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ON PRODUCT-ONE SEQUENCES OVER SUBSETS OF GROUPS

VICTOR FADINGER AND QINGHAI ZHONG

ABSTRACT. Let G be a group and Go C G be a subset. A sequence over Gy means a finite
sequence of terms from G, 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 Gy C G be a subset. Elements of the free abelian monoid over G are
called sequences over GGy. Thus, in combinatorial language, a sequence over GGy means a finite
sequence of terms from G, 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(Gy) of product-one
sequences over (g is a submonoid of the free abelian monoid over Gj.

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 Erdés-Ginzburg-Ziv constants
16l B0, BT, (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(Gy) ([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 Bl we provide an in-depth study
of algebraic properties of the monoid B(Gp) for subsets of arbitrary groups. Under certain
conditions, we characterize when B(Gp) is Krull, root closed, finitely generated, or a C-monoid
(Theorem B.IT]). For the whole group G, we establish characterizations for being weakly Krull,
or seminormal, and more (Theorem B.I4]). In Section [, 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 [l 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 1)) and for
the whole group (Theorem [.2]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

We denote by N the set of positive integers and we put Ng = N U {0}. For real numbers
a,b € R, we denote by [a,b] = {z € 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

e H' = {z € q(H): there is n € N such that 2™ € H for all m > n} is called the seminor-
malization of H,

e H={xeq(H): there is n € N such that 2™ € H} is called the root closure of H and

o H = {z € q(H): there is ¢ € H such that cz" € H for all n € N} is called the complete
wntegral closure of H.

A monoid H is called seminormal (resp. root closed, resp. completely integrally closed) it H = H'
(resp. H, resp. }AI)
Note the following two facts:
1. H C H C H C H (the first two inclusions being clear, the third follows from [I8]
Proposition 2.7.11]).
2. H is seminormal if and only if for every = € q(H) we have that 22, 2> € H implies z € H
(e.g. see [32, Lemma 2.4]).

A monoid homomorphism ¢ : H — D is

e a divisor homomorphism if for all a,b € H we have that ¢(a) |p ¢(b) implies a |g b;
e cofinal if for all a € D, there exists b € H such that a |p ¢(b).

A submonoid H C D is called saturated if the inclusion H < D is a divisor homomorphism
(equivalently, q(H) N D = H) and it is called divisor closed if for all d € D and h € H we have
that d |p h implies d € H. A monoid H is said to have a divisor theory if there exists a divisor
homomorphism ¢ : 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 C H with p = ged(p(X)).
Let X Cq(H). Weset (H: X)={yecq(H):yX CH}and X, = (H: (H: X)). We say X

is

e an s-ideal if X C H and XH = X

e a v-ideal if X C H and X = X,,.

e a t-ideal if X C H and

X = U E,.

ECX nonempty and finite

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 [I8, 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 Hyeq C F and
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the inclusion Hyeq < 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/Heq
the divisor class group (or just class group) of H. Let p be a prime s-ideal. We denote by
H, = {s1/s2 € q(H): s1 € H and sy € H \ p} the localization of H at p. A monoid H is called
a weakly Krull monoid (24, Corollary 22.5]) if

H= ﬂ H, and {peX(H):aecp} isfiniteforallaec H.
peX(H)

Let D be a monoid and H C D a submonoid. Two elements y,y’ € D are called H -equivalent
if y '"HND =y~ HN D (equivalently: If 2 € D, then yz € H if and only if /2 € H). This is
a congruence relation on D and for y € D we denote its congruence class by [y]g We set

C(H,D)={[ylp:y€ D} and C*(H,D)={[ylp:yeD\D*U{lp}},

the first being called the class semigroup of H C D and the latter the reduced class semigroup
of H C D. A monoid H is called a C-monoid if it is a submonoid of a factorial monoid F'
such that H* = H N 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* x F, where F is a monoid of divisors for H. We refer to ([I8, 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 Gy C G
be a subset. The submonoid generated by Gy will be denoted by [Gg], while the notation for the
subgroup generated by Gy is (Gp). If g,h € G, then the commutator of g and h is the element
[g,h] = g~ 'h~1gh € G. The commutator subgroup of G is G’ = ([g,h]: g,h € G).

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

i=1

where n € Ng, my,...,my, € N, and g1,...,9n, € Go. In order to distinguish the group multi-
plication from the operation on F(Gy), we denote the first by ” -7 (and avoid it when possible)
and the latter by ” - 7. For the same reason, if ¢ € Gq, the sequence g - ... g of length n is
denoted g™, whence ¢ € F(Gp) and ¢" € G. Let S = g1 -...- g € F(Gp) be a sequence.
Then |S| = ¢ € Ny is the length of S, supp(S) = {g1,...,9¢} is the support of S, and

7(S) ={9o(1) - - - - " Go(n) € G: 0 € &, is a permutation of [1,n]}

is the product set of S. If T, S € F(Gy), then T divides S, denoted by T | S, provided there
exists U € F(Gp) such that TU = S. In this case T is called a subsequence of S.
We say that S is

e a product-one sequence if 1¢ € w(S),
e product-one free if 1¢ ¢ n(T) for any 1 # T € F(Gyp) with T'| S.
The set
B(GO) = {S S .F(GO) 1g € W(S)} - .;E(Go)
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is a reduced submonoid of F(Gy), called the monoid of product-one sequences over Gy. We
denote by A(G)) its set of irreducible elements and by

D(Go) = sup{|S|: S € A(Gp)} € NU {0}

the (large) Davenport constant of Gy.

We call Gy condensed if every element of Gy is in the support of some sequence in B(Gy)
(equivalently, if B(Go) € F(Go) is cofinal). If Go € G, then G1 = Ugep(q,) Supp(5) € Go is the
maximal condensed subset of Gy and B(G1) = B(Gp). If Gy is condensed, then [Go] = (Gp). It
is obvious, that [Go] C (Gg). For the other inclusion let g € Go. Then by condensedness there
exists S € B(Gp) such that g € supp(S), say S =g1-...- g5 with 1 =g1...g)5 and g = g, for
some 7 € [1,|S]]. Then, since elements that are inverse to each other commute, we have that
1 =gry1...9891---gr- Therefore g~ € m(S - gi=1), so g71 € [Gg] and (Gp) C [Go)] 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(G)p)

This section contains our main algebraic results (Propositions B3] B.6] and Theorems B.11]
and B.I4]). 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(Gy) such that g € 7(S)} by 7(B(Gy)).

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a group and let Gy C G be a condensed subset such that (Go) = G. Then
m(B(Gyp)) = G' = m(B(G)). Moreover,

{S € F(G): 8] =1,5 € q(B(Go))} = {S € F(Go): |S| = 1,supp(S) € G'}.

Proof. Note that for every sequence S € B(G), we have that 7(S) € G’. Then 7(B(Gy)) C
7(B(G)) € G'. To show G' C w(B(Gyp)), it suffices to show ghg~'h~! € 7(B(Gy)) for every
g:h € G. Let g,h € G = (Go) = [Go]. Then there exist Sy, Sy, Sy-1,5,-1 € F(Gp) such
that g € 7(Sy), h € 7(Sh),g~! € m(S,-1), and h™! € w(Sy-1). Therefore {1,ghg  h™1} C
7(Sg + Sp+ Sg-1 + Sp-1) and we are done.

For the moreover statement, let S = g € F(G) with S = S—; € q(B(Gy)), where 51,52 € B(Gy).
Then supp(S) C Gy and 7(S1),7(S2) C G', whence g € 7(S1) C G, i.e., supp(S) C G'. For the
other inclusion, let S = g € F(Gp) with g € G’. Then ¢! € G’ and hence ¢! € 7(B(Go)).
There exists T € B(Gp) such that g=! € 7(T), whence S = # € q(B(Gp)) and we are done. [J

In view of the previous lemma we obtain the following: If Gy C (Gy)’ (in case Gy = G, we
speak of perfect groups), then q(B(Go)) = q(F(Gy)), since by {S € F(Go): |S| = 1} C q(B(Gp))
it follows that F(Gp) C q(B(Gp)). Therefore q(B(Gop)) N F(Go) = F(Go). If (Go)' is trivial, it
is well known that B(Gy) is saturated in F(Gp). In this sense we can consider the commutator
subgroup (Gp)’ to be a measure of how non-saturated B(Gp) C F(Gp) 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 Gy C G be a subset.
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1. A submonoid H C B(Gy) is divisor closed if and only if there exists a subset G1 C G
such that H = B(G1).
2. Let Gy C Gy be a subset consisting of torsion elements. Then G1 is a condensed subset

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

Proof. 1. Let G1 € Gy. Then clearly B(G1) C B(G)p) is divisor closed. Conversely, let H C
B(Go) be a divisor closed submonoid. We define G1 = (Jpcp supp(B) and hence H C B(G1).
Let S = g1-... gy, € B(G1), where ¢g1,...,9, € G1. By the definition of Gy, there exist
Ti,...,T, € H such that g; € supp(T;) for all i € [1,n]. Tt follows that g; ' € 7 (T} - gz[_l]) for all
i €[1,n] and hence 1 € (g ..o gy ) Ca(Ty-... T - ggfl} S gkl}). Therefore S divides
Ty -...-T, in B(Gy). By H C B(Gy) being divisor closed, we obtain S € H and we are done.

2. It is sufficient to show that G is condensed. But this is clear, since for all g € G we have
that glord@l € B(Gy). O

Lemma B.212 need not be true in the non-torsion case. Indeed, if G = (a,b: a" = b" = 1)
and Gy = {a, b, ab}, then a and b have finite order, but ab has infinite order. Moreover, G is
condensed, since ab - a1 . "=l € B(Gy), but G; = {ab} is not.

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

B(Go)* = {S € F(Gyp): n(S) C (Go)'}
is a monoid with
B(Go) € B(Go)* € F(Go) -

If (Gyp) is abelian, then B(Go) = B(Gp)*, and if (Gy) is perfect, then B(Go)* = F(Gp). Thus, in
both extremal cases, B(Gg)* 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 Go C G be a condensed subset such that (Go) = G.
1. The map

B : F(Go)/B(Go) — G/C
[S17(Go)/B(Go) = 9G” for any g € (S),

18 a group isomorphism.

2. B(Go)* = q(B(Go))NF(Go) is a saturated submonoid of F(Go). In particular, q(B(Go)) =
a(B(Go)*) and B(Gop)* is a Krull monoid.

3. B(Go)* = F(Gy) is a divisor theory if and only if for all g € Gy we have that [hG': h €
Go) = [hG": h € Gy \ {g}]. In this case, C(B(Gy)*) = G/G".

4. Suppose |G| # 2. Then the inclusion B(G)* — F(Q) is a divisor theory, C(B(G)*) = G /G’
and each class contains precisely |G'| prime divisors.

5. The following are equivalent.

-

(a) B(Go) C F(Gy) is saturated.
(b) The map ¢: C(B(Gy),F(Go)) — G/G' defined by @([S];%S\O))) = gG', where g €

0
w(S), is an isomorphism.

1

(c) B(Go) = B(Go)*.
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Proof. 1. First, note that Gg is condensed if and only if B(Gy) C F(Gy) is cofinal, whence
F(Go)/B(Go) is a group. For S € F(Go) we denote [S]r(cy)/B(qy) Py [S] and recall that
[Sl] = [SQ] if and only if there exist Cy,C5 € B(Go) such that S;-C; = Sy - Cs.

To show that ® is well-defined, let S1,Sy € F(Gp) with [S1] = [S2] and let g; € 7(S1) and
g2 € m(S2). Then there exist C1,Cy € B(Gy) such that S; - Cy = So - Cy. As g1 € 7(S1) C
W(Sl . Cl) = 7T(SQ . CQ) - ggGl, we obtain glG’ = ggG/.

Obviously, ® is a group homomorphism. For the surjectivity, let ¢ € G = (Go) = [Go].
Then there is S € F(Gy) such that g € w(S). To prove injectivity, let S1,S2 € F(Gp) with
g1 € m(S1),92 € 7(S2) such that g1G’ = g2GG’. Then there exists h € G’ such that g = goh.
By Lemma [B] there exists T' € B(Gy) with h € w(T'). Since G = [Gy], there is a sequence
W € F(Gp) such that g;' € m(W), whence 1 = g1g;'1 € n(S; - W - T) and 1 = gohg;* €
w(Sy - T - W). Note that Sy - (Sy-T W) =Sy-(S;-W -T) and hence [S1] = [S2].

2. Let S € B(Gp)*. Then «(S) C G'. By Lemma 1] there exists T € B(Gp) such that
1 € (S +T). Therefore S = &L € q(B(Gy)) N F(Gp). Let S € q(B(Go)) N F(Gy). Then there
exist S1,S52 € B(Gyp) such that S = g—;, whence 7(S) C 7(S1)7(S2)"! € G’G’ = G’. Therefore
S e B(Go)*.

We proved B(Go)* = q(B(Gp)) N F(Gp). Since B(Gp) C B(Gp)* C q(B(Gp)), we obtain
d(B(Go)*) = q(B(Gp)) and hence B(Go)* = q(B(Gp)*) N F(Gp). It follows that B(Gp)* is a
saturated submonoid of F(Gp). In particular, as a saturated submonoid of a Krull monoid,
B(Go)* is Krull [I8], Proposition 2.4.4.3].

3. Suppose B(Go)* < F(Gy) is a divisor theory and let g € Gy. It suffices to show ¢gG’ €
[fG': f € Go\ {g}]. Note that for every h € Gy, there exist n € N and Si,...,S, € B(Go)*
such that h = ged(Si,...,S,). If b # g, then there exists ¢ € [1,n] such that v;(S;) > 0
and vy(S;) = 0. Assume that S; = h+hy ...+ hy with hhy...hy € G', where t € N and
hi,...,h € Go\ {g}. Then h='G' = (1 G")... (G") € [fG': f € G \ {g}]. This implies that
[fG': f € Gy \ {g}] is indeed an abelian group. If h = g, then there exists i € [1,n] such that
vy(S;) =1, whence g7'G’ € [fG": f € Gy \ {g}]. Tt follows by the fact that [fG': f € G \ {g}]
is a group that gG’' € [fG": f € Gp \ {g}].

Suppose for all ¢ € Go, we have that [hG': h € Go| = [hG': h € Gy \ {g9}]. To show
B(Gp)* — F(Gp) is a divisor theory, by 2., it suffices to prove for every g € Gy, there exist
Ty,...,T, € B(Go)* such that g = ged(T1,...,T},), where n € N. Let g € Gp. Note that
[Go] = G, whence [hG' : h € Gy \ {g9}] = G/G’. So there exists W =gy +...-gr € F(Go \ {g})
such that m(g - W) C G’. Furthermore, for every j € [1,/], there exists W; € F(Gy \ {g;}) such
that w(g - W;) C G'. It follows that ged(g - W, g+ Wh,...,g+ W;) = g and we are done. If this
is the case, we obtain that C(B(Go)*) = F(Go)/B(Go)* just by the very definition of the class
group [I8 Definition 2.4.9]. Since by 2. we have that q(B(Gp)*) = q(B(Gy)), we obtain by 1.
that C(B(Go)*) = F(Go)/B(Go)* = F(Go)/B(Go) = 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 thereis h € G\ {1,g} such that g = h(h~'g) €
[G\ {g}] and we are done.

