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ON THE ARITHMETIC OF STABLE DOMAINS

AQSA BASHIR AND ALFRED GEROLDINGER AND ANDREAS REINHART

ABSTRACT. A commutative ring R is stable if every non-zero ideal I of R is projective over its ring of
endomorphisms. Motivated by a paper of Bass in the 1960s, stable rings have received wide attention
in the literature ever since then. Much is known on the algebraic structure of stable rings and on
the relationship of stability with other algebraic properties such as divisoriality and the 2-generator
property. In the present paper we study the arithmetic of stable integral domains, with a focus on
arithmetic properties of semigroups of ideals of stable orders in Dedekind domains.

1. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by a paper of Bass ([6]), Lipman, Sally and Vasconcelos ([37, [56]) introduced the concept
of stable ideals and stable rings, which has received wide attention in the literature ever since then. In
the present paper we restrict to integral domains. Let R be a commutative integral domain. A non-zero
ideal I C R is stable if it is projective over its ring of endomorphisms (equivalently, if it is invertible as
an ideal of the overring (I:I) of R). The domain R is called (finitely) stable if every non-zero (finitely
generated) ideal of R is stable. By definition, invertible ideals are stable and this implies that Dedekind
domains are stable and Priifer domains are finitely stable. On the other hand, stable domains need
neither be noetherian, nor one-dimensional, nor integrally closed. For background on stable rings, their
applications, and for results till 2000 we refer to the survey [44] by Olberding. Since then stable rings and
domains were studied in a series of papers by Bazzoni, Gabelli, Olberding, Roitman, Salce, and others
(e-g-, [13, T4, [T5, 2} 5, 46, 47 48],

The goal of the present paper is to study the arithmetic of stable domains, by building on the existing
algebraic results. Mori domains and Mori monoids play a central role in factorization theory of integral
domains. Every Mori domain R is a BF-domain (this means that every non-zero non-unit element a € R
has a factorization into irreducible elements and the set L(a) C N of all possible factorization lengths
is finite). For every Mori domain R, the monoid Z}(R) of v-invertible v-ideals is a Mori monoid. Our
starting point is a recent result by Gabelli and Roitman ([I4]) stating that a domain is stable and Mori if
and only if it is one-dimensional stable (PropositionB.]). This implies that stable Mori domains with non-
zero conductor to their complete integral closure are stable orders in Dedekind domains (Theorem [B.7]),
and these domains are in the center of our interest.

In Section 2] we put together some basics on monoids and domains. In Section Bl we first gather
structural results on stable domains (Propositions Bl to B). Then we apply them to domains which
are of central interest in factorization theory, namely seminormal domains, weakly Krull domains, and
Mori domains. In Sectiondl we study semigroups of r-ideals in the setting of ideal systems of cancellative
monoids. We derive structural algebraic results and use them to understand when such semigroups of r-
ideals are half-factorial. Section [l contains our main arithmetical results. The main purpose of Section [l
is to highlight the arithmetical advantages of stability in the context of orders in Dedekind domains.
In particular, we show that a series of properties, valid in orders in quadratic number fields (which are
stable), also hold true for general stable orders in Dedekind domains. The main result of Section [l is
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Theorem Among others, it states that the monoid of non-zero ideals and the monoid of invertible
ideals of a stable order in a Dedekind domain are transfer Krull if and only if they are half-factorial (this
means that they are transfer Krull only in the trivial case). This is in contrast to a recent result on Bass
rings (which are stable). In [B, Theorem 1.1], Baeth and Smertnig show that the monoid of isomorphism
classes of finitely generated torsion-free modules over a Bass ring is always transfer Krull.

2. BACKGROUND ON MONOIDS AND DOMAINS

We denote by N the set of positive integers and by Ny we denote the set of non-negative integers. For
rational numbers a,b € Q, [a,b] = {x € Z | a < x < b} is the discrete interval between a and b. For
subsets A,B C Z, A+ B={a+b|a¢€ Ab € B} denotes their sumset. The set of distances A(A)
is the set of all d € N for which there is a € A such that AN a,a+ d] = {a,a +d}. If A C N, then
p(A) =sup(A4)/ min(A) € Q=1 U {oo} is the elasticity of A, and we set p({0}) = 1.

Let H be a multiplicatively written commutative semigroup with identity element. We denote by
H* the group of invertible elements of H. We say that H is reduced if H* = {1} and we denote by
Hyea = {aH* | a € H} the associated reduced semigroup of H. An element u € H is said to be cancellative
if au = bu implies a = b for all a,b € H. The semigroup H is said to be

e cancellative if all elements of H are cancellative;
e unit-cancellative if a,u € H and a = au implies that u € H*.
Clearly, every cancellative monoid is unit-cancellative. We will study semigroups of ideals that are unit-
cancellative but not necessarily cancellative.
Throughout, a monoid means a
commutative unit-cancellative semigroup with identity element.
For a set P, we denote by F(P) the free abelian monoid with basis P. Elements a € F(P) are written
in the form
a= H p»( @ where v,: F(P) = Ny
peP
is the p-adic valuation. We denote by |a| = 3 . pvy(a) € No the length of a and by supp(a) = {p € P |
vp(a) > 0} C P the support of a.

Let H be a monoid. A non-unit a € H is said to be an atom (or irreducible) if a = bc with b,c € H
implies that b € H* or ¢ € H*. We denote by A(H) the set of atoms of H and we say that H is atomic
if every non-unit is a finite product of atoms. Two elements a,b € H are called associated if a = be for
somece€ H*. fa=wuy-...-ux € H, where k € Nand uy,...,ur € A(H), then k is a factorization length
and the set L(a) C N of all factorization lengths of a is called the set of lengths of a. For convenience, we
set L(a) = {0} for a € H*. Then L(H) = {L(a) | a € H} is the system of sets of lengths of H,

A(H) = U A(L) C N is the set of distances of H, and
LeL(H)
p(H) =sup{p(L) | L € L(H)} € R>1 U{oco} is the elasticity of H .
We say that the elasticity is accepted if p(H) = p(L) for some L € L(H). The monoid H is
o half-factorial if it is atomic and |L| =1 for all L € L(H),
e an FF-monoid if it is atomic and each element of H is divisible by only finitely many non-associated
atoms, and
e a BF-monoid if it is atomic and all sets of lengths are finite.
By definition, an atomic monoid is half-factorial if and only if A(H) = @ if and only if p(H) = 1. FF-
monoids are BF-monoids, BF-monoids satisfy the ACCP (ascending chain condition on principal ideals),
and monoids satisfying the ACCP are atomic and archimedean (i.e., ,~; a"H =0 for alla € H\ H*).
If H is atomic but not half-factorial, then we have ged A(H) = min A(H).
Suppose that H is cancellative, m = H \ H*, and let q(H) be the quotient group of H. We denote by
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o H' = {x € q(H) | there is some N € N such that 2™ € H for all n > N} the seminormal closure

of H, and by
o H={x e q(H)|thereis c € H such that cz™ € H for all n € N} the complete integral closure of
H.

Then H ¢ H ¢ H C q(H), and we say that H is seminormal (resp. completely integrally closed) if
H = H’ (resp. H = H). Let A,B C q(H) be subsets. We set (A:B) = {z € q(H) | 2B C A} and
A=Y = (H:A). If A C H, then A is a divisorial ideal (or a v-ideal) if A = A, := (A71)7! and A is an
s-ideal if A = AH. If p C H is an s-ideal of H, then p is called a prime s-ideal of H if for all z,y € H
with zy € p, it follows that = € p or y € p. For an s-ideal T of H let /T = {xz € H | there is n € N such
that 2™ € I} denote the radical of I. The monoid H is said to be

Mori if it satisfies the ascending chain condition on divisorial ideals,

Krull if it is a completely integrally closed Mori monoid,

a G-monoid if the intersection of all non-empty prime s-ideals is non-empty,

primary if H # H* and for all a,b € m there is n € N such that b" € aH,

strongly primary if H # H* and for every a € m there is n € N such that m™ C aH (we denote
by M(a) the smallest n € N having this property), and

finitely primary (of rank s and exponent «) if H is a submonoid of a factorial monoid F =
F*x F({p1,...,ps}) such that m Cpy ... -psF and (p1-... - ps)*F C H.

Finitely primary monoids and primary Mori monoids are strongly primary. (To see that the last statement
is valid let H be a primary Mori monoid, m = H \ H* and a € m. Then VaH = m = E, for some finite
set E C VaH. We infer that E" C aH for some n € N. Therefore, m" C (E"), C aH, and thus H is
strongly primary.) Mori monoids and strongly primary monoids are BF-monoids.

By a domain, we mean a commutative ring with non-zero identity element and without non-zero zero-
divisors. Let R be a domain. We denote by R®* = R\ {0} the multiplicative monoid of non-zero elements,
by R* the group of units, by R the integral closure of R, by R the complete integral closure of R, by X(R)
the set of non-zero minimal prime ideals of R, and by q(R) the quotient field of R. Anideal I C R is called
2-generated if there are some a,b € I such that I = aR+ bR. We say that R is atomic (a BF-domain, an
FF-domain, a Mori domain, a Krull domain, a G-domain, archimedean, (strongly) primary, seminormal,
completely integrally closed) if its monoid R® has the respective property. By [2I], Proposition 2.10.7], R
is primary if and only if R is one-dimensional and local. The domain R

e has finite character if every non-zero element is contained in only finitely many maximal ideals.

e is divisorial if every non-zero ideal is divisorial.

e is h-local if R has finite character and every non-zero prime ideal of R is contained in a unique
maximal ideal of R.

One-dimensional Mori domains have finite character by [I4, Lemma 3.11].

Let S be an integral domain such that R C S is a subring. Then R is an order in S if q(R) = q(5)
and S is a finitely generated R-module. Moreover, the following statements are equivalent if R is not a
field (J2I, Theorem 2.10.6]):

e R is an order in a Dedekind domain. o
e R is one-dimensional noetherian and the integral closure R of R is a finitely generated R-module.

The extension R C S is quadratic if xy € R + yR + R for all z,y € S; equivalently, every R-module
between R and S is a ring. If R C S is quadratic, then, for every z € S, we have 22 € xR + R; that
is, every x € S is a root of a monic polynomial of degree at most 2 with coefficients in R. Thus every
quadratic extension is an integral extension.



