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ON PRODUCT-ONE SEQUENCES OVER SUBSETS OF GROUPS

VICTOR FADINGER AND QINGHAI ZHONG

Abstract. Let G be a group and G0 ⊆ G be a subset. A sequence over G0 means a finite
sequence of terms from G0, where the order of elements is disregarded and the repetition of
elements is allowed. A product-one sequence is a sequence whose elements can be ordered such
that their product equals the identity element of the group. We study algebraic and arithmetic
properties of monoids of product-one sequences over finite subsets of G and over the whole
group G, with a special emphasis on the infinite dihedral group.

1. Introduction

Let G be a group and G0 ⊆ G be a subset. Elements of the free abelian monoid over G0 are
called sequences over G0. Thus, in combinatorial language, a sequence over G0 means a finite
sequence of terms from G0, where the order of elements is disregarded and the repetition of
elements is allowed, and the concatenation of sequences corresponds to the multiplication in the
free abelian monoid. A product-one sequence is a sequence whose elements can be ordered such
that their product equals the identity element of the group. Thus, the set B(G0) of product-one
sequences over G0 is a submonoid of the free abelian monoid over G0.

The study of sequences, in particular the study of their structure under extremal properties, is
a classical topic in additive combinatorics. The monoid of product-one sequences arises naturally
in various subfields of algebra, from abstract semigroup theory, to factorization theory, and to
invariant theory. For a long time the focus of interest was in the abelian setting, but the last
decade has seen a growing interest for the non-abelian setting. There is work on combinatorial
invariants (including small and large Davenport constants and Erdős-Ginzburg-Ziv constants
[16, 30, 31, 4, 34, 23, 25, 26]), on problems stemming from invariant theory (including work on
Noether numbers [8, 7, 6, 9]), and on algebraic properties of the monoid B(G0) ([29, 28, 10]).

All work in the non-commutative setting was restricted so far to finite groups. In the present
paper we study sequences over finite subsets of arbitrary groups (note that there are infinite
torsion groups having finite sets of generators). In Section 3, we provide an in-depth study
of algebraic properties of the monoid B(G0) for subsets of arbitrary groups. Under certain
conditions, we characterize when B(G0) is Krull, root closed, finitely generated, or a C-monoid
(Theorem 3.11). For the whole group G, we establish characterizations for being weakly Krull,
or seminormal, and more (Theorem 3.14). In Section 4, we investigate arithmetical invariants of
monoids of product-one sequences, where our focus is on sets of lengths. Based on these results
for general groups, Section 5 offers explicit algebraic characterizations for the finiteness of key
arithmetical invariants, including the catenary degree, the kth elasticities, local tame degrees,
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and more in the special case of finite subsets of infinite dihedral groups (Theorem 5.1) and for
the whole group (Theorem 5.2).

2. Preliminaries

We denote by N the set of positive integers and we put N0 = N ∪ {0}. For real numbers
a, b ∈ R, we denote by [a, b] = {x ∈ Z : a ≤ x ≤ b} the discrete interval between a and b.

Monoids. A monoid means a commutative, unitary and cancellative semigroup. Our notation
and terminology for ideal theory and the arithmetic of monoids are consistent with [24, 18]. We
briefly gather some key notions. Let H be a monoid and q(H) its quotient group. There are
three common closure operations for a monoid H, namely

• H ′ = {x ∈ q(H) : there is n ∈ N such that xm ∈ H for all m ≥ n} is called the seminor-
malization of H,

• H̃ = {x ∈ q(H) : there is n ∈ N such that xn ∈ H} is called the root closure of H and

• Ĥ = {x ∈ q(H) : there is c ∈ H such that cxn ∈ H for all n ∈ N} is called the complete
integral closure of H.

A monoidH is called seminormal (resp. root closed, resp. completely integrally closed) ifH = H ′

(resp. H̃, resp. Ĥ).
Note the following two facts:

1. H ⊆ H ′ ⊆ H̃ ⊆ Ĥ (the first two inclusions being clear, the third follows from [18,
Proposition 2.7.11]).

2. H is seminormal if and only if for every x ∈ q(H) we have that x2, x3 ∈ H implies x ∈ H
(e.g. see [32, Lemma 2.4]).

A monoid homomorphism ϕ : H → D is

• a divisor homomorphism if for all a, b ∈ H we have that ϕ(a) |D ϕ(b) implies a |H b;
• cofinal if for all a ∈ D, there exists b ∈ H such that a |D ϕ(b).

A submonoid H ⊆ D is called saturated if the inclusion H →֒ D is a divisor homomorphism
(equivalently, q(H) ∩D = H) and it is called divisor closed if for all d ∈ D and h ∈ H we have
that d |D h implies d ∈ H. A monoid H is said to have a divisor theory if there exists a divisor
homomorphism ϕ : H → F(P ) into a free abelian monoid over some set P such that, for every
p ∈ P , there is a finite nonempty subset X ⊆ H with p = gcd(ϕ(X)).

Let X ⊆ q(H). We set (H : X) = {y ∈ q(H) : yX ⊆ H} and Xv = (H : (H : X)). We say X
is

• an s-ideal if X ⊆ H and XH = X;
• a v-ideal if X ⊆ H and X = Xv.
• a t-ideal if X ⊆ H and

X =
⋃

E⊂X nonempty and finite

Ev .

We denote by s-spec(H) the set of all nonempty prime s-ideals of H and by X(H) the set of all
nonempty minimal prime s-ideals of H.

A monoid is v-noetherian if it satisfies the ascending chain condition for v-ideals and a monoid
is a Krull monoid if it is completely integrally closed and v-noetherian (equivalently, if it has a
divisor theory). A list of further equivalent conditions can be found in [18, Theorems 2.3.11 and
2.4.8]. If H is a Krull monoid and F = F(P ) is a free abelian monoid such that Hred ⊆ F and
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the inclusion Hred →֒ F is a divisor theory (such an F always exists), then F is called a monoid
of divisors and P a set of prime divisors for H. In the given case, we call C(H) = F/Hred

the divisor class group (or just class group) of H. Let p be a prime s-ideal. We denote by
Hp = {s1/s2 ∈ q(H) : s1 ∈ H and s2 ∈ H \ p} the localization of H at p. A monoid H is called
a weakly Krull monoid ([24, Corollary 22.5]) if

H =
⋂

p∈X(H)

Hp and {p ∈ X(H) : a ∈ p} is finite for all a ∈ H .

Let D be a monoid and H ⊆ D a submonoid. Two elements y, y′ ∈ D are called H-equivalent
if y−1H ∩D = y′−1H ∩D (equivalently: If x ∈ D, then yx ∈ H if and only if y′x ∈ H). This is
a congruence relation on D and for y ∈ D we denote its congruence class by [y]DH . We set

C(H,D) = {[y]DH : y ∈ D} and C∗(H,D) = {[y]DH : y ∈ D \D× ∪ {1D}},
the first being called the class semigroup of H ⊆ D and the latter the reduced class semigroup
of H ⊆ D. A monoid H is called a C-monoid if it is a submonoid of a factorial monoid F
such that H× = H ∩ F× and the reduced class semigroup C∗(H,F ) is finite. To emphasize the
fact that H is a C-monoid as a submonoid of the factorial monoid F , we also say that H is a
C-monoid defined in F . Every Krull monoid H with finite divisor class group is a C-monoid in
H××F , where F is a monoid of divisors for H. We refer to ([18, Chapter 2.8 and 2.9], [32, 21])
for background on C-monoids and for further examples.

Monoids of product-one sequences. Let G be a multiplicatively written group and G0 ⊆ G
be a subset. The submonoid generated by G0 will be denoted by [G0], while the notation for the
subgroup generated by G0 is 〈G0〉. If g, h ∈ G, then the commutator of g and h is the element
[g, h] = g−1h−1gh ∈ G. The commutator subgroup of G is G′ = 〈[g, h] : g, h ∈ G〉.

Elements of the free abelian monoid over G0 will be called sequences (over G0). Our notation
on sequences is consistent with [23, 9]. We recall and fix notation for the key objects needed
in the sequel. To begin with, let F(G0) denote the free abelian monoid over G0. Then every
element S ∈ F(G0) has a unique representation of the form

S =

n∏

i=1

g
[mi]
i ,

where n ∈ N0, m1, . . . ,mn ∈ N, and g1, . . . , gn ∈ G0. In order to distinguish the group multi-
plication from the operation on F(G0), we denote the first by ” · ” (and avoid it when possible)
and the latter by ” · ”. For the same reason, if g ∈ G0, the sequence g · . . . · g of length n is
denoted g[n], whence g[n] ∈ F(G0) and gn ∈ G. Let S = g1 · . . . · gℓ ∈ F(G0) be a sequence.
Then |S| = ℓ ∈ N0 is the length of S, supp(S) = {g1, . . . , gℓ} is the support of S, and

π(S) = {gσ(1) · . . . · gσ(n) ∈ G : σ ∈ Sn is a permutation of [1, n]}
is the product set of S. If T, S ∈ F(G0), then T divides S, denoted by T | S, provided there
exists U ∈ F(G0) such that TU = S. In this case T is called a subsequence of S.
We say that S is

• a product-one sequence if 1G ∈ π(S),
• product-one free if 1G /∈ π(T ) for any 1 6= T ∈ F(G0) with T | S.

The set

B(G0) = {S ∈ F(G0) : 1G ∈ π(S)} ⊆ F(G0)
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is a reduced submonoid of F(G0), called the monoid of product-one sequences over G0. We
denote by A(G0) its set of irreducible elements and by

D(G0) = sup{|S| : S ∈ A(G0)} ∈ N ∪ {∞}
the (large) Davenport constant of G0.

We call G0 condensed if every element of G0 is in the support of some sequence in B(G0)
(equivalently, if B(G0) ⊆ F(G0) is cofinal). If G0 ⊆ G, then G1 =

⋃
S∈B(G0)

supp(S) ⊆ G0 is the

maximal condensed subset of G0 and B(G1) = B(G0). If G0 is condensed, then [G0] = 〈G0〉. It
is obvious, that [G0] ⊆ 〈G0〉. For the other inclusion let g ∈ G0. Then by condensedness there
exists S ∈ B(G0) such that g ∈ supp(S), say S = g1 · . . . · g|S| with 1 = g1 . . . g|S| and g = gr for
some r ∈ [1, |S|]. Then, since elements that are inverse to each other commute, we have that

1 = gr+1 . . . g|S|g1 . . . gr. Therefore g−1 ∈ π(S · g[−1]), so g−1 ∈ [G0] and 〈G0〉 ⊆ [G0] follows.
We will use this fact and the argument of its proof throughout the manuscript without further
reference. For simplicity of notation, many statements will be formulated for condensed subsets,
which entails no restriction in generality.

3. Algebraic properties of B(G) and B(G0)

This section contains our main algebraic results (Propositions 3.3, 3.6, and Theorems 3.11
and 3.14). Parts of these results were known before for abelian groups and for finite groups. We
start with some elementary remarks on monoids of product-one sequences. For the following
lemma, we denote the set {g ∈ G : there is S ∈ B(G0) such that g ∈ π(S)} by π(B(G0)).

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a group and let G0 ⊆ G be a condensed subset such that 〈G0〉 = G. Then
π(B(G0)) = G′ = π(B(G)). Moreover,

{S ∈ F(G) : |S| = 1, S ∈ q(B(G0))} = {S ∈ F(G0) : |S| = 1, supp(S) ⊆ G′} .
Proof. Note that for every sequence S ∈ B(G), we have that π(S) ⊆ G′. Then π(B(G0)) ⊆
π(B(G)) ⊆ G′. To show G′ ⊆ π(B(G0)), it suffices to show ghg−1h−1 ∈ π(B(G0)) for every
g, h ∈ G. Let g, h ∈ G = 〈G0〉 = [G0]. Then there exist Sg, Sh, Sg−1 , Sh−1 ∈ F(G0) such

that g ∈ π(Sg), h ∈ π(Sh), g
−1 ∈ π(Sg−1), and h−1 ∈ π(Sh−1). Therefore {1, ghg−1h−1} ⊆

π(Sg · Sh · Sg−1 · Sh−1) and we are done.

For the moreover statement, let S = g ∈ F(G) with S = S1
S2

∈ q(B(G0)), where S1, S2 ∈ B(G0).

Then supp(S) ⊆ G0 and π(S1), π(S2) ⊆ G′, whence g ∈ π(S1) ⊆ G′, i.e., supp(S) ⊆ G′. For the
other inclusion, let S = g ∈ F(G0) with g ∈ G′. Then g−1 ∈ G′ and hence g−1 ∈ π(B(G0)).

There exists T ∈ B(G0) such that g−1 ∈ π(T ), whence S = g·T
T ∈ q(B(G0)) and we are done. �

In view of the previous lemma we obtain the following: If G0 ⊆ 〈G0〉′ (in case G0 = G, we
speak of perfect groups), then q(B(G0)) = q(F(G0)), since by {S ∈ F(G0) : |S| = 1} ⊆ q(B(G0))
it follows that F(G0) ⊆ q(B(G0)). Therefore q(B(G0)) ∩ F(G0) = F(G0). If 〈G0〉′ is trivial, it
is well known that B(G0) is saturated in F(G0). In this sense we can consider the commutator
subgroup 〈G0〉′ to be a measure of how non-saturated B(G0) ⊆ F(G0) is.

The first statement of the following lemma is known for finite groups ([29, Lemma 3.3]).
Nonetheless, we provide its simple proof.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a group and let G0 ⊆ G be a subset.
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1. A submonoid H ⊆ B(G0) is divisor closed if and only if there exists a subset G1 ⊆ G0

such that H = B(G1).
2. Let G1 ⊆ G0 be a subset consisting of torsion elements. Then G1 is a condensed subset

and B(G1) is a divisor-closed submonoid of B(G0).

Proof. 1. Let G1 ⊆ G0. Then clearly B(G1) ⊆ B(G0) is divisor closed. Conversely, let H ⊆
B(G0) be a divisor closed submonoid. We define G1 =

⋃
B∈H supp(B) and hence H ⊆ B(G1).

Let S = g1 · . . . · gn ∈ B(G1), where g1, . . . , gn ∈ G1. By the definition of G1, there exist

T1, . . . , Tn ∈ H such that gi ∈ supp(Ti) for all i ∈ [1, n]. It follows that g−1
i ∈ π(Ti · g

[−1]
i ) for all

i ∈ [1, n] and hence 1 ∈ π(g−1
1 · . . . · g−1

n ) ⊆ π(T1 · . . . · Tn · g
[−1]
1 · . . . · g

[−1]
n ). Therefore S divides

T1 · . . . · Tn in B(G0). By H ⊆ B(G0) being divisor closed, we obtain S ∈ H and we are done.
2. It is sufficient to show that G1 is condensed. But this is clear, since for all g ∈ G1 we have

that g[ord(g)] ∈ B(G1). �

Lemma 3.2.2 need not be true in the non-torsion case. Indeed, if G = 〈a, b : an = bn = 1〉
and G0 = {a, b, ab}, then a and b have finite order, but ab has infinite order. Moreover, G0 is

condensed, since ab · a[n−1]
· b[n−1] ∈ B(G0), but G1 = {ab} is not.

Our next result generalizes and refines [9, Theorem 3.2.1]. Let G be a group and G0 ⊆ G be
a subset. The set

B(G0)
∗ = {S ∈ F(G0) : π(S) ⊆ 〈G0〉′}

is a monoid with

B(G0) ⊆ B(G0)
∗ ⊆ F(G0) .

If 〈G0〉 is abelian, then B(G0) = B(G0)
∗, and if 〈G0〉 is perfect, then B(G0)

∗ = F(G0). Thus, in
both extremal cases, B(G0)

∗ is a Krull monoid, and the next proposition shows that this holds
true in all cases.

Proposition 3.3. Let G be a group and let G0 ⊆ G be a condensed subset such that 〈G0〉 = G.

1. The map

Φ : F(G0)/B(G0) → G/G′

[S]F(G0)/B(G0) 7→ gG′ for any g ∈ π(S),

is a group isomorphism.
2. B(G0)

∗ = q(B(G0))∩F(G0) is a saturated submonoid of F(G0). In particular, q(B(G0)) =
q(B(G0)

∗) and B(G0)
∗ is a Krull monoid.

3. B(G0)
∗ →֒ F(G0) is a divisor theory if and only if for all g ∈ G0 we have that [hG′ : h ∈

G0] = [hG′ : h ∈ G0 \ {g}]. In this case, C(B(G0)
∗) ∼= G/G′.

4. Suppose |G| 6= 2. Then the inclusion B(G)∗ →֒ F(G) is a divisor theory, C(B(G)∗) ∼= G/G′

and each class contains precisely |G′| prime divisors.
5. The following are equivalent.

(a) B̂(G0) ⊆ F(G0) is saturated.

(b) The map ϕ : C(B̂(G0),F(G0)) → G/G′ defined by ϕ
(
[S]

F(G0)

B̂(G0)

)
= gG′, where g ∈

π(S), is an isomorphism.

(c) B̂(G0) = B(G0)
∗.
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Proof. 1. First, note that G0 is condensed if and only if B(G0) ⊆ F(G0) is cofinal, whence
F(G0)/B(G0) is a group. For S ∈ F(G0) we denote [S]F(G0)/B(G0) by [S] and recall that
[S1] = [S2] if and only if there exist C1, C2 ∈ B(G0) such that S1 · C1 = S2 · C2.

To show that Φ is well-defined, let S1, S2 ∈ F(G0) with [S1] = [S2] and let g1 ∈ π(S1) and
g2 ∈ π(S2). Then there exist C1, C2 ∈ B(G0) such that S1 · C1 = S2 · C2. As g1 ∈ π(S1) ⊆
π(S1 · C1) = π(S2 · C2) ⊆ g2G

′, we obtain g1G
′ = g2G

′.
Obviously, Φ is a group homomorphism. For the surjectivity, let g ∈ G = 〈G0〉 = [G0].

Then there is S ∈ F(G0) such that g ∈ π(S). To prove injectivity, let S1, S2 ∈ F(G0) with
g1 ∈ π(S1), g2 ∈ π(S2) such that g1G

′ = g2G
′. Then there exists h ∈ G′ such that g1 = g2h.

By Lemma 3.1, there exists T ∈ B(G0) with h ∈ π(T ). Since G = [G0], there is a sequence
W ∈ F(G0) such that g−1

1 ∈ π(W ), whence 1 = g1g
−1
1 1 ∈ π(S1 · W · T ) and 1 = g2hg

−1
1 ∈

π(S2 · T ·W ). Note that S1 · (S2 · T ·W ) = S2 · (S1 ·W · T ) and hence [S1] = [S2].
2. Let S ∈ B(G0)

∗. Then π(S) ⊆ G′. By Lemma 3.1, there exists T ∈ B(G0) such that
1 ∈ π(S · T ). Therefore S = S·T

T ∈ q(B(G0)) ∩ F(G0). Let S ∈ q(B(G0)) ∩ F(G0). Then there

exist S1, S2 ∈ B(G0) such that S = S1
S2
, whence π(S) ⊆ π(S1)π(S2)

−1 ⊆ G′G′ = G′. Therefore

S ∈ B(G0)
∗.

We proved B(G0)
∗ = q(B(G0)) ∩ F(G0). Since B(G0) ⊆ B(G0)

∗ ⊆ q(B(G0)), we obtain
q(B(G0)

∗) = q(B(G0)) and hence B(G0)
∗ = q(B(G0)

∗) ∩ F(G0). It follows that B(G0)
∗ is a

saturated submonoid of F(G0). In particular, as a saturated submonoid of a Krull monoid,
B(G0)

∗ is Krull [18, Proposition 2.4.4.3].
3. Suppose B(G0)

∗ →֒ F(G0) is a divisor theory and let g ∈ G0. It suffices to show gG′ ∈
[fG′ : f ∈ G0 \ {g}]. Note that for every h ∈ G0, there exist n ∈ N and S1, . . . , Sn ∈ B(G0)

∗

such that h = gcd(S1, . . . , Sn). If h 6= g, then there exists i ∈ [1, n] such that vh(Si) > 0
and vg(Si) = 0. Assume that Si = h · h1 · . . . · ht with hh1 . . . ht ∈ G′, where t ∈ N and
h1, . . . , ht ∈ G0 \ {g}. Then h−1G′ = (h1G

′) . . . (htG
′) ∈ [fG′ : f ∈ G0 \ {g}]. This implies that

[fG′ : f ∈ G0 \ {g}] is indeed an abelian group. If h = g, then there exists i ∈ [1, n] such that
vg(Si) = 1, whence g−1G′ ∈ [fG′ : f ∈ G0 \ {g}]. It follows by the fact that [fG′ : f ∈ G0 \ {g}]
is a group that gG′ ∈ [fG′ : f ∈ G0 \ {g}].