It remains to prove the statement on the prime divisors. Let S € F(G) with g € 7(S) and let
h € G. Tt suffices to show [S] = [h] if and only if h € gG’. In fact, if [S] = [h], then there exist
Cy,Cy € B(G)* such that h = SC—? and hence h € 7(9)7(C1)7(Cy)~! C gG'. If h € gG’, then
hg~' € G’ and thus h-g=1, S - 97! € B(Gp)*. It follows that S+ (h-g ') =h-(S-g71).
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5. (a) < (b) Since Gy is condensed, we obtain B(Gy) C F(Gp) and hence B/(\GO) C F(Gp)
are cofinal. By 1., we have that F(Go)/B(Go) = (GO)/B(GO) G/G'. By [I8| Prop. 2.8.7.3],

the map ¢ is a Well—deﬁned epimorphism and B (Go) C F(Gy) is saturated if and only if ¢ is an
isomorphism.

(a) & (c) It follows by 2. that l@ C F(Gy) is saturated if and only if l@ = q(l@) N
F(Go) = q(B(Go)*) N F(Go) = B(Go)™. O

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a group and let Gy C G be a condensed subset such that (Go) = G. If
G’ is torsion or Gq consists of torsion elements, then B(Gy) = B(Go) = B(Go)* is Krull.

Proof. We just proved in PI‘OpOSlthH B3l that B(Go) is a Krull monoid, having the same
quotient group as B(Gp). Therefore B(GO) C B(GO) C B(Gp)* and it suffices to show B(Gg)* C
B(Gy). -

Let S =g1+...-g0 € B(Gp)* and g € w(S). We have to verify that S € B(Gy). If G’ is

torsion, then g has finite order, whence SI"4Wl e B(Gy) and S € B(Gy). If Gy consists of
torsion elements, then for a = lem{ord(g;): i € [1,n]}, we have that Sl® € B(Gy), whence

e~

S € B(Gy). O

The above statement provides sufficient conditions implying that B(Gy) = B(Go)*. However,
in general, iterated complete integral closures of B(Gy) may still be proper submonoids of B(Gy)*,
even for finite subsets Gj.

Example 3.5. Let G = (a,b) be the free group with two generators and consider the subset
Go = {a,a=1,b,b7 1 aba=1b=1}. Then B(Go) = B(Gy), but B(Go) € B(Go)*.

Proof. Tt is easy to see, that A(Go) = {a-a 1,b-b"taba=tb"t - a-a"t-b-b"1} and that
therefore B(Gp) is factorial, since the occurence of the commutator element aba='b~! in a
sequence determines its factorization uniquely. Thus B(Gp) is completely integrally closed, but

aba~ b1 € B(Go)* \B(Go) ]

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

(a) B(Gyo) is Krull.

(b) B(Gy) is root closed.
(¢) B(Go) € F(Go) is saturated.
(d) B(Go) = B(Go)*.
Proof. (a) = (b) is by definition and (¢) = (a) is by [I8, Proposition 2.4.4.3].

(b) = (¢) By Lemma B2 we know G is condensed. It follows by Lemma [3.4] and Proposition
B.312, that B(Go) = B(Gp)* is a saturated submonoid of F(Gy).
(b) = (d) is clear by Lemma [34] and (d) = (b) follows from Proposition O

Proposition 3.7. Let G be a group and let Gy C G be a condensed subset. Then s-spec(B(Gy)) =
{px: X C Go}, where px = {S € B(Gy): there is g € X such that vy(S) > 1}. In particular,
X(B(Go)) < {pg: g € Go}.
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1. If Go = G or Gy consists of torsion elements, then equality holds and |X(B(Gy))| = |Gol.
2. If X(B(Go)) = {pg: g € Go}, then Nyex(s(co)) B(Go)p € F(Go).

Proof. Let X C Gg. Clearly, px is a prime s-ideal of B(Gp). So it remains to show that every
prime s-ideal can be written in such a form. Let P € s-spec(B(Gp)). Then B(Gy) \ P is a divisor
closed submonoid. By Lemma B2l we obtain B(Gy) \ P = B(G1) for some G; C Ggy. Therefore

P ={S € B(Go): there is g € Go \ G1 such that vy(S) > 1} = pg\q, -

By definition, we know X C X’ implies px C px/, whence X(B(Go)) C {py: g € Go}.

Suppose Gy = G. It suffices to show {p,: g € G} C X(B(G)). Note that g-g~* € p, \ ps for
allh € G\ {g,97 '} and if g # g7, then glZ . g2 € p, \ pg-1, where g, h € G. Therefore p, Z pp,
for any distinct elements g, h € G and we are done.

Suppose Gy consists of torsion elements. It suffices to show {p,: g € Go} C X(B(Gp)). Note
that glord@)] ¢ pg \ by, for all g € Gy and all h € Gy \ {g}. Therefore p, Z pj, for any distinct
elements g, h € Gy and we are done.

Suppose that X(B(Go)) = {pg: g € Go} and that S € (,cx(p(qy)) B(Go)p- Say S = L, where
U,T € F(Go) with supp(U) Nsupp(T') = 0. We have to prove that T = 1z(¢,). Since for every
g € Gy we have that S = g—;’ with Uy, T, € B(Go) and g ¢ supp(7y), it follows by U T, = Uy - T
that g ¢ supp(T) for all g € Gy, what proves the assertion. O

If G is a finite group, it is well-known (and for the convenience of the reader this will also
follow from Theorem B.I1]) 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 Gy C G be a condensed subset.
1. If Gg is infinite, then B(Gp) is not a C-monoid defined in F(Gy).
2. If G is infinite, then B(G) is not a C-monoid.
3. If B(Gy) is a C-monoid defined in F(Gy), then (Go)/(Go)' is finite.

Proof. 1. Suppose Gy is infinite. Let g € Gy and S € F(Gy) such that g - S € B(Gp). Then for

every h € Gy with [h]g((gg)) = [g]g((gs)), we have that h - S € B(Gy), whence

{h € Gp: [h]g((gg)) = [g]g((gg))} C{heGy: hten(S)} is finite.

Therefore {[h]g((gg)): h € Gy} and hence C(B(Gy), F(Gy)) are infinite.

2. Assume to the contrary that B(G) is a C-monoid. By [I8, Theorem 2.9.11.2], it follows

—_~—

that C(lS’/(CT)) is finite and (B(G) : B(G)) # 0. If G’ is finite, then by Proposition B3land Lemma

B4 we know C(B(G)) = G/G’ is infinite, a contradiction. Suppose G’ is infinite.

If G’ is torsion, then by Proposition {S € F(G"): |S| = 1} C q(B(G)*) = q(B(G)) and
for all g € G’ there exists n € N such that gl € B(G), whence {S € F(G"): |S| = 1} C B(G).
Let U € (B(G) : B(G)). Then U - g € B(G) for all g € G', whence G’ C 7(U) must be finite, a
contradiction.

If G’ is not torsion, then there exists an element g € G’ such that ord(g) = co. Then B({g)) C
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 Gy is condensed, B(Gy) C F(Gy) is cofinal and by Proposition 3.3 and [I8, Theorem
2.8.7.1], there exists an epimorphism C(B(Gy), F(Go)) — F(Go)/B(Go) = (Go)/(Go)’, which
completes the proof, since C(B(Gy), F(Gp)) is finite by definition, as B(Gyp) is a reduced C-
monoid. O

The next example shows that in the proof of Proposition B.8l1 it is necessary to assume that
B(Gy) is a C-monoid defined in F(Gp). Moreover, we can see that the statements ”B(Gp) is a
C-monoid” and "B(Gy) is a C-monoid defined in F(Gy)” are not equivalent.

Example 3.9. Let X be a set, G be the free group over X, and Gy = {z,2~!: z € X}. Then
B(Gyp) is a C-monoid, but not a C-monoid defined in F(Gy).

Proof. Since the elements of X have no relations, a sequence S € F(Gyp) is a product-one
sequence if and only if for all g € Gy we have that v,(S) = n implies v,-1(5) = n. Therefore the

[n1]

clements of B(Gy) are of the form g;"" « (g7 D)™l .. g,LnT] - (g for g; € X and 7,n; € N.
Then A(Go) = {g- g ': g € X} and we obtain the factoriality of B(Gp). By definition, every
factorial monoid is a C-monoid in itself. To see that B(Gp) is not a C-monoid defined in F(Gy),
just note that for every 2 € X we have that z, 2, 2Bl ... are all in different classes. O

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

e a G-monoid if there exists a € H such that H = [a] is a divisor closed submonoid
generated by a ( or equivalently if ﬂpe s-spec(H)\ {0} P # (; for a list of equivalent conditions
see [18, Lemma 2.7.7]),

e finitary if it is a BF-monoid (see Section 4) and there exist n, M € N and uq,...,u, €
H\ H* such that (H \ H*)M C {uy,...,u,}H, where (H\ H*)M ={ay-...-apn: a; €
H\ H*)}. In that case {ui,...,u,} is called a finite almost generating set of H (for
background on finitary monoids we refer to [I8, 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 [B.1T]
in combination with Example £.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 Gy C G be a condensed subset. Then B(Gy) is
finitary if and only if there exist n € N and nonempty sequences Ay, ..., A, € B(Gp) such that
for all nonempty sequences S € B(Gy), there exists i € [1,n] with supp(A;) C supp(S). In
particular, if Go is finite, then B(Gy) is finitary.

Proof. Suppose B(Gy) is finitary. Then there exist n € N, a finite almost generating set
Aq,..., Ay, and m € N such that for all nonempty sequences S € B(Gy) there exists i € [1,n]
with 4; [ay) Sml whence supp(4;) C supp(S™) = supp(S9).

On the other hand, suppose there are n € N and Ay,..., A, € B(Gp) such that for every
nonempty sequence S € B(Gy), there exists i € [1,n] such that supp(A4;) C supp(S). Since
B(Gp) is a BF-monoid, it suffices to show there exists M € N such that (B(Gp) \ {13(00)})]\/[ C
{Al’ s ’An} : B(GO)

Set m = max{|A;|: i € [I,n]} and M = n(m — 1) + 1. Let Si,...,Sy € B(Go) \ {15(G,)}-
Then there exists i € [1,n], say ¢ = 1, such that there exists a subset I C [1, M] with |I| = m
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and supp(A;) C supp(S;) for all j € I. After renumbering if necessary, we may assume that
I =[1,m]. Suppose Ay = g1 +...-gp, where £ <m and g1,...,9s € Go, and let T; = S; -gz[fl} for
all i € [1,£]. Therefore g; ' € m(T;) for all i € [1,4]. Tt follows by 1 € w(A;) that

len(gr ..oy ) ST T)Ca(Sy-...-Sp- ATy Cm(Sy-... - Sy AT,

whence S -...- Sy € Ay - B(Go).

For the ”in particular” statement, we suppose Gy is finite. Let E C B(Gy) be a maximal
subset such that for any two distinct S1, S5 € E, we have that supp(S1) # supp(S2). It follows by
the fact that Gg has only finitely many subsets that F is finite, whence the assertion follows. [J

Theorem 3.11. Let G be a group and let Gy C G be a condensed subset.

1. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) B(Go) is a G-monoid.
(b) Gy is finite.
(c) s-spec(B(Gy)) is finite.
(d) B(Go)* is a finitely generated Krull monoid.
2. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) B(Gy) is finitely generated.
(b) B(Gy) is a G-monoid and D(Gy) < oo.
(¢) Gy is finite and D(Gy) < oo.
If, in addition, Go consists of torsion elements, then the following conditions are also
equivalent to the conditions 2(a) — 2(c) listed above.
(d) B(Go) is a C-monoid defined in F(Gy) and Gy is finite.
(e) B(Gy) is a C-monoid defined in F(Gyp).
(f) B(Go) is a C-monoid and Gy is finite.
(g) B(Gy) is v-noetherian and Gy is finite.
(h) Gy is finite.

Proof. 1. (a) = (b) If B(Gp) is a G-monoid, then there exists S € B(Gy) such that B(Gy) =
[S] = B(supp(S)). Since Gy is condensed, it follows that Gy = supp(S) is finite.

(b) = (c) If Gy is finite, then there are only finitely many subsets of Gy and the assertions
follows by Proposition B.7)

(¢) = (a) follows from [I8, Lemma 2.7.7].

(b) = (d) Let Gg be finite. We say S; < Sy if 5 ’]_‘(GO)SQ7 where S1,55 € .;E(Go) Then
Dickson’s Lemma [I8, Theorem 1.5.3] implies B(Go)* has finitely many minimal elements, say
Ay, ..., A,, where n € N. By Proposition B3] it folllows that B(Gp)* is a Krull monoid and
hence it suffices to show A(B(Gp)*) C {A;: i € [1,n]}. Let A € A(B(Gp)*). Then there exists
i € [1,n] such that A; | 7, A. Since B(Gp)* is a saturated submonoid of F(Go) by Proposition

B3] we obtain A - Al[fl] € B(Gp)* and hence A = A;.
(d) = (b) Suppose B(Gp)* is finitely generated and suppose A(B(Go)*) = {A1,..., A},
where n € N. Since Gy is condensed, we obtain Go = ;1 ,, Supp(4;) is finite.

o — —

2. (b) = (c) follows from 1.
(a) = (b) Every finitely generated monoid is a G-monoid by [I8, Theorem 2.7.13]. Moreover,
if B(Gy) is finitely generated, then A(Gy) is finite, whence D(Gy) < oc.
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(¢) = (a) Suppose Gy and D(Gy) are both finite. Then the set {S € F(Gq): |S| < D(Gp)} is
finite and the assertion follows by the fact that A(Gy) C {S € F(Gp): |S| < D(Gy)}.

Now suppose G consists of torsion elements. Then (d) = (f) and (g) = (h) follow by
definition, (f) = (g) is just [I8, Theorem 2.9.13] and (e) = (d) follows by Proposition B8l It
suffices to show (h) = (a) = (e).

(h) = (a) Let Gy be finite and let

E ={S € F(Gy): v4(S) < ord(g) for all g € Go}.

Then FE is finite and for every A € A(Gy) there exists precisely one T' € E such that vy(A) =
vy(T) (ord(g)) for all g € Gy, whence A - TI=1 € F(P), where P = {gl°"4@)]. g € Gy} is finite.
For every T' € E, we set

Wr={A- T A e A(Gp) and v4(A) = vy(T') (ord(g)) for all g € Go} C F(P).

To show A(Gy) is finite, it is sufficient to show Wr is finite for all T € E. Let T' € E. If there
exist U,V € Wy such that U | zp)V, then U - T divides V - T' in B(Go) which implies U = V.
We say U < V if U| zp)V for U,V € F(Go). Thus every element of W7 can be viewed as a

minimal element of Wr. Note that F(P) = N(‘)GO | Tt follows by Dickson’s Lemma [I8, Theorem
1.5.3] that Wy is finite.

(a) = (e) Suppose B(Gy) is finitely generated. Then Gy is finite, as we already proved 2.(a)
being equivalent to 2.(c). Note that Gq consists of torsion elements. Let a = lem{ord(g): g €
Go}. Then for all S € F(Gy), we have that Sl € B(Gy). It follows by [9, Proposition 2.6.3]
that B(Go) is a C-monoid defined in F(Gp). O

Remark 3.12. Neither Proposition nor Theorem B.IT12 hold true in the non-torsion case,
since for both, Example B.17] is a counterexample with just one non-torsion element. Also we
cannot conclude that finite Gy implies B(G)) is finitely generated in the non-torsion case, as this
example shows. To see that Gy finite need not imply B(Gy) is a C-monoid, we take a look at
G =Z and Gy = {1,—-1,2,—2}. Then B(Gy) 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' C Z(G) is a subgroup of the center Z(G) = {g: gh = hg for all h € G} and let
g, f,h €qG.