4 AQSA BASHIR AND ALFRED GEROLDINGER AND ANDREAS REINHART

3. STABLE DOMAINS

In this section we first gather main properties of stable domains (Propositions Bl to BH). Then we
analyze what consequences stability has on some key classes of domains studied in factorization theory,
including seminormal domains, weakly Krull domains, G-domains, and Mori domains (Theorems
and B1).

Let R be a domain. A non-zero ideal I C R is stable if it is invertible as an ideal of the overring (I:1)
of R. The domain is called (finitely) stable if every non-zero (finitely generated) ideal of R is stable.
Since invertible ideals are obviously stable, Dedekind domains are stable and Priifer domains are finitely
stable. Conversely, if R is completely integrally closed and stable, then R = (I :I) for every non-zero
ideal I C R, whence every non-zero ideal is invertible in R and R is a Dedekind domain. Recall that R is
an almost Dedekind domain if Ry, is a Dedekind domain for each m € max(R). Every almost Dedekind
domain is a completely integrally closed Priifer domain, and thus it is finitely stable. Nevertheless, R
is a Dedekind domain if and only if R is a stable almost Dedekind domain. In particular, every almost
Dedekind domain that is not a Dedekind domain is not stable. For an example of an almost Dedekind
domain that is not a Dedekind domain we refer to [38, Example 35, page 290]. We recall that stable
domains need neither be noetherian, nor integrally closed, nor one-dimensional ([44, Sections 3 and 4]),
and we use without further mention that overrings of stable domains are stable ([45, Theorem 5.1]).

Proposition 3.1. Let R be a domain that is not a field. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(a) R is a one-dimensional stable domain.
(b) R is a finitely stable Mori domain.
(¢) R is a stable Mori domain.

Proof. This is due to Gabelli and Roitman. More precisely, the equivalence of (a) and (b) is proved in
[14, Theorem 4.8]. Clearly, (c) implies (b). If (a) and (b) hold, then (c) holds by [14], Proposition 4.4]. O

Examples given by Olberding in [42] [47] show that one-dimensional stable domains need not be noe-
therian. The ring Int(Z) of integer-valued polynomials is a two-dimensional completely integrally closed
Priifer domain and a BF-domain. Int(Z) is finitely stable (as it is Priifer) but not stable (as it is not
Dedekind). Thus in Statement (b), the property “Mori” cannot be replaced by “BF”. In Example 3913
we show that “Mori” cannot be replaced by “BF” in Statement (c) even if R is a Priifer domain. Next
we consider the local case.

Corollary 3.2. Let R be a local domain that is not a field.

1. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) R is a one-dimensional stable domain.
(b) R is a primary stable domain.
(¢) R is a stable Mori domain.
(d) R is a strongly primary stable domain.
If these conditions hold and (R: R) = {0} (for exzamples, see [48, Theorem 2.13]), then R is a
discrete valuation domain.
2. If R is one-dimensional, then the following statements are equivalent.
(a) R is stable.
b) R is finitely stable with stable maximal ideal.
(¢) R is a quadratic extension of R and R is a Dedekind domain with at most two mazimal ideals.
3. If R is finitely stable with stable mazimal ideal m, then the following statements are equivalent.
) Macm” = {0}.
) R is a BF-domain.
) R satisfies the ACCP.
) R is archimedean.
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Proof. 1. Since R is one-dimensional and local if and only if R® is primary, Conditions (a) and (b) are
equivalent. Conditions (a) and (c) are equivalent by Proposition Bl Obviously, Condition (d) implies
Condition (b). Since primary Mori monoids are strongly primary by [23] Lemma 3.1], Conditions (b)
and (c) imply Condition (d). If (a) - (d) hold and (R:R) = {0}, then R is a discrete valuation domain
by [43], Corollary 4.17].

2. See [48, Theorem 4.2].

3. (a) = (b) This is an immediate consequence of [2I, Theorem 1.3.4].
(b) = (c¢) This follows from [21], Corollary 1.3.3].
(¢) = (d) This is clear (e.g., see page 2 of [19]).
(d) = (a) This follows from [I5, Proposition 2.12]. O

Let R be a domain. By Corollary B211, every strongly primary stable domain is Mori. This is not
true for general strongly primary domains ([26, Section 3]) and it is in strong contrast to other classes of
strongly primary monoids ([I9, Theorem 3.3]). By [I5, Example 5.17] there exists a stable two-dimensional
archimedean local integral domain. We infer by Corollary B.213 that such a domain is a BF-domain. In
particular, a local stable BF-domain need not satisfy the equivalent conditions of Corollary B211.

Note that if R is a local domain whose ideals are 2-generated, then R is finitely stable with stable
maximal ideal (e.g. see Proposition B54) and the equivalent conditions in Corollary B213 are satisfied
(since R is noetherian). Nevertheless, such a domain is (in general) neither half-factorial nor an FF-
domain. In what follows, we present suitable counterexamples.

Let K be a quadratic number field with maximal order O and p be a prime number such that p is
split (i.e., pOf is the product of two distinct prime ideals of Ox). (For instance, let K = Q(v/—7) and
p = 2.) Let O be the unique order in K with conductor pOk and let p be a maximal ideal of O that
contains the conductor. Set S = O,. Then S is a local domain whose ideals are 2-generated and there
are precisely two maximal ideals of S that are lying over the maximal ideal of S. It follows from [21]
Theorem 3.1.5.2] that S is not half-factorial. (Note that S*® is a finitely primary monoid of rank two, and
thus it has infinite elasticity by [2Il Theorem 3.1.5.2]. Therefore, it cannot be half-factorial.)

Let T = R + XC[X]. Then T is a local domain with maximal ideal XC[X] and every ideal of T
is 2-generated by Corollary B.212 and Proposition [354. Observe that T is not an FF-domain, since
aX,a 'X € A(T) and X? = (aX)(a"'X) for each a € C\ {0}.

We do not know whether a local atomic finitely stable domain with stable maximal ideal satisfies the
equivalent conditions in Corollary [3.:2]3.

Proposition 3.3. Let R be a domain.

1. R is finitely stable if and only if R C R is a quadratic extension, R is Priifer, and there are at
most two mazimal ideals of R lying over every mazimal ideal of R.

2. A semilocal Priifer domain is stable if and only if it is strongly discrete.

3. R is an integrally closed stable domain if and only of R is a strongly discrete Prifer domain with
finite character if and only if R is a generalized Dedekind domain with finite character.

4. An integrally closed one-dimensional domain is stable if and only if it is Dedekind.

Proof. Recall that a Priifer domain R is strongly discrete provided that no non-zero prime ideal P of R
satisfies P = P2,

1. [46l Corollary 5.11].

2. See [2, Proposition 2.10] and [I3, Proposition 2.5].

3. It is an immediate consequence of |41, Theorem 4.6] that R is an integrally closed stable domain
if and only if R is a strongly discrete Priifer domain with finite character. Moreover, it follows from [I3]
Corollary 2.13] that R is integrally closed and stable if and only if R is a generalized Dedekind domain
with finite character.
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4. Since a domain is Dedekind if and only if it is generalized Dedekind of dimension one ([I2, Propo-
sition 2.1], this follows from 3. O

Proposition B.3l4 characterizes integrally closed stable domains, that are one-dimensional. However,
there are, for every n € N, n-dimensional local stable valuation domains ([I5, Example 5.11], and recall
that valuation domains are integrally closed).

Lemma 3.4. Let R be a local domain with mazimal ideal m such that R is not a field.

1. If R is noetherian, then R is divisorial if and only if R is one-dimensional and m~'/R is a simple
R-module.

2. If R is seminormal and one-dimensional, then (R:R) D m.

Proof. 1. This follows from [, Theorem A].
2. This is an immediate consequence of [24, Lemma 3.3]. O

Proposition 3.5. Let R be a domain.

1. R is divisorial if and only if R is h-local and Ry, is divisorial for every m € max(R).

2. R is stable if and only if R is of finite character and Ry, is stable for every m € max(R).

3. R is a diwvisorial Mori domain if and only if R is of finite character and Ry, is a divisorial Mori
domain for every m € max(R).

4. FEvery ideal of R is 2-generated if and only if R is a divisorial stable Mori domain. If R is a stable
Mori domain with (R:R) # {0}, then R is divisorial and every ideal of R is 2-generated.

5. Every ideal of R is 2-generated if and only if R is of finite character and for all m € max(R),
every ideal of Ry is 2-generated.

Proof. 1. This follows from [8, Proposition 5.4].

2. This follows from [45, Theorem 3.3].

3. Without restriction assume that R is not a field. First let R be a divisorial Mori domain. It follows
by 1. that R is of finite character and Ry, is divisorial for all m € max(R). Clearly, Ry is a Mori domain
for every m € max(R).

Now let R be of finite character and let Ry be a divisorial Mori domain for every m € max(R). We
infer by [55, Théoreme 1] that R is a Mori domain. If m € max(R), then Ry, is clearly noetherian, and
hence Ry, is one-dimensional by Lemma B411. Therefore, R is one-dimensional, and thus R is h-local.
Therefore, R is divisorial by 1.

4. We infer by [43] Theorems 3.1 and 3.12] that every ideal of R is 2-generated if and only if R is a
noetherian stable divisorial domain. Clearly, R is noetherian and divisorial if and only if R is a divisorial
Mori domain, and hence the first statement follows. If R is a stable Mori domain with (R: R) # {0},
then R is at most one-dimensional by Proposition Bl and thus every ideal of R is 2-generated by [42]
Proposition 4.5].

5. This is an immediate consequence of 2., 3. and 4. 0

By Proposition B.54, orders in quadratic number fields are stable because every ideal is 2-generated
(for background on orders in quadratic number fields we refer to [33]). Much research was done to
characterize domains, for which all ideals are 2-generated ([8, Theorem 7.3], [29, Theorem 17], [40]). We
continue with a characterization within the class of seminormal domains.

Theorem 3.6. Let R be a seminormal domain. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(a) Every ideal of R is 2-generated.
(b) R is a diwisorial Mori domain.
(¢) R is a finitely stable Mori domain.

