"c’).

Notice that the identity v & w implies u; = prbz™cs ~ pz™b’z"c's = u,.

If £ =1 then ulu;. Hence u; € u. Since V = u; ~ uy but u; and uy are not
A-related, this contradicts our assumption that every word in u is a A-term for V.

If £ > 2 then uluy because vA(xb'z"c’). Hence uy € u. Since V |= u; = uy but
u; and u, are not A-related, this contradicts our assumption that every word in u
is a A-term for V.
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Case 3: For some letter x and k > m > 2, n,q,r > 1,

v = 2™bz"c, u = pzFbaics, w = zb’2"c’, where pbcsb’c’ has no occurrences
of x, the words p, ¢s and ¢’ are possible empty but b and b’ are not empty.

In this case, the identity v &~ w implies u; = px”ba"cs ~ paxb’z"c's = u,.

Since uAuy, the word u; belongs to the A-class u. Since V = u; ~ uy but uy
and uy are not A-related, this contradicts our assumption that u is a A-term for V.

To avoid a contradiction in every case, we conclude that v is a A-term for V.
Since v is an arbitrary word in v, the A-class v is a A-term for V. O

Corollary 6.4. Let W C A*/\ be a set of 2-island-limited N\-words. Then a monoid
variety V contains My(W) if and only if every A\-word in W is a A-term for V.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition and Lemma [6.3] It can be justified
by repeating the proof of Corollary [3.6land using Lemma [6.3]instead of Corollary 3.5l
U

7 Every subvariety of J is generated by a monoid
of the form M, (W)

The variety given by a set of identities X is denoted by var 3. It follows from [2
Proposition 3.1] that

E = var{z? ~ 2%, zyx ~ 22y, 2%y* ~ y*2*}.
Following [4] put:
F = var{z%y* ~ y*2?, vytey ~ yatry, vtrs ~ rtrsc);

H = var{ztr ~ xt:vz, z2y2 ~ yQ:BQ, zytry ~ yrtxy,
rt atotsw = st atyxtsy, 2iyty ~ ryaty =~ yrity};
[ = var{ztr ~ rtz’®, 2*y* ~ y*2?, vytey ~ yatry,
xtyrlotsr &~ xtywtaxtse, xtrysy ~ xtyrsyl;
J = var{ztx = :zt:zz, z2y2 ~ y2:£2, zytey ~ yrtxy,
xtyxtatsr & xtixtaxtze, wy, (1) = Wi (m) [ n > 0,7 € S,},

where W, (T) = TY1Y2r - - - YnsTt1y1t2Ya - . . taUn,

w () = 2%Y12Yor - - - Ynalt1¥iloYo - . - Yy, and S, is the full symmetric group on

the n-element set.
Let F'' denote the monoid obtained by adjoining an identity element to the

following semigroup:

F={c|b*=0c=0,chb=c,b’c=0).
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Notice that the multiplication table of the six-element monoid F* = {1,b,b%, ¢, be, 0}
is the transpose of the multiplication table which defines the monoid B in [0,
Section 9]. According to Proposition 9.1 in [9], {ztyszy ~ xtysyzx,xtrysy =~
xtyxsy, xytesy ~ yatrsy,trsr ~ xtrsr} is the identity basis for B. It is easy
to check that var B = F. Therefore, F = var F''.

The following statement is a reformulation of Lemma 3.6 in [4].

Fact 7.1. (i) The A\-word atba®™sb™ is a A\-term for the variety J.
(i1) The A-word batsb™ is a A-term for the variety I.
(#ii) The A-word abta™sb™ is a A-term for the variety H.

Figure 2 below duplicates Figure 1 in [4] which exhibits the subvariety lattice of
J. This lattice contains

ISI = Theorem:mkiii) M

By =EVE ract By,

L(tat, a’t) tat a’t).
Comparing Figure [ with Figure 2l tells us that By is a common subvariety of J and
AV A. In view of Theorem 1] and Fact [.2] every subvariety of By is generated
by a monoid of the form M,(W). The following theorem describes the generating
monoid for each of the five subvarieties of J which is not a subvariety of By.

Theorem 7.2. (i) F = M,(ata™).
(ii)) FV E = M, (atat,a*t) = My(atta™),
(111) H = M, (abta®sb™).
(iv) The variety I is generated by the 19-element monoid My(ba*sb™).
(v) The variety J is generated by the 31-element monoid My (atba®sb™).