L [g.h) = [t g9 = [h,g].
2. [fh,g] = [f,gllh, g]-
3. [fh,gf] = [f, RIS, gllh, g].

Proof. 1. Since every non-trivial element of G’ has order 2, we obtain [g,h] = [g,h]~! = [h, g].
On the other hand we have that [g,h] = g~ 'h~tgh = hh=' (¢~ h~tgh) = h(g~*h~'gh)h™! =
hg~'htg =[h71, g].

2. [fhgl =nh" g fhg = b (f g7 F9)gT f T fhg = [f gl 9]

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 6 : H — D is called a transfer
homomorphism if it has the following two properties:
(T1) D=60(H)D* and 6~ 1(D*) = H*.
(T2) If w € H, b,c € D and 6(u) = be, then there exist v,w € H such that u = vw, 6(v) ~ b
and O(w) ~ ¢

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.
) is Krull.
) is completely integrally closed.
) is root closed.
)
)

g)
(G) is seminormal if and only if |G| < 2.
B( ) 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) = (¢) = (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 # hg. If gh? = h?g and gh® = h3g, then gh® = h3g = hgh?,
whence gh = hg, a contradiction. Therefore gh? # h?g or gh® # h?g. We distinguish three
cases.

If gh> = h%g, then T = h- (gh~'g™") = M9 09 ¢ q(B(G)) \ B(G), but T =
R (ghtg™1) - (gh~1g™1) € B(G), a contradiction to our assumption that B(G) is root closed.

If gh® = hg, then T = h-(gh™'g™") € q(B(G))\B(G), but T¥ = A3l (gh~Lg™1)- (gh~ g™ 1) -
(gh~tg1) € B(G), a contradiction to our assumption that B(G) is root closed.

If gh? # h?g and gh® # h3g, then

chtenTt o (R2g7th2) s bk
T =g (g h?) o = g R ¢ s\ B,

but 7B = g2 p=1 o p 1 p2g n 2. p2g 2 b h e 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)CBG < () B(G),=BG).
PEX(B(G))

In view of Proposition B, it suffices to prove B(G)* C B(G),, for all z € G.

We first show ghg~'h™1 € B(G),, forallz € G and g,h € G. Let g,h € G and f = ghg~*h™L.
If f =1, then f € N, B(G)p,. Suppose f # 1. Then {hg,g 'h '} n{h,h ! g,g7'} = 0.
Since
_frhgeg 'Rt fegegtehohT?

f= hg-g='h-1  g.gl-h-h-!
and f-hg-g'h7t, f.og-g7t-h-h7l e B(G),

we know f € B(G),, for all z € G.

Next, we show that f € B(G),, for all z € G, where f € G. Let f € G' = [ghg *h™':g,h €
G) and let © € G. Then there exist ¥k € N and f1,..., fr € {ghg”*h™! : g,h € G} such that
f = fi...fx. For each i € [1,k], there exists S; € B(G) \ p, such that f; - S; € B(G), whence
S=51+...-5, € B(G)\py and f -5 € B(G). Therefore f = (f-S5)/S € B(G),.

Finally we prove B(G)* C B(G),, for all z € G. Let m1G and A € F(G) with n(A4) C G’ be
arbitrary. For any f € m(A) C G’, we have that f € B(G)y, as shown in the previous prargraph.
Then there exists S € B(G) \ p, such that f .S € B(G), which implies that A-S € B(G) and
hence A = (A-S)/S € B(G)y,.

(f) = (a) Suppose B(G) is a transfer Krull monoid. Then there is a transfer homomorphism
0: B(G) — B(Gy), where Gy C G; and G is an abelian group. Assume to the contrary that G
is non-abelian. Then there exist g, h € G such that gh # hg.

Suppose gh? = h%g. Let T = h-gh ™ 'g ' and W = g-g~!. Then T € q(B(Q)) \ B(G),
T = hPl . gh=tg=1 . gh~ g1 € B(G), and W, W - T are atoms of B(G). It follows that 6(1¥)
and (W - T) are atoms of B(Gy). Note that §(W - T)% = (W . T3y = g(W)26(T)). Then
(W) divides (W - T') in B(Gyp), a contradiction to the fact that #(1W) and 6(W - T') are both
atoms.

Suppose gh? # h’g and gh® = h3g. Let T = h-gh ™ 'g' and W = g-¢g~!'. Then T €
qQ(B(G) \ B(G), TB = nl3 . gh=1g=1 . gh=1g~' . gh=1g~! € B(G), and W, W - T are atoms
of B(G). Tt follows that §(W) and §(W - T) are atoms of B(Gp). Note that (W - T)3 =
oWl . 7Bl = g(W)Blo(TBl). Then (W) divides (W - T) in B(Gy), a contradiction to the
fact that (W) and (W - T') are both atoms.

Suppose gh®? # h%g and gh® # h3g. Let T = g-h?¢g 'h"2-h-h ' and W = h-h™L.
Then T € q(B(G)) \ B(G), T = gPl . (h="HE . p2g=1h=2 . n2g~'h=2 . bl ¢ B(G), and W,
W - T are atoms of B(G). It follows that (W) and (W - T) are atoms of B(Gp). Note
that O(W - T\ = oW . TRy = g(W)Rlg(TR)). Then (W) divides §(W - T) in B(Gy), a
contradiction to the fact that (W) and (W - T') are both atoms.

€ q(B(G)),

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 TP € B(@G).

Since G is non-abelian, there exist g, h € G such that gh # hg. If gh? = h%g and gh3 = hg?,
then gh = hg, a contradiction. Therefore either gh? # h?g or gh® # hg3. We distinguish two
cases.
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Case 1: There exist g, h € G such that gh # hg and gh® # h?g.
If gh® # h3g, then let T = g - h?g~'h=2 . h - h=!. Therefore T € q(B(G)) \ B(G) and
T = gl (p Y p2g 2 p2 g2 h2] c B( ),
7B = gBl (h Y (R2g 2B g p e e B(G).
Now we may assume gh® = h3g. If ¢°h = hg?, then let T = hgh2 -h~tg7' . h72. Then
T €q(B(G)) \ B(G) and
T2 = hgh? - hgh? - htg~ - h2-h g n 2 € B(Q),
TB = hgh? - (W21 (h=1g~ R h*2 gt (hgh?)P e B(G).
If g?h # hg? and ¢®h # hg?, then let T = h - g?h~1g=2 . g g~!. Therefore T € q(B(G)) \ B(G)

and
T = pPL (oY 2p g2 g2y gl e B(G),
Suppose g?h # hg* and ¢g°h = hg®. If ord(ghg 'h~') = 2, then let T = ghg~'-h~!. Then
T €q(B(G)\ B(G),
TP = (ghg™ - n~ 1P € B(G)
and TP = (ghg ")l (h™1)F € B(G) .
If ghgh = hghg, then let T = hg-h g~ 'h-h=!. Then T € q(B(G)) \ B(G),
T = (hg)® - (gt h-n"1)P € B(G),
and  TB = (b1 hg)Bl . (b1 h)Bl € B(G)  (note that ¢°h = hg®).
If ghgh = h%g?, then let T = gh- g *h~'g-g~!. Then T € q(B(G)) \ B(G),
T = (gh)* - g™t - (¢7'h ') - gt € BG),
and TP = (g7 gh)Bl. (g7 h 71 g)Bl € B(@)  (note that gh® = h3g).

If ord(ghg'h=1) # 2, ghgh # h?¢?, and ghgh # hghg, then let T = ghg='-h~!-h=1gh.g7L.
Then T € q(B(Q)) \ B(G),

TH = g7' - (ghg )P - g7t (hHE - (n7Tgn)P € B(@)
and TP = (ghg "B (n" 1)L (07 gn)BT (g71)F € B(G) .

Case 2: For all g, h € G with gh # hg, we have that gh? = hg®.

Then Gy = (h?: h € G) C Z(G) = {g: gh = hg for every h € G}, whence Gy is a normal
subgroup of G. Since every element of G/G has order at most 2, we obtain that G/G1 is abelian
and hence G’ C G C Z(G). Therefore G’ is an abelian group. Let g,h € G such that gh # hg.
Since G’ C Z(@) it follows that

ghg™'h™tghg 'h™" = gghg™'h"thgTtATT =1,

whence ord(ghg~'h~!) = 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 'h™!,
gfg tf~1 are distinct and hfh='f~1 & {1,ghg *h~, ghg th~tgfg 1 f~1}.

Proof of Claim A. Since G is non-abelian, there exist g, h € G such that ghg~'h~! # 1. Since
|G'| > 4, there exists z € G’ such that x & {1,ghg *h~!}. Note that z € (yzy~lz71:y,z €
G). Then there exist u,v € G such that uwvu=tv=! & {1,ghg ' h~'}, whence it follows that
{g,h} N{u,v}| <1 by applying Lemma BI3l From now on Lemma BI3]will be used frequently
without furhter mention for the rest of the argument. We distinguish two cases.

Suppose [{g,h} N {u,v}| = 1. By symmetry we may assume g = u. If hoh tv~! ¢
{1,ghg 'h=t ghg='h~tgug~lv=1}, then g, h,v are the required three elements. If hoh~lv~! =
ghg~'h™1, then g, v, h are the required three elements. If hvh™'v~! = ghg~*h~tgug~tv~!, then
g(gv)g~t(gv)~t = gvg~tv~! (note that G’ C Z(G)) and h(gv)h~(gv)~! = hoh " tv~tghg th~! =

gug~tv! whence g, h, gv are the required three elements. If huh~tv=! = 1, then g(gv)g~!(gv)~! =

gvg~ v~ and h(gv)h~t(gv)~! = hoh v lghg th™! = ghg='h~!, whence gv, g, h are the re-
quired three elements.

Suppose |{g, h} N {u,v}| = 0. If there exist z € {g,h} and y € {u, v} such that ryz~ty~! £ 1,
then by symmetry we may assume z = g and y = u. If gug~ 'u=! # ghg~'h™', then consider the
elements ¢, h,u and go back to the previous case. If gug~'u=t = ghg~'h™!, then gug~'u~! #
wou"tv™!, 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) " h™! =guhu=tg 7 h™! = wu=tghg T ATt = ghgT AT,

(gu)v(gu) o™t =guvutg o™t = g tuvu o = wou ot

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

By Claim A, we can choose distinct g, h, f € G such that the three elements 1, ghg *h™, gfg~ ' f~!
are distinct and hfh=tf~1 & {1,ghg *h~t ghg 'h=tgfg~'f~1'}. Consider the sequence T =
flg th gt f=t.g.gf - fh. To simplify the notation, we set e; = ghg~'h™!, es = gfg 11,
es=hfh1f~t and g = f~lg7th g7t f~1. Note that G' C (h?: h € G) C Z(G). We consider
the following products.

q9(gf)(fh) = qg*f*h = g thtgfh = frg thghh ™ fh = (g, h][f, h] = eres,
ag(fh)(gf) = aggf FR(fR) " (gf) fhaf = [g. RI[f. h)[fh, g f] = [f. 9] = €2,

a(fh)g(gf) = agfh(fh) " g " fhagf = [f.gllfh.g] = [h.g] = €1,
a(fh)(9f)g = a(fR)g(gf)(gf) ‘g gfg = [h,gllgf.g] = [h, gl[f. 9] = ere2,
algf)(fh)g = a(fh)(gf)(gf) " (fh) " 'gf fhg = [h,gllf. gllgf, fB] = [f. h] = es,

CICECECACHC

q(9f)g(fh) = [gf,bllg, f1 = [f, h][f. gllg, h] = e1eze3.
(

It follows that w(7T') D {e1,e2,e3,e1€2,€1€3, €1€2¢3}, whence 1 € W(T[Q}) and 1 € W(T[?’]). Since
T € q(B(Q)), it suffices to show T ¢ B(G). Assume to contrary that 1 € 7(7"). Then 1 €
{e1,e2,e3,€e1€2,€1€3, €1e2€3}, a contradiction to the choice of the three elements g, h, f.

3. Theorem BITlimplies 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 B82. O
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4. ARITHMETIC PROPERTIES OF B(G) AND B(Gy)

In this section, we study arithmetic properties of monoids of product-one sequences. Theorem
[B.I1] provides conditions ensuring that monoids of product-one sequences are finitely generated
resp. C-monoids. The arithmetic of such monoids is well understood (see [I8, 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 and Theorem 7). In Section Bl we get more precise results for infinite dihedral
groups.

We recall some concepts from factorization theory (for details see [I8, 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 7 : Z(H) — H via n(u) = u for all u € A(H). For a € H,

e Z(a) = n~'({a}) is the set of factorizations of a, and
o 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 A(H) = Upeppy A(L), where

A(L) = {d € N: thereis [ € L such that LN [l,l +d| = {l,l + d}}. For k € N, we define
Ur(H) = Ugerecm) L and set pi(H) = supUy(H) and Ap(H) = minly,(H). The elasticity of

H is p(H) = sup{ SUP((L) :Le L(H)}.

min(L)
For a € H, we set w(H,a) = w(a) to be the smallest N € NU {oo} with the property that
for all n € N and all a4,...,a, € H we have that whenever a | [[\", a;, there is Q C [1,n] with

|©2] < N such that a | [[;cq @i. We denote by w(H) = sup{w(H,u): v € A(H)}.

Now let u € A(H). We define 7(H,u) = 7(u) to be the smallest N € NU {oo} with the
property that for all n € Nand all aq,...,a, € A(H) withu|ay-...-a, and u t Hz‘e[l,n}\{j} a; for
every j € [1,n], we have that min L(a;-...-a,-u~1) < N. We denote by 7(H) = sup{7(H,u): u €
A(H)}. We denote by t(H,u) = t(u) the smallest N € Ny U {oco} 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 2’ of a such that u occurs in 2’ and d(z,2') < N, where d(z,2') =
max{|z|, 2|} — | ged(z, 2')|. As before, we set t(H) = sup{t(H,u): uw € 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 € Ny. A finite sequence 2, ..., z; € Z(a) is called an N-chain of factoriza-
tions if d(z;—1,2;) < N for all i € [1,k]. We denote by cg(a) = c(a) the smallest N € Ny U {oco}
such that for any two factorizations z, 2’ € Z(a) there is an N-chain of factorizations from z to
2. The catenary degree of H is defined to be c(H) = sup{cy(a): a € H}. Let G be a group and
Go C G a subset. As is convenient, instead of *(B(Gy)) we write *(Gy) for the above explained
invariants .

By [18, Theorem 1.6.3] and by [20, Propositions 3.5 and 3.6], we have
(4.1) p(Go) <w(Go) and  sup A(Go) < c(Go) < w(Go) < t(Go) < w(Go)?,
and by [I9] Lemma 3.5], for all A € A(Gy), we have that
(4.2)  t(Go,A) = max{w(Go, A),1 4+ 7(Gp, A)}, whence t(Gp) = max{w(Gy),1 + 7(Gp)}.