Suppose for all g ∈ G0, we have that [hG′ : h ∈ G0] = [hG′ : h ∈ G0 \ {g}]. To show
B(G0)

∗ →֒ F(G0) is a divisor theory, by 2., it suffices to prove for every g ∈ G0, there exist
T1, . . . , Tn ∈ B(G0)

∗ such that g = gcd(T1, . . . , Tn), where n ∈ N. Let g ∈ G0. Note that
[G0] = G, whence [hG′ : h ∈ G0 \ {g}] = G/G′. So there exists W = g1 · . . . · gℓ ∈ F(G0 \ {g})
such that π(g ·W ) ⊆ G′. Furthermore, for every j ∈ [1, ℓ], there exists Wj ∈ F(G0 \ {gj}) such
that π(g ·Wj) ⊆ G′. It follows that gcd(g ·W, g ·W1, . . . , g ·Wℓ) = g and we are done. If this
is the case, we obtain that C(B(G0)

∗) = F(G0)/B(G0)
∗ just by the very definition of the class

group [18, Definition 2.4.9]. Since by 2. we have that q(B(G0)
∗) = q(B(G0)), we obtain by 1.

that C(B(G0)
∗) = F(G0)/B(G0)

∗ = F(G0)/B(G0) ∼= G/G′.
4. If |G| = 1, the statement is trivial. Suppose |G| ≥ 3. By 3. we just need to show that

G = [G \ {g}] for all g ∈ G. Let g ∈ G. Then there is h ∈ G \ {1, g} such that g = h(h−1g) ∈
[G \ {g}] and we are done.

It remains to prove the statement on the prime divisors. Let S ∈ F(G) with g ∈ π(S) and let
h ∈ G. It suffices to show [S] = [h] if and only if h ∈ gG′. In fact, if [S] = [h], then there exist

C1, C2 ∈ B(G)∗ such that h = S·C1
C2

and hence h ∈ π(S)π(C1)π(C2)
−1 ⊆ gG′. If h ∈ gG′, then

hg−1 ∈ G′ and thus h · g−1, S · g−1 ∈ B(G0)
∗. It follows that S · (h · g−1) = h · (S · g−1).
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5. (a) ⇔ (b) Since G0 is condensed, we obtain B(G0) ⊆ F(G0) and hence B̂(G0) ⊆ F(G0)

are cofinal. By 1., we have that F(G0)/B̂(G0) = F(G0)/B(G0) ∼= G/G′. By [18, Prop. 2.8.7.3],

the map ϕ is a well-defined epimorphism and B̂(G0) ⊆ F(G0) is saturated if and only if ϕ is an
isomorphism.

(a) ⇔ (c) It follows by 2. that B̂(G0) ⊆ F(G0) is saturated if and only if B̂(G0) = q(B̂(G0))∩
F(G0) = q(B(G0)

∗) ∩ F(G0) = B(G0)
∗. �

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a group and let G0 ⊆ G be a condensed subset such that 〈G0〉 = G. If

G′ is torsion or G0 consists of torsion elements, then B̃(G0) = B̂(G0) = B(G0)
∗ is Krull.

Proof. We just proved in Proposition 3.3, that B(G0)
∗ is a Krull monoid, having the same

quotient group as B(G0). Therefore B̃(G0) ⊆ B̂(G0) ⊆ B(G0)
∗ and it suffices to show B(G0)

∗ ⊆
B̃(G0).

Let S = g1 · . . . · gℓ ∈ B(G0)
∗ and g ∈ π(S). We have to verify that S ∈ B̃(G0). If G′ is

torsion, then g has finite order, whence S[ord(g)] ∈ B(G0) and S ∈ B̃(G0). If G0 consists of

torsion elements, then for α = lcm{ord(gi) : i ∈ [1, n]}, we have that S[α] ∈ B(G0), whence

S ∈ B̃(G0). �

The above statement provides sufficient conditions implying that B̂(G0) = B(G0)
∗. However,

in general, iterated complete integral closures of B(G0) may still be proper submonoids of B(G0)
∗,

even for finite subsets G0.

Example 3.5. Let G = 〈a, b〉 be the free group with two generators and consider the subset

G0 = {a, a−1, b, b−1, aba−1b−1}. Then B(G0) = B̂(G0), but B(G0) ( B(G0)
∗.

Proof. It is easy to see, that A(G0) = {a · a−1, b · b−1, aba−1b−1
· a · a−1

· b · b−1} and that
therefore B(G0) is factorial, since the occurence of the commutator element aba−1b−1 in a
sequence determines its factorization uniquely. Thus B(G0) is completely integrally closed, but
aba−1b−1 ∈ B(G0)

∗ \ B(G0). �

Proposition 3.6. Let G be a group and G0 ⊆ G be a subset consisting of torsion elements.
Then the following are equivalent.

(a) B(G0) is Krull.
(b) B(G0) is root closed.
(c) B(G0) ⊆ F(G0) is saturated.
(d) B(G0) = B(G0)

∗.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) is by definition and (c) ⇒ (a) is by [18, Proposition 2.4.4.3].
(b) ⇒ (c) By Lemma 3.2, we know G0 is condensed. It follows by Lemma 3.4 and Proposition

3.3.2, that B(G0) = B(G0)
∗ is a saturated submonoid of F(G0).

(b) ⇒ (d) is clear by Lemma 3.4 and (d) ⇒ (b) follows from Proposition 3.3. �

Proposition 3.7. Let G be a group and let G0 ⊆ G be a condensed subset. Then s-spec(B(G0)) =
{pX : X ⊆ G0}, where pX = {S ∈ B(G0) : there is g ∈ X such that vg(S) ≥ 1}. In particular,
X(B(G0)) ⊆ {pg : g ∈ G0}.
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1. If G0 = G or G0 consists of torsion elements, then equality holds and |X(B(G0))| = |G0|.
2. If X(B(G0)) = {pg : g ∈ G0}, then

⋂
p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p ⊆ F(G0).

Proof. Let X ⊆ G0. Clearly, pX is a prime s-ideal of B(G0). So it remains to show that every
prime s-ideal can be written in such a form. Let P ∈ s-spec(B(G0)). Then B(G0)\P is a divisor
closed submonoid. By Lemma 3.2, we obtain B(G0) \ P = B(G1) for some G1 ⊆ G0. Therefore

P = {S ∈ B(G0) : there is g ∈ G0 \G1 such that vg(S) ≥ 1} = pG0\G1
.

By definition, we know X ⊆ X ′ implies pX ⊆ pX′ , whence X(B(G0)) ⊆ {pg : g ∈ G0}.
Suppose G0 = G. It suffices to show {pg : g ∈ G} ⊆ X(B(G)). Note that g · g−1 ∈ pg \ ph for

all h ∈ G \ {g, g−1} and if g 6= g−1, then g[2] · g−2 ∈ pg \ pg−1 , where g, h ∈ G. Therefore pg 6⊆ ph
for any distinct elements g, h ∈ G and we are done.

Suppose G0 consists of torsion elements. It suffices to show {pg : g ∈ G0} ⊆ X(B(G0)). Note

that g[ord(g)] ∈ pg \ ph for all g ∈ G0 and all h ∈ G0 \ {g}. Therefore pg 6⊆ ph for any distinct
elements g, h ∈ G0 and we are done.

Suppose that X(B(G0)) = {pg : g ∈ G0} and that S ∈ ⋂
p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p. Say S = U
T , where

U, T ∈ F(G0) with supp(U) ∩ supp(T ) = ∅. We have to prove that T = 1F(G0). Since for every

g ∈ G0 we have that S =
Ug

Tg
with Ug, Tg ∈ B(G0) and g /∈ supp(Tg), it follows by U ·Tg = Ug ·T

that g /∈ supp(T ) for all g ∈ G0, what proves the assertion. �

If G is a finite group, it is well-known (and for the convenience of the reader this will also
follow from Theorem 3.11) that B(G) is a C-monoid. The next statement shows that this is
never the case for infinite groups.

Proposition 3.8. Let G be a group and G0 ⊆ G be a condensed subset.

1. If G0 is infinite, then B(G0) is not a C-monoid defined in F(G0).
2. If G is infinite, then B(G) is not a C-monoid.
3. If B(G0) is a C-monoid defined in F(G0), then 〈G0〉/〈G0〉′ is finite.

Proof. 1. Suppose G0 is infinite. Let g ∈ G0 and S ∈ F(G0) such that g · S ∈ B(G0). Then for

every h ∈ G0 with [h]
F(G0)
B(G0)

= [g]
F(G0)
B(G0)

, we have that h · S ∈ B(G0), whence
{
h ∈ G0 : [h]

F(G0)
B(G0)

= [g]
F(G0)
B(G0)

}
⊆ {h ∈ G0 : h

−1 ∈ π(S)} is finite .

Therefore {[h]F(G0)
B(G0)

: h ∈ G0} and hence C(B(G0),F(G0)) are infinite.

2. Assume to the contrary that B(G) is a C-monoid. By [18, Theorem 2.9.11.2], it follows

that C(B̂(G)) is finite and (B(G) : B̃(G)) 6= ∅. If G′ is finite, then by Proposition 3.3 and Lemma

3.4, we know C(B̂(G)) ∼= G/G′ is infinite, a contradiction. Suppose G′ is infinite.
If G′ is torsion, then by Proposition 3.3 {S ∈ F(G′) : |S| = 1} ⊆ q(B(G)∗) = q(B(G)) and

for all g ∈ G′ there exists n ∈ N such that g[n] ∈ B(G), whence {S ∈ F(G′) : |S| = 1} ⊆ B̃(G).
Let U ∈ (B(G) : B̃(G)). Then U · g ∈ B(G) for all g ∈ G′, whence G′ ⊆ π(U) must be finite, a
contradiction.

If G′ is not torsion, then there exists an element g ∈ G′ such that ord(g) = ∞. Then B(〈g〉) ⊆
B(G) is a divisor closed submonoid, but is a Krull monoid with infinite class group, whence
not a C-monoid. Therefore B(G) cannot be a C-monoid, because divisor closed submonoids of
C-monoids are C-monoids by [18, Theorem 2.9.15.1].
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3. Since G0 is condensed, B(G0) ⊆ F(G0) is cofinal and by Proposition 3.3 and [18, Theorem
2.8.7.1], there exists an epimorphism C(B(G0),F(G0)) → F(G0)/B(G0) ∼= 〈G0〉/〈G0〉′, which
completes the proof, since C(B(G0),F(G0)) is finite by definition, as B(G0) is a reduced C-
monoid. �

The next example shows that in the proof of Proposition 3.8.1 it is necessary to assume that
B(G0) is a C-monoid defined in F(G0). Moreover, we can see that the statements ”B(G0) is a
C-monoid” and ”B(G0) is a C-monoid defined in F(G0)” are not equivalent.

Example 3.9. Let X be a set, G be the free group over X, and G0 = {x, x−1 : x ∈ X}. Then
B(G0) is a C-monoid, but not a C-monoid defined in F(G0).

Proof. Since the elements of X have no relations, a sequence S ∈ F(G0) is a product-one
sequence if and only if for all g ∈ G0 we have that vg(S) = n implies vg−1(S) = n. Therefore the

elements of B(G0) are of the form g
[n1]
1 · (g−1

1 )[n1]
· . . . · g

[nr ]
r · (g−1

r )[nr] for gi ∈ X and r, ni ∈ N.
Then A(G0) = {g · g−1 : g ∈ X} and we obtain the factoriality of B(G0). By definition, every
factorial monoid is a C-monoid in itself. To see that B(G0) is not a C-monoid defined in F(G0),

just note that for every x ∈ X we have that x, x[2], x[3], . . . are all in different classes. �

Let H be a monoid and a ∈ H. We set [[a]] to be the submonoid of H consisting of all the
divisors of powers of a. H is said to be

• a G-monoid if there exists a ∈ H such that H = [[a]] is a divisor closed submonoid
generated by a ( or equivalently if

⋂
p∈s- spec(H)\{∅} p 6= ∅; for a list of equivalent conditions

see [18, Lemma 2.7.7]),
• finitary if it is a BF-monoid (see Section 4) and there exist n,M ∈ N and u1, . . . , un ∈
H \H× such that (H \H×)M ⊆ {u1, . . . , un}H, where (H \H×)M = {a1 · . . . · aM : ai ∈
H \ H×)}. In that case {u1, . . . , un} is called a finite almost generating set of H (for
background on finitary monoids we refer to [18, Chapters 2.7 and 4.4]).

Finitely generated monoids are v-noetherian G-monoids, and v-noetherian G-monoids are fini-
tary (see [18, Theorems 2.7.9 and 2.7.13]), but none of the converse implication holds. The next
proposition characterizes when monoids of product-one sequences are finitary. Theorem 3.11,
in combination with Example 5.12, shows that a finitary monoid of product-one sequences need
not be a G-monoid.

Proposition 3.10. Let G be a group and let G0 ⊆ G be a condensed subset. Then B(G0) is
finitary if and only if there exist n ∈ N and nonempty sequences A1, . . . , An ∈ B(G0) such that
for all nonempty sequences S ∈ B(G0), there exists i ∈ [1, n] with supp(Ai) ⊆ supp(S). In
particular, if G0 is finite, then B(G0) is finitary.

Proof. Suppose B(G0) is finitary. Then there exist n ∈ N, a finite almost generating set
A1, . . . , An, and m ∈ N such that for all nonempty sequences S ∈ B(G0) there exists i ∈ [1, n]

with Ai |B(G0) S
[m], whence supp(Ai) ⊆ supp(S[m]) = supp(S).

On the other hand, suppose there are n ∈ N and A1, . . . , An ∈ B(G0) such that for every
nonempty sequence S ∈ B(G0), there exists i ∈ [1, n] such that supp(Ai) ⊆ supp(S). Since
B(G0) is a BF-monoid, it suffices to show there exists M ∈ N such that (B(G0) \ {1B(G0)})M ⊆
{A1, . . . , An} · B(G0).

Set m = max{|Ai| : i ∈ [1, n]} and M = n(m − 1) + 1. Let S1, . . . , SM ∈ B(G0) \ {1B(G0)}.
Then there exists i ∈ [1, n], say i = 1, such that there exists a subset I ⊆ [1,M ] with |I| = m
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and supp(A1) ⊆ supp(Sj) for all j ∈ I. After renumbering if necessary, we may assume that

I = [1,m]. Suppose A1 = g1 · . . . · gℓ, where ℓ ≤ m and g1, . . . , gℓ ∈ G0, and let Ti = Si · g
[−1]
i for

all i ∈ [1, ℓ]. Therefore g−1
i ∈ π(Ti) for all i ∈ [1, ℓ]. It follows by 1 ∈ π(A1) that

1 ∈ π(g−1
1 · . . . · g−1

ℓ ) ⊆ π(T1 · . . . · Tℓ) ⊆ π(S1 · . . . · Sℓ ·A
[−1]
1 ) ⊆ π(S1 · . . . · SM ·A

[−1]
1 ) ,

whence S1 · . . . · SM ∈ A1 · B(G0).
For the ”in particular” statement, we suppose G0 is finite. Let E ⊆ B(G0) be a maximal

subset such that for any two distinct S1, S2 ∈ E, we have that supp(S1) 6= supp(S2). It follows by
the fact that G0 has only finitely many subsets that E is finite, whence the assertion follows. �

Theorem 3.11. Let G be a group and let G0 ⊆ G be a condensed subset.

1. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) B(G0) is a G-monoid.
(b) G0 is finite.
(c) s-spec(B(G0)) is finite.
(d) B(G0)

∗ is a finitely generated Krull monoid.
2. The following statements are equivalent.

(a) B(G0) is finitely generated.
(b) B(G0) is a G-monoid and D(G0) <∞.
(c) G0 is finite and D(G0) <∞.

If, in addition, G0 consists of torsion elements, then the following conditions are also
equivalent to the conditions 2(a) − 2(c) listed above.

(d) B(G0) is a C-monoid defined in F(G0) and G0 is finite.
(e) B(G0) is a C-monoid defined in F(G0).
(f) B(G0) is a C-monoid and G0 is finite.
(g) B(G0) is v-noetherian and G0 is finite.
(h) G0 is finite.

Proof. 1. (a) ⇒ (b) If B(G0) is a G-monoid, then there exists S ∈ B(G0) such that B(G0) =
JSK = B(supp(S)). Since G0 is condensed, it follows that G0 = supp(S) is finite.

(b) ⇒ (c) If G0 is finite, then there are only finitely many subsets of G0 and the assertions
follows by Proposition 3.7.

(c) ⇒ (a) follows from [18, Lemma 2.7.7].
(b) ⇒ (d) Let G0 be finite. We say S1 ≤ S2 if S1 |F(G0)S2, where S1, S2 ∈ F(G0). Then

Dickson’s Lemma [18, Theorem 1.5.3] implies B(G0)
∗ has finitely many minimal elements, say

A1, . . . , An, where n ∈ N. By Proposition 3.3, it folllows that B(G0)
∗ is a Krull monoid and

hence it suffices to show A(B(G0)
∗) ⊆ {Ai : i ∈ [1, n]}. Let A ∈ A(B(G0)

∗). Then there exists
i ∈ [1, n] such that Ai |F(G0)A. Since B(G0)

∗ is a saturated submonoid of F(G0) by Proposition

3.3, we obtain A ·A
[−1]
i ∈ B(G0)

∗ and hence A = Ai.
(d) ⇒ (b) Suppose B(G0)

∗ is finitely generated and suppose A(B(G0)
∗) = {A1, . . . , An},

where n ∈ N. Since G0 is condensed, we obtain G0 =
⋃

i∈[1,n] supp(Ai) is finite.

2. (b) ⇒ (c) follows from 1.
(a) ⇒ (b) Every finitely generated monoid is a G-monoid by [18, Theorem 2.7.13]. Moreover,

if B(G0) is finitely generated, then A(G0) is finite, whence D(G0) <∞.
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(c) ⇒ (a) Suppose G0 and D(G0) are both finite. Then the set {S ∈ F(G0) : |S| ≤ D(G0)} is
finite and the assertion follows by the fact that A(G0) ⊆ {S ∈ F(G0) : |S| ≤ D(G0)}.

Now suppose G0 consists of torsion elements. Then (d) ⇒ (f) and (g) ⇒ (h) follow by
definition, (f) ⇒ (g) is just [18, Theorem 2.9.13] and (e) ⇒ (d) follows by Proposition 3.8. It
suffices to show (h) ⇒ (a) ⇒ (e).

(h) ⇒ (a) Let G0 be finite and let

E = {S ∈ F(G0) : vg(S) < ord(g) for all g ∈ G0} .
Then E is finite and for every A ∈ A(G0) there exists precisely one T ∈ E such that vg(A) ≡
vg(T ) (ord(g)) for all g ∈ G0, whence A · T [−1] ∈ F(P ), where P = {g[ord(g)] : g ∈ G0} is finite.

For every T ∈ E, we set

WT = {A · T [−1] : A ∈ A(G0) and vg(A) ≡ vg(T ) (ord(g)) for all g ∈ G0} ⊆ F(P ).

To show A(G0) is finite, it is sufficient to show WT is finite for all T ∈ E. Let T ∈ E. If there
exist U, V ∈ WT such that U |F(P )V , then U · T divides V · T in B(G0) which implies U = V .
We say U ≤ V if U |F(P )V for U, V ∈ F(G0). Thus every element of WT can be viewed as a

minimal element ofWT . Note that F(P ) ∼= N |G0 |
0 . It follows by Dickson’s Lemma [18, Theorem

1.5.3] that WT is finite.
(a) ⇒ (e) Suppose B(G0) is finitely generated. Then G0 is finite, as we already proved 2.(a)

being equivalent to 2.(c). Note that G0 consists of torsion elements. Let α = lcm{ord(g) : g ∈
G0}. Then for all S ∈ F(G0), we have that S[α] ∈ B(G0). It follows by [9, Proposition 2.6.3]
that B(G0) is a C-monoid defined in F(G0). �

Remark 3.12. Neither Proposition 3.6 nor Theorem 3.11.2 hold true in the non-torsion case,
since for both, Example 5.11 is a counterexample with just one non-torsion element. Also we
cannot conclude that finite G0 implies B(G0) is finitely generated in the non-torsion case, as this
example shows. To see that G0 finite need not imply B(G0) is a C-monoid, we take a look at
G = Z and G0 = {1,−1, 2,−2}. Then B(G0) is a finitely generated Krull monoid with infinite
class group, hence not a C-monoid.