Proof. (i) The variety F is a cover of E by Figure 2l Since

E Theoregmki) M«,(ta-i_) Fact: I\\/[[)\(ta+),

the A-word (t oy a™) is a A-term for F by Corollary [6.4]

Suppose that for some n > 1, the monoid F! satisfies an identity ztz™ = u such
that ztz" and u are not A-related. Since (t oy a™) is a A\-term for F, there are only
two possibilities for u: either u = 2™t for some m > 1 or u = z"tz" for some m > 1,
n > 1. But neither ztz" ~ 2™t nor xtx" ~ x™tx" holds in F'!, because substituting
b for x and ¢ for ¢ turns both identities into be = 0. Therefore, (ao)toya') is a
A-term for F. Consequently, F contains M, (ata™) by Corollary

Since E = zyx ~ 2%y, the A-word ata™ is not a A-term for E. Corollary
implies that E does not contain M) (ata™t). Since E is a unique maximal subvariety
of F, the variety F is generated by the monoid M), (ata™).

(ii) Since E Theorem BLILi) M, (a*t) i M, (a*t), in view of Part (i) and

Corollary 2.5 we have F vV E = M, (ata®, att).
Let us verify that My (ata™,att) = M (atta™).
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Indeed, since (aoytoya®) <) (atoytoya™)and (atoyt) <, (at oytoyal),
both (a0 toya®) and (a™ oy t) are A-terms for My(aTta™) by Lemma [6.3] Hence
M, (ata™,a™t) C M,(atta™) by Corollary 6.4

Conversely, since (t) <) (toya®™) <, (aoytoya’), the word ¢ is an isoterm
and (t oy a™) is a A-term for M, (ata™,a"t) by Lemma

If V = 2™t2™ ~ u for some n > 2,m > 1 then u = x¥taP for some k +p > 2 by
Observation Bl Since ata™,tat and a™t are A-terms for V, the only possibility is
that £ > 2 and p > 1. Hence (a® o) t oy a™) is a A\-term for V.

Therefore, M, (ata™,att) O M,(a*ta™) by Corollary

(iii) The A\-word abta®sb™ is a A-term for H by Fact [T} Therefore, the variety
H contains M, (abta®sb™) by Corollary [6.4l

The variety F V E satisfies zytzsy ~ yatrsy by Lemma 2.8 in [4]. Thus the -
word abta®sb™ is not a A-term for F V E and Corollary [6.4] implies that the variety
FV E does not contain M, (abta*sb™). Since FV E is a unique maximal subvariety
of H, the variety H is generated by M, (abta®sb™).

(iv) The A-word ba™sb™ is a A-term for I by Fact [l Therefore, the variety I
contains M) (ba®sb™) by Corollary [6.4]

By the definition, the variety H satisfies yx?sy ~ x?ysy. Thus the A-word ba*sb*
is not a A-term for H, and Corollary implies that the variety H does not contain
M, (batsb™). Since H is a unique maximal subvariety of I, the variety I is generated
by M) (ba®sb™).

(v) The A\-word atba®sb™ is a A-term for J by Fact [[Il Therefore, the variety
J contains M, (atba®sb™') by Corollary 6.4

By the definition, the variety I satisfies xztzysy =~ axtyrsy. Thus, atbatsb™
is not a A-term for I. Corollary implies that the variety 1 does not contain
M, (atba™sb™). Since I is a unique maximal subvariety J, the variety J is generated
by M,(atba®tsb™). O

Remark 7.3. The monoids in Theorem[7.9 are not the minimal generating monoids
for their varieties.

(i) The monoid F*' is isomorphic to the submonoid {1,a,a", ta™ ata™, 0} of
My (ata™) by b — a,c — tat.

(i1) Gusev noticed that My(abtatsb™) contains a proper submoid M, such that
H = var M;. The monoid M is generated by {a,b,ta™,a"sb*} and has 1/ elements.

(iii) The computer program Prover9 gives the multiplication table of an 8-element
monoid which generates the variety 1 (Lee, July 2019). This multiplication table
corresponds to the submonoid of My(batsb™) which consists of

{1,pat,a™ a*sb",batsb™, b, b", 0}.

(iv) Gusev noticed that My(atbatsb™) contains a proper submoid My such that
J = var My. The monoid M, is generated by {a,b,t,atsb™} and has 19 elements.
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J =M, (atba’sb™)

M, (ba®sb™)
M, (abta™sb™)

M, (atta™)

F =M, (ata™) By = M) (a™t, tat)

M)\(ta+) M,\(a+t)

Figure 2: The subvariety lattice of J (cf. Figure 1 in [4])

8 Representations of the monoids 2* /7, A* /v, A* /A
and 2*/p

Let 7 be a congruence on 2* and W C A*/7 be a set of 7-words. In view of (@), the
elements of M, (W) are computed in terms of the quasi-order <, on 2*/7 and the
multiplication in M, (W) is in terms of the operation o, in 2A* /7.