In particular, if w(Gp) < oo, then the set of distances A(Gp) is finite.
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Proposition 4.1. Let G be a group and Gy C G a condensed subset. Then B(Gy) is an FF-
monoid and we have

1. For all k € N, pi(Go) < kD(Gy)/2 and p(Gp) < D(Gp)/2.

2. If Gy is finite and D(Gp) < oo, then the elasticity p(Gy) is accepted and w(Gp) < oo.

3. If (Go) is abelian and D(Gyp) < oo, then w(Gy) < oo.

Proof. Since B(Gp) is a submonoid of the free abelian monoid F(Gp), 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
keNand Uy,..., U, V1,...,V; € A(Gp) such that Uy -...- Uy =Vy - ...V, where ¢ € N with
0> k. If |Vi| =1 for some i € [1, /], then V; is a prime element of B(Gy) and hence there exists
J € [1,k] such that U; = V;. Set I = {i € [1,¢]: |V;| = 1} and J = {j € [L,k]: |U;| = 1}. It
follows that

l k
20— |I)) + 1] < Y Vil = Y |Uj] < [J] + D(Go)(k — 1) < 1] + D(Go)(k — |1]).
i=1 j=1
whence % < Ii:—m < D(Gp)/2 and pi(Go) < kD(Gp)/2. Since, by [18, Proposition 1.4.2],
. pe(Go)
p(Go) = lim ——,

we obtain the upper bound for p(G)).

2. If Gy is finite and D(Gp) < oo, then B(Gy) is finitely generated by Theorem BIIl Thus
the claim follows from (£ and from [I8, Theorem 3.1.4].

3. Suppose that (Go) is abelian. Then it is easy to see that w(Gy,U) < |U| < D(Gy) for all
U € A(Gp) (details can be found in [I8, Chapter 3.4]). O

Let Gg be a condensed subset of a group. If GGy consists of finitely many torsion elements,
then D(Gg) < oo by Theorem [B.I1l Examples [5.11] and 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 € Ny, d € N and D C [0,d] with {0,d} C D. A subset L C Z is said
to be an

e almost arithmetical multiprogression (AAMP) with difference d, period D, and bound M
if
L=y+(LUL*UL")Cy+D+dZ is finite,
where min L* = 0, L* = (D+dZ)N [0, max L*|, L' C [-M,—1], and L” C max L*+[1, M],
and y € Z. L' resp. L" is called the initial resp. the end part of L.
e almost arithmetical progression (AAP) with difference d and bound M if

L=y+(LUuL*ul")Cy+dzZ,
where L* is a nonempty arithmetical progression with difference d such that min L* = 0,
L' C [-M,-1], and L” C 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 Gy € G be a condensed subset with w(Gp) < 0.

1. There is M € Ny such that every L € L(Gp) is an AAMP with difference d € A(Gy) and
bound M .

2. There is M € Ny such that, for every k € N, Uy (H) is an AAP with difference min A(Gy)
and bound M. Moreover, if Gq is finite and D(Gg) < oo, then the initial and end parts
of the sets Ux(Go) repeat periodically.

Proof. 1. This follows from Proposition ] and from [20, Theorem 5.1].

2. The first statement follows from [I2, Theorems 3.5 and 4.2]. Suppose that Gy is finite
and D(Gy) < oco. Then Proposition [£1]implies that w(Gp) < oo and that the elasticity p(Go) is
accepted. Therefore, the statement follows from [33, Theorem 1.2]. O

For every positive integer d € N, there are a group G and a subset Gy C G with min A(Gy) =
d. Furthermore, the initial and end parts of the sets Uy (Gy) are non-trivial. Our next goal is to
show that if Gop = G is the whole group, then min A(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) = oc.

Proof. Suppose G is infinite. Then there exists an infinite sequence (g;)7¢; with terms from
G such that g; # 1g and for every j € N, we have that 9;-1}1 ¢ W(S(j)), where SU) ranges
over all subsequences of g1 - ... - g;. It follows that gy - ...+ g; has no product-one subsequence
for every 7 € N. Note that 1 is an atom of length 1. Let m € N, h,, = gl_l...ggll, and
Wi =91+ gm = hm. Then W, is a product-one sequence of length m + 1. It suffices to show
Wy, is an atom. Suppose W =V - Vo with hy, € supp(V2), where V1, V, € B(G). Then Vj is a
subsequence of gy - ... g, and hence V; is empty. It follows that W is an atom of length m + 1
and we are done. O

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 [I3, 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>o. We have Up(G) = [M(G), pr(G)]. Furthermore, if G is infinite, then
Ui (G) = N>o.

2. If G has an element of infinite order or the orders of the abelian subgroups are unbounded,
then L(G) = {L C N>qo: L finite and nonempty} U {{0},{1}} and hence A(G) = N.

Proof. 1. If |G| < 5, then G is an abelian group and the statement is known (either [29]
Theorem 5.5] or [I3, Theorem 3.1.3]). Suppose that |G| > 6. We need to show [A\x(G), pr(G)] C
Uk (G) for all k € N. We assert [k, pp(G)] € Uy(G) for all k € N. Suppose the assertion holds.
Let k € N and let | € [\y(G),k]. Then | < k < py, ()(G) < pi(G). It follows by the assertion
that k& € U;(G) and consequently [ € Uy(G). Therefore [A\i(G), pr(G)] C Ui (G).

Thus we only need to show the assertion. Let & € N and let ¢ € [k, px(G)] be minimal such
that [¢, pr(G)] C Uk(G). Assume to the contrary that k < £. Then ¢ —1 & Uy (G) and k +2 < /.
Define

Q={A € B(G): there exists j € N with j > ¢ such that {k,j} C L(A4)}
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and choose B € ) such that | B| is minimal. Then B =Uy-...- Uy = Vi-...-V;, wheret > { >
k+2and Uy,..., U, V1,..., Vi € A(G) and where the order is such that all commonly occuring
terms occure at the beginning, i.e. U; = V; say for i € [1,a] but U; # Vj for any i > a and j > a.
Then, since [ > k, we cannot have a = k. There must exist i € [a+ 1, k], say i = a+ 1, such that

|Ugt1| > 2. Suppose Ugy1 = g1+ ...+ g with 1 = g1g2...g;, where | € N>9 and ¢1,...,9; € G.
Then there exists j € [a + 1,t], say j = a + 1, such that g; € supp(Va+1). Let = € [1,1] be
maximal such that ¢y -...- g, is a subsequence of V, ;. Then x < [ and there exists r € [a+ 2, 1],

say r = a+2, such that g1 € supp(Vys2). Therefore U/, | = Upy1+(92gut1)* (9z- gu1) 7 is an
atom and V' = Vat1+Vata- (g:vngrl) : (gm 'gm+1)[_1} € B(G) Set B' = B- (gmgm+1) . (gm 'g:erl)[_l}-
Then |B'| < |B| and

t—2+L(V")U{k} CL(B.

Then the minimality of |B| implies that B" ¢ 2, whence V' € A(G) and t = £. Tt follows that
{k,£ —1} C L(B') and hence ¢ — 1 € Uy(G), a contradiction.

To show the ”furthermore” statement, let G' be infinite. It follows by Lemma [£.3] that for every
k > 2 there is an atom Ay of length k. Suppose A = hy-...-h; and A,;l = h1_1 - h,;l, where
k€ Nand hy,...,h; € G. Thus {2,k} C L(A - A '). Therefore p2(G) = oo and 2 € Uy (G) for
every k > 2, whence pi(G) = oo and A\;(G) = 2. The assertion follows by the main statement.

2. If G contains an element of infinite order, then £(Z) C £(G) and the assertion follows by
Kainrath’s Theorem (|27, Theorem 1], [I8, Theorem 7.4.1]). If G contains abelian subgroups of
unbounded order, then £(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]. U

Remark 4.5. The proof of the second statement of Theorem 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}, BTl [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 [(.2)).

Theorem 5.1. Let G be an infinite dihedral group, say G = (a,7: 72 = 1,a1 = 7a~ '), and let
Go C G be a finite nonempty subset.

L — L —

1. B(Gy) is a v-noetherian G-monoid, (B(Gy) : B(Gp)) # 0, and B(Gy) = B(Go)* is a
finitely generated Krull monoid. Moreover, if (Go) = G, then C(B(Go)*) is isomorphic to
a subgroup of G/G' = Cy x Cs.
2. B(Gy) is weakly Krull if and only if one of the following holds.
[ GO Q <a>
e Go\ {1} C (a)7 with |Go| < 3.
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e Go\ {1} ={oFriu{a’:icI}u{a:jeJ}, where k € Z and I,J are nonempty
sets of positive integers such that there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers b;,
fori e IUJ, such that kb, = ged(IUJ) [[;c05 bi for every k € TUJ. In particular,
the above property holds for Go = {a*, a7, aF1}, where i, € N and k € 7Z.
3. The following statements are equivalent.

(a) B(Go) is tame.

(b) w(Go) < oo.
(¢) D(Gp) < 0.
(d) Go C (0} or Go C (a7 U {1},
(e) B(Gy) is finitely generated.
4. The following statements are equivalent.
(a) B(Gy) is locally tame.
(b) p(Gp) < 0.
(¢) pr(Go) < oo for all k > 2.
(d) p(Go) is accepted.

() B(Gon (@) € {1y, 15 :n >0} or Gy C (o).
5. The set of distances A(Gy) is finite, c(Gg) < oo, and there is M € Ny such that, for all
sufficiently large k € N, U (Gp) is an AAP with difference min A(Go) 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 C Nxy: L is finite and nonempty } U {{0},{1}}, whence A(G) = N and
Ui (G) = Nxq for all k> 2.

3. B(G) is an FF-monoid, but not locally tame, and c(G) = w(G) = co.

We introduce notation which remains valid for the remainder of this section. Let G be an
infinite dihedral group, say G = (o, 7: 72 = 1,a7 = 7a~ 1), and let Gy C 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(G() with respect to properties
such as seminormality and root closure. The proof of Theorem .2 will be given at the very end
of Section [l

Proof of Theorem [51l 1. Let S be a sequence over Gy. We set G1 = GoN{a), Sg, = ngG1 glva (I
Gy = Go N ()7, and Sg, = [[,eq, gl Then Gy = Gy U Gy is a partition of Gy and
S = Sq, + Sa,- Next we define p: F(G) — F({a)) via p(a'T) = o', p(a') = o', and
¥: F({a)) — F(Z) via ¥(a’) = i. If Gy = 0, then Gy = Gy is a subset of a cyclic group
() and there is nothing to do. Now we assume that Go # ().

Claim A. For every sequence S € F(Gq) such that |Sg,| > 2 is even, we have that S € B(Gy) if
and only if S can be written as S = Ty +To-W1-Wy such that o((T1-o(Wh))) = o(V(Ta-o(W))),
where Ty - Ty = Si, and Wy - Wy = Sg, with [W1| = |[Wa].

Proof of Claim A. Let S = f1-...- fn € B(Gy) with f1...f, =1 and |Sg,| > 2 even. We set
B=1vopand x(f;) =|{fj:J <41, f; €Ga}|. Then
1= f1. fo= a(,l)x(h)5(f1)+(,1)><(f2)5(f2)+m+(,1)x(fn)5(fn)

)
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and hence >  B(fi)= > B(f;). Now the statement follows by defining

X(fi) even x(fj) odd
Tl — H fi7 T2 - H fia Wl - H fi7 W2 - H fi7
fi€G1 fi€G fi€Ga fi€Ga
x(fi) even x(fi) odd x(fi) even x(fi) odd

Conversely, suppose S has such a decomposition with W; = wgl) e w,(}) and Wy = wgz) .

...~w7(12), where n > 1, wgl) ...,ws),w@,...,wﬁ?) € G5. Then

Ty - wgl) - Ty - wf) . wél) . w§2) oW w® e B(G).
O[Proof of Claim A]

Let
(5.1) D = [A(Go) U{g™: g € G1}] € F(Gy)
be the submonoid generated by B(Go)U{gl?: g € G1}. It is easy to see that {z € D: supp(z)N
Go # 0} C B(Gp) and that A(D) C A(Go) U {g?: g € G1}.
Claim B: A(D) is finite.
Proof of Claim B. To begin with, we first show sup{vy(A): A € A(D)} is finite for every g € Gs.
Assume to the contrary that there exist g; € G2 and a sequence (A;):2; of atoms of D with
Vg, (A;)| > 2 such that lim vg, (A;) = co. Furthermore, since Gy is finite, we may assume that
11— 00
(vg(A;))2, is increasing (maybe not strictly) for every g € Go. Then A; € B(Gp) for alli € N and
for each 7, we fix Tl(l),TQ(Z), Wl(z), WQZ) such that A; can be written as A; = Tl(z) . TQ(Z) . Wl(l) . WQ(Z),
(T - (W) = o (13" - (W), T - T3 = (A))g,, and WL - W = (4y)q, with
|W1(Z)| = |W2(Z)| and g1 € supp(Wl(Z)). Since lim vy, (A;) = oo it follows that lim |W12)| = 00
11— 00 1— 00
and lim |W2(Z)| = oo. If supp(Wl(Z)) N Supp(WQ(Z)) # 0, say h € supp(Wl(Z)) N Supp(WQ(Z)),
1— 00
then A2 and A, - (hm)[_l] are both product-one sequences by Claim A, a contradiction. Thus
supp(Wl(Z)) N supp(WQZ)) = (. Therefore there exists go € G2 such that lim vy, (WQ(Z)) = 0.
1—r 00
After reordering if necessary, we may assume that g1 = a"7 and g = a7 with r < s such that
g1 € supp(W,"), g € supp(W4"), and
r =min{y: g = a7 such that lim vg(Wl(i)) =00},

11— 00

and s =min{y: g = a¥7 such that lim vg(WQ(i)) =00} .
11— 00
Suppose max{y € Z: g = a¥7 such that lim vg(Wli)) = oo} > s. Then there exists g3 =
1—00
ofr € Gy \ {g1,92} with k > s and lim vQS(Wll)) =o00. Let T = ggk_s] .gg{;—r} -g:[;_r}. Then
1—r 00

T and A; - TI=Y are both product-one sequences by Claim A, a contradiction, where i is large
enough. ‘ '

Suppose max{y € Z: g = oa¥7 such that lim vg(Wl(Z)) = oo} < s. It follows by |W1(Z)| =

1—00

(W3] = oo that lim o(u(p(W3"))) ~o((e(W{")) = oo. Then lim o((T}") ~o((T}")) =
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oo. Then there must exist ¢ = of € Gy such that either lim vg(Tl(i)) = oo (if £ > 0) or
1— 00

lim vg(TQ(i)) = o0 (if £k < 0). Let T = ggk” -gyku gl Then T and A; - TI=1 are both
1— 00
product-one sequences by Claim A, a contradiction, where 7 is large enough.