Proof. Without restriction assume that R is not a field. Note that if R is of finite character, then R is a
Mori domain if and only if Ry, is a Mori domain for every m € max(R) (|55, Théoréme 1]). We obtain
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by Proposition [353 that R is a divisorial Mori domain if and only if R is of finite character and Ry, is a
divisorial Mori domain for every m € max(R). Besides that we infer by Propositions Bl and BE2 that
R is a finitely stable Mori domain if and only if R is of finite character and R, is a finitely stable Mori
domain for every m € max(R). By using Proposition B:E5 and the fact that Ry, is seminormal for every
m € max(R), it suffices to prove the equivalence in the local case. Let R be local with maximal ideal m.

(a) = (b) This follows from Proposition [3.514.

(b) = (c) Observe that R is noetherian, and thus R is one-dimensional by LemmaB.4l1. We infer that
R is a semilocal principal ideal domain, and thus R is a finitely stable Mori domain. In particular, we
can assume without restriction that R is not integrally closed. Since R C R, it follows that (R:R) = (R:
ﬁ) = m by Lemma [B.412. Since R is not integrally closed, we have that m is not invertible. Therefore,
mm~! C m. Moreover, Rm = R(R:R) C R, and hence R C m~!. We infer that m™' C (m:m) C R C
m~!, and thus R = m~%.

Consequently, R/R is a simple R-module by Lemma B4l1. In particular, R C R is a quadratic
extension. Observe that lg(R/m) = lr(R/R) + lg(R/m) = 2. Set k = |{q € max(R) | qN R = m}|.
Then k = |max(R)|. Assume that & > 3. There are some distinct qi,q2,q3 € max(R). Note that
mCqNg2Ngs S qiNde € qr € R, and thus Iz(R/m) > 3, a contradiction. We infer that k < 2. It
follows from Corollary B:212 that R is finitely stable.

(¢) = (a) Note that R is a one-dimensional stable domain by Proposition Bl It follows from
Lemma B2 that {0} # m C (R:R) C (R:R), and thus every ideal of R is 2-generated by Propo-
sition B.514. O

A domain R is said to be weakly Krull if

R= ﬂ R, and the intersection is of finite character,
pEX(R)

which means that {p € X(R) | x ¢ Ry} is finite for all z € R®. Weakly Krull domains were introduced
by Anderson, Anderson, Mott, and Zafrullah ([T, B]), and their multiplicative character was pointed out
by Halter-Koch ([31, Chapter 22]).

Theorem 3.7. Let R be a domain with (R: R) # {0}, and suppose that R is either weakly Krull or
Mori. Then R is stable if and only if every ideal of R is 2-generated. If this holds, then R is an order in
a Dedekind domain.

Proof. 1If every ideal of R is 2-generated, then R is stable by Proposition B5l4. Conversely, let R be
stable.

Let us first suppose that R is weakly Krull. Then, for every p € X(R), R, is one-dimensional and
stable, whence Mori by Proposition Bl Since R is weakly Krull, this implies that R is Mori by [24]
Lemma 5.1].

Thus R is Mori in both cases. Using Proposition [3.]] again we infer that R is one-dimensional. There-
fore, R is one-dimensional integrally closed and stable, whence R is a Dedekind domain by Proposi-
tion B34 Since (R:R) # {0}, Proposition 3514 implies that every ideal of R is 2-generated. O

Corollary 3.8. Let R be a seminormal G-domain and suppose that R is either Mori or one-dimensional.
Then R is stable if and only if every ideal of R is 2-generated. If this holds, then R is an order in a
Dedekind domain.

Proof. Since R is a seminormal G-domain, (R:R) # {0} by [22, Proposition 4.8]. Thus the claim follows
from Theorem B.717 O
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Example 3.9.

1. There exist integrally closed one-dimensional local Mori domains which are neither valuation do-
mains nor finitely stable. Let K be a field, Y an indeterminate over K, and X an indeterminate over
K(Y). Then R = K + XK(Y)[X] is an integrally closed one-dimensional local Mori domain which is
not completely integrally closed. Thus, R is not a valuation domain. By Proposition[3.314, it is not stable
because it is not a Dedekind domain, and hence it is not finitely stable by Proposition 3.1

2. There exists a seminormal two-dimensional local stable domain. Let p € Z be a prime and
R = Z¢) + XR[X]. Since R[X] is a discrete valuation domain with maximal ideal m = XR [X] and
also Z,) is a discrete valuation domain with maximal ideal pZ,); R is a local two-dimensional domain
with maximal ideal n = pR (and {0} C m C n). Now R is stable as well by [42] Theorem 2.6]. Thus R is
not Mori by Proposition B}

Moreover, R is seminormal. Indeed, we know Z,) is integrally closed in Q and R C D = Q+XR [X] C
R[X]. Let t € q(R) = R((X)) with t*,#> € R. Then t*,#3> € R[X], and hence t € R[X] (since R [X]
is completely integrally closed). We 1nfer that tp € R and 3,13 € Q. If tyg =0, then t € D. If o # 0,
then tg = tgta 2 € Q, that is t € D. In any case D is seminormal. Now clearly R is seminormal in D.
Therefore, R is seminormal.

3. There exists a two-dimensional stable Priifer domain R which is a BF-domain, whence R is a finitely
stable BF-domain that is not Mori (cf. Proposition B]). To see this we analyze an example given by
Gabelli and Roitman. Let K be a field and let X and Y be independent indeterminates over K. Set
S = K[YJ\YK[Y] and let R = S~HK[{XE05 220 | n€ No})). Set T = 155, Tt is shown
in [I5] Example 5.13] that R is a two-dimensional stable Priifer domain which satisfies the ACCP. In
particular, R is archimedean. Moreover, it is shown in [15, Example 5.13] that Y and T are algebraically
independent over K and R = S~ Y K[{(1 - YT)T”, 7= | ne NO}])

Next we prove that S~H(K[Y,T,T~1]) C R. Observe that T = XL, and hence T and T~ are elements
of the quotient field of R. Since (1 — YT)T™ € R and Y(T~!)" 6 R for every n € Ny, we infer that
{T,T~'} C R. Clearly, K[Y] C R C R, and thus K[Y,T,T'] C R. Since ' = {s' | s € S} C RC R,
this implies that S~H(K[Y,T,T71]) C R.

Since Y and T are algebraically independent over K, it follows that K[Y,T] is factorial. Note
that K[Y, T, Tfl] is a quotient overring of K[Y,T], and hence K[Y,T,T~1] is factorial. We infer that
STHKIY, T, T71) is factorial. Moreover, since R C S™YK[Y,T,T~1]) and S~ K[Y,T,T~1]) is com-
pletely integrally closed, we have that R ¢ S~(K[Y,T,T~1]). This implies that R = S~(K[Y,T,TY)
is factorial, and thus R is a BF-domain. Since R is archimedean, it follows that R*NR= R*, and hence
R is a BF-domain by [21] Corollary 1.3.3].

4. MONOIDS OF IDEALS AND HALF-FACTORIALITY

In this section we study, for a finitary ideal system r of a cancellative monoid H, algebraic and
arithmetic properties of the semigroup Z,.(H) of r-ideals and of the semigroup T*(R) of r-invertible r-
ideals. A focus is on the question when these monoids of r-ideals are half-factorial (other arithmetical
properties of Z*(H), such as radical factoriality, were recently studied in [49]). In Section Bl we apply
these results to monoids of divisorial ideals and to monoids of usual ring ideals of Mori domains.

Let H be a cancellative monoid and K a quotient group of H. An ideal system on H is a map
r: P(H) — P(H) such that the following conditions are satisfied for all subsets X, Y C H and all ¢ € H.
X CX,.

X CY, implies X, C Y.

cH C {c},.

X, = (X)),

We refer to [31], B2] for background on ideal systems. Let r be an ideal system on H. A subset I C H is
called an r-ideal if I,, = I. Furthermore, a subset J C K is called a fractional r-ideal of H if there is some
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¢ € H such that ¢J is an r-ideal of H. We denote by Z,.(H) the set of all non-empty r-ideals, and we define
r-multiplication by setting I - J = (I.J), for all I, J € Z,.(H). Then Z.(H) together with r-multiplication
is a reduced semigroup with identity element H. Let F,.(H) denote the semigroup of non-empty fractional
r-ideals, F,.(H)* the group of r-invertible fractional r-ideals, and Z(H) = F, (H)NZ,(H) the cancellative
monoid of r-invertible r-ideals of H with r-multiplication. We denote by X(H) the set of all non-empty
minimal prime s-ideals of H, by r-spec(H) the set of all prime r-ideals of H, and by r-max(H) the set of
all maximal r-ideals of H. We say that r is finitary if X, = UF,, where the union is taken over all finite
subsets F C X. For a subset X C q(H), we set

X.=XH, X, =(X"H" and X,= |J Eu.

ECX,|E|<co

We will use the s-system, the v-system, and the t-system. For every ideal system r, we have X, C X,,
and if r is finitary, then X,. C X; for all X € H. We say that H has finite r-character if each x € H is
contained in only finitely many maximal r-ideals of H.

Let R be a domain with quotient field K and r an ideal system on R (clearly, R® is a monoid and r
restricts to an ideal system 7’ on R® whence for every subset I C R we have I, = (I*),»U{0}). We denote
by Z.(R) the semigroup of non-zero r-ideals of R and Z*(R) C Z,(R) is the subsemigroup of r-invertible
r-ideals of R. The usual ring ideals form an ideal system, called the d-system, and for these ideals we
omit all suffices (i.e., Z(R) = Z4(R) and Z*(R) = Z;(R)). For the following equivalent statements let r be
an ideal system on R such that every r-ideal of R is an ideal of R. We say that R is a Cohen-Kaplansky
domain if one of the following equivalent statements hold ([4, Theorem 4.3] and [25, Proposition 4.5]).

(a) R is atomic and has only finitely many atoms up to associates.
(b) Z,(R) is a finitely generated semigroup for some ideal system r on R.
(¢) ZF(R) is a finitely generated semigroup for some ideal system r on R.
(d) R is a semilocal principal ideal domain, R/(R:R) is finite, and | max(R)| = | max(R)]|.
Thus Corollary B:2212 and Property (d) imply that a Cohen-Kaplansky domain R is stable if and only
R C R is a quadratic extension and R has at most two maximal ideals.