Before stating the next theorem, we need the following elementary lemma for avoiding too
many calculations. We will use it without further mention.

Lemma 3.13. Let G be a group such that the commutator subgroup G′ is an elementary 2-
group and G′ ⊆ Z(G) is a subgroup of the center Z(G) = {g : gh = hg for all h ∈ G} and let
g, f, h ∈ G.

1. [g, h] = [h−1, g] = [h, g].
2. [fh, g] = [f, g][h, g].
3. [fh, gf ] = [f, h][f, g][h, g].

Proof. 1. Since every non-trivial element of G′ has order 2, we obtain [g, h] = [g, h]−1 = [h, g].
On the other hand we have that [g, h] = g−1h−1gh = hh−1(g−1h−1gh) = h(g−1h−1gh)h−1 =
hg−1h−1g = [h−1, g].

2. [fh, g] = h−1f−1g−1fhg = h−1(f−1g−1fg)g−1f−1fhg = [f, g][h, g].
3. Just apply 1. and 2. repeatedly and use the fact that G′ is abelian. �
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On the one hand, the next theorem generalizes the fact that B(G) is Krull if and only if G is
abelian to arbitrary groups. On the other hand, the additional equivalent statements that are
formulated show us reasons why B(G) fails to be Krull for non-abelian G. Since one of these is
the root closedness of B(G), one could ask if it also lacks seminormality and except for a rare
case where |G′| = 2, non-seminormality holds true.
Since the notion of transfer Krull monoid appears in the next theorem, but is more recent,
we want to recall its definition. A monoid homomorphism θ : H → D is called a transfer
homomorphism if it has the following two properties:

(T1) D = θ(H)D× and θ−1(D×) = H×.
(T2) If u ∈ H, b, c ∈ D and θ(u) = bc, then there exist v,w ∈ H such that u = vw, θ(v) ≃ b

and θ(w) ≃ c.

Now a monoid H is said to be transfer Krull if there exists a transfer homomorphism from H
into a Krull monoid.

Theorem 3.14. Let G be a group.

1. The following are equivalent.
(a) G is abelian.
(b) B(G) is Krull.
(c) B(G) is completely integrally closed.
(d) B(G) is root closed.
(e) B(G) is weakly Krull.
(f) B(G) is a transfer Krull monoid.
(g) B(G) ⊆ F(G) is saturated.

2. B(G) is seminormal if and only if |G′| ≤ 2.
3. B(G) is a C-monoid if and only if B(G) is a G-monoid if and only if G is finite.

Proof. 1. By definition, (a) ⇒ (g) ⇒ (b) ⇒ (c) ⇒ (d), (a) ⇒ (b) ⇒ (e), and (a) ⇒ (b) ⇒ (f)
are clear.

(d)⇒ (a) Suppose B(G) is root closed and assume to the contrary, that G is non-abelian. Thus
there exist g, h ∈ G such that gh 6= hg. If gh2 = h2g and gh3 = h3g, then gh3 = h3g = hgh2,
whence gh = hg, a contradiction. Therefore gh2 6= h2g or gh3 6= h3g. We distinguish three
cases.

If gh2 = h2g, then T = h · (gh−1g−1) = h·g−1
·(gh−1g−1)·g
g·g−1 ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G), but T [2] =

h[2] · (gh−1g−1) · (gh−1g−1) ∈ B(G), a contradiction to our assumption that B(G) is root closed.
If gh3 = h3g, then T = h·(gh−1g−1) ∈ q(B(G))\B(G), but T [3] = h[3] ·(gh−1g−1) ·(gh−1g−1) ·

(gh−1g−1) ∈ B(G), a contradiction to our assumption that B(G) is root closed.
If gh2 6= h2g and gh3 6= h3g, then

T = g · (h2g−1h−2) · h · h−1 =
g · h−1

· h−1
· (h2g−1h−2) · h · h

h · h−1
∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G) ,

but T [2] = g[2] ·h−1
· h−1

· h2g−1h−2
·h2g−1h−2

·h · h ∈ B(G), a contradiction to our assumption
that B(G) is root closed.

(e) ⇒ (a) Suppose B(G) is a weakly Krull monoid. We claim that B(G)∗ = B(G). If this
holds, then for every element g ∈ G′, the sequence g is a product-one sequence. Therefore G′ is
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trivial and hence G is abelian. In fact we will show

B(G) ⊆ B(G)∗ ⊆
⋂

p∈X(B(G))

B(G)p = B(G).

In view of Proposition 3.7, it suffices to prove B(G)∗ ⊆ B(G)px for all x ∈ G.
We first show ghg−1h−1 ∈ B(G)px for all x ∈ G and g, h ∈ G. Let g, h ∈ G and f = ghg−1h−1.

If f = 1, then f ∈ ⋂
x∈G B(G)px . Suppose f 6= 1. Then {hg, g−1h−1} ∩ {h, h−1, g, g−1} = ∅.

Since

f =
f · hg · g−1h−1

hg · g−1h−1
=
f · g · g−1

· h · h−1

g · g−1
· h · h−1

∈ q(B(G)) ,

and f · hg · g−1h−1, f · g · g−1
· h · h−1 ∈ B(G) ,

we know f ∈ B(G)px for all x ∈ G.
Next, we show that f ∈ B(G)px for all x ∈ G, where f ∈ G′. Let f ∈ G′ = [ghg−1h−1 : g, h ∈

G] and let x ∈ G. Then there exist k ∈ N and f1, . . . , fk ∈ {ghg−1h−1 : g, h ∈ G} such that
f = f1 . . . fk. For each i ∈ [1, k], there exists Si ∈ B(G) \ px such that fi · Si ∈ B(G), whence
S = S1 · . . . · Sk ∈ B(G) \ px and f · S ∈ B(G). Therefore f = (f · S)/S ∈ B(G)px .

Finally we prove B(G)∗ ⊆ B(G)px for all x ∈ G. Let xıG and A ∈ F(G) with π(A) ⊆ G′ be
arbitrary. For any f ∈ π(A) ⊆ G′, we have that f ∈ B(G)px as shown in the previous prargraph.
Then there exists S ∈ B(G) \ px such that f · S ∈ B(G), which implies that A · S ∈ B(G) and
hence A = (A · S)/S ∈ B(G)px .

(f) ⇒ (a) Suppose B(G) is a transfer Krull monoid. Then there is a transfer homomorphism
θ : B(G) → B(G0), where G0 ⊆ G1 and G1 is an abelian group. Assume to the contrary that G
is non-abelian. Then there exist g, h ∈ G such that gh 6= hg.

Suppose gh2 = h2g. Let T = h · gh−1g−1 and W = g · g−1. Then T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G),
T [2] = h[2] · gh−1g−1

· gh−1g−1 ∈ B(G), and W , W · T are atoms of B(G). It follows that θ(W )

and θ(W · T ) are atoms of B(G0). Note that θ(W · T )2 = θ(W [2]
· T [2]) = θ(W )2θ(T [2]). Then

θ(W ) divides θ(W · T ) in B(G0), a contradiction to the fact that θ(W ) and θ(W · T ) are both
atoms.

Suppose gh2 6= h2g and gh3 = h3g. Let T = h · gh−1g−1 and W = g · g−1. Then T ∈
q(B(G)) \ B(G), T [3] = h[3] · gh−1g−1

· gh−1g−1
· gh−1g−1 ∈ B(G), and W , W · T are atoms

of B(G). It follows that θ(W ) and θ(W · T ) are atoms of B(G0). Note that θ(W · T )[3] =

θ(W [3]
· T [3]) = θ(W )[3]θ(T [3]). Then θ(W ) divides θ(W · T ) in B(G0), a contradiction to the

fact that θ(W ) and θ(W · T ) are both atoms.
Suppose gh2 6= h2g and gh3 6= h3g. Let T = g · h2g−1h−2

· h · h−1 and W = h · h−1.
Then T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G), T [2] = g[2] · (h−1)[2] · h2g−1h−2

· h2g−1h−2
· h[2] ∈ B(G), and W ,

W · T are atoms of B(G). It follows that θ(W ) and θ(W · T ) are atoms of B(G0). Note

that θ(W · T )[2] = θ(W [2]
· T [2]) = θ(W )[2]θ(T [2]). Then θ(W ) divides θ(W · T ) in B(G0), a

contradiction to the fact that θ(W ) and θ(W · T ) are both atoms.

2. The proof for (⇐) is the same as in [29, Theorem 3.10]. It remains to prove (⇒). Suppose
B(G) is seminormal. Assume to the contrary that |G′| ≥ 3. To get a contradiction, we will show

that there exists a sequence T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G) such that T [2], T [3] ∈ B(G).
Since G is non-abelian, there exist g, h ∈ G such that gh 6= hg. If gh2 = h2g and gh3 = hg3,

then gh = hg, a contradiction. Therefore either gh2 6= h2g or gh3 6= hg3. We distinguish two
cases.
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Case 1: There exist g, h ∈ G such that gh 6= hg and gh2 6= h2g.

If gh3 6= h3g, then let T = g · h2g−1h−2
· h · h−1. Therefore T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G) and

T [2] = g[2] · (h−1)[2] · h2g−1h−2
· h2g−1h−2

· h[2] ∈ B(G) ,
T [3] = g[3] · (h−1)[2] · (h2g−1h−2)[3] · h[2] · h · h−1 ∈ B(G) .

Now we may assume gh3 = h3g. If g2h = hg2, then let T = hgh2 · h−1g−1
· h−2. Then

T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G) and
T [2] = hgh2 · hgh2 · h−1g−1

· h−2
· h−1g−1

· h−2 ∈ B(G) ,
T [3] = hgh2 · (h−2)[2] · (h−1g−1)[2] · h−2

· h−1g−1
· (hgh2)[2] ∈ B(G) .

If g2h 6= hg2 and g3h 6= hg3, then let T = h · g2h−1g−2
· g · g−1. Therefore T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G)

and

T [2] = h[2] · (g−1)[2] · g2h−1g−2
· g2h−1g−2

· g[2] ∈ B(G) ,
T [3] = h[3] · (g−1)[2] · (g2h−1g−2)[3] · g[2] · g · g−1 ∈ B(G) .

Suppose g2h 6= hg2 and g3h = hg3. If ord(ghg−1h−1) = 2, then let T = ghg−1
· h−1. Then

T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G),
T [2] = (ghg−1

· h−1)[2] ∈ B(G) ,
and T [3] = (ghg−1)[3] · (h−1)[3] ∈ B(G) .

If ghgh = hghg, then let T = hg · h−1g−1h · h−1. Then T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G),
T [2] = (hg)[2] · (h−1g−1h · h−1)[2] ∈ B(G) ,

and T [3] = (h−1
· hg)[3] · (h−1g−1h)[3] ∈ B(G) (note that g3h = hg3) .

If ghgh = h2g2, then let T = gh · g−1h−1g · g−1. Then T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G),
T [2] = (gh)[2] · g−1

· (g−1h−1g)[2] · g−1 ∈ B(G) ,
and T [3] = (g−1

· gh)[3] · (g−1h−1g)[3] ∈ B(G) (note that gh3 = h3g) .

If ord(ghg−1h−1) 6= 2, ghgh 6= h2g2, and ghgh 6= hghg, then let T = ghg−1
· h−1

· h−1gh · g−1.
Then T ∈ q(B(G)) \ B(G),

T [2] = g−1
· (ghg−1)[2] · g−1

· (h−1)[2] · (h−1gh)[2] ∈ B(G) ,
and T [3] = (ghg−1)[3] · (h−1)[3] · (h−1gh)[3] · (g−1)[3] ∈ B(G) .

Case 2: For all g, h ∈ G with gh 6= hg, we have that gh2 = hg2.

Then G1 = 〈h2 : h ∈ G〉 ⊆ Z(G) = {g : gh = hg for every h ∈ G}, whence G1 is a normal
subgroup of G. Since every element of G/G1 has order at most 2, we obtain that G/G1 is abelian
and hence G′ ⊆ G1 ⊆ Z(G). Therefore G′ is an abelian group. Let g, h ∈ G such that gh 6= hg.
Since G′ ⊆ Z(G) it follows that

ghg−1h−1ghg−1h−1 = gghg−1h−1hg−1h−1 = 1 ,

whence ord(ghg−1h−1) = 2 and G′ is an elementary 2-group. Therefore |G′| ≥ 4 and we proceed
by the following claim.
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Claim A. There exist distinct elements g, h, f ∈ G such that the three elements 1, ghg−1h−1,
gfg−1f−1 are distinct and hfh−1f−1 6∈ {1, ghg−1h−1, ghg−1h−1gfg−1f−1}.

Proof of Claim A. Since G is non-abelian, there exist g, h ∈ G such that ghg−1h−1 6= 1. Since
|G′| ≥ 4, there exists x ∈ G′ such that x 6∈ {1, ghg−1h−1}. Note that x ∈ 〈yzy−1z−1 : y, z ∈
G〉. Then there exist u, v ∈ G such that uvu−1v−1 6∈ {1, ghg−1h−1}, whence it follows that
|{g, h}∩{u, v}| ≤ 1 by applying Lemma 3.13. From now on Lemma 3.13 will be used frequently
without furhter mention for the rest of the argument. We distinguish two cases.

Suppose |{g, h} ∩ {u, v}| = 1. By symmetry we may assume g = u. If hvh−1v−1 6∈
{1, ghg−1h−1, ghg−1h−1gvg−1v−1}, then g, h, v are the required three elements. If hvh−1v−1 =
ghg−1h−1, then g, v, h are the required three elements. If hvh−1v−1 = ghg−1h−1gvg−1v−1, then
g(gv)g−1(gv)−1 = gvg−1v−1 (note thatG′ ⊆ Z(G)) and h(gv)h−1(gv)−1 = hvh−1v−1ghg−1h−1 =
gvg−1v−1, whence g, h, gv are the required three elements. If hvh−1v−1 = 1, then g(gv)g−1(gv)−1 =
gvg−1v−1 and h(gv)h−1(gv)−1 = hvh−1v−1ghg−1h−1 = ghg−1h−1, whence gv, g, h are the re-
quired three elements.

Suppose |{g, h}∩{u, v}| = 0. If there exist x ∈ {g, h} and y ∈ {u, v} such that xyx−1y−1 6= 1,
then by symmetry we may assume x = g and y = u. If gug−1u−1 6= ghg−1h−1, then consider the
elements g, h, u and go back to the previous case. If gug−1u−1 = ghg−1h−1, then gug−1u−1 6=
uvu−1v−1, consider the elements u, g, v, and go back to the previous case. Therefore we may
assume that the elements from {g, h} commute with those from {u, v}, whence

(gu)h(gu)−1h−1 =guhu−1g−1h−1 = uu−1ghg−1h−1 = ghg−1h−1 ,

(gu)v(gu)−1v−1 =guvu−1g−1v−1 = gg−1uvu−1v−1 = uvu−1v−1 .

Now consider the elements gu, h, v and go back to the previous case.
�[End of proof of Claim A.]

By Claim A, we can choose distinct g, h, f ∈ G such that the three elements 1, ghg−1h−1, gfg−1f−1

are distinct and hfh−1f−1 6∈ {1, ghg−1h−1, ghg−1h−1gfg−1f−1}. Consider the sequence T =
f−1g−1h−1g−1f−1

· g · gf · fh. To simplify the notation, we set e1 = ghg−1h−1, e2 = gfg−1f−1,
e3 = hfh−1f−1, and q = f−1g−1h−1g−1f−1. Note that G′ ⊆ 〈h2 : h ∈ G〉 ⊆ Z(G). We consider
the following products.

1○ qg(gf)(fh) = qg2f2h = f−1g−1h−1gfh = f−1g−1h−1ghh−1fh = [g, h][f, h] = e1e3 ,

2○ qg(fh)(gf) = qggffh(fh)−1(gf)−1fhgf = [g, h][f, h][fh, gf ] = [f, g] = e2 ,

3○ q(fh)g(gf) = qgfh(fh)−1g−1fhggf = [f, g][fh, g] = [h, g] = e1 ,

4○ q(fh)(gf)g = q(fh)g(gf)(gf)−1g−1gfg = [h, g][gf, g] = [h, g][f, g] = e1e2 ,

5○ q(gf)(fh)g = q(fh)(gf)(gf)−1(fh)−1gffhg = [h, g][f, g][gf, fh] = [f, h] = e3 ,

6○ q(gf)g(fh) = [gf, h][g, f ] = [f, h][f, g][g, h] = e1e2e3 .

It follows that π(T ) ⊇ {e1, e2, e3, e1e2, e1e3, e1e2e3}, whence 1 ∈ π(T [2]) and 1 ∈ π(T [3]). Since
T ∈ q(B(G)), it suffices to show T 6∈ B(G). Assume to contrary that 1 ∈ π(T ). Then 1 ∈
{e1, e2, e3, e1e2, e1e3, e1e2e3}, a contradiction to the choice of the three elements g, h, f .

3. Theorem 3.11 implies that B(G) is a G-monoid if and only if G is finite. If G is finite, then
B(G) is a C-monoid by [9, Theorem 3.2.1], and the converse follows by Proposition 3.8.2. �
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4. Arithmetic properties of B(G) and B(G0)

In this section, we study arithmetic properties of monoids of product-one sequences. Theorem
3.11 provides conditions ensuring that monoids of product-one sequences are finitely generated
resp. C-monoids. The arithmetic of such monoids is well understood (see [18, Theorems 3.1.5,
3.3.4, 4.4.11, and 4.6.6]), and our goal is to obtain results beyond these classes of monoids (see
Proposition 4.2 and Theorem 4.4). In Section 5, we get more precise results for infinite dihedral
groups.

We recall some concepts from factorization theory (for details see [18, Chapter 1]), and for
simplicity we do this in the setting of reduced atomic monoids. Let H be a reduced atomic
monoid and let A(H) be its set of atoms. Consider the free abelian monoid Z(H) = F(A(H))
with the epimorphism π : Z(H) → H via π(u) = u for all u ∈ A(H). For a ∈ H,

• Z(a) = π−1({a}) is the set of factorizations of a, and
• L(a) = {|z| : z ∈ Z(a)} is the set of lengths of a.

Then H is said to be a BF- (resp. FF-) monoid, if L(a) (resp. Z(a)) is finite for all a ∈ H.
We consider the system L(H) = {L(a) : a ∈ H} of all sets of lengths of H. We need further
invariants, describing its structure. The set of distances of H is ∆(H) =

⋃
L∈L(H)∆(L), where

∆(L) = {d ∈ N : there is l ∈ L such that L ∩ [l, l + d] = {l, l + d}}. For k ∈ N, we define
Uk(H) =

⋃
k∈L∈L(H) L and set ρk(H) = supUk(H) and λk(H) = minUk(H). The elasticity of

H is ρ(H) = sup{ sup(L)
min(L) : L ∈ L(H)}.

For a ∈ H, we set ω(H, a) = ω(a) to be the smallest N ∈ N ∪ {∞} with the property that
for all n ∈ N and all a1, . . . , an ∈ H we have that whenever a | ∏n

i=1 ai, there is Ω ⊆ [1, n] with
|Ω| ≤ N such that a | ∏i∈Ω ai. We denote by ω(H) = sup{ω(H,u) : u ∈ A(H)}.

Now let u ∈ A(H). We define τ(H,u) = τ(u) to be the smallest N ∈ N ∪ {∞} with the
property that for all n ∈ N and all a1, . . . , an ∈ A(H) with u | a1 · . . . ·an and u ∤

∏
i∈[1,n]\{j} ai for

every j ∈ [1, n], we have that min L(a1 ·. . .·an ·u−1) ≤ N . We denote by τ(H) = sup{τ(H,u) : u ∈
A(H)}. We denote by t(H,u) = t(u) the smallest N ∈ N0 ∪ {∞} with the property that if
a ∈ H and there is a factorization of a, where u occurs, then for every factorization z of a
there is a factorization z′ of a such that u occurs in z′ and d(z, z′) ≤ N , where d(z, z′) =
max{|z|, |z′|} − | gcd(z, z′)|. As before, we set t(H) = sup{t(H,u) : u ∈ A(H)}. H is said to be
locally tame if t(H,u) is finite for all u ∈ A(H), and tame if t(H) is finite.