In this section, for each 7 € {1y,7, A, p}, we provide an algorithm for calculating
the relation <, and the operation o, in 2* /7. In particular, we show that in this
case, the relation <, is an order on 2*/7. Therefore, 20*/7 is a J-trivial monoid for
each 7 € {m,7, A\, p}.

As we mentioned in the introduction, each element of 2* /7 can be represented
in multiple ways as a word in the alphabet {a'* | @ € 2} if 7 = 71 or as a word in
the alphabet {a,a®" | a € 2} if 7 € {7, A, p}. In this section, we show that each
T-class can be represented by a unique (‘canonical”) word in this alphabet.

To this aim, we fix a formal alphabet B which consists of symbols a™ for each
a € A and for each a € A consider the following rewriting rules on (2 U B)*:

1 3 +.
e R''. . replaces an occurrence of a in u by a™;

e R} . replaces an occurrence of a in u by a* only in case if u contains either
another occurrence of a or an occurrence of a*;
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° Ré .+ Teplaces an occurrence of a in u by a* only in case if either a or a™
appears in u to the left of this occurrence of a;

p . + . . . +
e R, . replaces an occurrence of @ in u by a™ only in case if either a or a

appears in u to the right of this occurrence of a;
® Ryigt_qr replaces ata’ by at;
® Ruu+_sq+ replaces aa™ by a™.
® Ryiqq+ replaces ata by a™.
Lemma 8.1. If 7 € {m,7, A\, p} then using the rules
Ry = (R o Rut s o Bt ot Rt ot | 0 € 20) (7)

in any order, every word u € (AU B)* can be transformed to a unique word r,(u)
such that none of these rules is applicable to r,(u).

Proof. Notice that the rules R7', ., Rotot—at, Raat —at and Rytqq+ are traditional
relations on a free monoid while the rules R} , ., Ré .+ and R . require to check
certain property of a word u before being applied to u. But since an application of
any of these rules does not change this property, the rewriting system ((AUB)* | R,)

is confluent for each 7 € {my,7, A, p}. O

For each 7 € {m,7, A, p} let R, denote the set of all words in (AU B)* to which
none of the rewriting rules ([7) is applicable, that is, u € R, if and only if u = r.(u).
For each pair of words u,v € R, define:

uo, v =r.(uv),

where uv is the result of concatenation of u and v in (2U B)*. For example:

(atcat), (abtte) € R, and (atca™)o,(abtte) = atctatbrtct € Ry;

(aca™), (abTtc) € Ry and (aca™)oy(abttc) = acatbttct € R,.

Consider the map

r.: (AUDB)* — R, given by u — r,(u).

Lemma implies that the map 7, is a homomorphism from (2l U 9B)* to the
monoid (R,,¢,). We are interested only in the restriction of r; to the free monoid
D/

Proposition 8.2. Let 71,7, A and p be the equivalence relations on A* defined in
the introduction. Then for each T € {1,7, A, p}:

(i) T is the kernel of the homomorphism

r.: A — R, given by u — r-(u);

(ii) the homomorphismr,: A* — R, induces the isomorphism r, from (2A*/T,0,)
onto (R.,or) defined by r.(u) = r.(u) for eachu € A* /7 and u € u.
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Proof. (i) If u, v € A* then LemmaRIlimplies that urv if and only if 7. (u) = r.(v).
Part (ii) immediately follows from Part (i). O

Since R, C B*, we have v <, u if and only if r,(v) is a subword of 7, (u).
Hence for each u € /7 we have

rn({up=n) ={ve B |v<r,(u)}
In particular, {u}=n is a finite set. For example,
({2t o, TS = ({dF0" | kyn > 0}) = {1,067, athT )
Using Lemma 1], one can compute that
r,({ao, b*"}=7) = {1,a,b,b%, ab,ab™}.

Notice that the set r. ({a o, b*"}=7) is larger than the set of all subwords of 7, (a 0, b™) =
r({ab™ | k > 2}) = ab*. However, the set . ({a o, b>"}=7) is finite because for each
k > 2, we have r.,(b*) = r,(b*) and r,(ab?) = r,(ab").

In order to show that for each 7 € {7, A, p} and every u € A*/7 the set {u}>"
is always finite, we use K, (u) to denote the (finite) subset of {u € A* | u € u}
membership to which is determined as follows:

e Given u € u, the word u belongs to K(u) if and only if u does not have any
subwords of the form 23 for any x € 2.