Lemma 4.1. Let H be a cancellative monoid and let r be a finitary ideal system on H such that
MNpen,(M™)r = 0 for every m € r-max(H). Then I.(H) is unit-cancellative and if H is of finite r-
character, then Z,.(H) is a BF-monoid.

Proof. Let I,J € Z.(H) be such that (I.J), = I. Assume that J is proper. Then J C m for some
m € r-max(H). It follows by induction that (IJ"), = I for all n € Np, and hence I C (1, oy, (J")r C
MNpen, (M™)r. Therefore, I = ), a contradiction. Consequently, Z,.(H) is unit-cancellative.

Now let H be of finite r-character. We have to show that Z,(H) is a BF-monoid.

First we show that Z,.(H) is atomic. Since Z,(H) is unit-cancellative it remains to show by [11l Lemma
3.1(1)] that Z,(H) satisfies the ACCP. Assume that Z,(H) does not satisfy the ACCP. Then there is a
sequence (I;)°, of elements of Z,.(H) such that L,Z,(H) C Iix1Z,(H) for all i € Ny. Consequently,
there is some sequence (J;)32, of proper elements of Z,(H) such that I; = (I;11J;), for all i € Ny. Note
that Iy C J; for all i € Ny. Since {m € r-max(H) | Iy C m} is finite, there is some m € r-max(H)
such that {i € Ng | J; C m} is infinite. By restricting to a suitable subsequence of (I;)ien,, we can
therefore assume that J; C m for all ¢« € Ny. Note that Iy = (I, H?;Ol Ji)r for every n € Ny, and thus
Iy C (H?z_ol Ji)r C (m™), for every n € Ny. This implies that Iy C ) (m™),., and thus Iy = 0, a
contradiction.

Finally, we prove that L(N) is finite for each N € Z,(H). Let N € Z,(H) and set M = {m € r-
max(H) | N C m}. Observe that M is finite. For each m € M set g = max{{ € N| N C (m%),}. It
is sufficient to show that n < }° _\ gm for each n € L(N). Let n € L(N). Clearly, there is a finite
sequence (A;)1, of atoms of Z,(H) such that N = ([]:_; A;),. Since [1,n] = Unerdi € [1,7] | Ai € m},
we infer that n < " [{i€[1,n] | A Cm}| <D i Im- O

neNg
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Let H be a cancellative monoid and r a finitary ideal system on H. Observe that if H is strictly
r-noetherian (for the definition of strictly r-noetherian monoids we refer to [31], 8.4 Definition, page 87]),
then it follows from [31, 9.1 Theorem, page 94] that (), .y, (m"), = 0 for every m € r-max(H). Also
note that if H is a Mori monoid and r-max(H) = X(H), then H is of finite r-character (this is an easy
consequence of [2T Theorem 2.2.5.1]).

Proposition 4.2. Let H be a finitely primary monoid of rank one, m = H\ H*, q = H \ H* , and let r
be a finitary ideal system on H.

1. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) H is half-factorial.
(b) wH = vH for all u,v € A(H).
(c) wH = q for allu € A(H).
2. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) IT( ) is half-factorial.
(b) AH = BH for all A, B € A(Z.(H)).
(c) AH = q for all A € A(Z,(H)).
(d) Ifk €N and A; € A(Z.(H)) for every i € [1,k], then [[_, A; ¢ (mF+1),.
(e) H is half-factorial and for every nonprincipal A € A(Z.(H)) it follows that A ¢ (m?),.

Proof. Since H is finitely primary of rank one, there is some ¢ € q such that q = qﬁ .

1.(a) = 1.(b) Let u,v € A(H). There are some k,¢ € N such that ull = ¢*H and vH = ¢'H. Tt
follows that u’H = ka and hence u’ = v¥e for some ¢ € H*. Moreover, there is some a € (H: Ig')
Since Ly (ae™) C [0,v4(a)] for every n € Ny, there are some ni,ne € Ny such that ny < ne and
Ly (ae™) = Ly (ae™). Set b = ac™ and set n =ng —ny. Then n € N, b,be™ € H and Ly (b) = Ly (be™).
There is some h € Ny such that Lz (b) = {h}. Note that u™b = v™"*be" and hence {nf+h} = Ly (u"’b) =
Ly (v™be™) = {nk + h}. We infer that £ = k, and hence uH = ¢*H = qu = vH.

1.(b) = 1. ( ) Since (H:H) # 0, there is some m € N such that ¢™, g™ € H. There is some ¢ € N
such that uH = ¢‘H for all u € A(H). There are some a,b € N such that ¢"™ is a product of a atoms of
H and ¢™*! is a product of b atoms of H. We infer that ¢™H = ¢**H and ¢™ ' H = ¢**H. This implies
that b/ = m+ 1 = al + 1, and hence ¢ = 1 and uH = q.

1.(c) = 1.(a) Let k, £ € NO, let wu; E A(H) for every i € [1,k] and let v; € A(H) for every j € [1,£] be
such that Hle u; = Hf L v;. Then g* H§:1 wH = Hle Ujﬁ = q°. Consequently, k = .

2. Note that H is strongly primary and r-max(H) = {m}. Therefore, (), oy, (m™), = 0. We infer by
Lemma[LTlthat Z,(H) is a unit-cancellative atomic monoid. Since H is r-local, we have that A(Z}(H)) =
{uH | v € A(H)}. Moreover, I;(H) is a divisor-closed submonoid of Z.(H). Therefore, {uH | u €

A(H)} C A(Z,(H)). Note that if I is a non-empty s-ideal of H, then TH = I.H (since IH = ¢™H for
some m € Ny, it follows that ¢™H = IH c I,H ¢ LH C (IH); = (¢"H), = ¢™(H); = ¢ H).

2.(a) = 2.(b) Let A, B € A(Z,(H)). There are some k,¢ € N such that AI;T = g% and BH = ¢".
This implies that A’H = B*H, and hence (A“(H : H)), = (B*(H : H)),. Since (H:H) is a non-empty
r-ideal of H, there is some m € Ny such that L((H:H)) = {m} Therefore {€+m} = L((AY“H:H)),) =
L((B*(H:H)),) = {k+m}, and thus ¢ = k. We infer that AH = q* = ¢ = BH.

2.(b) = 2.(c) Since (H : H) # (), there is some m € N such that ¢™, ¢™"' € H. There is some £ € N

such that AH = ¢'H for all A € A(Z,(H)). Since Z,(H) is atomic, there are some a,b € N such that
q™H is an r-product of a atoms of Z,.(H) and ¢! H is an r-product of b atoms of Z,.(H). This implies
that ¢™H = ¢**H and ¢"t'H = ¢**H. Therefore, b/ = m + 1= al+ 1, and hence ¢ = 1 and AH = q.
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2.(c) = 2.(a) Let k, 0 € Ny, let A; € A(Z.(H)) for every ¢ € [1,k] and let B; € A(Z.(H)) for
every j € [1,4] be such that ([T\_, A;), = (IT;_, Bj)r. Then q* = (., A, H = ([T}, B;)-H = q".
Therefore, k = £.

2.(c) = 2.(d) Let k € N and let A; € A(Z.(H)) for every i € [1,k]. Assume that [, A; C (mF+1),.
Note that m € A(Z.(H)) (since Z,(H) is unit-cancellative). Therefore, A;H = mH = q for all i € [1, k],
and thus q* = (Hf:1 ANrH C (mbth) H = ¢+ a contradiction.

2.(d) = 2.(e) It remains to show that H is half-factorial. Let k,¢ € N, let u; € A(H) for every i € [1, k]
and let v; € A(H) for every j € [1,¢] be such that Hle u; = Hﬁ:l v;. Observe that u;H,v;H € A(Z,(H))
for all i € [1,k] and j € [1,£]. We infer that [[F, u; ¢ (m‘*t!), and H§:1 v; & (m*1),. Therefore,
k</l+1and ¢ < k-+1, and hence k = /.

2.(e) = 2.(c) Let A € A(Z,(H)).

Case 1. A is principal. Then A = uH for some u € A(H). By 1. we have that AH =uH =q.

Case 2. A is not principal. Then A ¢ (m?),, and hence there is some v € A\ (m?),. Observe that
v € A(H). Tt follows from 1. that q = vH C AH C q, and thus AH = q. O

Observe that some of the semigroups (e.g. Z.(H)) in the following result may not always be unit-
cancellative. In that case, we apply the original definitions for being an atom or being half-factorial to
commutative semigroups with identity (which are not necessarily unit-cancellative).

Proposition 4.3. Let H be a cancellative monoid and v be a finitary ideal system on H such that H is
of finite r-character and r-max(H) = X(H).

L Z.(H) = [nexm) Zra (Hn) and I3 (H) = [Lex ) L7 (Hm)-

2. I.(H) is half-factorial if and only if Z,, (Hw) is half-factorial for every m € X(H) and Z}(H) is
half-factorial if and only if Hy is half-factorial for every m € X(H).

3. If Ae A(Z.(H)), then VA e X(H).

4. For every m € X(H) we have that A(Z,, (Hw)) = {Am | A € A(Z,(H)),A C m}.

Proof. Claim: For every I € Z,(H) it follows that I = ([T cx () (Ig N H))r-

Proof of the claim: Let I € Z,.(H). Since H is of finite r-character, it follows that I; N H = H for all
but finitely many q € X(H). Note that if q € X(H) and I C q, then I; N H is a g-primary r-ideal of H,
and (Iq N H)q = Ig. Therefore, ([T ex(ry(La N H))r)m = (IqexmyLa N H)m)r,, = Im. Consequently,
I= (qux(H)(Iq NH)).