Let a ∈ H and N ∈ N0. A finite sequence z0, . . . , zk ∈ Z(a) is called an N -chain of factoriza-
tions if d(zi−1, zi) ≤ N for all i ∈ [1, k]. We denote by cH(a) = c(a) the smallest N ∈ N0 ∪ {∞}
such that for any two factorizations z, z′ ∈ Z(a) there is an N -chain of factorizations from z to
z′. The catenary degree of H is defined to be c(H) = sup{cH(a) : a ∈ H}. Let G be a group and
G0 ⊆ G a subset. As is convenient, instead of ∗(B(G0)) we write ∗(G0) for the above explained
invariants ∗.

By [18, Theorem 1.6.3] and by [20, Propositions 3.5 and 3.6], we have

(4.1) ρ(G0) ≤ ω(G0) and sup∆(G0) ≤ c(G0) ≤ ω(G0) ≤ t(G0) ≤ ω(G0)
2 ,

and by [19, Lemma 3.5], for all A ∈ A(G0), we have that

(4.2) t(G0, A) = max{ω(G0, A), 1 + τ(G0, A)} , whence t(G0) = max{ω(G0), 1 + τ(G0)} .
In particular, if ω(G0) <∞, then the set of distances ∆(G0) is finite.
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Proposition 4.1. Let G be a group and G0 ⊆ G a condensed subset. Then B(G0) is an FF-
monoid and we have

1. For all k ∈ N, ρk(G0) ≤ kD(G0)/2 and ρ(G0) ≤ D(G0)/2.
2. If G0 is finite and D(G0) <∞, then the elasticity ρ(G0) is accepted and ω(G0) <∞.
3. If 〈G0〉 is abelian and D(G0) <∞, then ω(G0) <∞.

Proof. Since B(G0) is a submonoid of the free abelian monoid F(G0), it is an FF-monoid by
[18, Corollary 1.5.7].

1. The argument is the same as when G is abelian. Since it is short, we give it here. Let
k ∈ N and U1, . . . , Uk, V1, . . . , Vℓ ∈ A(G0) such that U1 · . . . · Uk = V1 · . . . · Vℓ, where ℓ ∈ N with
ℓ ≥ k. If |Vi| = 1 for some i ∈ [1, ℓ], then Vi is a prime element of B(G0) and hence there exists
j ∈ [1, k] such that Uj = Vi. Set I = {i ∈ [1, ℓ] : |Vi| = 1} and J = {j ∈ [1, k] : |Uj | = 1}. It
follows that

2(ℓ− |I|) + |I| ≤
ℓ∑

i=1

|Vi| =
k∑

j=1

|Uj | ≤ |J |+ D(G0)(k − |J |) ≤ |I|+ D(G0)(k − |I|) ,

whence ℓ
k ≤ ℓ−|I|

k−|I| ≤ D(G0)/2 and ρk(G0) ≤ kD(G0)/2. Since, by [18, Proposition 1.4.2],

ρ(G0) = lim
k→∞

ρk(G0)

k
,

we obtain the upper bound for ρ(G0).
2. If G0 is finite and D(G0) < ∞, then B(G0) is finitely generated by Theorem 3.11. Thus

the claim follows from (4.1) and from [18, Theorem 3.1.4].
3. Suppose that 〈G0〉 is abelian. Then it is easy to see that ω(G0, U) ≤ |U | ≤ D(G0) for all

U ∈ A(G0) (details can be found in [18, Chapter 3.4]). �

Let G0 be a condensed subset of a group. If G0 consists of finitely many torsion elements,
then D(G0) < ∞ by Theorem 3.11. Examples 5.11 and 5.12 provide finite subsets with infinite
Davenport constant.

To describe the structure of sets of lengths, we need the concept of almost arithmetical
(multi)progressions. Let M ∈ N0, d ∈ N and D ⊆ [0, d] with {0, d} ⊆ D. A subset L ⊆ Z is said
to be an

• almost arithmetical multiprogression (AAMP) with difference d, period D, and bound M
if

L = y + (L′ ∪ L∗ ∪ L′′) ⊆ y +D + dZ is finite ,

where minL∗ = 0, L∗ = (D+dZ)∩ [0,maxL∗], L′ ⊆ [−M,−1], and L′′ ⊆ maxL∗+[1,M ],
and y ∈ Z. L′ resp. L′′ is called the initial resp. the end part of L.

• almost arithmetical progression (AAP) with difference d and bound M if

L = y + (L′ ∪ L∗ ∪ L′′) ⊆ y + dZ ,

where L∗ is a nonempty arithmetical progression with difference d such that minL∗ = 0,
L′ ⊆ [−M,−1], and L′′ ⊆ supL∗ + [1,M ] (with the convention that L′′ = ∅ if L∗ is
infinite), and y ∈ Z.

Thus, if L is finite, then it is an AAP with difference d and bound M if and only if if it is an
AAMP with difference d, bound M , and period {0, d}.
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Proposition 4.2. Let G be a group and let G0 ⊆ G be a condensed subset with ω(G0) <∞.

1. There is M ∈ N0 such that every L ∈ L(G0) is an AAMP with difference d ∈ ∆(G0) and
bound M .

2. There is M ∈ N0 such that, for every k ∈ N, Uk(H) is an AAP with difference min∆(G0)
and bound M . Moreover, if G0 is finite and D(G0) < ∞, then the initial and end parts
of the sets Uk(G0) repeat periodically.

Proof. 1. This follows from Proposition 4.1 and from [20, Theorem 5.1].
2. The first statement follows from [12, Theorems 3.5 and 4.2]. Suppose that G0 is finite

and D(G0) <∞. Then Proposition 4.1 implies that ω(G0) <∞ and that the elasticity ρ(G0) is
accepted. Therefore, the statement follows from [33, Theorem 1.2]. �

For every positive integer d ∈ N, there are a group G and a subset G0 ⊆ G with min∆(G0) =
d. Furthermore, the initial and end parts of the sets Uk(G0) are non-trivial. Our next goal is to
show that if G0 = G is the whole group, then min∆(G) = 1 and the initial and end parts are
empty.

Lemma 4.3. If G is an infinite group, then B(G) has atoms of every length. In particular,
D(G) = ∞.

Proof. Suppose G is infinite. Then there exists an infinite sequence (gi)
∞
i=1 with terms from

G such that g1 6= 1G and for every j ∈ N, we have that g−1
j+1 6∈ π(S(j)), where S(j) ranges

over all subsequences of g1 · . . . · gj . It follows that g1 · . . . · gj has no product-one subsequence

for every j ∈ N. Note that 1G is an atom of length 1. Let m ∈ N, hm = g−1
1 . . . g−1

m , and
Wm = g1 · . . . · gm · hm. Then Wm is a product-one sequence of length m+1. It suffices to show
Wm is an atom. Suppose W = V1 · V2 with hm ∈ supp(V2), where V1, V2 ∈ B(G). Then V1 is a
subsequence of g1 · . . . · gm and hence V1 is empty. It follows that W is an atom of length m+1
and we are done. �

The proof of the first part of the first statement in the following theorem runs along the same
lines as in [29, Theorem 5.5], whose origin is [13, Theorem 3.1.3] in the abelian setting. Since
the proof is not long, we give it.

Theorem 4.4. Let G be a group.

1. Let k ∈ N≥2. We have Uk(G) = [λk(G), ρk(G)]. Furthermore, if G is infinite, then
Uk(G) = N≥2.

2. If G has an element of infinite order or the orders of the abelian subgroups are unbounded,
then L(G) = {L ⊆ N≥2 : L finite and nonempty} ∪ {{0}, {1}} and hence ∆(G) = N.

Proof. 1. If |G | ≤ 5, then G is an abelian group and the statement is known (either [29,
Theorem 5.5] or [13, Theorem 3.1.3]). Suppose that |G | ≥ 6. We need to show [λk(G), ρk(G)] ⊆
Uk(G) for all k ∈ N. We assert [k, ρk(G)] ⊆ Uk(G) for all k ∈ N. Suppose the assertion holds.
Let k ∈ N and let l ∈ [λk(G), k]. Then l ≤ k ≤ ρλk(G)(G) ≤ ρl(G). It follows by the assertion
that k ∈ Ul(G) and consequently l ∈ Uk(G). Therefore [λk(G), ρk(G)] ⊆ Uk(G).

Thus we only need to show the assertion. Let k ∈ N and let ℓ ∈ [k, ρk(G)] be minimal such
that [ℓ, ρk(G)] ⊆ Uk(G). Assume to the contrary that k < ℓ. Then ℓ− 1 6∈ Uk(G) and k+2 ≤ ℓ.
Define

Ω = {A ∈ B(G) : there exists j ∈ N with j ≥ ℓ such that {k, j} ⊆ L(A)}
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and choose B ∈ Ω such that |B | is minimal. Then B = U1 · . . . ·Uk = V1 · . . . ·Vt, where t ≥ ℓ ≥
k+2 and U1, . . . , Uk, V1, . . . , Vt ∈ A(G) and where the order is such that all commonly occuring
terms occure at the beginning, i.e. Ui = Vi say for i ∈ [1, a] but Ui 6= Vj for any i > a and j > a.
Then, since l > k, we cannot have a = k. There must exist i ∈ [a+1, k], say i = a+1, such that
|Ua+1| ≥ 2. Suppose Ua+1 = g1 · . . . · gl with 1 = g1g2 . . . gl, where l ∈ N≥2 and g1, . . . , gl ∈ G.
Then there exists j ∈ [a + 1, t], say j = a + 1, such that g1 ∈ supp(Va+1). Let x ∈ [1, l] be
maximal such that g1 · . . . ·gx is a subsequence of Va+1. Then x < l and there exists r ∈ [a+2, t],

say r = a+2, such that gx+1 ∈ supp(Va+2). Therefore U
′
a+1 = Ua+1 ·(gxgx+1)·(gx ·gx+1)

[−1] is an

atom and V ′ = Va+1 ·Va+2 ·(gxgx+1) ·(gx ·gx+1)
[−1] ∈ B(G). Set B′ = B ·(gxgx+1) ·(gx ·gx+1)

[−1].
Then |B′| < |B| and

t− 2 + L(V ′) ∪ {k} ⊆ L(B′).

Then the minimality of |B| implies that B′ 6∈ Ω, whence V ′ ∈ A(G) and t = ℓ. It follows that
{k, ℓ − 1} ⊆ L(B′) and hence ℓ− 1 ∈ Uk(G), a contradiction.

To show the ”furthermore” statement, let G be infinite. It follows by Lemma 4.3 that for every
k ≥ 2 there is an atom Ak of length k. Suppose Ak = h1 · . . . ·hk and A−1

k = h−1
1 · . . . ·h−1

k , where

k ∈ N and h1, . . . , hk ∈ G. Thus {2, k} ⊆ L(Ak ·A
−1
k ). Therefore ρ2(G) = ∞ and 2 ∈ Uk(G) for

every k ≥ 2, whence ρk(G) = ∞ and λk(G) = 2. The assertion follows by the main statement.
2. If G contains an element of infinite order, then L(Z) ⊆ L(G) and the assertion follows by

Kainrath’s Theorem ([27, Theorem 1], [18, Theorem 7.4.1]). If G contains abelian subgroups of
unbounded order, then L(G) contains the systems of sets of lengths of infinitely many pairwise
non-isomorphic finite abelian groups and the assertion follows by [22, Theorem 3.7]. �

Remark 4.5. The proof of the second statement of Theorem 4.4 relies heavily on the existence
of arbitrary large abelian subgroups, since only then we can use the already known results on
sets of lengths. The case that remains open is the one where G is infinite and does not contain
arbitrarily large abelian groups, i.e. G is a torsion group and there are only finitely many
pairwise non-isomorphic finite abelian subgroups. Such groups exist; indeed there exist infinite
groups such that every subgroup is a cyclic group of order a fixed prime; the latter groups are
called Tarski monsters.

5. On infinite dihedral groups

Product-one sequences over finite dihedral groups received considerable attention in the lit-
erature (see [15, 23, 7, 4, 30, 31, 16, 34, 35]). In this final section we consider infinite dihedral
groups, and in this setting we can extend and refine the algebraic and arithmetic results of the
previous two sections. We formulate our two main results (Theorems 5.1 and 5.2).

Theorem 5.1. Let G be an infinite dihedral group, say G = 〈α, τ : τ2 = 1, ατ = τα−1〉, and let
G0 ⊆ G be a finite nonempty subset.

1. B(G0) is a v-noetherian G-monoid, (B(G0) : B̂(G0)) 6= ∅, and B̂(G0) = B(G0)
∗ is a

finitely generated Krull monoid. Moreover, if 〈G0〉 ∼= G, then C(B(G0)
∗) is isomorphic to

a subgroup of G/G′ ∼= C2 × C2.
2. B(G0) is weakly Krull if and only if one of the following holds.

• G0 ⊆ 〈α〉.
• G0 \ {1} ⊆ 〈α〉τ with |G0| ≤ 3.
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• G0 \ {1} = {αkτ} ∪ {αi : i ∈ I} ∪ {α−j : j ∈ J}, where k ∈ Z and I, J are nonempty
sets of positive integers such that there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers bi,
for i ∈ I ∪ J , such that kbk = gcd(I ∪ J)∏i∈I∪J bi for every k ∈ I ∪ J . In particular,

the above property holds for G0 = {αi, α−j , αkτ}, where i, j ∈ N and k ∈ Z.
3. The following statements are equivalent.

(a) B(G0) is tame.
(b) ω(G0) <∞.
(c) D(G0) <∞.
(d) G0 ⊆ 〈α〉 or G0 ⊆ 〈α〉τ ∪ {1}.
(e) B(G0) is finitely generated.

4. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) B(G0) is locally tame.
(b) ρ(G0) <∞.
(c) ρk(G0) <∞ for all k ≥ 2.
(d) ρ(G0) is accepted.

(e) B(G0 ∩ 〈α〉) ⊆ {1B(G0), 1
[n]
G : n ≥ 0} or G0 ⊆ 〈α〉.

5. The set of distances ∆(G0) is finite, c(G0) < ∞, and there is M ∈ N0 such that, for all
sufficiently large k ∈ N, Uk(G0) is an AAP with difference min∆(G0) and bound M .

Theorem 5.2. Let G be an infinite dihedral group.

1. B(G) is neither seminormal nor weakly Krull.
2. L(G) = {L ⊆ N≥2 : L is finite and nonempty } ∪

{
{0}, {1}

}
, whence ∆(G) = N and

Uk(G) = N≥2 for all k ≥ 2.
3. B(G) is an FF-monoid, but not locally tame, and c(G) = ω(G) = ∞.

We introduce notation which remains valid for the remainder of this section. Let G be an
infinite dihedral group, say G = 〈α, τ : τ2 = 1, ατ = τα−1〉, and let G0 ⊆ G be a finite nonempty
subset. We start with the proof of Theorem 5.1, which will be given in five steps. Then we discuss
three examples, which show the diversity of the behavior of B(G0) with respect to properties
such as seminormality and root closure. The proof of Theorem 5.2 will be given at the very end
of Section 5.

Proof of Theorem 5.1.1. Let S be a sequence over G0. We setG1 = G0∩〈α〉, SG1 =
∏

g∈G1
g[vg(S)],

G2 = G0 ∩ 〈α〉τ , and SG2 =
∏

g∈G2
g[vg(S)]. Then G0 = G1 ∪ G2 is a partition of G0 and

S = SG1 · SG2 . Next we define ϕ : F(G) → F(〈α〉) via ϕ(αiτ) = αi, ϕ(αi) = αi, and
ψ : F(〈α〉) → F(Z) via ψ(αi) = i. If G2 = ∅, then G0 = G1 is a subset of a cyclic group
〈α〉 and there is nothing to do. Now we assume that G2 6= ∅.
Claim A. For every sequence S ∈ F(G0) such that |SG2 | ≥ 2 is even, we have that S ∈ B(G0) if
and only if S can be written as S = T1 ·T2 ·W1 ·W2 such that σ(ψ(T1 ·ϕ(W1))) = σ(ψ(T2 ·ϕ(W2))),
where T1 · T2 = SG1 and W1 ·W2 = SG2 with |W1| = |W2|.

Proof of Claim A. Let S = f1 · . . . · fn ∈ B(G0) with f1 . . . fn = 1 and |SG2 | ≥ 2 even. We set
β = ψ ◦ ϕ and χ(fi) = |{fj : j < i, fj ∈ G2}|. Then

1 = f1 . . . fn = α(−1)χ(f1)β(f1)+(−1)χ(f2)β(f2)+...+(−1)χ(fn)β(fn) ,
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and hence
∑

χ(fi) even

β(fi) =
∑

χ(fj) odd

β(fj). Now the statement follows by defining

T1 =
∏

fi∈G1

χ(fi) even

fi, T2 =
∏

fi∈G1

χ(fi) odd

fi, W1 =
∏

fi∈G2

χ(fi) even

fi, W2 =
∏

fi∈G2

χ(fi) odd

fi,

Conversely, suppose S has such a decomposition with W1 = w
(1)
1 · . . . · w

(1)
n and W2 = w

(2)
1 ·

. . . · w
(2)
n , where n ≥ 1, w

(1)
1 , . . . , w

(1)
n , w

(2)
1 , . . . , w

(2)
n ∈ G2. Then

T1 · w
(1)
1 · T2 · w

(2)
1 · w

(1)
2 · w

(2)
2 · . . . · w(1)

n · w(2)
n ∈ B(G0) .

�[Proof of Claim A]

Let

(5.1) D = [A(G0) ∪ {g[2] : g ∈ G1}] ⊆ F(G0)

be the submonoid generated by B(G0)∪{g[2] : g ∈ G1}. It is easy to see that {x ∈ D : supp(x)∩
G2 6= ∅} ⊆ B(G0) and that A(D) ⊆ A(G0) ∪ {g[2] : g ∈ G1}.
Claim B: A(D) is finite.

Proof of Claim B. To begin with, we first show sup{vg(A) : A ∈ A(D)} is finite for every g ∈ G2.
Assume to the contrary that there exist g1 ∈ G2 and a sequence (Ai)

∞
i=1 of atoms of D with

|vg1(Ai)| ≥ 2 such that lim
i→∞

vg1(Ai) = ∞. Furthermore, since G0 is finite, we may assume that

(vg(Ai))
∞
i=1 is increasing (maybe not strictly) for every g ∈ G0. Then Ai ∈ B(G0) for all i ∈ N and

for each i, we fix T
(i)
1 , T

(i)
2 ,W

(i)
1 ,W

(i)
2 such that Ai can be written as Ai = T

(i)
1 ·T

(i)
2 ·W

(i)
1 ·W

(i)
2 ,

σ(ψ(T
(i)
1 · ϕ(W

(i)
1 ))) = σ(ψ(T

(i)
2 · ϕ(W

(i)
2 ))), T

(i)
1 · T

(i)
2 = (Ai)G1 , and W

(i)
1 ·W

(i)
2 = (Ai)G2 with

|W (i)
1 | = |W (i)

2 | and g1 ∈ supp(W
(i)
1 ). Since lim

i→∞
vg1(Ai) = ∞ it follows that lim

i→∞
|W (i)

1 | = ∞
and lim

i→∞
|W (i)

2 | = ∞. If supp(W
(i)
1 ) ∩ supp(W

(i)
2 ) 6= ∅, say h ∈ supp(W

(i)
1 ) ∩ supp(W

(i)
2 ),

then h[2] and Ai · (h
[2])[−1] are both product-one sequences by Claim A, a contradiction. Thus

supp(W
(i)
1 ) ∩ supp(W

(i)
2 ) = ∅. Therefore there exists g2 ∈ G2 such that lim

i→∞
vg2(W

(i)
2 ) = ∞.

After reordering if necessary, we may assume that g1 = αrτ and g2 = αsτ with r < s such that

g1 ∈ supp(W
(i)
1 ), g2 ∈ supp(W

(i)
2 ), and

r =min{y : g = αyτ such that lim
i→∞

vg(W
(i)
1 ) = ∞} ,

and s =min{y : g = αyτ such that lim
i→∞

vg(W
(i)
2 ) = ∞} .