Thus, we proved sup{v,(A): A € A(D)} is finite for every g € G>. Next, we show sup{vy(A): A €
A(D)} is finite for every g € G1. Note that sup{vy(4): A € A(D)N F(G1)} < D(Gy) is fi-
nite. It is sufficient to show sup{vy(A): A € A(D) with supp(A4) N G2 # 0} is finite for every
g € G1. Assume to the contrary that there exist g € G and a sequence (A;)°; of atoms
of D with supp(4;) N G2 # 0 such that lim vy (A;) = oco. Furthermore, since Gy is finite,

11— 00
we may assume that (vq(A4;))52; is increasing (maybe not strictly) for every g € Gy. Then
A; € B(Gy) for all i € N and for each i, we fix Tl(z),Tz(Z)7 Wl(l), sz) such that A; can be written
as Ay = 10130 Wi Wi o (1" <Wf”>>> = o (I - (W), T 1§ = (4i)g,, and
Wl(z) . Wz(l) = (4;)g, with \Wll)] = ]W \ and g1 € supp(T’ ()) If supp(T(Z)) N supp(T(Z ) # 0,
say h € supp(T( )) N supp(T- ()) then k¥ € A(D) and A; - (W)= is a product-one sequence
by Claim A, a contradiction. Thus supp(T( )) N supp(T( )) = (), whence in combination with

lim vy, (A;) = oo it follows that hm \T \ = 0o. Note that T} @ is a sequence over a cyclic group
1—00

(o). Then T( D s product—one free and hence lim |o () (T ))| = 00. To see this, assume to the
1—>00

contrary that S; = ¢( ) are sequences over a finite subset 1(G1) of integers with |o(S;)| < N.
Then D(Gy; U [—N, N]) = L < oo by Dickson’s Lemma. Thus, if |[S;| > L, then S; - —a(S5;)
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 S;. As a result, once |S;| — oo is large
enough, we would be guaranteed of S; = o (1} T )) having a non-trivial product-one subsequence,

contradicting that Tl(i) is product-one free. This shows lim |o (¢ (T( ))| = co. In combination
11— 00

with \Wli)] = ]WQ(Z)\ < > ge, SuP{vg(4) 1 A € A(D)} < oo (we already proved that) this gives
lim |0(¢(T2(Z)))| = oo and lim |T2(i)| = 00, whence there exists go € Gy with 1(g1)1(g2) > 0
1— 00 11— 00

(i.e. with the same sign) such that lim vg, (7. Q(Z)) = 0o. Suppose g1 = a” and go = af. Then
11— 00

T = g?‘t” . gflr” € D and A; - TV is a product-one sequence by Claim A, a contradiction,

where i is large enough. To sum up, we proved that N = - . sup{vy(4) : A € A(D)} < cc.
Since N is the greatest length an atom in D can have, the finiteness of G gives that A(D) is
finite. O[Proof of Claim B]

Let X C B(Gy) be an infinite subset. For every S € X, we fix a factorization zg € Z(D). Since
Z(D) is a finitely generated free abelian monoid, by Dickson’s Lemma ([I8, Theorem 1.5.3]), we
obtain the existence of a finite subset X’ C X such that {zg: S € X'} is the set of all minimal
elements of {zg: S € X}. Forevery A € X' if {A-A" € X\ X': A € D\ B(Goy)} # 0, then
we choose such an A - A" and add it to X’. Finally, we get a finite set X, with |Xo| < 2|X’].
We claim (B(Gp): X) = (B(Gy): Xo), which implies B(Gp) is v-noetherian by [I8, Proposition
2.1.10).

It suffices to show (B(Gp): Xo) € (B(Go): X). Let g—; € q(B(Gp)) with S1,52 € B(Gy)
such that g—;Xo C B(Gp). Let S € X. Then there exists A € X’ C X such that & € D.
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If & € B(Gy), then g—;S = %A% € B(Gop). Otherwise 5 = B+ B’ with B € B(Go N (a))
and B’ = [g@: g € Gon(a)]\ {1}. Since A € X' and A- B - B’ € X, by our construction
of Xy, there is an A" € D\ B(Gp) such that A - A" € X;. We have that g—;A € B(Gyp) and
g—;A - A" € B(Gy). Assume to the contrary, that g—;A € B(GoN{«)). Then g—;A is a product-one
sequence over the abelian group (a) and since A’ € D\ B(G), we have that supp(4’) C (), and
a(P(A")) #0 as A’ ¢ B(Gp). But now SlA A’ is a sequence over the abelian group («) with
0(1/1(2—;14 -A) = a(psi(g—;A)) a(P(A")) = a(y(A") # 0, contradicting that g—;A - A" € B(Gy).
We obtain that g—;A ¢ B(Gp N {(a)). Therefore g—;S = g—;A - 5 € B(Gy). It follows that
g—;X C B(Gp) and the v-noetherian property is shown.

By Theorem B.I1], B(Go)* is a finitely generated Krull monoid and B(Gy) is a G-monoid.
Suppose g € Go (then glZ € B(Gy)) and A(B(Go)*) = {Ti,...,T,}, where r € N. Using
Proposition 3312, for every i € [1,r] we fix one T/ € B(Gy) such that T; - T} € B(Gp). Set
W = TlLiepn T Thus for every T' € B(Go)*, we have that T' = [, 4 Tf", where ¢; € N for
every i € [1,7], whence

T.-W.g? (HT[“/ZJ 2]>< 11 Ti.ﬂ). I[I 7 eBGo).

i€[1,r] i€[1,r],4; is odd 1€[1,r],¢; is even

Therefore (B(Gop): B(Go)*) # 0 and B(Gp)* C l@. It follows by l@ C B(Gp)* that
l@ = B(Gy)* is a finitely generated Krull monoid and (B(G)) : l@) # ().

Moreover, suppose that (Gy) = G. From Proposition B3], we know that B(Gy)* C F(Gy) is a
saturated and cofinal submonoid. Furthermore, denoting the given inclusion by ¢ : B(Gy)* —
F(Gp), we have that C(p) = F(Go)/B(Gp)* = G/G’ = Cy x Cy. Now by [18, Theorem 2.4.7.2],
there are submonoids Fy C F(Gp) and Cy = {[c],: ¢ € Fy} C C(p) such that there is an
epimorphism ¢*: Cy — C(B(Gp)*). Since B(Gpy)* C Fj is still cofinal, it follows that Cp is a
subgroup of C(p), whence C(B(Gy)*) is a factor group of a subgroup of C(p) = Cy x Cs. O

To continue with the proof we need the following results.

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

1. There exist x,y,z € N with ged(x,y, z) = 1 such that ix + jy = kz and iz # 0 (mod k).

2. There exist x,y,z € N with ged(z,y,2) = 1 such that ix + jy = kz, ix’ Z 0 (mod k) for

every ¥’ € [1,z], and jy' 0 (mod k) for every y' € [1,y].

3. k # ged(i, k) ged (4, k).
Proof. Since ged(i, 7, k) = 1, we have that ged(ged (i, k), ged (4, k)) = 1 and hence ged (i, k) ged (4, k)
divides k.

(3) = (1) Suppose k # ged(i, k) ged (4, k). There exist ¢/, 2" € N such that ged(j, k) = k2’ —jy/’

and hence iged(j, k) + j(y'i) = k(z'i). Assume to the contrary that iged(j,k) = 0 (mod k).
Then k/(ged (i, k) ged (4, k)) divides i/ ged(i, k), a contradiction to the fact that

ged(i/ ged (i, k), k/ ged (i, k)) =
Let d = ged(ged (4, k), 44, 2’i). Then the assertion follows by choosing

(z,y,2) = (ged (4, k) /d,y'i/d, 2"i/d).
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(1) = (2). Among all the choices of (z,y, z) € N® with ged(z,y, z) = 1 such that iz + jy = kz
and iz #Z 0 (mod k), we let (zg,y0,20) be the choice such that xg + yp is minimal. If there
exists 2’ € [1,z¢9 — 1] such that iz’ = 0 (mod k), then there exists 2’ € [1,z9 — 1] such that
iz’ = k2" and hence i(xg — 2’) + jyo = k(20 — 2’). Thus dividing 2 — 2/, yo and 2y — 2’ by their
ged leads to a contradiction to the minimality of zg + yo. Suppose there exists y' € [1,yo] such
that jy' = 0 (mod k). If ¢/ = yp, then k divides izg, a contradiction. If y' < yo, then there
exists 2’ € [1,z9 — 1] such that jy' = k2’ and hence izg + j(yo — ¥') = k(20 — 2’), as before a
contradiction to the minimality of xg + yo.

(2) = (3) Suppose there exist z,y, z € N such that iz + jy = kz and iz Z 0 (mod k). Assume
to the contrary that k = ged(i, k) ged(j, k). Since ged(i, k) divides iz and ged(j, k) divides iz,
we obtain that k = ged(i, k) ged(j, k) divides iz, a contradiction. O
Lemma 5.4. Let I C N be a subset with |I| > 3. Suppose that for any three elements i, j, k
of I, we have that i1 = gcg(ig(’;::))gk, j= ggig(’f:));k, and k = %. Then there exist pairwise
co-prime positive integers b;, for i € I, such that

kby, = ged(I) [ bs
el

for every k € I.
PTOOf' Suppose |I| = 3, say I = {i’ja k} Let b; = ng(.]’ k)/ng(Z’ja k)’ b] = ng(Za k)/ng(Z Js k)a
and by, = ged(4,7)/ ged (4, 4, k). By symmetry, it suffices to show that k = ged(i, j, k)b;b;. Since
iged(i,j, k) = jk/b? and jged(i,j, k) = ik‘/b?, we obtain that ij ged(i, j, k)? = ”k whence
k= ng(i,j, ki)bzbj

Suppose t = |I| > 4. We proceed by induction on t. Suppose the assertion holds for every
subset J C I with |J| =t — 1. Let I = {ay,...,a;} and by = ged(aq,...,a;-1)/ged(ay, ..., at).

By induction hypothesis, there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers by, ...,b;—1 such that
a;b; = ged(ay, ..., at)by ... b for every i € [1,t —1]. Let j € [2,t — 1]. Consider the subset
{a1,a;,a;} of I. In view of ged(ar,a;) = ged(aq, ..., a )gcd(b1 be | by bt) = ged(aq, ... ,at)bgi'l;?t,

we have that

(5.2) 0 = ged(ar, aj, ar)ara;

gcd(a1 a»)2 = ng(alaaj7at)blbj,
) @

whence b; divides a;/ged(a1,...,a;) for every j € [1,t — 1]. It follows that by ...b;—1 divides
a¢/ ged(ai, ..., a¢). Using the equation ged(ai,a;) = ged(aq, .. at)bb jt again, it follows by
ng(bt, m) = 1, that

bl---bt Qg bl---bt—l
d ; = ged e d = ged ... _.
gc (a17a]7at) gce (a’17 7at) ge ( blbj ) ng(al, T 7at)> gce (a’17 7at) blbj

Therefore a;b; = ged(ai, aj,a:)bibjby = ged(aq, ..., a)br ... b by (B2).

Since 1 = ged(by, m) = ged(by, by ... by—1), we know by, ..., b are pairwise co-prime
positive integers. O
Lemma 5.5. Let G' be an infinite dihedral group, say G = (a,7: 72 = 1,07 = Ta™ 1Y), and let
Go={r}u{a’:iel}U{a?:je€ J}, where I, J are nonempty sets of positive integers.

L. X(B(Go)) = {pa: a € Go} and Nyex(s(c,)) B(Go)p © F(Go), where po = {S € B(Go): a €
supp(S)}-
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2. If B(Gy) is weakly Krull, then for any disjoint subsets K1, Ko C IUJ with 1 < |K;|+|K3]
and |K1| < [T U J|, we have that B({r} U{a’: i€ TUJ)\ K1} U{a": k € K1 UK>})
18 weakly Krull.

Proof. 1. Let p, = {S € B(Gy): a € supp(S)}, where a € Gy. Then Proposition B.7] implies
that X(B(Go)) C {ps: a € Go}. Assume to the contrary that there exist distinct a,b € Gy
such that p, C py. Since 712 is an atom, we obtain that a # 7 and hence a € Gg \ {r}. Since
al?l . 72 is an atom, we have that b can only be 7. Note that I and .J are both nonempty sets.
There exists a product-one sequence B with a € supp(B) C Go \ {7}, whence B € p, \ pp, a
contradiction. Therefore X(B(Gop)) = {pa: @ € Go} and it follows by Proposition B2 that

MpexB(Go)) B(Go)p € F(Go).

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

(a) B(GoU{a %} \ {a'}) is weakly Krull, provided that |I| > 2.
(b) B(GoU{a’}\ {a7}) is weakly Krull, provided that |J| > 2.
(c) B(GoU {a~%}) is weakly Krull.

(d) B(GoU {a’}) is weakly Krull.

By symmetry, we only prove items (a) and (c). Let G; = Go U {a~%} and let Gy = Gy \ {a'}.
We define a homomorphism ¢: F(G1) — F(Go) by ¢(a™?) = o' and ¢(x) = x for all z €
Go \ {a7%}. Tt easy to see that, for a sequence S € F(G1) with v,(S) > 0, we have that
S € B(Gy) if and only if ¢(S) € B(Go). It follows by 1. that (,cx(s(q,) B(G1)p € F(G1) and
Mpex(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 S, € B(G1), for every a € Gy, such that a & supp(S,) and T - S, € B(G1). If 7 & supp(T),
then T'-S; and S, are both product-one sequences over (), whence T is a product-one sequence,
a contradiction. Thus 7 € supp(T’) and hence ¢(T) € F(Go) \ B(Go), ¢(S, - 7)) € B(Gyp), and
qS(T Sa 7'[2}) € B(Gy) for every a € G1 \ {7}. Suppose t = v,-i(S,). Then " € 7(¢(S,)) and

= (b( ) -(a=7)P is a product-one sequence with 7 & supp(Z5). Since T'-S¥ bl = 7.3,.8071
is a product—one sequence over (G1, we obtain that ¢(T" - Sy b ]) is a product-one sequence over
Go and hence ¢(T) - T; is a product-one sequence. Putting this all together, we obtain that
O(T) € (MpexB(cy)) B(Go)p) \ B(Go), a contradiction.

Assume to the contrary that B(G2) is not weakly Krull. Then there exist 7' € F(G2) \ B(G2)
and S, € B(G2), for every a € Ga, such that a ¢ supp(S,) and T'- S, € B(G2). If 7 & supp(T),
then T'-S; and S, are both product-one sequences over (), whence T is a product-one sequence,
a contradiction. Thus 7 € supp(7’) and hence ¢(T) € F(Go) \ B(Go), #(S, - 71%) € B(Gp), and
¢(T Sa 7[2}) € B(Gy) for every a € Go \ {7}. Suppose t = v,-i(S,). Then o?* € 7(¢(S,)) and

= gb( ) (7)1 is a product-one sequence with 7 ¢ supp(T5). Since T sVl = 71.5 .50~

is a product -one sequence over Go, we obtain that ¢(7 - S[] ]) is a product-one sequence over
Go and hence ¢(T') - T; is a product-one sequence. Putting this all together, we obtain that

(1) € (MpexB(cy)) B(Go)p) \ B(Go), a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.6. Let G be an infinite dihedral group, say G = {a,7: 7> = 1,ar = Ta™ ). Let

Go = {a', o/, oFk,T} be a subset, where i, j, k are distinct positive integers with ged (i, j,k) = 1.
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If B(Gy) 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 = 24y, j = 2004, and k = 2Fk;, where g, jo, ko € No and i1, j1, k1 are odd. Let
Gi={a',a™7 a* 7} and Gy = {a~ %, o/, a¥, 7}. Then Lemmal5.5l2 implies that B(Gy) 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 ig > jo > ko. Since ged (i, j, k) = 1,
we know ky = 0, i.e., k is odd.

Let r = ged(j, k), s = ged(i, k), and ¢t = ged(i, 7). It follows from ged(é,j, k) = 1 that r,s,t
are pairwise co-prime. We distinguish four cases.

Case 1: 1 is even and j is odd.
Since the assertion can not hold in this case, we need to show that B(Gy) is not weakly Krull.
Let S = (o))l . 712, Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows by Lemma 551 that

(o= i)kl L (@Rl L 72 ()l ()il . 14
S = ‘ M A € (] B(Gay.
—i\[K] . (~k\[i il . rl2
(a=)H - (o)l (a7)td - 7t PEX(B(G2))

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

Case 2: 1,5 are both even and ig > jg.
Since the assertion can not hold in this case, we need to show that B(Gp) is not weakly Krull.
Let S = (oz_i)[k] - 712l Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows by Lemma 5511 that

(a—i)[k} . (ak)[i} .4
(k)i . 72
(ad)RO70u] L (q=i)li1+h] L 702
= — — € [\ B(Ga)y.
207904 , —1\ |71
(a])[ 077041] (a )[J] peX(B(Ga))

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

Case 3: 1,7,k are odd.