L. Let f: Z,(H) = [lnex () Zrm (Hm) be defined by f(I) = (Im)mex () for every I € Z,(H). Since H
is of finite r-character it is clear that f is well-defined. It is straightforward to show that f is a monoid
homomorphism. If I, J € Z,(H) are such that I, = Ju for all m € X(H), then I = (e, max(mr) Im =
Ner- max(H) Jm = J. Therefore, f is injective. It remains to show that f is surjective. Let (fun)mex(m) €
Hwexmn Zr, (Hm). Set I = ([Inexnm N H))p. Then I € Z.(H) and (Iq N H)q = I for every
q € X(H). Therefore, f is surjective. If I € Z*(H), then I, € T (Hy) for every m € X(H), and thus
flzzany: ZE(H) = ez ) L, (Hm) is a monoid isomorphism.

2. It is an immediate consequence of 1. that Z.(H) is half-factorial if and only if Z, (Hy,) is half-
factorial for every m € X(H) and Z(H) is half-factorial if and only if Z* (Hy) is half-factorial for every
m € X(H). Note that if m € X(H), then Hy, is rn-local, and hence Z) (Hw) = {xHw | x € Hy}. Clearly,
{xHy |z € Hy} = (H2)rea is half-factorial if and only if Hy, is half-factorial.

3. Let A€ A(Z,(H)). Then A C m for some m € X(H). Set J = ([[ () (m}(Aq N H))r. We infer
by the claim that A = (J(AnNH)),. Since A NH is a proper r-ideal of H this implies that A = A, NH.
Since Ay is Mmy-primary, we have that Ay, N H is m-primary, and thus v A = m.
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4. Let m € X(H). First let B € A(Z,,(Hw)). Set A = BN H. Then A is a proper r-ideal of H
and B = Ay. It remains to show that A € Z,(H). Let I,J € Z,(H) be such that A = (IJ),. Then
B = (ImJm)r,, and hence I, = Hy, or Jy = Hy. Without restriction let Iy, = Hyy. Then I ¢ m. Since
A is m-primary and A C I, this implies that I = H.

Now let B € A(Z.(H)) be such that B C m. Let I,J € Z,.,  (Hy) be such that By = (I.J),,, . It is
straightforward to check r-locally that B = ((I N H)(J N H)),. Note that INH,JNH € Z,(H), and
hence INH = H or JN H = H. Without restriction let I " H = H. Consequently, I = Hy,. O

Theorem 4.4. Let H be a cancellative monoid and let r be a finitary ideal system on H such that H is
of finite r-character and Hy, is finitely primary for every m € r-max(H). Then Z,.(H) is half-factorial if
and only if T (H) is half-factorial and for every A € A(Z.(H))\ Z;(H) we have that A ¢ ((v/A)?),.

Proof. First let Z,(H) be half-factorial. Since Z}(H) is a divisor-closed submonoid of Z,(H) we have
that Z)(H) is half-factorial. Let m € r-max(H). It follows by Proposition @312 that Z,  (Hw) and Hy
are half-factorial. Therefore, Hy, is finitely primary of rank one by [2I, Theorem 3.1.5]. We infer by
Proposition 212 that for every nonprincipal B € A(Z,, (Hy)) we have that B ¢ (m%),.. We infer by
Proposition E312 that Z*(H) is half-factorial. Let A € A(Z.(H)) \ Z*(H). Then VA € r-max(H) by
Proposition E313. Without restriction let v/A = m. Tt follows by Proposition &3 that Ay € A(Z,,, (Hw)).
If Ay is a principal ideal of Hy,, then A is r-locally principal, and since H is of finite r-character, A is
r-invertible, a contradiction. Therefore, Ay, is not a principal ideal of Hy and Ay ¢ (m2),, . Since A
and (m?), are m-primary this implies that A ¢ (m?),..

Now let Z; (H) be half-factorial and let for every A € A(Z.(H))\Z;(H), A ¢ ((VA)?),. Let m € -
max(H). It follows from Proposition 312 that Hy, is half-factorial. Consequently, Hy, is finitely primary
of rank one. Let B € A(Z,, (Hy)) be not principal. Then B = Ay, for some A € A(Z.(H)) with A Cm
by Proposition E34. It follows from Proposition 2313 that v/A = m. Obviously, A is not r-invertible.
Therefore, A ¢ (m?),. Since A and (m?), are m-primary we have that B ¢ (m2),. . We infer by
Proposition 22 that Z, (Hy,) is half-factorial. O

Corollary 4.5. Let H be a cancellative monoid and let r be a finitary ideal system on H such that H is
of finite r-character and Hy, is finitely primary and m? is contained in some proper r-invertible r-ideal
of H for every m € r-max(H). Then I,(H) is half-factorial if and only if T (H) is half-factorial.

Proof. By Theorem [4] it is sufficient to show that for every A € A(Z.(H)) \ Z}(H), we have that
A ¢ (VA)?),. Let A€ A(Z.(H))\ Z;(H). Assume that A C ((v/A)?),. There is some m € r-max(H)
such that A ¢ m. We infer that m® C I for some proper I € Z;(H). Since VA C m, it follows that
A C ((VA)?), c (m?), C I, and thus A =1 € Z;(H), a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.6. Let L be a finite field, let K C L be a subfield, let X be an indeterminate over L and let
R =K+ XL[X]. Then R is a local Cohen-Kaplansky domain with maximal ideal XL [X] and R is
divisorial if and only if [L: K] < 2.

Proof. Tt is an immediate consequence of [4] Corollary 7.2] that R is a local Cohen-Kaplansky domain with
maximal ideal X L [X]. Set m = XL [X]. Without restriction let K # L. Then m~! = (m:m) = L [X].
Since R is a local one-dimensional noetherian domain we have by [39, Theorem 3.8] that R is divisorial
if and only if L [X] is a 2-generated R-module. For h € L [X] let hy denote the constant term of h.

If L[X] is a 2-generated R-module, then L [X] = (f, g)r, whence L = {fo,go)x, and so [L: K] = 2.
Conversely, let [L: K] =2. Then L = (1,a)k for some a € L. Observe that L [X] = (1,a)g. O

Example 4.7. Let L be a finite field, let K C L be a subfield, let n € N>y and let R = K + X" L [X].
Then R is a local Cohen-Kaplansky domain with maximal ideal X™L [X], R is not half-factorial and the
square of the maximal ideal of R is contained in a proper principal ideal of R.
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Proof. By [4, Corollary 7.2] we have that R is a local Cohen-Kaplansky domain with maximal ideal
X"L[X] such that R is not half-factorial. Set m = X"L[X]. Then m? = X?>"L[X] C X"R and X"R
is a proper principal ideal of R. O

5. ARITHMETIC OF STABLE ORDERS IN DEDEKIND DOMAINS

In this section we derive the main arithmetical results of the paper. For monoids of ideals of stable Mori
domains, we study the catenary degree, the monotone catenary degree and we establish characterizations
when these monoids are half-factorial and when they are transfer Krull. We demonstrate in remarks and
examples that none of the main statements in Theorems and hold true without the stability
assumption.

We need the concepts of catenary degrees, transfer homomorphisms, and transfer Krull monoids. Let
H be an atomic monoid. The free abelian monoid Z(H) = F(A(Hyed)) denotes the factorization monoid
of H and 7: Z(H) — Hyeq the canonical epimorphism. For every element a € H, Z(a) = 71 (aH*) is
the set of factorizations of a. Note that L(a) = {|z| | z € Z(a)} C Ny is the set of lengths of a. Suppose
that H is atomic. If z, 2’ € Z(H) are two factorizations, say

Z=UL e UL eV and 2 = Uy Upwy .. W,

where ¢, m,n € Ny and all u;, v;, wy € A(Hyeq) such that v; # wy, for all j € [1,m] and all k € [1,n], then
d(z,2’) = max{m,n} is the distance between z and z’.

Let a € H and N € Ny U {oo}. A finite sequence 2, ...,z € Z(a) is called a (monotone) N-chain of
factorizations of a if d(z;_1, 2z;) < N for alli € [1,k] (and |zo| < ... <|zx| or |20 > ... > |zx]). We denote
by c(a) (or by cmon(a) resp.) the smallest N € Ny U {co} such that any two factorizations z, 2’ € Z(a)
can be concatenated by an N-chain (or by a monotone N-chain resp.). Then

c(H) =sup{c(b) |be H} e NgU{oo} and cmon(H) = sup{cmon(b) |be€ H} € NyU {c0}

denote the catenary degree and the monotone catenary degree of H. By definition, we have c(H) <
Cmon(H), and H is factorial if and only if c(H) = 0. If H is cancellative but not factorial, then, by [21]
Theorem 1.6.3],

(5.1) 2+ sup A(H) < c(H) < cmon(H),

whence c(H) < 2 implies that H is half-factorial and that 2 = ¢(H) = cpon(H). Let

(5.2) HCF=F*xF({p1,---,ps})

be a finitely primary monoid of rank s € N and exponent o € N. Then, by [2I] Theorem 3.1.5], we have
(5.3) If s =1, then p(H) <2a —1 and ¢(H) < 3a — 1.

(5.4) If s > 2, then p(H) = 0o and ¢(H) < 2a + 1.

A monoid homomorphism 6: H — B between monoids is said to be a transfer homomorphism if the
following two properties are satisfied.
(T1) B=6(H)B* and 6~Y(B*) = H*.
(T2) Ifue H,b,c € B and 0(u) = be, then there exist v, w € H such that v = vw, 6(v) € bB* and

O(w) € cB*.

A monoid H is said to be a transfer Krull monoid if it allows a transfer homomorphism 6 to a Krull monoid
B. Since the identity map is a transfer homomorphism, Krull monoids are transfer Krull, but transfer
Krull monoids need neither be commutative (though here we restrict to the commutative setting), nor
Mori, nor completely integrally closed. The arithmetic of Krull monoids is best understood (compared
with various other classes of monoids and domains), and a transfer homomorphism allows to pull back
arithmetical properties of the Krull monoid B to the original monoid H. We refer to the surveys [I8| 28]
for examples and basic properties of transfer Krull monoids.
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All Dedekind domains are transfer Krull and stable. However, there are orders in Dedekind domains
that are transfer Krull but not stable (Remark EI5) and there are orders that are stable but not transfer
Krull (all orders in quadratic number fields are stable but not all of them are transfer Krull). Half-factorial
monoids are trivial examples of transfer Krull monoids (if H is half-factorial, then §: H — (Ny, +), defined
by O(u) =1 for all w € A(H) and 0(¢) = 0 for all e € H*, is a transfer homomorphism). Thus a result
(as given in Theorems .1l and [(.9)), stating that monoids of a given type are transfer Krull if and only if
they are half-factorial, means that their arithmetic is different from the arithmetic of Krull monoids and
equal only in the trivial case. For recent work on the half-factoriality of transfer Krull monoids we refer
to [16].