Suppose max{y ∈ Z : g = αyτ such that lim
i→∞

vg(W
(i)
1 ) = ∞} > s. Then there exists g3 =

αkτ ∈ G2 \ {g1, g2} with k > s and lim
i→∞

vg3(W
(i)
1 ) = ∞. Let T = g

[k−s]
1 · g[k−r]

2 · g[s−r]
3 . Then

T and Ai · T
[−1] are both product-one sequences by Claim A, a contradiction, where i is large

enough.

Suppose max{y ∈ Z : g = αyτ such that lim
i→∞

vg(W
(i)
1 ) = ∞} < s. It follows by |W (i)

1 | =
|W (i)

2 | → ∞ that lim
i→∞

σ(ψ(ϕ(W
(i)
2 )))−σ(ψ(ϕ(W (i)

1 ))) = ∞. Then lim
i→∞

σ(ψ(T
(i)
1 ))−σ(ψ(T (i)

2 )) =
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∞. Then there must exist g = αk ∈ G1 such that either lim
i→∞

vg(T
(i)
1 ) = ∞ (if k > 0) or

lim
i→∞

vg(T
(i)
2 ) = ∞ (if k < 0). Let T = g

[|k|]
1 · g[|k|]2 · g[s−r]. Then T and Ai · T

[−1] are both

product-one sequences by Claim A, a contradiction, where i is large enough.
Thus, we proved sup{vg(A) : A ∈ A(D)} is finite for every g ∈ G2. Next, we show sup{vg(A) : A ∈

A(D)} is finite for every g ∈ G1. Note that sup{vg(A) : A ∈ A(D) ∩ F(G1)} ≤ D(G1) is fi-
nite. It is sufficient to show sup{vg(A) : A ∈ A(D) with supp(A) ∩ G2 6= ∅} is finite for every
g ∈ G1. Assume to the contrary that there exist g1 ∈ G1 and a sequence (Ai)

∞
i=1 of atoms

of D with supp(Ai) ∩ G2 6= ∅ such that lim
i→∞

vg1(Ai) = ∞. Furthermore, since G0 is finite,

we may assume that (vg(Ai))
∞
i=1 is increasing (maybe not strictly) for every g ∈ G0. Then

Ai ∈ B(G0) for all i ∈ N and for each i, we fix T
(i)
1 , T

(i)
2 ,W

(i)
1 ,W

(i)
2 such that Ai can be written

as Ai = T
(i)
1 ·T

(i)
2 ·W

(i)
1 ·W

(i)
2 , σ(ψ(T

(i)
1 ·ϕ(W

(i)
1 ))) = σ(ψ(T

(i)
2 ·ϕ(W

(i)
2 ))), T

(i)
1 ·T

(i)
2 = (Ai)G1 , and

W
(i)
1 ·W

(i)
2 = (Ai)G2 with |W (i)

1 | = |W (i)
2 | and g1 ∈ supp(T

(i)
1 ). If supp(T

(i)
1 ) ∩ supp(T

(i)
2 ) 6= ∅,

say h ∈ supp(T
(i)
1 ) ∩ supp(T

(i)
2 ), then h[2] ∈ A(D) and Ai · (h

[2])[−1] is a product-one sequence

by Claim A, a contradiction. Thus supp(T
(i)
1 ) ∩ supp(T

(i)
2 ) = ∅, whence in combination with

lim
i→∞

vg1(Ai) = ∞ it follows that lim
i→∞

|T (i)
1 | = ∞. Note that T

(i)
1 is a sequence over a cyclic group

〈α〉. Then T
(i)
1 is product-one free and hence lim

i→∞
|σ(ψ(T (i)

1 ))| = ∞. To see this, assume to the

contrary that Si = ψ(T
(i)
1 ) are sequences over a finite subset ψ(G1) of integers with |σ(Si)| < N .

Then D(G1 ∪ [−N,N ]) = L < ∞ by Dickson’s Lemma. Thus, if |Si| ≥ L, then Si · −σ(Si)
is a product-one sequence of length greater than L, implying it factors into two non-trivial
product-one sequences, one of which is a subsequence of Si. As a result, once |Si| → ∞ is large

enough, we would be guaranteed of Si = σ(T
(i)
1 ) having a non-trivial product-one subsequence,

contradicting that T
(i)
1 is product-one free. This shows lim

i→∞
|σ(ψ(T (i)

1 ))| = ∞. In combination

with |W (i)
1 | = |W (i)

2 | ≤ ∑
g∈G2

sup{vg(A) : A ∈ A(D)} < ∞ (we already proved that) this gives

lim
i→∞

|σ(ψ(T (i)
2 ))| = ∞ and lim

i→∞
|T (i)

2 | = ∞, whence there exists g2 ∈ G1 with ψ(g1)ψ(g2) > 0

(i.e. with the same sign) such that lim
i→∞

vg2(T
(i)
2 ) = ∞. Suppose g1 = αr and g2 = αt. Then

T = g
[2|t|]
1 · g

[2|r|]
2 ∈ D and Ai · T

[−1] is a product-one sequence by Claim A, a contradiction,
where i is large enough. To sum up, we proved that N =

∑
g∈G0

sup{vg(A) : A ∈ A(D)} < ∞.

Since N is the greatest length an atom in D can have, the finiteness of G0 gives that A(D) is
finite. �[Proof of Claim B]

Let X ⊆ B(G0) be an infinite subset. For every S ∈ X, we fix a factorization zS ∈ Z(D). Since
Z(D) is a finitely generated free abelian monoid, by Dickson’s Lemma ([18, Theorem 1.5.3]), we
obtain the existence of a finite subset X ′ ⊆ X such that {zS : S ∈ X ′} is the set of all minimal
elements of {zS : S ∈ X}. For every A ∈ X ′, if {A · A′ ∈ X \X ′ : A′ ∈ D \ B(G0)} 6= ∅, then
we choose such an A · A′ and add it to X ′. Finally, we get a finite set X0 with |X0| ≤ 2|X ′|.
We claim (B(G0) : X) = (B(G0) : X0), which implies B(G0) is v-noetherian by [18, Proposition
2.1.10].

It suffices to show (B(G0) : X0) ⊆ (B(G0) : X). Let S1
S2

∈ q(B(G0)) with S1, S2 ∈ B(G0)

such that S1
S2
X0 ⊆ B(G0). Let S ∈ X. Then there exists A ∈ X ′ ⊆ X such that S

A ∈ D.
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If S
A ∈ B(G0), then S1

S2
S = S1

S2
AS

A ∈ B(G0). Otherwise S
A = B · B′ with B ∈ B(G0 ∩ 〈α〉)

and B′ = [g[2] : g ∈ G0 ∩ 〈α〉] \ {1}. Since A ∈ X ′ and A · B · B′ ∈ X, by our construction

of X0, there is an A′ ∈ D \ B(G0) such that A · A′ ∈ X0. We have that S1
S2
A ∈ B(G0) and

S1
S2
A ·A′ ∈ B(G0). Assume to the contrary, that S1

S2
A ∈ B(G0 ∩ 〈α〉). Then S1

S2
A is a product-one

sequence over the abelian group 〈α〉 and since A′ ∈ D\B(G0), we have that supp(A
′) ⊆ 〈α〉, and

σ(ψ(A′)) 6= 0 as A′ /∈ B(G0). But now S1
S2
A · A′ is a sequence over the abelian group 〈α〉 with

σ(ψ(S1
S2
A ·A′)) = σ(psi(S1

S2
A)) + σ(ψ(A′)) = σ(ψ(A′)) 6= 0, contradicting that S1

S2
A ·A′ ∈ B(G0).

We obtain that S1
S2
A /∈ B(G0 ∩ 〈α〉). Therefore S1

S2
S = S1

S2
A ·

S
A ∈ B(G0). It follows that

S1
S2
X ⊆ B(G0) and the v-noetherian property is shown.

By Theorem 3.11, B(G0)
∗ is a finitely generated Krull monoid and B(G0) is a G-monoid.

Suppose g ∈ G2 (then g[2] ∈ B(G0)) and A(B(G0)
∗) = {T1, . . . , Tr}, where r ∈ N. Using

Proposition 3.3.2, for every i ∈ [1, r] we fix one T ′
i ∈ B(G0) such that Ti · T

′
i ∈ B(G0). Set

W =
∏

i∈[1,r] T
′
i . Thus for every T ∈ B(G0)

∗, we have that T =
∏

i∈[1,r] T
ℓi
i , where ℓi ∈ N for

every i ∈ [1, r], whence

T ·W · g[2] =
( ∏

i∈[1,r]

T
[2⌊ℓi/2⌋]
i · g[2]

)
·

( ∏

i∈[1,r],ℓi is odd

Ti · T
′
i

)
·

∏

i∈[1,r],ℓi is even

T ′
i ∈ B(G0) .

Therefore (B(G0) : B(G0)
∗) 6= ∅ and B(G0)

∗ ⊆ B̂(G0). It follows by B̂(G0) ⊆ B(G0)
∗ that

B̂(G0) = B(G0)
∗ is a finitely generated Krull monoid and (B(G0) : B̂(G0)) 6= ∅.

Moreover, suppose that 〈G0〉 ∼= G. From Proposition 3.3, we know that B(G0)
∗ ⊆ F(G0) is a

saturated and cofinal submonoid. Furthermore, denoting the given inclusion by ϕ : B(G0)
∗ →

F(G0), we have that C(ϕ) = F(G0)/B(G0)
∗ ∼= G/G′ ∼= C2 × C2. Now by [18, Theorem 2.4.7.2],

there are submonoids F0 ⊆ F(G0) and C0 = {[c]ϕ : c ∈ F0} ⊆ C(ϕ) such that there is an
epimorphism ϕ∗ : C0 → C(B(G0)

∗). Since B(G0)
∗ ⊆ F0 is still cofinal, it follows that C0 is a

subgroup of C(ϕ), whence C(B(G0)
∗) is a factor group of a subgroup of C(ϕ) ∼= C2 × C2. �

To continue with the proof we need the following results.

Lemma 5.3. Let i, j, k be distinct positive integers with gcd(i, j, k) = 1. Then the following are
equivalent.

1. There exist x, y, z ∈ N with gcd(x, y, z) = 1 such that ix+ jy = kz and ix 6≡ 0 (mod k).
2. There exist x, y, z ∈ N with gcd(x, y, z) = 1 such that ix + jy = kz, ix′ 6≡ 0 (mod k) for

every x′ ∈ [1, x], and jy′ 6≡ 0 (mod k) for every y′ ∈ [1, y].
3. k 6= gcd(i, k) gcd(j, k).

Proof. Since gcd(i, j, k) = 1, we have that gcd(gcd(i, k), gcd(j, k)) = 1 and hence gcd(i, k) gcd(j, k)
divides k.

(3) ⇒ (1) Suppose k 6= gcd(i, k) gcd(j, k). There exist y′, z′ ∈ N such that gcd(j, k) = kz′−jy′
and hence i gcd(j, k) + j(y′i) = k(z′i). Assume to the contrary that i gcd(j, k) ≡ 0 (mod k).
Then k/(gcd(i, k) gcd(j, k)) divides i/ gcd(i, k), a contradiction to the fact that

gcd(i/ gcd(i, k), k/ gcd(i, k)) = 1 .

Let d = gcd(gcd(j, k), y′i, z′i). Then the assertion follows by choosing

(x, y, z) = (gcd(j, k)/d, y′i/d, z′i/d) .
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(1) ⇒ (2). Among all the choices of (x, y, z) ∈ N3 with gcd(x, y, z) = 1 such that ix+ jy = kz
and ix 6≡ 0 (mod k), we let (x0, y0, z0) be the choice such that x0 + y0 is minimal. If there
exists x′ ∈ [1, x0 − 1] such that ix′ ≡ 0 (mod k), then there exists z′ ∈ [1, z0 − 1] such that
ix′ = kz′ and hence i(x0 − x′) + jy0 = k(z0 − z′). Thus dividing x0 − x′, y0 and z0 − z′ by their
gcd leads to a contradiction to the minimality of x0 + y0. Suppose there exists y′ ∈ [1, y0] such
that jy′ ≡ 0 (mod k). If y′ = y0, then k divides ix0, a contradiction. If y′ < y0, then there
exists z′ ∈ [1, z0 − 1] such that jy′ = kz′ and hence ix0 + j(y0 − y′) = k(z0 − z′), as before a
contradiction to the minimality of x0 + y0.

(2) ⇒ (3) Suppose there exist x, y, z ∈ N such that ix+ jy = kz and ix 6≡ 0 (mod k). Assume
to the contrary that k = gcd(i, k) gcd(j, k). Since gcd(i, k) divides ix and gcd(j, k) divides ix,
we obtain that k = gcd(i, k) gcd(j, k) divides ix, a contradiction. �

Lemma 5.4. Let I ⊆ N be a subset with |I| ≥ 3. Suppose that for any three elements i, j, k

of I, we have that i = gcd(i,j,k)jk
gcd(j,k)2

, j = gcd(i,j,k)ik
gcd(i,k)2

, and k = gcd(i,j,k)ij
gcd(i,j)2

. Then there exist pairwise

co-prime positive integers bi, for i ∈ I, such that

kbk = gcd(I)
∏

i∈I

bi

for every k ∈ I.

Proof. Suppose |I| = 3, say I = {i, j, k}. Let bi = gcd(j, k)/ gcd(i, j, k), bj = gcd(i, k)/ gcd(i, j, k),
and bk = gcd(i, j)/ gcd(i, j, k). By symmetry, it suffices to show that k = gcd(i, j, k)bibj. Since

i gcd(i, j, k) = jk/b2i and j gcd(i, j, k) = ik/b2j , we obtain that ij gcd(i, j, k)2 = ijk2

b2i b
2
j

, whence

k = gcd(i, j, k)bibj.
Suppose t = |I| ≥ 4. We proceed by induction on t. Suppose the assertion holds for every

subset J ⊆ I with |J | = t− 1. Let I = {a1, . . . , at} and bt = gcd(a1, . . . , at−1)/ gcd(a1, . . . , at).
By induction hypothesis, there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers b1, . . . , bt−1 such that
aibi = gcd(a1, . . . , at)b1 . . . bt for every i ∈ [1, t − 1]. Let j ∈ [2, t − 1]. Consider the subset

{a1, aj , at} of I. In view of gcd(a1, aj) = gcd(a1, . . . , at) gcd(
b1...bt
b1

, b1...btbj
) = gcd(a1, . . . , at)

b1...bt
b1bj

,

we have that

(5.2) at =
gcd(a1, aj , at)a1aj

gcd(a1, aj)2
= gcd(a1, aj , at)b1bj,

whence bj divides at/ gcd(a1, . . . , at) for every j ∈ [1, t − 1]. It follows that b1 . . . bt−1 divides

at/ gcd(a1, . . . , at). Using the equation gcd(a1, aj) = gcd(a1, . . . , at)
b1...bt
b1bj

again, it follows by

gcd(bt,
at

gcd(a1,...,at)
) = 1, that

gcd(a1, aj , at) = gcd(a1, . . . , at) gcd

(
b1 . . . bt
b1bj

,
at

gcd(a1, . . . , at)

)
= gcd(a1, . . . , at)

b1 . . . bt−1

b1bj
.

Therefore atbt = gcd(a1, aj , at)b1bjbt = gcd(a1, . . . , at)b1 . . . bt by (5.2).
Since 1 = gcd(bt,

at
gcd(a1,...,at)

) = gcd(bt, b1 . . . bt−1), we know b1, . . . , bt are pairwise co-prime

positive integers. �

Lemma 5.5. Let G be an infinite dihedral group, say G = 〈α, τ : τ2 = 1, ατ = τα−1〉, and let
G0 = {τ} ∪ {αi : i ∈ I} ∪ {α−j : j ∈ J}, where I, J are nonempty sets of positive integers.

1. X(B(G0)) = {pa : a ∈ G0} and
⋂

p∈X(B(G0))
B(G0)p ⊆ F(G0), where pa = {S ∈ B(G0) : a ∈

supp(S)}.
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2. If B(G0) is weakly Krull, then for any disjoint subsets K1,K2 ⊆ I∪J with 1 ≤ |K1|+ |K2|
and |K1| < |I ∪ J |, we have that B

(
{τ} ∪ {αi : i ∈ (I ∪ J) \K1} ∪ {α−k : k ∈ K1 ∪K2}

)

is weakly Krull.

Proof. 1. Let pa = {S ∈ B(G0) : a ∈ supp(S)}, where a ∈ G0. Then Proposition 3.7 implies
that X(B(G0)) ⊆ {pa : a ∈ G0}. Assume to the contrary that there exist distinct a, b ∈ G0

such that pa ⊆ pb. Since τ [2] is an atom, we obtain that a 6= τ and hence a ∈ G0 \ {τ}. Since
a[2] · τ [2] is an atom, we have that b can only be τ . Note that I and J are both nonempty sets.
There exists a product-one sequence B with a ∈ supp(B) ⊆ G0 \ {τ}, whence B ∈ pa \ pb, a
contradiction. Therefore X(B(G0)) = {pa : a ∈ G0} and it follows by Proposition 3.7.2 that⋂

p∈X(B(G0))
B(G0)p ⊆ F(G0).

2. Let i ∈ I and let j ∈ J . It suffices to show the following Claim.

Claim:

(a) B(G0 ∪ {α−i} \ {αi}) is weakly Krull, provided that |I| ≥ 2.
(b) B(G0 ∪ {αj} \ {α−j}) is weakly Krull, provided that |J | ≥ 2.
(c) B(G0 ∪ {α−i}) is weakly Krull.
(d) B(G0 ∪ {αj}) is weakly Krull.

By symmetry, we only prove items (a) and (c). Let G1 = G0 ∪ {α−i} and let G2 = G1 \ {αi}.
We define a homomorphism φ : F(G1) → F(G0) by φ(α−i) = αi and φ(x) = x for all x ∈
G0 \ {α−i}. It easy to see that, for a sequence S ∈ F(G1) with vτ (S) > 0, we have that
S ∈ B(G1) if and only if φ(S) ∈ B(G0). It follows by 1. that

⋂
p∈X(B(G1))

B(G1)p ⊆ F(G1) and⋂
p∈X(B(G2))

B(G2)p ⊆ F(G2).

Assume to the contrary that B(G1) is not weakly Krull. Then there exist T ∈ F(G1) \ B(G1)
and Sa ∈ B(G1), for every a ∈ G1, such that a 6∈ supp(Sa) and T · Sa ∈ B(G1). If τ 6∈ supp(T ),
then T ·Sτ and Sτ are both product-one sequences over 〈α〉, whence T is a product-one sequence,
a contradiction. Thus τ ∈ supp(T ) and hence φ(T ) ∈ F(G0) \ B(G0), φ(Sa · τ

[2]) ∈ B(G0), and

φ(T ·Sa · τ
[2]) ∈ B(G0) for every a ∈ G1 \ {τ}. Suppose t = vα−i(Sτ ). Then α

2it ∈ π(φ(Sτ )) and

Tτ := φ(S
[j]
τ )·(α−j)[2it] is a product-one sequence with τ 6∈ supp(Tτ ). Since T ·S

[j]
τ = T ·Sτ ·S

[j−1]
τ

is a product-one sequence over G1, we obtain that φ(T · S
[j]
τ ) is a product-one sequence over

G0 and hence φ(T ) · Tτ is a product-one sequence. Putting this all together, we obtain that
φ(T ) ∈ (

⋂
p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p) \ B(G0), a contradiction.

Assume to the contrary that B(G2) is not weakly Krull. Then there exist T ∈ F(G2) \ B(G2)
and Sa ∈ B(G2), for every a ∈ G2, such that a 6∈ supp(Sa) and T · Sa ∈ B(G2). If τ 6∈ supp(T ),
then T ·Sτ and Sτ are both product-one sequences over 〈α〉, whence T is a product-one sequence,

a contradiction. Thus τ ∈ supp(T ) and hence φ(T ) ∈ F(G0) \ B(G0), φ(Sa · τ
[2]) ∈ B(G0), and

φ(T ·Sa · τ
[2]) ∈ B(G0) for every a ∈ G2 \ {τ}. Suppose t = vα−i(Sτ ). Then α

2it ∈ π(φ(Sτ )) and

Tτ := φ(S
[j]
τ )·(α−j)[2it] is a product-one sequence with τ 6∈ supp(Tτ ). Since T ·S

[j]
τ = T ·Sτ ·S

[j−1]
τ

is a product-one sequence over G2, we obtain that φ(T · S
[j]
τ ) is a product-one sequence over

G0 and hence φ(T ) · Tτ is a product-one sequence. Putting this all together, we obtain that
φ(T ) ∈ (

⋂
p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p) \ B(G0), a contradiction. �

Lemma 5.6. Let G be an infinite dihedral group, say G = 〈α, τ : τ2 = 1, ατ = τα−1〉. Let
G0 = {αi, αj , α−k, τ} be a subset, where i, j, k are distinct positive integers with gcd(i, j, k) = 1.
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If B(G0) is weakly Krull, then there exist pairwise co-prime integers r, s, t ∈ N such that i = st,
j = rt, and k = rs.