Suppose k # rs. Then Lemma implies that there exist z,y,z € N with ged(z,y,2) = 1
such that iz + jy = kz, ia’ Z 0 (mod k) for every 2’ € [1,z], and jy' £ 0 (mod k) for every
y' € [1,y]. If 2z is odd, then z or y must be odd. By symmetry, we may assume that x is odd.
Then y is even. Let S = (o)l . (a=*)El . 7). Assume to the contrary that S is a product-
one sequence. Then there are subsequences T7,T5 over {o/,ofk} such that S =Ty -7-Th -7
and 7(Ty) = 7(Ty). Suppose Ty = (a)l¥! . (a=F)l20] and Ty = (o)==l . (a~F)2=20] where
xo € [0,z] and 29 € [0,2]. Then ixg — kzop = i(x — x0) — k(2 — 20) and hence i|z — 2x¢| = 0
(mod k), a contradiction to the fact that iz’ £ 0 (mod k) for every o’ € [1,z]. Therefore S is
not a product-one sequence and it follows by Lemma 5.5l 1 that

S« (@)L (=R S (ad)el . 712
' ’ = . S B(Go)
NH - (k) Wl . 712 A .
(o)l (aF) (ad)¥h -7 pEX(B(Go))

S:

whence B(Gy) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction. If z is even, then z and y must be odd. Let
S = (&)l . (a=k)leHil . 71 Then S is not a product-one sequence and it follows by Lemma
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B51 that
S . (ai)[k} . (a—k)[i] S . (aj)[y+k} .2 ﬂ B(Co)
- — = - € 0
K] . (k)i [y+k] . (2] P
(a?)%- (@7) (@)= exmian)

S =

whence B(Gp) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.

Suppose i # st. Similarly we can prove that B(G2) is not weakly Krull and hence B(Gy) is
not weakly Krull, a contradiction. Suppose j # rt. Similarly we can prove that B(G1) is not
weakly Krull and hence B(Gp) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.

Case 4: ¢ =2"; and j = 2"j; such that v € N and 141, j1, k odd.
Suppose k # rs. Then Lemma implies that there exist z,y,z € N with ged(z,y,2) = 1
such that iz + jy = kz, ia’ Z 0 (mod k) for every 2’ € [1,z], and jy' # 0 (mod k) for every
vy’ € [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 = (/). (a=%)PFl. 712, Then S is not a product-one sequence. Note
that x + k and z + 4 are both even, whence (of)#+kl . (o=F)le+il . 72 is a product-one sequence.

It follows by Lemma [5.5l1 that
(ai)[w+k] . (a—k)[zﬂ‘] .2 (ai)[x} . (aj)[y} . (a—k)[z] .74 ﬂ

S = (o) K]+ (k)] - ()Wl . 712] <

B(GO)P )
peX(B(Go))
whence B(Gy) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction. If y is odd, we let S = (o). (a=F)+il. 72,
Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows by Lemma [5.5l1 that

(ai)[w+k] . (a—k)[z+z‘+j] .2 (ai)[x} . (aj)[y+k] . (a—k)[zﬂ} .4

= 4 A = . € ﬂ B(Go)y ,
i\ [k] . —k\[¢ k] . +[2
(a )[ ] (a )[] (a])[y‘f' ] 7'[ ] bEX(B(Go))

whence B(Gp) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.
Suppose i # st. Then Lemma B3] implies that there exist z,y,z € N with ged(z,y,2) = 1
such that iz = jy + kz, k2’ # 0 (mod i) for every 2’ € [1,2], and jy' # 0 (mod i) for every
y' € [1,y]. Note that z is even and either x or y must be odd. If z is odd and y is even, we let
S = (a ). (a#)E . 7 Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows by Lemma F5l1

that
(a—i)[erk} . (ak)[zﬂ‘] .2 (a—i)[w] . (aj)[y} . (ak)[z] .4 ﬂ

S s S D31 R (o)l ) €

B (GQ)P )
pEX(B(G2))
whence B(G2) is not weakly Krull. Then B(Gy) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction. If x and y

are both odd, we let S = (a~%)[* . (o). 7). Then S is not a product-one sequence. It follows
by Lemma 551 that

(a=H)ltil . (@hlutil .72 (q=i)lal L (@)L (R A
o= (o)« (ad)lin] - EOERE € ﬂ B(Ga)y,
peX(B(G2))

whence B(G2) is not weakly Krull. Then B(Gp) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction. If z is
even and y is odd, we let S = (o ")#+H . (o/)W . 72l Then S is not a product-one sequence. It
follows by Lemma [5.511 that

(afi)[wrkﬂl] . (aj)[yﬂ'ﬂ .72 (Oﬂ)[ﬂk] . (aj)[y} . (ak)[zﬂ} .4

(o) | s N 8@
— ) 7 kY[z+i] . +[2
(a=1)lnl . ()l (ah)letil . 7L pEX(B(Ga))

S:
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Then B(G2) is not weakly Krull and hence B(Gp) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.
Suppose j # rt. Similarly, we can prove that B(G1) is not weakly Krull and hence B(Gy) is
not weakly Krull, a contradiction. O

Proposition 5.7. Let G be an infinite dihedral group, say G = (o, 7: 72> = 1,a7 = 7~ !). Let I
be a set of positive integers with |I| > 2 and ged(I) =1, let J C I be a subset with 1 < |J| < |I],
and let Gy = {ryu{a’: i€ I\ JYU{a@:j € J}. Then B(Go) is weakly Krull if and only if
there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers b;, for i € I, such that kb, = [[;c;b; for every

kel

Proof. Suppose B(Gy) is weakly Krull. If |I| = 2, say I = {i,j}, then the assertion follows by
letting b; = j and b; = i. Now suppose |I| > 3. Let {7, j,k} be a subset of I. By Lemma [5512,
we may assume that 4,7 € I\ J and k € J. If B({r,a’,a/,a™%}) is not weakly Krull, then by
LemmaB35 1 there exist S € F({7,a!, o, a *)\B({r,a!,a,a*}) and S, € B({r,a’,a’, a~F})
with a ¢ supp(S,) for all a € {r,a!,a’,a"*} such that S-S, € B({r,a!,a?,a"*}) for every
a € {r,a’,ad,a”*}. Since S € F(Gp) \ B(Gp) and supp(S,) N (Go \ {7,a%,a7,a7F}) = 0, we
obtain that S € (yex(s(cy)) B(Go)p \ B(Go), whence B(Gy) is not weakly Krull, a contradiction.
Thus B({7,a’,a?,a~*}) is weakly Krull. Let d = ged (i, , k). Then B({r,a"/¢, a?/? a=F/4}) is
also weakly Krull. It follows by Lemma that there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers
r,s,t such that i/d = st, j/d = rt, and k/d = rs, whence ged(j, k) = dr, ged(i,j) = dt, and

- _ - . d3StT’2 —_ ng(lvjvk)jk s _ dST‘tS2 — ng(Zvjvk;)Zk
ged(i, k) = ds. Therefore i = dst = P = aedGr 0 J = drt = “55- = acd (2 and

. The assertion follows by Lemma [5.41

— _ dPrst? _ ged(ig.k)ij
k=drs =g = “rdiig)
Suppose there exist pairwise co-prime positive integers b;, for i € I, such that kb, = [];c; bs
for every k € I. Then ged (I \ {i}) = b; for all i € I. For every sequence T € F(Gy), we define

Vi(T) = vui (T) + vo-i(T) (note that v,:(T') =0 or v,—:(T") = 0) for all i € I.
Claim C: Let S € F(Gy) such that v-(S) is a positive even integer. Then S € B(Gy) if and

only if there exist x;,y; € No, fori € I, such that v;(S) = x;b; + 2y; for everyi € I and ), x;
18 even.

Proof of Claim C. (=) Suppose S € B(Gy). There exist subsequences 11, T, over Gg \ {7} such
that S =Ty - 7+ Ty - 7V~ and 7(T}) = n(T3). Suppose T} = HieI\J(ai)[ki} . HjeJ(oz_j)[kf]
and T = HieI\J(O‘Z)[n] : HjeJ(ij)M- Then Ziel\ﬂki - Zjerkj = Ziel\]iri - ZjerTﬁ
whence by = ged(I'\ {¢}) divides ¢(k; — r;) for every £ € I. Since ged(I) = 1, we obtain that
ged (b, £) = 1 and hence by | (kp — r¢) for every ¢ € I. Let z, = (k¢ — 1¢)/be and x; = |z for
every ¢ € I. Then vy(S) = vy(Ty - Tz) = k¢ + r¢ = x4by + 2min{ky, r¢} for every £ € I. Since

S b= Y ilki—r) = D ik =) = Y b
iel\J iel\J = i€s

and ib; = jb; for all 4,j € I, we obtain that ZieI\J T; — D ey 5 =0, whence

ZWEZQU}E Z x;—Zx;EO (mod 2).

tel tel iel\J jed

(<) Suppose there exist z;,y; € Ny, for i € I, such that v;(S) = z;b; + 2y; for every i € I
and ), ;x; is even. Then there exist ¢;,d; € Ny, for i € I, such that >, ;¢; = > °,c;d; and
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¢; + d; = x; for every ¢ € I. Let

T, = H (ai)[cibi+yi] . H(afj)[djbfryj] and Ty = H (ai)[dibﬂr%} . H(a*j)[c]'ijryj} .

iel\J JjeJ iel\J Jjed

Then 7(T}) = 7(Ts) and hence S =T} - 7 - Ty - 7"(9) =1 is a product-one sequence.
O[Claim C.]

Let S € Npex(B(Go))B(Go)p. Then LemmaB.5l1 implies that S € F(Go). It suffices to show
that S is a product-one sequence.

Since there exists S; € B(Go) with 7 & supp(S;) such that S-S is a product-one sequence, we
obtain that v,(5) is even. If v, (S) = 0, then S is a product-one sequence. Now we suppose v, (5)
is a positive even integer. For every i € I, there exists S; € B(Gy) with {af, a~"} Nsupp(S;) = 0
such that S - S; is a product-one sequence. Then Claim C implies that v;(S) = v;(S - S;) =
r;b; + 2s; for some r;,s; € Ng and v;(S;) = v;(S; - 7'[2]) = r.b; + 2] for some 7}, s, € Ny with

, 1771
Dier ™ even.

Case 1: The b; are odd for all ¢ € I.

Since S - S} is a product-one sequence, it follows by Claim C that there exist x;,y; € Ny, for
i € I, such that v;(S -+ S;) = x;b; + 2y; for every i € I and ), ; x; is even. Therefore

Zri EZVZ‘(S) EZVZ'(S) —i—ZrQ EZVZ'(S'ST) EZCEZ' =0 (mod 2),

il il i€l el i€l i€l
whence S is a product-one sequence by Claim C.

Case 2: There exists ig € I such that b;, is even.

Then b; is odd for all j € I'\ {ig} and v;,(S) = ri,bi, + 254, is even. We may suppose v;,(S) =
riobi, + 28;, with 2s;, < b;,, where r;,, s;, € No. If Zz‘el\{io} r; is even, then S - (aio)[_""o(s)]
is a product-one sequence by Claim C. It follows by the fact that v;,(S) is even that S is a
product-one sequence. If ). N\{io} i 18 odd and 7, > 1, then S - (ai0)[=vio () +biol is . product-
one sequence by Claim C. It follows by the fact that v;,(S) — b;, is even that S is a product-one
sequence.

Suppose Ziel\{io} r; is odd and r;, = 0. Let Sy be a product-one sequence with v;,(Sp) = 0
such that S - Sy is a product-one sequence. Then Claim C implies that v;(Sp) = vi(Sg - 72)) =
ri'b; + 2s] for some 77, s € No with ), ;r/ even and that there exist x;,y; € Ny, for i € I,
such that v;(S - So) = w;b; + 2y; for every i € I and ), x; is even. Since v;(S - Sp) = v4,(S) =
254, < by, we obtain that x;, = 0. Therefore

Z r = Zvi(S) = Zvi(S) +Zr;’ = Zvi(S~ So) = Z T = le =0 (mod 2),
ieI\{io} el iel iel i€l i€\ {io} iel

a contradiction. O

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 H; and Hy be monoids. Then Hy X Hs is weakly Krull if and only if Hy
and Hy are both weakly Krull.
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Proof. Let H = H; x Hs. We need the following claims.
Claim A. Let I be a nonempty t-ideal of H. Then I = Iy X Iy, where

Iy ={x € Hy: there exists y € Hy such that (z,y) € I}
and Iy = {y € Hy: there exists x € Hy such that (z,y) € I}.
Furthermore, if I is a prime s-ideal, then Iy = Hy or Io = Hs.

Proof of Claim A. Clearly I C I; x I5. It remains to prove the converse inclusion. Let (a,b) €
Iy x I. Then there exist ¢ € Hy and d € H; such that (a,c),(d,b) € I. Let (z,y) €
(H: {(a,c),(d,b)}). Then (az,cy),(dz,by) € H, whence ax € H; and by € Hy. It fol-
lows that (a,b)(z,y) € H and hence (a,b) € {(a,c),(d,b)},. Since I is a t-ideal, we have
(a,b) € {(a,c),(d,b)}, C 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 € Iy and hence I, = Hy. If (1,0) € I,
then 1 € I; and hence I; = Hj. O[Proof of Claim A.]

Claim B. }C(H) = {Pl x Hy: P € :{(Hl)} @] {Hl X Py: Py € :{(HQ)}

Proof of Claim B. We first show that X(H) D {P, x Ho: P, € X(Hy)}. Let P, € X(H,). It is
clear that Py x Hy is a prime s-ideal of H. By [24] Proposition 11.6(ii)] it follows that P; x Ho
contains a nonemtpy prime t-ideal I. We will show that P; x Hy equals every nonempty prime
t-ideal it contains. Then P; x Hj is a minimal prime t-ideal. By using [24, Proposition 11.6(ii)]
again, we obtain that P; x Hy € X(H). Let I C P; x Hy be a nonempty prime t-ideal. Then
Claim A implies I = Iy X Hs, where I; C P; is a prime s-ideal. Hence the minimality of P;
implies that I; = P;.

By symmetry we can show that X(H) D {Hy x P»: P, € X(H2)}. Now we prove that
X(H) C{Pi1xHy: Py € X(H)}U{H1 X P2: P, € X(H3)}. Let I € X(H). Then [24] Proposition
11.6(iii)] shows that I is a t-ideal and Claim A implies that I = I; x Hy or I = Hy X I, where
Iy C Hy and Is C Hy are prime s-ideals. The minimality of I and X(H) D {P; x Hy: P, €
X(Hy)} U{H| x P»: P, € X(Hs)} imply that I; and I must be minimal, and we complete the
proof. O[Proof of Claim B.]