We start with a result on the finiteness of the catenary degree of weakly Krull Mori domains.

Theorem 5.1. Let R be a weakly Krull Mori domain.
1. For every p € X(R), c(Rp) < 00, and p(R,) < oo if and only if (R, :é;) # {0} and I/Q; is local.
2. ¢(Zu(R)) = sup{c(Zo, (Rp)) | p € X(R)} and c(Z;(R)) = sup{c(Z;, (Rp)) | p € X(R)}.
3. If (R:R) # {0}, then c(Z}(R)) < c(Z,(R)) < oo.
4. T} (R) is a Mori monoid and it is half-factorial if and only if it is transfer Krull.

Proof. Since R is a weakly Krull Mori domain, we have t-spec(R) = X(R) by [31, Theorem 24.5]. Thus
all assumptions of Proposition [A.3] are satisfied.

1. Let p € X(R). Since R, is a one-dimensional local Mori domain, it is strongly primary and
hence locally tame by [26, Theorem 3.9]. Thus its catenary degree is finite by [19, Theorem 4.1]. If
(R, :I/%\p) = {0}, then p(R,) = oo by [26, Theorem 3.7]. Suppose that (R, :]/%\p) # {0}. Then R*® is finitely
primary by [2I, Proposition 2.10.7], whence the claim on the elasticity follows from (B3)) and (G&.4).

2. Since the catenary degree of a coproduct equals the supremum of the individual catenary degrees
([211 Proposition 1.6.8]), the assertion follows from Proposition I3 1.

3. Since Z}(R) is a divisor-closed submonoid of Z,,(R), the inequality between their catenary degrees
holds. If (R:R) # {0}, then almost all R, are discrete valuation domains whence their catenary degree
is finite. Thus the claim follows from 2. and from Proposition [£3]1.

4. See [28, Proposition 7.3]. O

There are primary Mori monoids H with ¢(H) = oo (|23} Proposition 3.7]), in contrast to the domain
case as given in Theorem [B.111.

Let H be a finitely primary monoid of rank s € N such that there exist some exponent o € N of H and
some system {p; | i € [1,s]} of representatives of the prime elements of H with the following property:
for all i € [1,s] and for all a € H with vp, (@) > o we have p;a € H if and only if a € H. Then H is said
to be

o strongly ring-like if H* /H* is finite and {(vp,(a))i_; | a € H\ H*} C N° has a smallest element
with respect to the partial order.
The concept of strongly ring-like monoids was introduced by Hassler ([35]), and the question which
one-dimensional local domains are strongly ring-like was studied in [25] Section 5].

A numerical monoid is a submonoid of (N, +) with finite complement, whence numerical monoids are
finitely primary of rank one. Conversely, if H C F' = F* x F({p}) is finitely primary of rank one, then
its value monoid vy,(H) = {vp(a) | a € H} C Ny is a numerical monoid.

Proposition 5.2. Let R be a local stable Mori domain with (R:ﬁ) # {0}. Then R® is finitely primary
of rank s < 2 and it is strongly ring-like. If s = 2, then p(R®) = oo and if s = 1 and X(R) = {p}, then
the elasticity p(R®) is accepted with p(R®) = maxvy(R®)/ minv,(R®).

Proof. By Corollary 211, R is one-dimensional. By [2I] Proposition 2.10.7], one-dimensional local Mori
domains with non-zero conductor are finitely primary of rank |X(R)|. By CorollaryB22, R is a Dedekind
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domain with at most two maximal ideals, whence s = |X(R)| < 2. Since (R:R) # {0}, every ideal of
R is 2-generated by Proposition B4, whence R is noetherian. If m is the maximal ideal of R, then
R =R and | max(R)| < 2 < |R/m|, whence R® is strongly ring-like by [25, Corollary 5.7]. If s = 2, then
p(R®) = oo by ([&4l). Suppose that s = 1. Since R® is strongly ring-like, ]?EX/RX is finite and thus the
elasticity is accepted and has the asserted value by [27, Lemma 4.1]. a

Let R be a one-dimensional local Mori domain with (R: R) # {0}. If R is stable, then, by Proposi-
tion 5.2 we have |X(R)| < 2. Example[5.5 shows that the converse does not hold in general. Example[5.4]
and Proposition 711 show that also for stable domains the exponent of R® can be arbitrarily large. We

start with a lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let R be a Mori domain and a G-domain and let I be a divisorial stable ideal of R. Then
I? = 21 for some x € I.

Proof. Since every overring of a G-domain is a G-domain, (I:7) is a G-domain. Since [ is divisorial and R
is a Mori domain, we have that (I:I) is a Mori domain. Therefore, spec((I:I)) is finite by [21, Theorem
2.7.9], and hence (I:1) is semilocal. Consequently, I = x(I:I) for some x € I, and thus I? = x1. O

Example 5.4 (Stable orders in number fields). 1. Let K = Q(v/d) be a quadratic number field,
where d € Z \ {0, 1} is squarefree, and let

Vd, ifd=2,3 mod 4
w = .
Livd - if =1 mod 4

)

Let R = Z + p"wZ, where p € N is a prime number and n € N. Since every ideal of R is 2-generated,
R is a stable order in the Dedekind domain R = Z 4+ wZ. Then m = pZ + p"wZ € X(R) and Ry is
a one-dimensional local stable domain with non-zero conductor. By Corollary B.2] R, is Mori, whence

it is finitely primary of rank s = [{q € X(R) | ¢N R = m}| < 2. Moreover, if a € N is the exponent
of RY, then a > max{vy((R: R)) | ¢ € X(R),qN R = m} and since (R: R) = p"R, we obtain that
a > nmax{vy(pR) | q € X(R),qN R=m} > n.

2. Let K be an algebraic number field, Ok its ring of integers, and R C Ok an order. If the
discriminant A(R) € Z is not divisible by the fourth power of a prime, then R is stable by a result of
Greither ([30, Theorem 3.6]). In particular, if a € N is squarefree with 3 t a and R = Z[¥/a] C Q(¥/a),
then A(R) = 27a? is not divisible by a fourth power of a prime (for more on R and Ok in the case of
pure cubic fields we refer to [34) Theorem 3.1.9]).

Next we discuss the catenary degree of finitely primary monoids, which has received a lot of attention
in the literature. Let H C F' be a finitely primary monoid of rank s and exponent «, with all notation
as in (52). Then the catenary degree is bounded above by 3az— 1 in case s = 1 and by 2a + 1 otherwise.
These bounds can be attained, but the catenary degree can also be much smaller. Indeed, as shown
in Example 5412, for every n € N there is an order R in a quadratic number field whose localization
R, at a maximal ideal p is finitely primary of exponent greater than or equal to the given n but the
catenary degree c(R,) is bounded by 5 ([9, Theorem 1.1]). Let H C F = F* x F({p}) be finitely
primary of rank one, suppose that its value monoid v,(H) = {vp(a) |a € H} = (d1,...,ds), with s € N,
1<dy <...<ds,and ged(dy,...,ds) = 1. The catenary degree of numerical monoids has been studied
a lot in recent literature (see [17, 50} 511 52, 54], for a sample). By (&), we have 24+ max A(H) < c(H).
There are also results for min A(H). Indeed, by [27, Lemma 4.1], we have

ged(d; —di—q |1 €[2,s]) | minA(H) and if |[F*/H*| =1, then ged(d;—d;—1 |7 € [2,5]) =minA(H).

We continue with examples of numerical semigroup rings and numerical power series rings. Let K be
a field and H C Ny be a numerical monoid. Then

K[H]=K[X" |he Hl|Cc K[X] and K[H]=K[X"|hec H]cCK[X]
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denote the numerical semigroup ring and the numerical power series ring. Since H is finitely generated,
K[H] is a one-dimensional noetherian domain with integral closure K[X]. The power series ring K [H] is
a one-dimensional local noetherian domain with integral closure K [X], and its value monoid vy (K [H]®)
is equal to H.

Example 5.5. Let K be a field and H C Ny be a numerical monoid distinct from Ny. Then H is not
half-factorial, whence (5] implies that c(H) > 3. If min(H \ {0}) > 3, then X? ¢ XK [H] + K [H],
whence R C R is not a quadratic extension and K [H] is not stable by Corollary B.212.

1. Let H={(e,e+1,...,2¢ — 1) = N>. U {0} with e € N>9 and R = K [H]. By [2I] Special case 3.1,
page 216], we have c¢(H) = c(R) = 3. Indeed, by [64, Theorem 5.6], there is a transfer homomorphism
0: R®* — H.

2. Let K be finite, H = (e,e +1,...,2e — 1) = N>, U {0} with e € N>o, and R = K[H]. We set
p=X+X°R e R/X°R and G = K[p]*/K*. Then, by [2I| Special Case 3.2, page 216], we have
|G| = |K|*! and c(R) > ¢(B(G)), where B(G) is the monoid of zero-sum sequences over G. Since
c(B(G)) > max{exp(G),1 + r(G)} by [2I, Theorem 6.4.2], the catenary degree of R grows with |G]|.

Lemma 5.6. Let R be an order in a Dedekind domain such that R is a mazimal proper subring of R.
Then we have

1. Every mazimal ideal of R is stable.
2. R is stable if and only if R/ R is a simple R-module.

Proof. 1. Let m € X(R). Then (m:m) is an intermediate ring of R and R, and hence (m:m) € {R, R}.
If (m:m) = R, then m is clearly an invertible ideal of (m:m), since R is a Dedekind domain. Now let
(m:m) = R. Since m is divisorial, we have that R = (m:m) = (R:m~!):m) = (R:mm~1) = (mm~1)~1,
and thus m is v-invertible. Consequently, m is invertible.

2. First let R be stable. Then R C R is a quadratic extension by Proposition B3l1. Let N be an
R-submodule of R with R C N. Then N is an intermediate ring of R and R. Consequently, N € {R, R},
and hence R/R is a simple R-module.