Proof. Let i = 2i0i1, j = 2j0j1, and k = 2k0k1, where i0, j0, k0 ∈ N0 and i1, j1, k1 are odd. Let
G1 = {αi, α−j , αk, τ} and G2 = {α−i, αj , αk, τ}. Then Lemma 5.5.2 implies that B(G0) is weakly
Krull if and only if B(G1) is weakly Krull if and only if B(G2) is weakly Krull. Therefore the
elements i, j, k are symmetric and hence we may assume that i0 ≥ j0 ≥ k0. Since gcd(i, j, k) = 1,
we know k0 = 0, i.e., k is odd.

Let r = gcd(j, k), s = gcd(i, k), and t = gcd(i, j). It follows from gcd(i, j, k) = 1 that r, s, t
are pairwise co-prime. We distinguish four cases.

Case 1: i is even and j is odd.
Since the assertion can not hold in this case, we need to show that B(G0) is not weakly Krull.

Let S = (α−i)[j] · τ [2]. Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows by Lemma 5.5.1 that

S =
(α−i)[k+j]

· (αk)[i] · τ [2]

(α−i)[k] · (αk)[i]
=

(αj)[i] · (α−i)[j] · τ [4]

(αj)[i] · τ [2]
∈

⋂

p∈X(B(G2))

B(G2)p .

Therefore B(G2) is not weakly Krull and hence B(G0) is not weakly Krull.

Case 2: i, j are both even and i0 > j0.
Since the assertion can not hold in this case, we need to show that B(G0) is not weakly Krull.

Let S = (α−i)[k] · τ [2]. Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows by Lemma 5.5.1 that

S =
(α−i)[k] · (αk)[i] · τ [4]

(αk)[i] · τ [2]

=
(αj)[2

i0−j0 i1]
· (α−i)[j1+k]

· τ [2]

(αj)[2
i0−j0 i1]

· (α−i)[j1]
∈

⋂

p∈X(B(G2))

B(G2)p .

Therefore B(G2) is not weakly Krull and hence B(G0) is not weakly Krull.

Case 3: i, j, k are odd.
Suppose k 6= rs. Then Lemma 5.3 implies that there exist x, y, z ∈ N with gcd(x, y, z) = 1

such that ix + jy = kz, ix′ 6≡ 0 (mod k) for every x′ ∈ [1, x], and jy′ 6≡ 0 (mod k) for every
y′ ∈ [1, y]. If z is odd, then x or y must be odd. By symmetry, we may assume that x is odd.

Then y is even. Let S = (αi)[x] · (α−k)[z] · τ [2]. Assume to the contrary that S is a product-
one sequence. Then there are subsequences T1, T2 over {αi, α−k} such that S = T1 · τ · T2 · τ

and π(T1) = π(T2). Suppose T1 = (αi)[x0]
· (α−k)[z0] and T2 = (αi)[x−x0]

· (α−k)[z−z0], where
x0 ∈ [0, x] and z0 ∈ [0, z]. Then ix0 − kz0 = i(x − x0) − k(z − z0) and hence i|x − 2x0| ≡ 0
(mod k), a contradiction to the fact that ix′ 6≡ 0 (mod k) for every x′ ∈ [1, x]. Therefore S is
not a product-one sequence and it follows by Lemma 5.5.1 that

S =
S · (αi)[k] · (α−k)[i]

(αi)[k] · (α−k)[i]
=
S · (αj)[y] · τ [2]

(αj)[y] · τ [2]
∈

⋂

p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p ,

whence B(G0) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction. If z is even, then x and y must be odd. Let
S = (αi)[x] · (α−k)[z+j]

· τ [2]. Then S is not a product-one sequence and it follows by Lemma
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5.5.1 that

S =
S · (αi)[k] · (α−k)[i]

(αi)[k] · (α−k)[i]
=
S · (αj)[y+k]

· τ [2]

(αj)[y+k]
· τ [2]

∈
⋂

p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p ,

whence B(G0) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.
Suppose i 6= st. Similarly we can prove that B(G2) is not weakly Krull and hence B(G0) is

not weakly Krull, a contradiction. Suppose j 6= rt. Similarly we can prove that B(G1) is not
weakly Krull and hence B(G0) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.

Case 4: i = 2ui1 and j = 2uj1 such that u ∈ N and i1, j1, k odd.
Suppose k 6= rs. Then Lemma 5.3 implies that there exist x, y, z ∈ N with gcd(x, y, z) = 1

such that ix + jy = kz, ix′ 6≡ 0 (mod k) for every x′ ∈ [1, x], and jy′ 6≡ 0 (mod k) for every
y′ ∈ [1, y]. Note that z is even and either x or y must be odd. By symmetry, we may suppose x

is odd. If y is even, we let S = (αi)[x] ·(α−k)[z] ·τ [2]. Then S is not a product-one sequence. Note

that x+ k and z + i are both even, whence (αi)[x+k]
· (α−k)[z+i]

· τ [2] is a product-one sequence.
It follows by Lemma 5.5.1 that

S =
(αi)[x+k]

· (α−k)[z+i]
· τ [2]

(αi)[k] · (α−k)[i]
=

(αi)[x] · (αj)[y] · (α−k)[z] · τ [4]

(αj)[y] · τ [2]
∈

⋂

p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p ,

whence B(G0) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction. If y is odd, we let S = (αi)[x] · (α−k)[z+j]
·τ2.

Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows by Lemma 5.5.1 that

S =
(αi)[x+k]

· (α−k)[z+i+j]
· τ [2]

(αi)[k] · (α−k)[i]
=

(αi)[x] · (αj)[y+k]
· (α−k)[z+j]

· τ [4]

(αj)[y+k]
· τ [2]

∈
⋂

p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p ,

whence B(G0) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.
Suppose i 6= st. Then Lemma 5.3 implies that there exist x, y, z ∈ N with gcd(x, y, z) = 1

such that ix = jy + kz, kz′ 6≡ 0 (mod i) for every z′ ∈ [1, z], and jy′ 6≡ 0 (mod i) for every
y′ ∈ [1, y]. Note that z is even and either x or y must be odd. If x is odd and y is even, we let

S = (α−i)[x] · (αk)[z] · τ [2]. Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows by Lemma 5.5.1
that

S =
(α−i)[x+k]

· (αk)[z+i]
· τ [2]

(α−i)[k] · (αk)[i]
=

(α−i)[x] · (αj)[y] · (αk)[z] · τ [4]

(αj)[y] · τ [2]
∈

⋂

p∈X(B(G2))

B(G2)p ,

whence B(G2) is not weakly Krull. Then B(G0) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction. If x and y

are both odd, we let S = (α−i)[x] · (αj)[y] · τ [2]. Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows
by Lemma 5.5.1 that

S =
(α−i)[x+j1]

· (αj)[y+i1]
· τ [2]

(α−i)[j1] · (αj)[i1]
=

(α−i)[x] · (αj)[y] · (αk)[z] · τ [4]

(αk)[z] · τ [2]
∈

⋂

p∈X(B(G2))

B(G2)p ,

whence B(G2) is not weakly Krull. Then B(G0) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction. If x is

even and y is odd, we let S = (α−i)[x+k]
· (αj)[y] · τ [2]. Then S is not a product-one sequence. It

follows by Lemma 5.5.1 that

S =
(α−i)[x+k+j1]

· (αj)[y+i1]
· τ [2]

(α−i)[j1] · (αj)[i1]
=

(α−i)[x+k]
· (αj)[y] · (αk)[z+i]

· τ [4]

(αk)[z+i]
· τ [2]

∈
⋂

p∈X(B(G2))

B(G2)p .
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Then B(G2) is not weakly Krull and hence B(G0) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.
Suppose j 6= rt. Similarly, we can prove that B(G1) is not weakly Krull and hence B(G0) is

not weakly Krull, a contradiction. �

Proposition 5.7. Let G be an infinite dihedral group, say G = 〈α, τ : τ2 = 1, ατ = τα−1〉. Let I
be a set of positive integers with |I| ≥ 2 and gcd(I) = 1, let J ⊆ I be a subset with 1 ≤ |J | < |I|,
and let G0 = {τ} ∪ {αi : i ∈ I \ J} ∪ {α−j : j ∈ J}. Then B(G0) is weakly Krull if and only if
there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers bi, for i ∈ I, such that kbk =

∏
i∈I bi for every

k ∈ I.

Proof. Suppose B(G0) is weakly Krull. If |I| = 2, say I = {i, j}, then the assertion follows by
letting bi = j and bj = i. Now suppose |I| ≥ 3. Let {i, j, k} be a subset of I. By Lemma 5.5.2,

we may assume that i, j ∈ I \ J and k ∈ J . If B({τ, αi, αj , α−k}) is not weakly Krull, then by
Lemma 5.5.1 there exist S ∈ F({τ, αi, αj , α−k})\B({τ, αi , αj , α−k}) and Sa ∈ B({τ, αi, αj , α−k})
with a 6∈ supp(Sa) for all a ∈ {τ, αi, αj , α−k} such that S · Sa ∈ B({τ, αi, αj , α−k}) for every
a ∈ {τ, αi, αj , α−k}. Since S ∈ F(G0) \ B(G0) and supp(Sτ ) ∩ (G0 \ {τ, αi, αj , α−k}) = ∅, we
obtain that S ∈ ⋂

p∈X(B(G0))
B(G0)p \B(G0), whence B(G0) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.

Thus B({τ, αi, αj , α−k}) is weakly Krull. Let d = gcd(i, j, k). Then B({τ, αi/d, αj/d, α−k/d}) is
also weakly Krull. It follows by Lemma 5.6 that there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers
r, s, t such that i/d = st, j/d = rt, and k/d = rs, whence gcd(j, k) = dr, gcd(i, j) = dt, and

gcd(i, k) = ds. Therefore i = dst = d3str2

d2r2 = gcd(i,j,k)jk
gcd(j,k)2 , j = drt = d3rts2

d2s2 = gcd(i,j,k)ik
gcd(i,k)2 , and

k = drs = d3rst2

d2t2
= gcd(i,j,k)ij

gcd(i,j)2
. The assertion follows by Lemma 5.4.

Suppose there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers bi, for i ∈ I, such that kbk =
∏

i∈I bi
for every k ∈ I. Then gcd(I \ {i}) = bi for all i ∈ I. For every sequence T ∈ F(G0), we define
vi(T ) = vαi(T ) + vα−i(T ) (note that vαi(T ) = 0 or vα−i(T ) = 0) for all i ∈ I.

Claim C: Let S ∈ F(G0) such that vτ (S) is a positive even integer. Then S ∈ B(G0) if and
only if there exist xi, yi ∈ N0, for i ∈ I, such that vi(S) = xibi +2yi for every i ∈ I and

∑
i∈I xi

is even.

Proof of Claim C. (⇒) Suppose S ∈ B(G0). There exist subsequences T1, T2 over G0 \ {τ} such
that S = T1 · τ · T2 · τ

[vτ (S)−1] and π(T1) = π(T2). Suppose T1 =
∏

i∈I\J(α
i)[ki] ·

∏
j∈J(α

−j)[kj ]

and T2 =
∏

i∈I\J(α
i)[ri] ·

∏
j∈J(α

−j)[rj ]. Then
∑

i∈I\J iki −
∑

j∈J jkj =
∑

i∈I\J iri −
∑

j∈J jrj ,

whence bℓ = gcd(I \ {ℓ}) divides ℓ(kℓ − rℓ) for every ℓ ∈ I. Since gcd(I) = 1, we obtain that
gcd(bℓ, ℓ) = 1 and hence bℓ | (kℓ − rℓ) for every ℓ ∈ I. Let x′ℓ = (kℓ − rℓ)/bℓ and xℓ = |x′ℓ| for
every ℓ ∈ I. Then vℓ(S) = vℓ(T1 · T2) = kℓ + rℓ = xℓbℓ + 2min{kℓ, rℓ} for every ℓ ∈ I. Since

∑

i∈I\J

ibix
′
i =

∑

i∈I\J

i(ki − ri) =
∑

j∈J

j(kj − rj) =
∑

j∈J

jbjx
′
j ,

and ibi = jbj for all i, j ∈ I, we obtain that
∑

i∈I\J x
′
i −

∑
j∈J x

′
j = 0, whence

∑

ℓ∈I

xℓ ≡
∑

ℓ∈I

x′ℓ ≡
∑

i∈I\J

x′i −
∑

j∈J

x′j ≡ 0 (mod 2) .

(⇐) Suppose there exist xi, yi ∈ N0, for i ∈ I, such that vi(S) = xibi + 2yi for every i ∈ I
and

∑
i∈I xi is even. Then there exist ci, di ∈ N0, for i ∈ I, such that

∑
i∈I ci =

∑
i∈I di and
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ci + di = xi for every i ∈ I. Let

T1 =
∏

i∈I\J

(αi)[cibi+yi]
·

∏

j∈J

(α−j)[djbj+yj ] and T2 =
∏

i∈I\J

(αi)[dibi+yi]
·

∏

j∈J

(α−j)[cjbj+yj ] .

Then π(T1) = π(T2) and hence S = T1 · τ · T2 · τ
[vτ (S)−1] is a product-one sequence.

�[Claim C.]

Let S ∈ ∩p∈X(B(G0))B(G0)p. Then Lemma 5.5.1 implies that S ∈ F(G0). It suffices to show
that S is a product-one sequence.

Since there exists Sτ ∈ B(G0) with τ 6∈ supp(Sτ ) such that S ·Sτ is a product-one sequence, we
obtain that vτ (S) is even. If vτ (S) = 0, then S is a product-one sequence. Now we suppose vτ (S)
is a positive even integer. For every i ∈ I, there exists Si ∈ B(G0) with {αi, α−i}∩ supp(Si) = ∅
such that S · Si is a product-one sequence. Then Claim C implies that vi(S) = vi(S · Si) =

ribi + 2si for some ri, si ∈ N0 and vi(Sτ ) = vi(Sτ · τ [2]) = r′ibi + 2s′i for some r′i, s
′
i ∈ N0 with∑

i∈I r
′
i even.

Case 1: The bi are odd for all i ∈ I.
Since S ·Sτ is a product-one sequence, it follows by Claim C that there exist xi, yi ∈ N0, for

i ∈ I, such that vi(S · Sτ ) = xibi + 2yi for every i ∈ I and
∑

i∈I xi is even. Therefore

∑

i∈I

ri ≡
∑

i∈I

vi(S) ≡
∑

i∈I

vi(S) +
∑

i∈I

r′i ≡
∑

i∈I

vi(S · Sτ ) ≡
∑

i∈I

xi ≡ 0 (mod 2) ,

whence S is a product-one sequence by Claim C.

Case 2: There exists i0 ∈ I such that bi0 is even.
Then bj is odd for all j ∈ I \{i0} and vi0(S) = ri0bi0 +2si0 is even. We may suppose vi0(S) =

ri0bi0 + 2si0 with 2si0 < bi0 , where ri0 , si0 ∈ N0. If
∑

i∈I\{i0}
ri is even, then S · (αi0)[−vi0

(S)]

is a product-one sequence by Claim C. It follows by the fact that vi0(S) is even that S is a

product-one sequence. If
∑

i∈I\{i0}
ri is odd and ri0 ≥ 1, then S · (αi0)[−vi0

(S)+bi0 ] is a product-

one sequence by Claim C. It follows by the fact that vi0(S)− bi0 is even that S is a product-one
sequence.

Suppose
∑

i∈I\{i0}
ri is odd and ri0 = 0. Let S0 be a product-one sequence with vi0(S0) = 0

such that S · S0 is a product-one sequence. Then Claim C implies that vi(S0) = vi(S0 · τ
[2]) =

r′′i bi + 2s′′i for some r′′i , s
′′
i ∈ N0 with

∑
i∈I r

′′
i even and that there exist xi, yi ∈ N0, for i ∈ I,

such that vi(S ·S0) = xibi +2yi for every i ∈ I and
∑

i∈I xi is even. Since vi0(S ·S0) = vi0(S) =
2si0 < bi0 , we obtain that xi0 = 0. Therefore

∑

i∈I\{i0}

ri ≡
∑

i∈I

vi(S) ≡
∑

i∈I

vi(S) +
∑

i∈I

r′′i ≡
∑

i∈I

vi(S · S0) ≡
∑

i∈I\{i0}

xi ≡
∑

i∈I

xi ≡ 0 (mod 2) ,

a contradiction. �

For the notions that are used in the next proposition but are not introduced in this work we
refer to [24].

Proposition 5.8. Let H1 and H2 be monoids. Then H1 ×H2 is weakly Krull if and only if H1

and H2 are both weakly Krull.
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Proof. Let H = H1 ×H2. We need the following claims.

Claim A. Let I be a nonempty t-ideal of H. Then I = I1 × I2, where

I1 = {x ∈ H1 : there exists y ∈ H2 such that (x, y) ∈ I}
and I2 = {y ∈ H2 : there exists x ∈ H1 such that (x, y) ∈ I} .

Furthermore, if I is a prime s-ideal, then I1 = H1 or I2 = H2.

Proof of Claim A. Clearly I ⊆ I1 × I2. It remains to prove the converse inclusion. Let (a, b) ∈
I1 × I2. Then there exist c ∈ H2 and d ∈ H1 such that (a, c), (d, b) ∈ I. Let (x, y) ∈
(H : {(a, c), (d, b)}). Then (ax, cy), (dx, by) ∈ H, whence ax ∈ H1 and by ∈ H2. It fol-
lows that (a, b)(x, y) ∈ H and hence (a, b) ∈ {(a, c), (d, b)}v . Since I is a t-ideal, we have
(a, b) ∈ {(a, c), (d, b)}v ⊂ I.

For the ”furthermore” part, suppose I is a prime s-ideal. Let (a, b) ∈ I. Then (a, 1)(1, b) ∈ I
implies that (a, 1) ∈ I or (1, b) ∈ I. If (a, 1) ∈ I, then 1 ∈ I2 and hence I2 = H2. If (1, b) ∈ I,
then 1 ∈ I1 and hence I1 = H1. �[Proof of Claim A.]

Claim B. X(H) = {P1 ×H2 : P1 ∈ X(H1)} ∪ {H1 × P2 : P2 ∈ X(H2)}.
Proof of Claim B. We first show that X(H) ⊃ {P1 ×H2 : P1 ∈ X(H1)}. Let P1 ∈ X(H1). It is
clear that P1 ×H2 is a prime s-ideal of H. By [24, Proposition 11.6(ii)] it follows that P1 ×H2

contains a nonemtpy prime t-ideal I. We will show that P1 ×H2 equals every nonempty prime
t-ideal it contains. Then P1 ×H2 is a minimal prime t-ideal. By using [24, Proposition 11.6(ii)]
again, we obtain that P1 ×H2 ∈ X(H). Let I ⊂ P1 × H2 be a nonempty prime t-ideal. Then
Claim A implies I = I1 × H2, where I1 ⊂ P1 is a prime s-ideal. Hence the minimality of P1

implies that I1 = P1.
By symmetry we can show that X(H) ⊃ {H1 × P2 : P2 ∈ X(H2)}. Now we prove that

X(H) ⊂ {P1×H2 : P1 ∈ X(H1)}∪{H1×P2 : P2 ∈ X(H2)}. Let I ∈ X(H). Then [24, Proposition
11.6(iii)] shows that I is a t-ideal and Claim A implies that I = I1 ×H2 or I = H1 × I2, where
I1 ⊂ H1 and I2 ⊂ H2 are prime s-ideals. The minimality of I and X(H) ⊃ {P1 × H2 : P1 ∈
X(H1)} ∪ {H1 × P2 : P2 ∈ X(H2)} imply that I1 and I2 must be minimal, and we complete the
proof. �[Proof of Claim B.]