Suppose H; and Hy are weakly Krull. Let (a,b) € H\ H*. Then a ¢ H or b ¢ HJ, say
a ¢ H{". Then by [24, Theorem 22.7] there exist primary ideals Q1,...,Q, of H; such that
aHy =Q1N...NQy and \/Q; = P, € X(H;) for all i € [1,n]. If b € HY, then (a,b)H = (aH;) x
Hy = (), Qi x Hy. By Claim B, we obtain that \/Q; x Hy = P; x Hy € X(H) for all i € [1,n].
Ifo ¢ HQX, then there exist primary ideals L1, ..., L,, C Hs such that bHo, = L1 N...N L, and
\/—i = N; € X(Hy) for all j € [1,m] Then (a, b)H = (n?zl Q; % HQ) N (n;n:l Hy x L]) 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, suppose H is weakly Krull. By symmetry, we only need to show that H; is weakly
Krull. Let a € Hy \ H{". Then (a,1) € H\ H* and by [24] Theorem 22.7] there exist n € N and
primary t-ideals I, ..., I, C H such that (a,1)H = (aHy) x Hy =11 N...N I, and /I; € X(H)
for all 4 € [1,n]. Since (aHy) x Hy C I;, it follows by Claim A that I; = Q; x Hy for every

€ [1,n]. Tt is easy to see that each Q; must be primary. Since v/I; = v/Q; x Hy € X(H), Claim
B implies that /Q; € X(H;) for all i € [1,n]. Note that aH; = Q1 N...NQy. It follows by [24]
Theorem 22.7] that H; is weakly Krull. O
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Corollary 5.9. Let G be a group and let Gy C G be a subset. Then B(Gq) is weakly Krull if
and only if B(Go \ {1}) is weakly Krull.

Proof. If 1 ¢ Gy the statement is trivial, so let 1 € Gy. Since 1 (considered as a sequence) has
the property that S € B(Gy) if and only if S -1 € B(Gy) for all S € F(Gp), it is clear that
B(Go \ {1}) x F({1}) = B(Gy) (the isomorphism being (S, 1) — S . 1["). Now the assertion
follows by Proposition O

Proof of Theorem [51].2. By Corollary we can assume that Gg does not contain the element
1. If Go C (a) or |Gp| = 1, then B(Gy) is Krull and hence weakly Krull. For every g € Gy, we
let p, = {S € B(Gp): g € supp(S)}. We distinguish three cases depending on G and in each
case we prove the asserted equivalence.

Case 1: Gy C (a)T with |Go| > 2.

If |Go| = 2, say G = {a'T,a?1}, where i, 5 € Z are distinct, then A(Gg) = {(a’7)Z, (a/ 1)},
which implies B(Gy) is factorial and hence weakly Krull.

Suppose |Go| = 3. We will show B(Gy) is weakly Krull. Let Gy = {a't,af7,a¥7}, where
1,7,k € Z are distinct.

Claim D: Let d = ged(|k — |, |k — j|,|7 —i|). Then
A(B(Go)) = {(* D), (ad )P (aF )P A = (i) IRl L (o pyliR=il/d] (ol pylli=il/dly

Proof of Claim D. Let S = (a'7)l*) . (adT)W . (oF1)H € F(Gy), where z,y,z € Nyg. We define
the map ¢: F(Go) — Z by ¢(S) = iz + jy+ kz. To show the assertion, we will use the fact that
S € B(G)) if and only if there exist subsequences 77 and T3 such that S = T3 - Ty, |T1| = |T3],
and ¢(T1) = ¢(T2) (see Claim A of Proof of Theorem [(.11). In particular, if S is an atom,
then supp(71) Nsupp(T) = 0, since otherwise A2 - (S hl=2) would be a decomposition of S for
every h € supp(71) Nsupp(72) by Claim A; contradicting the fact that S is an atom.

Let Ay € A(B(Gy)). If | supp(Ag)| = 1, then Ay € {('7)Z, (a/ 7)1, (aF7) 2},

Suppose |supp(4g)| = 2, say supp(4g) = {a‘T,a?7}. Let Ty and T be the subsequences such
that Ag = T4 - Ty, |T1| = |T3|, ¢(T1) = ¢(13), o't € supp(T1). Then supp(Ty) Nsupp(Ts) = ()
and hence T7 = (ai7)Vai-(A0)] and Ty = (af7)Vai(A0)l Therefore v, (S) = v,i,(S) and
Vi (S)i =v,.(5)j, a contradiction.

Suppose |supp(4g)| = 3. After renumbering if necessary, we may suppose i < j < k and
Ag = (') (@d )W (oF7)E] where ,y, 2 € N. Let Ty and Th be the subsequences such that
Ay =T - Ty, |Th| = |Ta], ¢(T1) = ¢(T3), and o't € supp(T1). Then supp(T1) Nsupp(Te) = 0.
If supp(Ty) = {a’r}, then 71 = (&'7)*) and Tp = (a?7)¥ . (oF7)l?], whence z = y + 2z and
iz = jy + kz > iy + iz, a contradiction. If supp(T}) = {a’t,a?7}, then Ty = (a'7)l* « (ad7)W
and Ty = (osz)[z], whence x +y = z and iz + jy = kz = kx + ky > ix + jy, a contradiction.
Therefore supp(T1) = {a'7, a*7} and hence T} = (/7)) « (¥ 7)l¥ and Ty = (ad 7). Tt follows
that iz + kz = jy and © + z = y. Since ((k—j)/d, (k —i)/d, (j —i)/d) is a solution of the above
linear equations, we obtain that (z,y, z) = r((k—j)/d, (k —1i)/d, (j —i)/d), where r is a positive
rational. Since ged ((k — j)/d, (k —4)/d, (j — i)/d) = 1, we have that r € N and hence r = 1,
since Ap is an atom. O[Claim D.]
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Since Gy consists of torsion elements, it follows by Proposition B that X(B(Go)) = {pg: g €
Go} is finite. Now let S € (,cq, B(Go)p,- Then S € F(Gp) and [S| is even. By definition
of weakly Krull monoids, we need to show S € B(Gy). If |supp(S)| = 1, then S € B(Gy). If
|supp(S)| = 2, say supp(S) = {a’r,a/7}, then there exist n,m € N such that S = (ai7) .
(a? 7)™ Tt 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(Gy). Suppose both are odd. Since S € B(Gy),_, , we obtain
there exists S; € B(Go) \ pyr, such that S-Sy € B({alr,afr}). It follows that v, (S - S1)
and v, (S - S1) are both even, whence v,:.(S1) and v,;(S1) are both odd, a contradiction to
S1 € B(Go) \ P, = B({a'T, 0l 7}).

So it remains to treat the case when |supp(S)| = 3. Assume S = (a'7)*1). (ad )2l (ofi7)lks],
where ki, ko, ks € N with k1 + k2 + k3 even. If all three of them are even, then S € B(Gy).
Otherwise, after renumbering if necessary, we may assume ki, ko are odd and k3 is even. Since
S € B(Go)y,_, , we obtain some Si € B(Go) \ por, such that S+ S1 € B(Go). It follows by
supp(S1) C {a'7,a’7} that v,i,(S1) is even and hence v,i.(S - S;) is odd. By Claim D, we
may suppose

S-S =AML (i)l (i EHLL (P )L where w, 2,1y, 2 € Ny .

Then w - v,i,(A) and hence v,i,(A) are odd. A similar argument shows v,;.(A) is odd and |A|
even implies that v, (A) is even. If A [r(q,) S, then v, (S - A=) is even for all [ € {i, j, k},
which implies S - A7 and hence S are product-one sequences. If A Jf]—‘(GO) S, then there
is I € {i,j,k} such that v, (S) < vq.(A4). Since S € B(Go)p, , it follows that there is
Sy € B(Go\ {a!7}) such that S-Sy € B(Gp). Since v,i.(S+S1) = vy, (S) < v, (A), there exist
z,y,z € Ny such that S-5; = (a'7)?* . (o 7)Y . (o#7)%] whence ki + v, (S1) = 22 is even.
Since k; is odd, we have that v, (S1) is odd, a contradiction to the fact that S € B(Go\ {a!7}).

Suppose |Gg| > 4. Then there exist distinct i, j, k,r € Z\ {0} such that {a'T, a?71,aF1,a"7} C
Go. In this case, we will show B(G)) is not weakly Krull. Set d; = ged(j—k,j—r,k—r) = QBid;,
dj = ged(i —k,i—nrk—r) = QBJ'd;, di = ged(j —i,j — i — 1) = 2°:d}, and d, = ged(j —
k,j — ik —1i) = 2°d. such that d,, d;, d};, d,. are all odd. By symmetry, we may assume that
Bi = max{B;, Bj, Br, Br}-

Note that A; = (ad7)Ik=rl/d] . (okp)lli=rl/dil . (qrr)li=kl/d] e A(Gy) and |A;| is even. Tt
follows by d; = ged(j — k,j — r,k — r) that two of (j — k)/d;, (j — r)/d;, (k — r)/d; are odd.
By symmetry, we may suppose (k — r)/d; is even and (j — r)/d;, (j — k)/d; are odd. Consider
A; = (air)lk=rl/ds] . (kpyli=rl/dil . (qrr)li=k/d] ¢ A(Gy). Since B; > B;, we obtain (k —r)/d;
is even and hence (i —r)/d;, (i — k)/d; are both odd.

Let S = (afr)li=rl/did . (qrr)li=kl/di] Then S ¢ B(Gg) and

A; A - (aFr)li=rl/dizli=rl/di] . (qr )l —kl/di=li=k|/d;]

= = . e [\ BGo).
[le—rl/di] i\[k—r|/d;] p
(ad7) (o) j be2(B(Go))

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

Case 2: |Gy N {(a)| > 1 and |G N {(a)7| > 2.
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Then there are i € Z \ {0} and distinct j, k € Z such that {a’,a/7,aF7} C Go. Therefore
X(B(G0)) € {py: g € Go} and

(adT)l2] o (akT)l2

. N2l (i )2 N2l (k)2
(az)[Z] _ (Oé ) (a T) (a ) (Oé T) ﬂ B(GO)p )
pEX(B(Go))

By definition of weakly Krull monoids, it follows that B(Gy) is not weakly Krull.
Case 3: |Gy N {(a)| > 1 and |Gp N (a)7| = 1.

Suppose Go N ()7 = {a*1}, where k € Z. If Gy \ {oF7} C {a’:i € N} or Gy \ {aF7} C
{a7": i € N}, then X(B(Go)) = {pg: g € Go \ {p,r,}} and hence for o € Gy we have that

(@)Pe () B(Go)y\B(Go).
pEX(B(Go))

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

Now we assume that Go \ {a*7} = {a’: i € I} U{a7: j € J}, where I, .J are nonempty sets
of positive integers. Let d = ged(I U J) and let Gy = {7} U{a/?:i e I} U{a /4. j € J}. By
changing bases, we obtain that B(Gy) is weakly Krull if and only if B(G1) is weakly Krull.

Suppose [T UJ| > 2. Let ig € TUJ and Gy = {r,a/?} U {a7/%: j € (TUJ)\ {io}}. By
Lemma [5.52, 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 |[TU J| =1, say TUJ = {i}. Then Gy = {7,a,a"'}. To finish the proof, we only
need to show that B(Gy) is weakly Krull. Let S € (,cxp(g,)) B(G1)p- Then Lemma G511
implies that S € F(Gp). It suffices to show that S is a product-one sequence. Since there
exists S; € B(G1) with 7 ¢ supp(S;) such that S - S; is a product-one sequence, we obtain
that v(S) is even. If v.(S) = 0, then S is a product-one sequence. Now we suppose v, (5) is
a positive even integer. Since there exists S, € B(G1) with a ¢ supp(S,) such that S - S, is
a product-one sequence, we obtain that v, (S - Sqa) + vo-1(S - Sy) and v,-1(S,) are both even,
whence v, (S) + v,-1(5) is even. It follows that S is a product-one sequence. O

Proof of Theorem[51.3. (¢) < (e) follows by Theorem BII12, (a) < (b) follows by Equation
(&1, and (c) = (b) follows by Proposition [£112. It remains to show (b) = (d) and (d) = (e).

(b) = (d) If Gy ¢ (a) and Gy € (a)7 U {1}, then there are ¢ € Z\ {0} and j € Z such
that of,a/7 € Gy. Then for all n € N we have that A, = (/)" . (/7))@ € A(Gy). Since
An |B(Go) (e (ad 7)™ and A, 18(Go) (@B - (7)™ for any m € [1,n — 1], it follows
that w(B(Gp), An) > n and hence w(Gy) = oo.

(d) = (e) If Go C (a), then (Gp) is abelian and hence the finiteness of Gy implies B(Gy)
is finitely generated. If Gy C (a)7 U {1}, then Gy consists of torsion elements. It follows by
Theorem BIT12 that B(Gy) is finitely generated. O

Proof of Theorem [51l.4. (d) = (b) is clear. For (b) = (c), recall that p = sup{px/k : k > 2}.
(a) = (e) and (c) = (e) If GoN{a)7 # 0 and B(GoN () € {15(cy)> 1[5} :n > 0}, then there exist
i € N,j € Zg, and k € Z such that {a}, 0/, a*7} C Gp. We will show that t(Gy, (oF7)1?) = oo
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and po(Go) = 0o. Let m = lem(i, —j) and n; = m/i, nj = m/(—j). Then (a?)l*l. (o)) is an
atom. For every n € N, let S, = (o*7)4 . (a?)277] . (a7)12%7] Then
Z(S0) N (@ 1)P - Z(B(Go)) = {7, := (@" 1)+ (aF )P (o))« (af)lmal)l2r )
Set z, = ((Fr)2 .« (a?)Rrn]) . ((@Fr)2 . (@) Prm]) € Z(S,). Then t(Go, (aF7)P) > d(z,, 2,) =
2n 4+ 2 and py(Go) > 2n + 2, whence t(Go, (oF7)%) = 00 and py(Gy) = .
(e) = (a) and (e) = (d) If Gy C (), then it follows by Theorem [B.113 that D(Gp) < oo and
B(Gy) is tame. Now Proposition 4112 implies p(Gp) is accepted.

Suppose B(Go N () C {15(G,)> 1[5} :n > 0} and Gy N ()7 # 0. First, we prove that for all
A € A(Go) \ {1} we have that

2 < Z vg(A4) < max{ Z vg(S): S e A(D)} =: M,
geGoN{a)T geGoN{a)T
where D is the finitely generated monoid defined in Equation (B.J]). The first inequality 2 <

>, vg(A) follows from the fact that B(Go N (a)) C {1B(Go)7lgﬂ :n > 0} Let W €
geGonN(a)T
A(Go) \ A(D). Then 1g ¢ supp(W). We can write W = Uy -...- U, - g?] S gl?], where
r,t € No, g1,...,9t € GoN (), and Uy,..., U, € A(D) N A(Gp). Thus supp(U;) N {a)7 # 0
for every i € [1,7]. If » = 0, then supp(B) € G N (@), a contradiction. Suppose r > 2. Since

Uu: =0U;- g?} SR g?] € A(Gp), we obtain that W = U{ - Uy - ... - U, a contradiction. Thus
r=1and hence > v,(W)= >  v4(Ui) <M. The second inequality follows.
geGonN(a)T geGon(a)T

We will show t(Gy, A) < oo for every A € A(Gp) and p(Go) = M/2 is accepted.

If A= 1¢ this is clear by [I8, Lemma 1.6.5.2], so let A € A(Go) \ {1¢}. By Equation (£2), it
suffices to prove w(Gy, A) and 7(Gyp, A) are both finite. Let n € Nand Uy, ..., U, € B(Go)\{l¢}
such that A |B(Go) Up+...-U,. Let A= Ay-...- A, be a factorization of A in D. Note that w(D)
is finite by [I8, Theorem 3.1.4]. Since w(D, A) < mw(D), after renumbering if necessary, we may
assume A [p Ur+...-Upypy- Set A" =Ur-...-Upypy A7l Since 3 Vg(Upo(Dy41) = 2,

geGoN(a)T

we obtain A’ + Uy,,py4+1 € B(Go) and hence A |g(g,) Ut + ..+ Upy(py+1- Therefore w(Go, A) <
mw(D) 4 1 is finite. Note that for every U € A(Gy) \ {1¢} we have that > vy(U) > 2.
geGoN(a)T
Suppose A ’B(Go) Up-...-Upy, but A does not divide any proper subproduct. Then n < w(Gy, A)
and Uy« ... U, - AU = Wy« ... W,,, where m € N and Wy,...,W,, € A(Gp). Since
2 < X geconiayr Vg(Wi) for every i € [Lm] and M > 37 i a7 Vg(Uj) for every j € [1,n], we
obtain that m < 2% < w. The definition of 7(Gy, A) implies that 7(Go, A) < w
is finite.