Conversely, let R/R be a simple R-module. Obviously, R C R is a quadratic extension. Since R/R and
R/(R:R) are isomorphic as R-modules, we have that (R:R) € X(R). Let m € X(R). If m # (R: R), then
Ry, is a discrete valuation domain, and hence there is precisely one maximal ideal of R lying over m. Now
let m = (R:R) and set k = |{q € X(R) | ¢N R = m}|. Assume that k > 3. Then there are some distinct
91,92, g3 € X(R) such that q; N R = q2 N R = q3 N R. Therefore, m C q1Nq2Nq3 S q1Ng2 C q1 S R,
and thus Igr(R/m) > 3. On the other hand Iz(R/m) = Ir(R/R) + lg(R/m) = 2, a contradiction.
Consequently, k¥ < 2 and thus R is finitely stable by Proposition B3l1. Since R is noetherian, we have
that R is stable. O

In the next proposition we study the catenary degree of finitely primary monoids stemming from one-
dimensional local stable domains. We establish an upper bound for their catenary degree in case when
R C R is a maximal proper subring.

(i) Let H be a finitely primary monoid of rank one. In general, the map 0: H — v,(H), a — vp(a),
need not be a transfer homomorphism. (Example: If H = [e1p,eap,p?] C F* x F({p}) with e;e; # 1 for
all 7,7 € [1,2]).

(ii) Let us consider the following example: let H be a reduced finitely primary monoid of rank one,
say

HcCF*xF{p}).
Suppose that H is generated by the following k£ + 1 elements, where k is even:
e1p, - - - 75kpap2 )

where €1 - ... - €} is a minimal product-one sequence in the group F'*.
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Then
(e1p) ...~ (exp) =p*-...-p* (k/2 times)
is a minimal relation of atoms of H, whence c(H) > k.

Proposition 5.7. Let R be a local stable order in a Dedekind domain. Define Ry = R.
1. Suppose that Ry S R1 € --- C R, = R where R; = (m;—1:m;_1) and R;—1 s local with mazimal
ideal m;_q for all i € [1,n], and X(Ry) = {P1,P2}. Write mg = Rymg for some mg € mg \ {0}.
Then (R:R) = mgﬁ = PYPL, and R® is a finitely primary monoid of rank at most two and
exponent n.
2. If R C R is a mazimal proper subring, then c(R) < 5.

Proof. 1. All domains Ry, ..., R,_1 are local with maximal ideals m; such that m; = mgR; 11 = moR;4+1
by [45, Proposition 4.2] and also the Jacobson radical of R, J, = P1 N Pa = P1P2 = m,,—1 and for
some k > 0, J¥ = (P P2)* = mk_| C my by [45, Corollary 4.4]. Therefore, m* | R, C mg C R, i.e.,
(R:R,) = mk_| = P¥PE and since m,,_1 = moR,, (R: R,) = m§R,. Also miR, = mg_lmoRn =
mgflmnfl - mgfanfl C -+ CmoRy =m C Rand (R:R,) = m{R,. Therefore, (R:R) = mgﬁ =
PPPL and R® is a finitely primary monoid of rank two and exponent n.

2. Let m denote the maximal ideal of R. Since | max(R)| < 2 by PropositionB3l1, we distinguish two
cases.

First, suppose that R is local with maximal ideal 8. Then by [45, Proposition 4.2 (i)], 82 C m, which
implies that PZR C m C R and hence (R:R) = B* with k € {1,2}. Thus R*® is finitely primary of rank
one and exponent two, whence c(R) < 5 by (5.3).

Second, suppose that max(R) = {B1,B2}. Then 1. shows that (R:R) = B1P2. Thus R* is finitely
primary of rank two and exponent one, whence c(R) < 3 by (&.4)). O

For an atomic monoid H, we set
WH) =sup{min(L\ {2})|2€ L € L(H),|L| >1}.

Then T1(H) = 0 if and only if L(uv) = {2} for all u,v € A(H), and (H) > 3 otherwise. If H is not
half-factorial, then

(5.5) T(H) <2+supA(H).

The question of whether equality holds was studied a lot. Among others, equality holds for large classes
of Krull domains ([20, Corollary 4.5]), for numerical monoids H with |A(H)| = 2, but not for all finitely
primary monoids.

Proposition 5.8. Let R be a local domain with maximal ideal m such that R is not a field and mnENo m" =
{0}, let x € m be such that m* = xm and let U = zR.

1. Z(R) is a reduced atomic monoid, U is a cancellative atom of Z(R) and for every I € Z(R) \ {R}
there are n € Ny and J € A(Z(R)) such that I =U™J.
2. NZ(R)) =2+ sup A(Z(R)) and W(IZ*(R)) =2+ sup A(Z*(R)).

Proof. 1. Tt follows from Lemma 1] that Z(R) is an atomic monoid. Since R is not a field, we have
that U is a non-zero proper ideal of R. If I and J are non-zero ideals of R such that Ul = UJ, then
I = xJ, and hence I = J. Therefore, U is cancellative. Assume that U is not an atom of Z(R). Then
there are some proper A, B € Z(R) such that U = AB. We infer that zR C m? = xm. Consequently,
x = zu for some u € m, and thus 1 = u € m, a contradiction. This implies that U is an atom of Z(R).
Now let I be a non-zero proper ideal of R. Then I C m, and since )¢y, m" = {0}, there is some m € N
such that I C m™ and I ¢ m™*1. We infer that I C 2 *m. Set n = m — 1. Then n € Ny and there
is some proper J € Z(R) such that I = z™J = U™J. Assume that J is not an atom of Z(R). Then
there are some non-zero proper ideals A and B of R with J = AB, and thus J C m? = zm. Therefore,
I =2"J C2™m=m" ! a contradiction. It follows that J € A(Z(R)).
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2. This follows from 1. and from [9, Proposition 4.1]. O

Theorem 5.9. Let R be a one-dimensional Mori domain such that for every m € X(R), m is stable and
(Rm:Rm) # {0}
1. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) Z(R) is transfer Krull.
*(R) is transfer Krull.
*(R) 1s half-factorial.
(R) is half-factorial.
e) c(I(R)) < 2.
(f) o(T*(R) < 2.
If these conditions hold, then the map : j{(ﬁ) — X(R), defined by B — PN R, is bijective.
2. HZ(R)) =2 +sup A(Z(R)) and V(Z*(R)) =2 +sup A(Z*(R)).

Proof. 1. Suppose that Condition (c¢) holds. By Proposition 312, Z7*(R) is half-factorial if and only if
Ry is half-factorial for every p € X(R). Thus the map = is bijective by Theorem [GI11.

(a) = (b) Z*(R) C Z(R) is a divisor-closed submonoid, and divisor-closed submonoids of transfer Krull
monoids are transfer Krull.

(b) = (c) Since R is a one-dimensional Mori domain, we have that Z}(R) = Z*(R), and thus the
assertion follows from Theorem [B.114.

(¢) = (d) Since R is a one-dimensional Mori domain, we have that R is of finite character. Furthermore,
if m € X(R), then Ry, is a one-dimensional local Mori domain with non-zero conductor, and hence Ry,
is finitely primary. By Corollary EEH] it remains to show that for every m € X(R), m? is contained in a
proper invertible ideal of R. Let m € X(R). Since R is a Mori domain and m(m:m?) = (m:m), we infer
that my (My :m2) = (M :My), i.e., My is a stable ideal of Ry,. Clearly, my, is a divisorial ideal of Ry,.
It follows from Lemma that m2 = xm,, for some # € my,. Observe that m?> = m2 N R C xRy, N R.
Moreover, xRy, N R is t-finitely generated and locally principal and xRy, N R C m, and thus xRy, N R is
a proper invertible ideal of R.

(d) = (a) All half-factorial monoids are transfer Krull.

(d) = (e) Let m € X(R). By Proposition [£312 we have that Z(Ry) is half-factorial. Note that Ry
is a Mori domain and a G-domain. Since m is stable and R is a Mori domain, we have that m,, is a
stable ideal of Ry,. Clearly, my, is a divisorial ideal of Ry. Therefore, m% = xm,, for some r € my by
Lemma[5.3 Since Ry is a one-dimensional local Mori domain, it follows that [, o, my, = {0}. We infer
by Proposition 5.8 and [9, Proposition 4.1.4] that c¢(Z(Rw)) < 2. Therefore, c(Z(R)) < 2 by Theorem 511

(e) = (f) This is obvious, since Z*(R) is a divisor-closed submonoid of Z(R).

(f) = (c) Since Z*(R) is cancellative, this follows from (G.1]).

2. If (H;)ier is a family of atomic monoids, then

sup A(HHl) =sup{supA(H;) | i€ I} and _I(HHZ-) =sup{1(H;) |i e I}.

(b) 7
() T
(d) 7
(e)

icl icl
Thus the claim follows from Propositions and [1.812. O

Let R be as in Theorem Clearly, we have 1(Z*(R)) < T(Z(R)), but in general we do not have
equality.

By Theorem B.7, stable domains with non-zero conductor, that are Mori or weakly Krull, are already
orders in Dedekind domains. Thus our next result is formulated for stable orders in Dedekind domains.
Its first part generalizes a result valid for orders in quadratic number fields ([9, Theorem 1.1]). Note, if
R is a semilocal domain, then Pic(R) = 0. This means that every invertible ideal is principal, whence
I*(R) ={aR | a € R*} = (R®)rea- If R is not semilocal, then the statements for Z*(R) need not hold for
R. If R is any order in an algebraic number field, then c(R) > c(B(Pic(R))) (|21 Sections 3.4 and 3.7)).
Moreover, R can be transfer Krull without being half-factorial ([24, Theorems 5.8 and 6.2]).
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Theorem 5.10. Let R be a stable order in a Dedekind domain.

1. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) Z(R) is transfer Krull.
(b) Z*(R) is transfer Krull.
(¢) Z*(R) is half-factorial.
(d) Z(R) is half-factorial.
(e ) c(Z(R )) 2.
(f) c(Z*(R)) < 2.
2. Con (Z* (R)) < .
3. I*(R) has finite elasticity if and only if 7: X(R) — X(R) is bijective. If this holds, then the
elasticity is accepted.