Suppose H1 and H2 are weakly Krull. Let (a, b) ∈ H \ H×. Then a /∈ H×
1 or b /∈ H×

2 , say
a /∈ H×

1 . Then by [24, Theorem 22.7] there exist primary ideals Q1, . . . , Qn of H1 such that
aH1 = Q1∩ . . .∩Qn and

√
Qi = Pi ∈ X(H1) for all i ∈ [1, n]. If b ∈ H×

2 , then (a, b)H = (aH1)×
H2 =

⋂n
i=1Qi ×H2. By Claim B, we obtain that

√
Qi ×H2 = Pi ×H2 ∈ X(H) for all i ∈ [1, n].

If b /∈ H×
2 , then there exist primary ideals L1, . . . , Lm ⊂ H2 such that bH2 = L1 ∩ . . . ∩ Lm and√

Li = Ni ∈ X(H2) for all j ∈ [1,m]. Then (a, b)H = (
⋂n

i=1Qi × H2) ∩ (
⋂m

j=1H1 × Lj) and

Claim B implies that all radicals of those ideals are in X(H). It follows by [24, Theorem 22.7]
that both cases imply that H is weakly Krull.

Conversely, supposeH is weakly Krull. By symmetry, we only need to show that H1 is weakly
Krull. Let a ∈ H1 \H×

1 . Then (a, 1) ∈ H \H× and by [24, Theorem 22.7] there exist n ∈ N and
primary t-ideals I1, . . . , In ⊂ H such that (a, 1)H = (aH1)×H2 = I1 ∩ . . .∩ In and

√
Ii ∈ X(H)

for all i ∈ [1, n]. Since (aH1) × H2 ⊂ Ii, it follows by Claim A that Ii = Qi × H2 for every
i ∈ [1, n]. It is easy to see that each Qi must be primary. Since

√
Ii =

√
Qi×H2 ∈ X(H), Claim

B implies that
√
Qi ∈ X(H1) for all i ∈ [1, n]. Note that aH1 = Q1 ∩ . . . ∩Qn. It follows by [24,

Theorem 22.7] that H1 is weakly Krull. �
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Corollary 5.9. Let G be a group and let G0 ⊂ G be a subset. Then B(G0) is weakly Krull if
and only if B(G0 \ {1}) is weakly Krull.

Proof. If 1 /∈ G0 the statement is trivial, so let 1 ∈ G0. Since 1 (considered as a sequence) has
the property that S ∈ B(G0) if and only if S · 1 ∈ B(G0) for all S ∈ F(G0), it is clear that
B(G0 \ {1}) × F({1}) ∼= B(G0) (the isomorphism being (S, 1[n]) 7→ S · 1[n]). Now the assertion
follows by Proposition 5.8. �

Proof of Theorem 5.1.2. By Corollary 5.9 we can assume that G0 does not contain the element
1. If G0 ⊂ 〈α〉 or |G0| = 1, then B(G0) is Krull and hence weakly Krull. For every g ∈ G0, we
let pg = {S ∈ B(G0) : g ∈ supp(S)}. We distinguish three cases depending on G0 and in each
case we prove the asserted equivalence.

Case 1: G0 ⊂ 〈α〉τ with |G0| ≥ 2.

If |G0| = 2, say G0 = {αiτ, αjτ}, where i, j ∈ Z are distinct, then A(G0) = {(αiτ)[2], (αjτ)[2]},
which implies B(G0) is factorial and hence weakly Krull.

Suppose |G0| = 3. We will show B(G0) is weakly Krull. Let G0 = {αiτ, αjτ, αkτ}, where
i, j, k ∈ Z are distinct.

Claim D: Let d = gcd(|k − i|, |k − j|, |j − i|). Then

A(B(G0)) = {(αiτ)[2], (αjτ)[2], (αkτ)[2], A := (αiτ)[|k−j|/d]
· (αjτ)[|k−i|/d]

· (αkτ)[|j−i|/d]} .

Proof of Claim D. Let S = (αiτ)[x] · (αjτ)[y] · (αkτ)[z] ∈ F(G0), where x, y, z ∈ N0. We define
the map φ : F(G0) → Z by φ(S) = ix+ jy+ kz. To show the assertion, we will use the fact that
S ∈ B(G0) if and only if there exist subsequences T1 and T2 such that S = T1 · T2, |T1| = |T2|,
and φ(T1) = φ(T2) (see Claim A of Proof of Theorem 5.1.1). In particular, if S is an atom,

then supp(T1)∩ supp(T2) = ∅, since otherwise h[2] · (S ·h[−2]) would be a decomposition of S for
every h ∈ supp(T1) ∩ supp(T2) by Claim A; contradicting the fact that S is an atom.

Let A0 ∈ A(B(G0)). If | supp(A0)| = 1, then A0 ∈ {(αiτ)[2], (αjτ)[2], (αkτ)[2]}.
Suppose | supp(A0)| = 2, say supp(A0) = {αiτ, αjτ}. Let T1 and T2 be the subsequences such

that A0 = T1 · T2, |T1| = |T2|, φ(T1) = φ(T2), α
iτ ∈ supp(T1). Then supp(T1) ∩ supp(T2) = ∅

and hence T1 = (αiτ)[vαiτ
(A0)] and T2 = (αjτ)[vαjτ

(A0)]. Therefore vαiτ (S) = vαjτ (S) and
vαiτ (S)i = vαjτ (S)j, a contradiction.

Suppose | supp(A0)| = 3. After renumbering if necessary, we may suppose i < j < k and

A0 = (αiτ)[x] · (αjτ)[y] · (αkτ)[z], where x, y, z ∈ N. Let T1 and T2 be the subsequences such that
A0 = T1 · T2, |T1| = |T2|, φ(T1) = φ(T2), and α

iτ ∈ supp(T1). Then supp(T1) ∩ supp(T2) = ∅.
If supp(T1) = {αiτ}, then T1 = (αiτ)[x] and T2 = (αjτ)[y] · (αkτ)[z], whence x = y + z and

ix = jy + kz > iy + iz, a contradiction. If supp(T1) = {αiτ, αjτ}, then T1 = (αiτ)[x] · (αjτ)[y]

and T2 = (αkτ)[z], whence x + y = z and ix + jy = kz = kx + ky > ix + jy, a contradiction.

Therefore supp(T1) = {αiτ, αkτ} and hence T1 = (αiτ)[x] · (αkτ)[z] and T2 = (αjτ)[y]. It follows
that ix+ kz = jy and x+ z = y. Since

(
(k− j)/d, (k− i)/d, (j − i)/d

)
is a solution of the above

linear equations, we obtain that (x, y, z) = r
(
(k− j)/d, (k− i)/d, (j− i)/d

)
, where r is a positive

rational. Since gcd
(
(k − j)/d, (k − i)/d, (j − i)/d

)
= 1, we have that r ∈ N and hence r = 1,

since A0 is an atom. �[Claim D.]
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Since G0 consists of torsion elements, it follows by Proposition 3.7 that X(B(G0)) = {pg : g ∈
G0} is finite. Now let S ∈ ⋂

g∈G0
B(G0)pg . Then S ∈ F(G0) and |S| is even. By definition

of weakly Krull monoids, we need to show S ∈ B(G0). If | supp(S)| = 1, then S ∈ B(G0). If

| supp(S)| = 2, say supp(S) = {αiτ, αjτ}, then there exist n,m ∈ N such that S = (αiτ)[n] ·

(αjτ)[m]. It follows by the fact that |S| is even that n and m are either both even or both odd.
If both are even, then S ∈ B(G0). Suppose both are odd. Since S ∈ B(G0)p

αkτ
, we obtain

there exists S1 ∈ B(G0) \ pαkτ such that S · S1 ∈ B({αiτ, αjτ}). It follows that vαiτ (S · S1)
and vαjτ (S · S1) are both even, whence vαiτ (S1) and vαjτ (S1) are both odd, a contradiction to
S1 ∈ B(G0) \ pαkτ = B({αiτ, αjτ}).

So it remains to treat the case when | supp(S)| = 3. Assume S = (αiτ)[k1] ·(αjτ)[k2] ·(αkτ)[k3],
where k1, k2, k3 ∈ N with k1 + k2 + k3 even. If all three of them are even, then S ∈ B(G0).
Otherwise, after renumbering if necessary, we may assume k1, k2 are odd and k3 is even. Since
S ∈ B(G0)p

αkτ
, we obtain some S1 ∈ B(G0) \ pαkτ such that S · S1 ∈ B(G0). It follows by

supp(S1) ⊂ {αiτ, αjτ} that vαiτ (S1) is even and hence vαiτ (S · S1) is odd. By Claim D, we
may suppose

S · S1 = A[w]
· ((αiτ)[2])[x] · ((αjτ)[2])[y] · ((αkτ)[2])[z] , where w, x, y, z ∈ N0 .

Then w · vαiτ (A) and hence vαiτ (A) are odd. A similar argument shows vαjτ (A) is odd and |A|
even implies that vαkτ (A) is even. If A |F(G0) S, then vαlτ (S ·A[−1]) is even for all l ∈ {i, j, k},
which implies S · A[−1] and hence S are product-one sequences. If A ∤F(G0) S, then there
is l ∈ {i, j, k} such that vαlτ (S) < vαlτ (A). Since S ∈ B(G0)p

αlτ
, it follows that there is

S1 ∈ B(G0 \ {αlτ}) such that S ·S1 ∈ B(G0). Since vαlτ (S ·S1) = vαlτ (S) < vαlτ (A), there exist

x, y, z ∈ N0 such that S · S1 = (αiτ)[2x] · (αjτ)[2y] · (αkτ)[2z], whence k1 + vαiτ (S1) = 2x is even.
Since k1 is odd, we have that vαiτ (S1) is odd, a contradiction to the fact that S1 ∈ B(G0\{αlτ}).

Suppose |G0| ≥ 4. Then there exist distinct i, j, k, r ∈ Z\{0} such that {αiτ, αjτ, αkτ, αrτ} ⊂
G0. In this case, we will show B(G0) is not weakly Krull. Set di = gcd(j−k, j−r, k−r) = 2βid′i,
dj = gcd(i − k, i − r, k − r) = 2βjd′j, dk = gcd(j − i, j − r, i − r) = 2βkd′k, and dr = gcd(j −
k, j − i, k − i) = 2βrd′r such that d′i, d

′
j , d

′
k, d

′
r are all odd. By symmetry, we may assume that

βi = max{βi, βj , βk, βr}.
Note that Ai = (αjτ)[|k−r|/di]

· (αkτ)[|j−r|/di]
· (αrτ)[|j−k|/di] ∈ A(G0) and |Ai| is even. It

follows by di = gcd(j − k, j − r, k − r) that two of (j − k)/di, (j − r)/di, (k − r)/di are odd.
By symmetry, we may suppose (k − r)/di is even and (j − r)/di, (j − k)/di are odd. Consider

Aj = (αiτ)[|k−r|/dj]
· (αkτ)[|i−r|/dj ]

· (αrτ)[|i−k|/dj ] ∈ A(G0). Since βi ≥ βj , we obtain (k − r)/dj
is even and hence (i− r)/dj , (i− k)/dj are both odd.

Let S = (αkτ)[|j−r|/di]
· (αrτ)[|j−k|/di]. Then S 6∈ B(G0) and

S =
Ai

(αjτ)[|k−r|/di]
=
Aj · (α

kτ)[|j−r|/di−|i−r|/dj ]
· (αrτ)[|j−k|/di−|i−k|/dj ]

(αiτ)[|k−r|/dj ]
∈

⋂

p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p .

By definition of weakly Krull monoids, we obtain B(G0) is not weakly Krull.

Case 2: |G0 ∩ 〈α〉| ≥ 1 and |G0 ∩ 〈α〉τ | ≥ 2.
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Then there are i ∈ Z \ {0} and distinct j, k ∈ Z such that {αi, αjτ, αkτ} ⊂ G0. Therefore
X(B(G0)) ⊂ {pg : g ∈ G0} and

(αi)[2] =
(αi)[2] · (αjτ)[2]

(αjτ)[2]
=

(αi)[2] · (αkτ)[2]

(αkτ)[2]
∈

⋂

p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p .

By definition of weakly Krull monoids, it follows that B(G0) is not weakly Krull.

Case 3: |G0 ∩ 〈α〉| ≥ 1 and |G0 ∩ 〈α〉τ | = 1.

Suppose G0 ∩ 〈α〉τ = {αkτ}, where k ∈ Z. If G0 \ {αkτ} ⊂ {αi : i ∈ N} or G0 \ {αkτ} ⊂
{α−i : i ∈ N}, then X(B(G0)) = {pg : g ∈ G0 \ {pαkτ}} and hence for αx ∈ G0 we have that

(αx)[2] ∈
⋂

p∈X(B(G0))

B(G0)p \ B(G0) .

By definition of weakly Krull monoids, it follows that B(G0) is not weakly Krull.
Now we assume that G0 \ {αkτ} = {αi : i ∈ I} ∪ {α−j : j ∈ J}, where I, J are nonempty sets

of positive integers. Let d = gcd(I ∪ J) and let G1 = {τ} ∪ {αi/d : i ∈ I} ∪ {α−j/d : j ∈ J}. By
changing bases, we obtain that B(G0) is weakly Krull if and only if B(G1) is weakly Krull.

Suppose |I ∪ J | ≥ 2. Let i0 ∈ I ∪ J and G2 = {τ, αi0/d} ∪ {α−j/d : j ∈ (I ∪ J) \ {i0}}. By
Lemma 5.5.2, we obtain that B(G1) is weakly Krull if and only if B(G2) is weakly Krull. Now
the assertion follows from Proposition 5.7.

Suppose |I ∪ J | = 1, say I ∪ J = {i}. Then G1 = {τ, α, α−1}. To finish the proof, we only
need to show that B(G1) is weakly Krull. Let S ∈ ⋂

p∈X(B(G1))
B(G1)p. Then Lemma 5.5.1

implies that S ∈ F(G1). It suffices to show that S is a product-one sequence. Since there
exists Sτ ∈ B(G1) with τ 6∈ supp(Sτ ) such that S · Sτ is a product-one sequence, we obtain
that vτ (S) is even. If vτ (S) = 0, then S is a product-one sequence. Now we suppose vτ (S) is
a positive even integer. Since there exists Sα ∈ B(G1) with α 6∈ supp(Sα) such that S · Sα is
a product-one sequence, we obtain that vα(S · Sα) + vα−1(S · Sα) and vα−1(Sα) are both even,
whence vα(S) + vα−1(S) is even. It follows that S is a product-one sequence. �

Proof of Theorem 5.1.3. (c) ⇔ (e) follows by Theorem 3.11.2, (a) ⇔ (b) follows by Equation
(4.1), and (c) ⇒ (b) follows by Proposition 4.1.2. It remains to show (b) ⇒ (d) and (d) ⇒ (e).

(b) ⇒ (d) If G0 * 〈α〉 and G0 * 〈α〉τ ∪ {1}, then there are i ∈ Z \ {0} and j ∈ Z such

that αi, αjτ ∈ G0. Then for all n ∈ N we have that An = (αi)[2n] · (αjτ)[2] ∈ A(G0). Since

An |B(G0) ((α
i)[2] · (αjτ)[2])n and An ∤B(G0) ((α

i)[2] · (αjτ)[2])m for any m ∈ [1, n − 1], it follows
that ω(B(G0), An) ≥ n and hence ω(G0) = ∞.

(d) ⇒ (e) If G0 ⊂ 〈α〉, then 〈G0〉 is abelian and hence the finiteness of G0 implies B(G0)
is finitely generated. If G0 ⊂ 〈α〉τ ∪ {1}, then G0 consists of torsion elements. It follows by
Theorem 3.11.2 that B(G0) is finitely generated. �

Proof of Theorem 5.1.4. (d) ⇒ (b) is clear. For (b) ⇒ (c), recall that ρ = sup{ρk/k : k ≥ 2}.
(a) ⇒ (e) and (c) ⇒ (e) If G0∩〈α〉τ 6= ∅ and B(G0∩〈α〉) * {1B(G0), 1

[n]
G : n ≥ 0}, then there exist

i ∈ N, j ∈ Z<0, and k ∈ Z such that {αi, αj , αkτ} ⊂ G0. We will show that t(G0, (α
kτ)[2]) = ∞
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and ρ2(G0) = ∞. Let m = lcm(i,−j) and ni = m/i, nj = m/(−j). Then (αi)[ni]
· (αj)[nj ] is an

atom. For every n ∈ N, let Sn = (αkτ)[4] · (αi)[2nin]
· (αj)[2njn]. Then

Z(Sn) ∩ (αkτ)[2] · Z(B(G0)) = {z′n := (αkτ)[2] · (αkτ)[2] · ((αi)[ni]
· (αj)[nj ])[2n]}.

Set zn = ((αkτ)[2] · (αi)[2nin]) · ((αkτ)[2] · (αj)[2njn]) ∈ Z(Sn). Then t(G0, (α
kτ)[2]) ≥ d(zn, z

′
n) =

2n + 2 and ρ2(G0) ≥ 2n + 2, whence t(G0, (α
kτ)[2]) = ∞ and ρ2(G0) = ∞.

(e) ⇒ (a) and (e) ⇒ (d) If G0 ⊂ 〈α〉, then it follows by Theorem 5.1.3 that D(G0) < ∞ and
B(G0) is tame. Now Proposition 4.1.2 implies ρ(G0) is accepted.

Suppose B(G0 ∩ 〈α〉) ⊂ {1B(G0), 1
[n]
G : n ≥ 0} and G0 ∩ 〈α〉τ 6= ∅. First, we prove that for all

A ∈ A(G0) \ {1G} we have that

2 ≤
∑

g∈G0∩〈α〉τ

vg(A) ≤ max
{ ∑

g∈G0∩〈α〉τ

vg(S) : S ∈ A(D)
}
=:M,

where D is the finitely generated monoid defined in Equation (5.1). The first inequality 2 ≤∑
g∈G0∩〈α〉τ

vg(A) follows from the fact that B(G0 ∩ 〈α〉) ⊂ {1B(G0), 1
[n]
G : n ≥ 0}. Let W ∈

A(G0) \ A(D). Then 1G 6∈ supp(W ). We can write W = U1 · . . . · Ur · g
[2]
1 · . . . · g

[2]
t , where

r, t ∈ N0, g1, . . . , gt ∈ G0 ∩ 〈α〉, and U1, . . . , Ur ∈ A(D) ∩ A(G0). Thus supp(Ui) ∩ 〈α〉τ 6= ∅
for every i ∈ [1, r]. If r = 0, then supp(B) ∈ G0 ∩ 〈α〉, a contradiction. Suppose r ≥ 2. Since

U ′
1 : = U1 · g

[2]
1 · . . . · g

[2]
t ∈ A(G0), we obtain that W = U ′

1 · U2 · . . . · Ur, a contradiction. Thus
r = 1 and hence

∑
g∈G0∩〈α〉τ

vg(W ) =
∑

g∈G0∩〈α〉τ

vg(U1) ≤M . The second inequality follows.

We will show t(G0, A) <∞ for every A ∈ A(G0) and ρ(G0) =M/2 is accepted.
If A = 1G this is clear by [18, Lemma 1.6.5.2], so let A ∈ A(G0) \ {1G}. By Equation (4.2), it

suffices to prove ω(G0, A) and τ(G0, A) are both finite. Let n ∈ N and U1, . . . , Un ∈ B(G0)\{1G}
such that A |B(G0) U1 · . . . ·Un. Let A = A1 · . . . ·Am be a factorization of A in D. Note that ω(D)
is finite by [18, Theorem 3.1.4]. Since ω(D,A) ≤ mω(D), after renumbering if necessary, we may
assume A |D U1 · . . . ·Umω(D). Set A

′ = U1 · . . . ·Umω(D) ·A
−1. Since

∑
g∈G0∩〈α〉τ

vg(Umω(D)+1) ≥ 2,

we obtain A′
· Umω(D)+1 ∈ B(G0) and hence A |B(G0) U1 · . . . · Umω(D)+1. Therefore ω(G0, A) ≤

mω(D) + 1 is finite. Note that for every U ∈ A(G0) \ {1G} we have that
∑

g∈G0∩〈α〉τ

vg(U) ≥ 2.