Note that
max(L(S))
min(L(S))
M/2 - min(L(S))
< : 1 1
< sup{ e 8 € BGo\ (o)) \ (s}

M
5

p(Go) = sup { +5 € B(Go\ {16D)\ {1s(60} |
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Let A € A(Gy) such that >, Vg(A) =M. Then A =hy-...-hy+-g1+...+gu, where
geGoN{a)T

hi € GoN{a) and g; € GoN (a)r. It follows that A2 = (h[lz] Y [2]) g[ } gﬁ, whence

p(L(AR) > & thus, using the above inequality, p(L(A®))) = & and p(Gy) is accepted O

Proof of Theorem [21l.5. Suppose c(Gy) < oo. Then the set of distances is finite by Equation
EI). If pp(Go) = oo for some k € N, then the sets Ui (Go) have the asserted form by [12]
Theorem 4.2]. If pi(Gy) < oo for all k& > 2, then p(Gy) is accepted by Theorem [E114, whence
the claim for Uy (Gp) 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 (BI). If Gy C (), then by Theorem (5113 and Equation (1] we
obtain ¢(Gy) is finite. Suppose G N ()7 # 0 and set

N =max{|A|: A€ A(D)}.

Let G = () N Gy. We first show the following two claims.

Claim A. Let S1,...,5a,+1 € B(G1). Then there exists a nonempty subset I C [1,|G1]+ 1]
such that vg([,c; Si) is even for all g € G1.

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

n: F(Gy) — CéGll be a monoid homomorphism defined by 1(g;) = e;, where {g1, ..., g/q,|} = G1.
Therefore for every sequence S over Gy, we know v,(S) is even for all g € Gy if and only if
o(1(S)) = 0.

Since a(n(S1)) ...+ o(n(S|c,|4+1)) s a sequence over ClGl‘ of length |G| +1 = D(C’fll)7 there
exists a nonempty subset I C [1,]G1]+1] such that the sequence [[;c; o(n(S;)) is a product-one
sequence, whence vy([[;c; Si) is even for all g € G1. O[End of proof of Claim A.]

Claim B. Let A € A(Gp) with supp(A) N {(a)T # O and let T be a sequence over G.
(i) For every To € F(Go N (), we have that T(?] - A € B(Gp) and max L(Tém - A) <2|Ty| +
N +|Gy].
(ii) Suppose A € A(D). Let Ty € F(G1) be a subsequence of T' such that (T-T(gfl})m € B(Go)
with minimal length. Then max L(T(?] - A) <|Gi|+ N.

Proof of Claim B. (i) Let Ty € F(GoN{)). Since A € A(Gy) C B(Gy), there is an even number
of terms from Gy N (a)7 contained in A, so distributing T(?] appropriately gives T(?] - A € B(Gy).
The definition of D implies that there exist a sequence 71 € F(GoN(a)) and an atom A; € A(D)
such that A = Tlm - A1. Suppose

TP oa=T . A =wy oW

where W; € A(Gy) for all i € [1,7]. Let I C [1,r] be the maximal subset such that [[,.; W,

is a subsequence of Tlm. Then for every j € [1,7] \ I, we have that W - [[.c; Wi 17(cy) T1[2],
whence r — [I| < 2|Ty| + |A1| < 2|Tp| + N. Assume to the contrary that [I| > \Gl\ + 1. Then

Claim A implies that there exists a nonempty subset J C I such that [[,.; W; = T?)p] for some

T3 € F(G1). Note that (T3 -T?E 1])[2} - A, is still a product-one sequence, using the same argument
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as above for TéQ} - A € B(G)p), since we just cancel out terms of 7. This is a contradiction to
the fact that A € A(Gp). Therefore r < 2|Ty| + N + |I| < 2|Ty| + N + |G4].
(ii) Suppose A € A(D). Let Ty € F(G1) be a subsequence of T such that (T-To[_l})m € B(Gy)
with minimal length. Suppose
A =wye oW,

where W; € A(Gy) for all i € [1,7]. After renumbering if necessary, we may assume there exists
t € Ny such that

W1 L Wt ’»/—'(GO) TO[Q] and W] "’]:(GO) TO[Q] . (Wl cLL.e Wt)[il] for allj S [t + 1,7"'] s

whence r —t < |A| < N. If t > |G| + 1, then Claim A implies that there is a subset I C [1,1]

such that [[,c; W; = T1[2] for some sequence T € F(G1). It follows that TO-Tl[fl] is a subsequence

of T such that (T - (Tp - TV =2 = 7P (p . 7R = 11, Wi - (7 - T € B(Gy), a
contradiction to the minimality of |Tp|. Thus ¢ < |G| and r < |G1|+ N. O[End of proof of
Claim B.]

To prove the finiteness of c(Gy), we show that
c(Go) <y =4t(D)+ 2+ 2|G1| + 2N .

Assume to the contrary that there exists B € B(Go) with cg(gy)(B) > 7. Let B € B(Go) be
the counter example such that |B| is minimal and let zy = Uy +... Uy, 20 = V1 - ...+ V} be two
factorizations of B between which there is no ~-chain. Since A(G1) C A(D), we obtain that
c(G1) < D(G1) < N, whence supp(B) N {a)7 # (. By symmetry, we may suppose supp(V5 -
V)N {a)T # (. Suppose V; = V- h[f} e b where r € Ny, Vi € A(Gp) N A(D), and
hi,...,h, € G1. Therefore for every subset I C [1,7], we have that V{ - [[,c; h?] e A(Gy)
and V| - [[;c; h?} s )B. To see this, note that supp(V{) C («) implies that » = 0 and the

0

statement is trivial. In the case supp(V{) N {(a)7 # 0, we use the same argument as above to see
that V- [L.cr h?] € B(Gyp), namely distribute the h; appropriately. If Vi - ];; h?] ¢ A(Gp) we
could distribute the remaining h; and would get a contradiction to V; € A(Gyp). Also the second
statement can be seen using the argument above to show that (Va-...-Ve)-TLiep o\ s hg»m € B(Go).
We proceed by the following two claims.

Jje

Claim C. There is a factorization zz = V| - Wy +...- Wy such that there is a y-chain between z;
and z3.

Claim D. Let I C [1,7], Vi = V{ - [Lie; 22, and j € [1L,r]\ L. If &/ = Vi - Yi-...- Y, is a
factorization of B, then there exists a factorization 2" = (V{* - h?]) <Y{ ... Y] of B such that
there is a y-chain between z' and 2".

If Claim C and Claim D hold, then there exists a factorization z4 = V7 - X7 -...- X; of B
such that there is a y-chain between z; and z4. Since [Va-...- V| =|X; ... X;| < |B|, by the
minimality of |B| there is a y-chain between z4 and z2, whence we are done.

Proof of Claims C and D. Let G = GoN (a)7. Let U* be an atom of D. If U* is also an atom
of B(Gop), then let Uy = 1p(g,) and otherwise let Uy be an atom of B(Gp) such that U* - Uy is
also an atom of B(Gp).
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Suppose B has two factorizations z; = Uy - Uy +...- Uy and zg = (Up - U*) - V4 - ...V}, and
suppose supp(Uy « ... Up - (UHEY) NGy # . Tt suffices to show that there is a y-chain between
them. Then both statements follow by choosing the parameters for Claim C as U* = V/, U

trivial, Uy - ...+ U; = 21 and for Claim D as U* = hg] and Uy = V/.

Note that U* divides Uy - ... U; in D. There is a subset I C [1,1], say I = [1,w], such that
11| =w < w(D)+1, U* | p [112, Ui, and supp((U*)1 [T, U;) N Ga # 0. Therefore (U*)=1 .
[[;i=, Ui € B(Go) and U* | g(g,) [Ii=, Ui- For each i € [1,w], suppose U; = Uj - 92[2% . 92[23 ,
where U/ € A(D), t; € Ny, and g¢;1,...,6it, € Gi1. Let J C [1,w] and I; C [1,t] for each

€ [1,w] be subsets such that

w

U*’DX:HUJ/"H ngz

jeJ i=1 j,€l;

but U* does not divide any proper subproduct. Thus (U *)[*1] - X has a factorization in D of
length < 7(D). Suppose
II vi=vr-xi-...- X,

JELw\J
where X; € A(D) and 7 < 7(D) +w — |J| <2t(D) + 1.
Let T' = Hzl‘vzl(Hjie[l,ti]\Ii gi,jz’)' Then

l
B="U,-T?. H U’ 1T v
j=w+1
Let To = [[;=(I1;,er 9i;) be a subsequence of T" such that (T'- TO[_H)[Q] € B(Gy) with minimal
length, where I/ C [1,;] \ ;. Note that Ty can be trivial or equal to T'. Suppose

(T- 77 =Wy W,
where W; € A(Gy). Let U/ = U} - Hjeliulg gf]] Then U/ € A(Gy) (using the same argument as

3
above Claim C) and B has a factorization

z10=Up - U . .~U$'W1-...~Wy-Uw+1-...-Ul(notethatUOGA(GO)U{lg(GO)}).

After renumbering if necessary, we may assume there exists 79 € N such that X; € A(Gy)
for all i € [1 0], Xi € A(Gp) for all i € [1p 4+ 1,7], and supp(X1) N G2 # 0 (note that
supp((U*)I7U - T, Ui) N Gy # 0). Then |X;| = 2 for every i € [ro + 1,7], X7 - T(EQ] € B(Go),
and by Claim B, X7 - Té | has a factorization X -T(?} =Y1-...-Y; of length s < |Gy|+ N. We
may suppose supp(Y1) N Ga # (. Then by Claim B again, X' =Y - X; 41 -... X, € B(Go)
has a factorization of length < | X, y1-...- X;|+ N +|G1| = 2(1 —710) + N + |G1|. It follows by

B-(T- Ty N2 Uy - UL (U U = T2 Xy X = Xy Xy Y Y X

that B - (T - T(gfl])[_m e (Uppgr .. - U)o (U* - Up)I=Y has a factorization of length < (19 —

1)+ |Gi| + N +2(1r — 19) + N + |G1] < 7. Therefore B has a factorization
2a=(U"-Up) - Wie... e Wy Wye..o o Wy - Ups1+...- U

with <~ — 1, whence d(z3, 219) < max{y,w(D) + 1}, where W{,..., W, € A(Gy). Note that
by choice and Equation 1] we get that w < w(D)+ 1 < t(D) + 1.
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By Claim A, there exist a € N and sequences 17, ..., T, over Gp such that [1,y] = K1 ¥...®
K,, where K1,..., K, are disjoint subsets of [1,y] with |K;| < |G|+ 1 for every i € [1,a], and
(THP = [I;ex, Wj. Furthermore, there exist Ji(J) C [1,4]\ (I UI]) for all ¢ € [1,w] and all
j € [1,a] such that T} =[]}’ (HjeJ.('“) gi;) for all k € [1,a]. Set

=1
(k) _ g (2]
L || By
jesVu.ug®

and hence Ul-(k) € A(Gy) for all k € [1,a] and i € [1,w]. Then

2o =Up - UM .. UB . 11 wi- [ v
JelLy\(K1U...UK}) i=wt1
is a factorization of B, where k € [1,a]. Note that 2194+, = 27 and d(210+4, 210+i+1) < w+|G1]+1
for every i € [0,a — 1]. Then there is a (w + |G1| + 1)-chain between z7 and z1p.
By the minimality of the choice of |B|, we obtain there is a y-chain between z3 and zg, whence
there is a y-chain between z7 and zg.

O[End of proof of Claims C and D]
Thus the proof of Theorem 5115 is complete. O

We continue with three examples.

Example 5.10. If Gy = {a, a1, 7}, then B(Gy) is a root closed v-noetherian G-monoid, but
neither a C-monoid nor locally tame, and D(Gy) = w(Gp) = oc.

Proof. Since G is finite, it follows by Theorem Bl that B(Gy) is a v-noetherian G-monoid,
D(Go) = w(Gp) = oo, and not locally tame, whence not a C-monoid by [I8, Theorem 3.3.4.3].
To show B(Gy) is root closed, it suffices to prove B(Gp) C B(Gyp). Let g—; € B(Go) C F(Go)
with S; = all. (o= hlmil. 7] 5, = gl . (o=l L 7l2] € B(Gyg). Then ny > ny, my > ma,
l1 > o, and ly,l9,|n1 — my|,|ng — mg| are even. Therefore (nqy — ng) — (my — ma),ly — Iy are
even and g—; = alm—nal. (g1 lmi—ma] L plh—l] 1f ] — [y £ 0, then g—; € B(Gp). Suppose I = ls.

—~—

Since g—; € B(Gy), there exists N € N such that (g—;)[N] = oN(mu=n2)], (1) INIm—m2)] ¢ B(Gy),
which implies that (:g—;) = alm=nal L (o= hlmi=m2] € B(Gy) and we are done. O

Example 5.11. If Gy = {«, 7}, then B(Gy) 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(Gp) = w(Gp) = 0.

Proof. Tt is clear that A(Gp) = {al?” . 718 n € Ng}. Thus D(Gy) = w(Go) = oo, B(Gy) is not
finitely generated, and every sequence S € B(Go) \ {15(G,)} can be written as S = ol . 2m]
for some n € No,m € N, whence L(S) = {#} Therefore B(Gp) is half-factorial and

C(B(Go), F(Go)) = {[1]:(G0)]’ [Q[Q]]’ [a], [7[2]]’ 7], [a - 7—[2}]’ [~ 7]},
whence B(Gy) is a C-monoid and therefore locally tame by [18, Theorem 3.3.4.3]. Example
implies that B(Gy) is root closed. Note that al? = O‘[i]['{]m € q(B(Gyp)) and 7. (aPh[" € B(Gp)

for all n € N, but of? ¢ B(Gy). We obtain B(Gy) is not completely integrally closed. O

ol
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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 Gy = {7,a™: m € N}, then B(G)) is finitary, but neither a G-monoid nor
seminormal, and D(Gy) = w(Gp) = oo.

Proof. If G1 = {a, 7}, then B(G1) C B(Gy) is a divisor closed submonoid, whence Example [5.17]
implies that co = D(G1) < D(Gy) and oo = w(G1) < w(Gy).

In the notation of Proposition B0, let n = 1 and A; = 712/, Then {4} satisfies the conditions
in Proposition B.10 and hence B(Gy) is finitary. By Theorem BII] B(Gy) is not a G-monoid.
To see that B(Gy) is not seminormal, we set S; = (a?)® .+ af . 714 and Sy = (@?)@ - 712, Then
S1, Sy € B(Go) and S = a? - af - 78 = 2L € q(B(Go)) \ B(Gy), but S, B € B(Gy). O

Finally, we give the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [2.2. Let G be an infinite dihedral group.

1. This follows from Theorem [3.14]

2. Theorem A 4limplies that £(G) has the given form, whence A(G) and Uy, (G) are as asserted.

3. The monoid B(G) is an FF-monoid by Proposition @l Since A(G) = N, we obtain ¢(G) =
w(G) = oo by Equation ([@J]). Example (.10 shows that B(G) has divisor-closed submonoids,
that are not locally tame, whence B(G) is not locally tame. U
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