For example, K (a*" o, bo, a*") = {aba, a®ba®, a*ba, a*ba},
K,(ao,b?t o, a?t) = {ab%a, ab®a*}.

The following lemma gives us a simple algorithm for computing the set {u}=r.

Lemma 8.3. Let 7 € {7y, \, p} andu € A* /7. Then
rr({u}=7) = {r-(v) | v Su,u € K(u)}.
In particular, the set {u}=" is finite.
Proof. In view of Lemma 2.1] we have
rr({u}=) = {r.(v) | v<u,u € u}.

Take u € u. Let u’ denote the word obtained from u by applying the relation
23 = 2% for each z € con(u) from left to right whenever it is applicable. For
example, if u = xlyzy® then v’ = 2?yry?. Since r,(u) = r,(v’), in order to find
all the elements in {u}=" it is sufficient to look only at subwords of words in K (u).

Since K (u) is finite, the set {u}=" is also finite and can be effectively computed. [

The next example lists all non-zero elements of the 31-element monoid
M, ({atbatsb™}) which generates the limit variety J (see Theorem [T.2).
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Example 8.4.
r-({atbatsb™}=*) = {1,a,a’,b,b" s,
at,tb, ba,ba™, as,a’s, sb, sb™,
atb, tha, tba™ , asb, a™ sb, a sb™,
atba™ , tbas, thba™ s, basb™, batsb™,
atba™ s, thasb™ tha™ sbt, atbat sb™}
Proposition 8.5. If 7 € {1,7, A, p} then:
(i) u € A* /1 is an idempotent of A* /T if and only if r(u) =1 orr.(u) = a™ for
some x € ;
(ii) the relation <, is an order on A* /T, thus A* /T is a J-trivial monoid;
(iii) if W C A* /7 is finite set of T-words then M,.(W) is finite J-trivial monoid.
Proof. (i) If x € 2 then ato 2t =r (zTa™) = 2™, xo,x =r (2?) = ™.
If r,(u) € R, contains more than one letter then the word r,(u)o, 7, (u) = r,(u?)

is longer than 7. (u).
(ii) If v <, u then in view of Lemma R3] either . (v) € R, is a subword of

r-(u) € R, or r-(v) becomes a subword of r.(u) after some letters {ay,...,ar | k >
0} C con(r,(v)) are replaced by af, ..., a}.

This implies that if v <, u and u <, v then v = u.
(iii) Since M. (W) is a Rees quotient of J-trivial monoid 20*/7, it is also J-trivial.
If W is finite then W= is also finite by Lemma O

In contrast, here are some examples of non-J-trivial monoids of the form M. (W).

Example 8.6. Let V be a commutative monoid variety containing the 2-element
semilattice. Then V = M. ({a}*), where T is either the trivial congruence or T =
Ye A\ Ty for some k,m > 0.

Proof. 1t is well-known and easily verified that every variety of commutative monoids
coincides with C,, ,,, = var{z" ~ 2"t zy ~ yx} for some n,m > 0. It is also well-
known that the variety of all commutative monoids C,, o is generated by an infinite
cyclic monoid M ({a}*). So, we may assume that m > 1. Since V contains the
2-element semilattice, n = k + 1 for some k > 0.

It is well-known that Cy,q, is generated by M(a*) = {1,a,...,a" 0}. In view
of Observation Bl every word is a y-term for M(a*). Hence M, (20*) C M(a*) by
Proposition On the other hand, a* is an isoterm for M, ({a}*). (Otherwise,
M, ({a}*) E 2% ~ 2" for some p > 0 which contradicts the fact that z¥ must
be a v;-term for M, ({a}*). Hence M(a*) C M, ({a}*) by Proposition 23 Since
ML, (%) D M, ({a}*), we have ML, (2*) = M(a*) = M., ({a}*). Therefore

Cry11 =M, ({a}"). (8)

It is well-known that C,,, = SL V A,,,, where SL is the variety of all commutative
idempotent monoids and A,, is the variety of Abelian groups of exponent dividing

24



m. Notice that M, ({a}*) is isomorphic to the cyclic group of order m with zero
and unity elements adjoined. Therefore, M, ({a}*) contains both SL and A,,. On
the other hand, every word in {a}* is a 7,,-term for C; ,,, = SL V A,,. Consequently,

Cim =M, ({a}"). (9)
by Proposition 2.3 Finally,

Citim =Crp11 VA, =Cy111 VSLV A, =Crp11VCy,, =

BB n, ({a)) VML, ({a)) @ M, ({a) ).
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