Suppose A |B(G0) U1 · . . . ·Un, but A does not divide any proper subproduct. Then n ≤ ω(G0, A)

and U1 · . . . · Un · A[−1] = W1 · . . . · Wm, where m ∈ N and W1, . . . ,Wm ∈ A(G0). Since
2 ≤ ∑

g∈G0∩〈α〉τ
vg(Wi) for every i ∈ [1,m] and M ≥ ∑

g∈G0∩〈α〉τ
vg(Uj) for every j ∈ [1, n], we

obtain that m ≤ nM
2 ≤ M ·ω(G0,A)

2 . The definition of τ(G0, A) implies that τ(G0, A) ≤ M ·ω(G0,A)
2

is finite.
Note that

ρ(G0) = sup
{max(L(S))

min(L(S))
: S ∈ B(G0 \ {1G}) \ {1B(G0)}

}

≤ sup
{M/2 ·min(L(S))

min(L(S))
: S ∈ B(G0 \ {1G}) \ {1B(G0)}

}

=
M

2
.
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Let A ∈ A(G0) such that
∑

g∈G0∩〈α〉τ

vg(A) = M . Then A = h1 · . . . · hr · g1 · . . . · gM , where

hi ∈ G0∩〈α〉 and gi ∈ G0∩〈α〉τ . It follows that A[2] = (h
[2]
1 · . . . ·h

[2]
r · g

[2]
1 ) · g

[2]
2 · . . . · g

[2]
M , whence

ρ(L(A[2])) ≥ M
2 , thus, using the above inequality, ρ(L(A[2])) = M

2 and ρ(G0) is accepted. �

Proof of Theorem 5.1.5. Suppose c(G0) < ∞. Then the set of distances is finite by Equation
(4.1). If ρk(G0) = ∞ for some k ∈ N, then the sets Uk(G0) have the asserted form by [12,
Theorem 4.2]. If ρk(G0) < ∞ for all k ≥ 2, then ρ(G0) is accepted by Theorem 5.1.4, whence
the claim for Uk(G0) holds by [12, Lemma 3.3 and Theorem 4.2] (see also [33, Theorem 1.2]).

It remains to show the finiteness of the catenary degree. Let D be the finitely generated
monoid defined in Equation (5.1). If G0 ⊂ 〈α〉, then by Theorem 5.1.3 and Equation (4.1) we
obtain c(G0) is finite. Suppose G0 ∩ 〈α〉τ 6= ∅ and set

N = max{|A| : A ∈ A(D)}.
Let G1 = 〈α〉 ∩G0. We first show the following two claims.

Claim A. Let S1, . . . , S|G1|+1 ∈ B(G1). Then there exists a nonempty subset I ⊂ [1, |G1| + 1]
such that vg(

∏
i∈I Si) is even for all g ∈ G1.

Proof of Claim A. Suppose (e1, . . . , e|G1|) is a basis of the elementary 2-group C
|G1|
2 and let

η : F(G1) → C
|G1|
2 be a monoid homomorphism defined by η(gi) = ei, where {g1, . . . , g|G1|} = G1.

Therefore for every sequence S over G1, we know vg(S) is even for all g ∈ G1 if and only if
σ(η(S)) = 0.

Since σ(η(S1)) · . . . ·σ(η(S|G1|+1)) is a sequence over C
|G1|
2 of length |G1|+1 = D(C

|G1|
2 ), there

exists a nonempty subset I ⊂ [1, |G1|+1] such that the sequence
∏

i∈I σ(η(Si)) is a product-one
sequence, whence vg(

∏
i∈I Si) is even for all g ∈ G1. �[End of proof of Claim A.]

Claim B. Let A ∈ A(G0) with supp(A) ∩ 〈α〉τ 6= ∅ and let T be a sequence over G1.

(i) For every T0 ∈ F(G0 ∩ 〈α〉), we have that T
[2]
0 ·A ∈ B(G0) and max L(T

[2]
0 ·A) ≤ 2|T0|+

N + |G1|.
(ii) Suppose A ∈ A(D). Let T0 ∈ F(G1) be a subsequence of T such that (T ·T

[−1]
0 )[2] ∈ B(G0)

with minimal length. Then max L(T
[2]
0 ·A) ≤ |G1|+N .

Proof of Claim B. (i) Let T0 ∈ F(G0∩〈α〉). Since A ∈ A(G0) ⊂ B(G0), there is an even number

of terms from G0∩〈α〉τ contained in A, so distributing T
[2]
0 appropriately gives T

[2]
0 ·A ∈ B(G0).

The definition of D implies that there exist a sequence T1 ∈ F(G0∩〈α〉) and an atom A1 ∈ A(D)

such that A = T
[2]
1 · A1. Suppose

T
[2]
0 ·A = T

[2]
0 · T

[2]
1 ·A1 =W1 · . . . ·Wr ,

where Wi ∈ A(G0) for all i ∈ [1, r]. Let I ⊂ [1, r] be the maximal subset such that
∏

i∈I Wi

is a subsequence of T
[2]
1 . Then for every j ∈ [1, r] \ I, we have that Wj ·

∏
i∈I Wi ∤F(G0) T

[2]
1 ,

whence r − |I| ≤ 2|T0| + |A1| ≤ 2|T0| + N . Assume to the contrary that |I| ≥ |G1| + 1. Then

Claim A implies that there exists a nonempty subset J ⊂ I such that
∏

i∈J Wi = T
[2]
3 for some

T3 ∈ F(G1). Note that (T1 ·T
[−1]
3 )[2] ·A1 is still a product-one sequence, using the same argument
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as above for T
[2]
0 · A ∈ B(G0), since we just cancel out terms of T1. This is a contradiction to

the fact that A ∈ A(G0). Therefore r ≤ 2|T0|+N + |I| ≤ 2|T0|+N + |G1|.
(ii) Suppose A ∈ A(D). Let T0 ∈ F(G1) be a subsequence of T such that (T ·T

[−1]
0 )[2] ∈ B(G0)

with minimal length. Suppose

T
[2]
0 ·A =W1 · . . . ·Wr ,

where Wi ∈ A(G0) for all i ∈ [1, r]. After renumbering if necessary, we may assume there exists
t ∈ N0 such that

W1 · . . . ·Wt |F(G0) T
[2]
0 and Wj ∤F(G0) T

[2]
0 · (W1 · . . . ·Wt)

[−1] for all j ∈ [t+ 1, r] ,

whence r − t ≤ |A| ≤ N . If t ≥ |G1|+ 1, then Claim A implies that there is a subset I ⊂ [1, t]

such that
∏

i∈I Wi = T
[2]
1 for some sequence T1 ∈ F(G1). It follows that T0·T [−1]

1 is a subsequence

of T such that (T · (T0 · T
[−1]
1 )[−1])[2] = T

[2]
1 · (T · T

[−1]
0 )[2] =

∏
i∈I Wi · (T · T

[−1]
0 )[2] ∈ B(G0), a

contradiction to the minimality of |T0|. Thus t ≤ |G1| and r ≤ |G1|+N . �[End of proof of
Claim B.]

To prove the finiteness of c(G0), we show that

c(G0) ≤ γ = 4t(D) + 2 + 2|G1|+ 2N .

Assume to the contrary that there exists B ∈ B(G0) with cB(G0)(B) > γ. Let B ∈ B(G0) be
the counter example such that |B| is minimal and let z1 = U1 · . . . · Uk, z2 = V1 · . . . · Vℓ be two
factorizations of B between which there is no γ-chain. Since A(G1) ⊂ A(D), we obtain that
c(G1) ≤ D(G1) ≤ N , whence supp(B) ∩ 〈α〉τ 6= ∅. By symmetry, we may suppose supp(V2 ·

. . . · Vℓ) ∩ 〈α〉τ 6= ∅. Suppose V1 = V ′
1 · h

[2]
1 · . . . · h

[2]
r , where r ∈ N0, V

′
1 ∈ A(G0) ∩ A(D), and

h1, . . . , hr ∈ G1. Therefore for every subset I ⊂ [1, r], we have that V ′
1 ·

∏
i∈I h

[2]
i ∈ A(G0)

and V ′
1 ·

∏
i∈I h

[2]
i

∣∣∣
B(G0)

B. To see this, note that supp(V ′
1) ⊂ 〈α〉 implies that r = 0 and the

statement is trivial. In the case supp(V ′
1)∩ 〈α〉τ 6= ∅, we use the same argument as above to see

that V ′
1 ·

∏
i∈I h

[2]
i ∈ B(G0), namely distribute the hi appropriately. If V

′
1 ·

∏
i∈I h

[2]
i /∈ A(G0) we

could distribute the remaining hj and would get a contradiction to V1 ∈ A(G0). Also the second

statement can be seen using the argument above to show that (V2 ·. . .·Vℓ)·
∏

j∈[1,r]\I h
[2]
j ∈ B(G0).

We proceed by the following two claims.

Claim C. There is a factorization z3 = V ′
1 ·W1 · . . . ·Wt such that there is a γ-chain between z1

and z3.

Claim D. Let I ( [1, r], V ∗
1 = V ′

1 ·

∏
i∈I h

[2]
i , and j ∈ [1, r] \ I. If z′ = V ∗

1 · Y1 · . . . · Yx is a

factorization of B, then there exists a factorization z′′ = (V ∗
1 · h

[2]
j ) · Y ′

1 · . . . · Y
′
x′ of B such that

there is a γ-chain between z′ and z′′.

If Claim C and Claim D hold, then there exists a factorization z4 = V1 ·X1 · . . . ·Xt of B
such that there is a γ-chain between z1 and z4. Since |V2 · . . . · Vℓ| = |X1 · . . . ·Xt| < |B|, by the
minimality of |B| there is a γ-chain between z4 and z2, whence we are done.

Proof of Claims C and D. Let G2 = G0 ∩ 〈α〉τ . Let U∗ be an atom of D. If U∗ is also an atom
of B(G0), then let U0 = 1B(G0) and otherwise let U0 be an atom of B(G0) such that U∗

· U0 is
also an atom of B(G0).
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Suppose B has two factorizations z7 = U0 · U1 · . . . · Ul and z8 = (U0 · U
∗) · V1 · . . . · Vm and

suppose supp(U1 · . . . Ul · (U
∗)[−1]) ∩G2 6= ∅. It suffices to show that there is a γ-chain between

them. Then both statements follow by choosing the parameters for Claim C as U∗ = V ′
1 , U0

trivial, U1 · . . . · Ul = z1 and for Claim D as U∗ = h
[2]
j and U0 = V ′

1 .

Note that U∗ divides U1 · . . . · Ul in D. There is a subset I ⊂ [1, l], say I = [1, w], such that

|I| = w ≤ ω(D) + 1, U∗ |D
∏w

i=1 Ui, and supp((U∗)[−1]
·

∏w
i=1 Ui) ∩G2 6= ∅. Therefore (U∗)[−1]

·∏w
i=1 Ui ∈ B(G0) and U∗ | B(G0)

∏w
i=1 Ui. For each i ∈ [1, w], suppose Ui = U ′

i · g
[2]
i,1 · . . . · g

[2]
i,ti

,

where U ′
i ∈ A(D), ti ∈ N0, and gi,1, . . . , gi,ti ∈ G1. Let J ⊂ [1, w] and Ii ⊂ [1, ti] for each

i ∈ [1, w] be subsets such that

U∗ |DX =
∏

j∈J

U ′
j ·

w∏

i=1

( ∏

ji∈Ii

g
[2]
i,ji

)
,

but U∗ does not divide any proper subproduct. Thus (U∗)[−1]
· X has a factorization in D of

length ≤ τ(D). Suppose

X ·

∏

j∈[1,w]\J

U ′
j = U∗

·X1 · . . . ·Xτ ,

where Xi ∈ A(D) and τ ≤ τ(D) + w − |J | ≤ 2t(D) + 1.
Let T =

∏w
i=1(

∏
ji∈[1,ti]\Ii

gi,ji). Then

B = U0 · T
[2]

·X ·

∏

j∈[1,w]\J

U ′
j ·

l∏

j=w+1

Uj .

Let T0 =
∏w

i=1(
∏

ji∈I′i
gi,ji) be a subsequence of T such that (T · T

[−1]
0 )[2] ∈ B(G0) with minimal

length, where I ′i ⊂ [1, ti] \ Ii. Note that T0 can be trivial or equal to T . Suppose

(T · T
[−1]
0 )[2] =W1 · . . . ·Wy ,

where Wi ∈ A(G1). Let U
′′
i = U ′

i ·
∏

j∈Ii∪I′i
g
[2]
i,j . Then U

′′
i ∈ A(G0) (using the same argument as

above Claim C) and B has a factorization

z10 = U0 · U
′′
1 · . . . · U ′′

w ·W1 · . . . ·Wy · Uw+1 · . . . · Ul ( note that U0 ∈ A(G0) ∪ {1B(G0)}) .
After renumbering if necessary, we may assume there exists τ0 ∈ N such that Xi ∈ A(G0)

for all i ∈ [1, τ0], Xi 6∈ A(G0) for all i ∈ [τ0 + 1, τ ], and supp(X1) ∩ G2 6= ∅ (note that

supp((U∗)[−1]
·

∏w
i=1 Ui) ∩ G2 6= ∅). Then |Xi| = 2 for every i ∈ [τ0 + 1, τ ], X1 · T

[2]
0 ∈ B(G0),

and by Claim B, X1 ·T
[2]
0 has a factorization X1 ·T

[2]
0 = Y1 · . . . ·Ys of length s ≤ |G1|+N . We

may suppose supp(Y1) ∩ G2 6= ∅. Then by Claim B again, X ′ = Y1 ·Xτ0+1 · . . . ·Xτ ∈ B(G0)
has a factorization of length ≤ |Xτ0+1 · . . . ·Xτ |+N + |G1| = 2(τ − τ0)+N + |G1|. It follows by
B ·(T ·T

[−1]
0 )[−2]

·(Uw+1 · . . . ·Ul)
[−1]

·(U∗
·U0)

[−1] = T 2
0 ·X1 · . . . ·Xτ = X2 · . . . ·Xτ0 ·Y2 · . . . ·Ys ·X

′

that B · (T · T
[−1]
0 )[−2]

· (Uw+1 · . . . · Ul)
[−1]

· (U∗
· U0)

[−1] has a factorization of length ≤ (τ0 −
1) + |G1|+N + 2(τ − τ0) +N + |G1| ≤ γ. Therefore B has a factorization

z3 = (U∗
· U0) ·W

′
1 · . . . ·W

′
x ·W1 · . . . ·Wy · Uw+1 · . . . · Ul

with x ≤ γ − 1, whence d(z3, z10) ≤ max{γ, ω(D) + 1}, where W ′
1, . . . ,W

′
x ∈ A(G0). Note that

by choice and Equation 4.1 we get that w ≤ ω(D) + 1 ≤ t(D) + 1.
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By Claim A, there exist a ∈ N and sequences T ′
1, . . . , T

′
a over G1 such that [1, y] = K1⊎ . . .⊎

Ka, where K1, . . . ,Ka are disjoint subsets of [1, y] with |Ki| ≤ |G1|+ 1 for every i ∈ [1, a], and

(T ′
i )

[2] =
∏

j∈Ki
Wj . Furthermore, there exist J

(j)
i ⊂ [1, ti] \ (Ii ∪ I ′i) for all i ∈ [1, w] and all

j ∈ [1, a] such that T ′
k =

∏w
i=1(

∏
j∈J

(k)
i

gi,j) for all k ∈ [1, a]. Set

U
(k)
i = U ′′

i ·

∏

j∈J
(1)
i ∪...∪J

(k)
i

g
[2]
i,j

and hence U
(k)
i ∈ A(G0) for all k ∈ [1, a] and i ∈ [1, w]. Then

z10+k = U0 · U
(k)
1 · . . . U (k)

w ·

∏

j∈[1,y]\(K1∪...∪Kk)

Wj ·

l∏

i=w+1

Ui

is a factorization of B, where k ∈ [1, a]. Note that z10+a = z7 and d(z10+i, z10+i+1) ≤ w+|G1|+1
for every i ∈ [0, a− 1]. Then there is a (w + |G1|+ 1)-chain between z7 and z10.

By the minimality of the choice of |B|, we obtain there is a γ-chain between z3 and z8, whence
there is a γ-chain between z7 and z8.

�[End of proof of Claims C and D.]

Thus the proof of Theorem 5.1.5 is complete. �

We continue with three examples.

Example 5.10. If G0 = {α,α−1, τ}, then B(G0) is a root closed v-noetherian G-monoid, but
neither a C-monoid nor locally tame, and D(G0) = ω(G0) = ∞.

Proof. Since G0 is finite, it follows by Theorem 5.1 that B(G0) is a v-noetherian G-monoid,
D(G0) = ω(G0) = ∞, and not locally tame, whence not a C-monoid by [18, Theorem 3.3.4.3].

To show B(G0) is root closed, it suffices to prove B̃(G0) ⊂ B(G0). Let S1
S2

∈ B̃(G0) ⊂ F(G0)

with S1 = α[n1]
· (α−1)[m1]

· τ [l1], S2 = α[n2]
· (α−1)[m2]

· τ [l2] ∈ B(G0). Then n1 ≥ n2, m1 ≥ m2,
l1 ≥ l2, and l1, l2, |n1 − m1|, |n2 − m2| are even. Therefore (n1 − n2) − (m1 − m2), l1 − l2 are

even and S1
S2

= α[n1−n2]
· (α−1)[m1−m2]

· τ [l1−l2]. If l1 − l2 6= 0, then S1
S2

∈ B(G0). Suppose l1 = l2.

Since S1
S2

∈ B̃(G0), there exists N ∈ N such that (S1
S2
)[N ] = α[N(n1−n2)]

· (α−1)[N(m1−m2)] ∈ B(G0),

which implies that (S1
S2
) = α[n1−n2]

· (α−1)[m1−m2] ∈ B(G0) and we are done. �

Example 5.11. If G0 = {α, τ}, then B(G0) is a root closed v-noetherian G-monoid, a half-
factorial non-finitely generated C-monoid whence locally tame, but not completely integrally
closed, and D(G0) = ω(G0) = ∞.

Proof. It is clear that A(G0) = {α[2n]
· τ [2] : n ∈ N0}. Thus D(G0) = ω(G0) = ∞, B(G0) is not

finitely generated, and every sequence S ∈ B(G0) \ {1B(G0)} can be written as S = α[2n]
· τ [2m]

for some n ∈ N0,m ∈ N, whence L(S) = {vτ (S)
2 }. Therefore B(G0) is half-factorial and

C(B(G0),F(G0)) = {[1F(G0)], [α
[2]], [α], [τ [2]], [τ ], [α · τ [2]], [α · τ ]} ,

whence B(G0) is a C-monoid and therefore locally tame by [18, Theorem 3.3.4.3]. Example 5.10

implies that B(G0) is root closed. Note that α
[2] = α[2]

·τ [2]

τ [2]
∈ q(B(G0)) and τ

[2]
· (α[2])[n] ∈ B(G0)

for all n ∈ N, but α[2] /∈ B(G0). We obtain B(G0) is not completely integrally closed. �
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In Proposition 3.10 we proved that monoids of product-one sequences over finite subsets of
groups are finitary. Next we show that there are finitary monoids of product-one sequences over
infinite subsets of groups.

Example 5.12. If G0 = {τ, αm : m ∈ N}, then B(G0) is finitary, but neither a G-monoid nor
seminormal, and D(G0) = ω(G0) = ∞.

Proof. If G1 = {α, τ}, then B(G1) ⊂ B(G0) is a divisor closed submonoid, whence Example 5.11
implies that ∞ = D(G1) ≤ D(G0) and ∞ = ω(G1) ≤ ω(G0).

In the notation of Proposition 3.10, let n = 1 and A1 = τ [2]. Then {A1} satisfies the conditions
in Proposition 3.10 and hence B(G0) is finitary. By Theorem 3.11, B(G0) is not a G-monoid.
To see that B(G0) is not seminormal, we set S1 = (α2)[3] · α6

· τ [4] and S2 = (α2)[2] · τ [2]. Then

S1, S2 ∈ B(G0) and S = α2
· α6

· τ [2] = S1
S2

∈ q(B(G0)) \ B(G0), but S
[2], S[3] ∈ B(G0). �

Finally, we give the proof of Theorem 5.2.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let G be an infinite dihedral group.
1. This follows from Theorem 3.14
2. Theorem 4.4 implies that L(G) has the given form, whence ∆(G) and Uk(G) are as asserted.
3. The monoid B(G) is an FF-monoid by Proposition 4.1. Since ∆(G) = N, we obtain c(G) =

ω(G) = ∞ by Equation (4.1). Example 5.10 shows that B(G) has divisor-closed submonoids,
that are not locally tame, whence B(G) is not locally tame. �
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