Proof. 1. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem [5.9

2. Since R is an order in a Dedekind domain, R is a weakly Krull Mori domain with non-zero conductor.
By Proposition[5.2] the localizations R, are strongly ring-like of rank at most two. Thus Z*(R) has finite
monotone catenary degree by [25] Theorem 5.13].

3. By [21] Proposition 1.4.5] and by Proposition 3] we have

p(Z*(R)) = sup{p(Ry) | p € X(R)}.
Thus the assertion follows from Proposition 5.2 O

In Remark 5.1 we briefly discuss further arithmetical properties, which follow from the ones given in
Theorem Then we work out, in a series of remarks, that none of the statements in Theorem [5.10
holds true in general without the stability assumption.

Remark 5.11 (Structure of sets of lengths and of their unions). 1. (Structure of sets of lengths)
If R is an order in a Dedekind domain, then sets of lengths of Z*(R) are well-structured. They are
almost arithmetical multiprogressions with global bounds for all parameters ([2I, Section 4.7]). This
holds without the stability assumption.

2. (Structure of unions of sets of lengths) Let H be an atomic monoid. For every k € N,

u.H)= |J L cN
keLeL(H)
is the union of sets of lengths containing k. The structure theorem for unions of sets of lengths states that
there is a bound M such that almost all sets Uy (H) N [min Uy (H) + M, max Uy (H) — M] are arithmetical
progressions with difference min A(H). Now every atomic monoid with accepted elasticity satisfies this
structure theorem for unions of sets of lengths, and the initial parts Uy (H) N [minUy (H ), min Uy, (H) + M)

and the end parts [max Uy (H) — M, max Uy, (H)] fulfill a periodicity property (we refer to recent work of
Tringali (|57, Theorem 1.2]).

Remark 5.12 (On catenary degrees). Example[5.52 offers examples of non-stable orders in Dedekind
domains whose catenary degree is arbitrarily large. Furthermore, there are finitely primary monoids with
arbitrarily large catenary degree (see the discussion after Lemmal5.6]). Non-stable local orders in Dedekind
domains may have infinite monotone catenary degree ([35, Examples 6.3 and 6.5]).

Remark 5.13 (Seminormal orders). We compare the arithmetic of stable orders with the arithmetic
of seminormal orders in Dedekind domains. Note that stable orders need not be seminormal (all orders
in quadratic number fields are stable but not all are seminormal [10]) and seminormal orders need not
be stable (see the example given in Remark [E.19).

Let R be a seminormal order in a Dedekind domain and let 7: X(R) — X(R) be defined by 7(B) =
PN R for all P € X(R). If 7 is bijective, then c(Z*(R)) = 2. If 7 is not bijective, then c(Z*(R)) = 3
and Cmon (Z*(R)) € {3,5} ([24, Theorem 5.8]). Furthermore, Z*(R) is half-factorial if and only if 7 is
bijective. For stable orders, only one implication is true (see Theorem [5.9)).
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Remark 5.14 (Half-factoriality of 7*(R) does not imply half-factoriality of Z(R)).

The Statements 1.(c) and 1.(d) of Theorem[E.I0Ineed not be equivalent for divisorial orders in Dedekind
domains. We construct a local divisorial order R in a Dedekind domain such that Z*(R) is half-factorial,
and yet Z(R) is not half-factorial.

Let L be the field with 16 elements, let K C L be the field with 2 elements, let y € L be such that
y*=1+yandlet V = (1,y,5%)k. Let X be an indeterminate over L and let R = K + VX + X2L[X].
We assert that R is a local divisorial half-factorial Cohen-Kaplansky domain such that Z(R) is not
half-factorial.

Proof. By [, Example 6.7] we have that R is a half-factorial local Cohen-Kaplansky domain, (1,v,y?,4%)
is a K-basisof L and L = {ab|a,b € V}. Let m = VX + X?L[X] and let I = (yX?, (1+4%)X?)g. Then
m is the maximal ideal of R. Note that m™! = (m:m) = {f € L[X] | f(V+ XL[X]) CV+ XL[X]} =
{feL[X]|fVCV}=K+XL[X]=(1,y>X)g, and hence R is divisorial by [39, Theorem 3.8]. By
Proposition 212 it is sufficient to show that I € A(Z(R)) and I C m?. Observe that m? = X2L [X],
m3 = X3L[X] and I = {0,y,1+y> 1 +y+y3} X%+ X3L [X]. Therefore, m® C I C m?. For every ideal
Eof Rlet S(E)={a€V |aX + 2 € E for some z € m*} and T(E) = {a € L | aX? + z € E for some
z € m®}. Note that S(E) is a K-subspace of V and T'(E) is a K-subspace of L.

Claim: If A and B are proper ideals of R, then T(AB) = (S(A)S(B))x-.

Let A and B be proper ideals of R. First let a € T(AB). Then aX? + z € AB for some z € m?.
Therefore, aX? + z = Y., fig; for some n € N, f; € A and g; € B for every i € [1,n]. Since
A, B C m, there are some a;,b; € V and z;,v; € m? for every i € [1,n] such that f; = a;X + z; and
gi = ;X + v; for every i € [1,n]. Consequently, a; € S(A) and b; € S(B) for all i € [1,n]. Moreover,
(IX2 +z = (Z?:l aibi)XQ + Z?Zl(aiviX + bZZZX + szz) Since Z?Zl(aiviX + bZZZX + Zivi) S m3 this
implies that a = "' | a;b; € (S(A)S(B))k.

Now let a € (S(A)S(B))k. Then a = Y ;" | a;b; with n € N and a;, € S(A) and b; € S(B) for every

€ [1,n]. There are some z;,v; € m? for every i € [1,n] such that a; X + z; € A and b; X +v; € B for
every i € [1,n]. Therefore, aX? + Y7 (a;0; X +b;z; X + zv;) = > i (a; X + 2;)(b; X +v;) € AB. Since
S (a0 X 4 bz X + z;v;) € m3, we have that a € T(AB). This proves the claim.

Assume that I ¢ A(Z(R)). Then there are proper ideals A and B of R such that I = AB. It follows by
the claim that {0,y,1+y3, 1+y+y3} = T(I) = (S(A)S(B)) k. Clearly, dimg (S(A)),dimg (S(B)) > 0. If
dimg (S(A)) = dimg (S(B)) = 1, then |(S(A)S(B))x| = 2, a contradiction. Therefore, dimg (S(A)) > 2
or dimg (S(B)) > 2. Without restriction let dimg(S(A)) > 2. There are some non-zero a € S(B)
and some two-dimensional K-subspace W of S(A). We infer that (S(A)S(B))x D aW and 4 =
|(S(A)S(B))k| > |aW| = |[W| = 4, and thus {0,y,1+ 93 1+ y + ¢y} = aW. Clearly, a € {1,y,1+
v, y%, 1+ 9%y +y% 1+ y+y?}. To obtain a contradiction it is sufficient to show that W ¢ V.

Case 1: a=1. Then W = {0,y,1+ 43,1 +y+43} ¢ V.

Case 2: a=y. Then W = (1 +¢°){0,5, 1+ 4> 1+y+3°} ={0. 1,1+ 9° +° s> +¢°} 2 V.

Case3: a = 1+y. Then W = (y+y>+y°){0,y, 1+y°, 1+y+y°} = {0, 1+y+y°+y° 1+y+y*, v’} £ V.

Case4: a=y”. Then W = (1+y°+y*){0,y, 1+y* 1 +y+y°} = {0, 1+, 1+y+y°+y°,y+y°} ¢ V.

Case 5: a=1+y% Then W = (1+y+1°){0,y, 1+ 9> 1+y+y°} ={0, 1+ 9% y* +1°, 1 +9°} £ V.

Case 6: a=y+y> Then W = (1+y+y*){0,y,1+3> 1+y+y°t ={0,y+y* +y°,y+y°,y°} Z V.

Case 7: a=1+y+y*% Then W = (y+¢y*){0,y, 1+ 3 1+y+¢°} = {0, >+ 3, 1+y, 1+y+y°+y°} &
V. 0

Remark 5.15 (Transfer Krull does not imply stability). If R is an order in a Dedekind domain

with (R:R) € max(R) and R = RR ", then R® is transfer Krull by [21 Proposition 3.7.5]. We provide
an example showing that such an order need not be stable.
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We construct a seminormal one-dimensional local noetherian domain R such that R = RR ", (R:R) €
max(R), R is local, and R has ideals which are not 2-generated. Thus Corollary B.8limplies that R is not
stable.

Let K C L be a field extension with 3 < [L: K] < oo, X be an indeterminate over L, and R =
K + XL[X]. Observe that R = L[X] is a ‘completely integrally closed one-dimensional noetherian
domain. Let B C L be a K-basis of L. Then R = (B)R, and hence Risa finitely generated R-module.
Since R is noetherian, it follows from the Theorem of Eakin-Nagata that R is noetherian, and hence
R=R.

Since R is one-dimensional local and R C R is an integral extension, we have that R itself is local and
one-dimensional. Moreover, spec( )= {{0} XL[X ]]} and R is transfer Krull by [24, Theorem 5.8].

Now if # € q(R) with 22, 2% € R, then 2% 23 € R, and hence z € R (since R is completely integrally
closed), so zp € L and 23,23 € K (Whence xo is the constant term of x), and thus if 29 = 0, then 2 € R
and if g # 0, then zy = x(3)$52 € K, hence x € R. Therefore, R is seminormal.

Note that (R:R) = (R:R) = XL[X] # {0} and (R:R) € max(R). It is clear that RR = C R. Let
yeR=1 [[X]] We have that y — yo € XL [X] (where yo is the constant term of y). If y € R, then
clearly y € RR” Now let y ¢ R. Then yg € K, and hence yo # 0. Observe that (y —yo)yy - € XL [X]

and yo € L* C R . Therefore, y = (1 + (y — Y0)yo Yo € RR”

Assume to the contrary, that X L [X] is 2-generated. Therefore, there exist z,y € R with XL [X] =
(x,y)r. Let 21,y be the linear coefficients of x respectively y. Then L = (x1,y1)x and hence [L: K] < 2,
a contradiction.
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