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ON NEARLY GORENSTEIN AFFINE SEMIGROUPS

RAHELEH JAFARI, FRANCESCO STRAZZANTI, AND SANTIAGO ZARZUELA ARMENGOU

ABSTRACT. We describe the canonical module of a simplicial affine semigroup ring K[S] and its
trace ideal. As a consequence, we characterize when K[S] is nearly Gorenstein in terms of arithmetic
properties of the semigroup S. Then, we find some bounds for the Cohen-Macaulay type of K[S]
when it is nearly Gorenstein. In particular, if it has codimension at most three, we prove that the
Cohen-Macaulay type is at most three and this bound is sharp.

INTRODUCTION

The notion of nearly Gorenstein ring appeared several times in literature as a generalization
of Gorenstein rings, even if this name was introduced later in [11], see for instance [4, 13, 21].
Indeed, only in 2019, with the work of Herzog, Hibi, and Stamate [11], a systematic study of
these rings has begun. Since then, many authors have studied this notion in several contexts like
numerical semigroup rings [12, 18], projective monomial curves [16], Ehrhart rings [9], and quotient
singularities [1] among others. The idea behind nearly Gorenstein rings relies on the fact that the
trace ideal of the canonical module of a ring determines its non-Gorenstein locus. More precisely,
let (R,m) be a Cohen-Macaulay local ring (or a positively graded K-algebra) admitting canonical
module wg, and define the trace ideal of wg as the ideal

twr)= Y elwn).

peHomp(wr,R)

Given a prime ideal p € Spec(R), the ring R, is not Gorenstein if and only if tr(wg) C p, see [11,
Lemma 2.1]. Therefore, R is Gorenstein if and only if tr(wg) = R. The ring R is said to be nearly
Gorenstein if tr(wg) contains the maximal (homogeneous) ideal m of R, i.e., if tr(wg) is equal to
either R or m. It is clear that a nearly Gorenstein ring is Gorenstein in the punctured spectrum,
but the converse is not true; indeed, R is Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum if and only if
tr(wg) is an m-primary ideal.

In this paper we are interested in the nearly Gorenstein affine semigroup rings, and especially
in their Cohen-Macaulay type, which we call only type for brevity. An affine semigroup S is an
additive submonoid of N? for some positive integer d. We assume that S is simplicial and fully
embedded in N¢. Its associated affine semigroup ring is the subalgebra of the polynomial ring
Klz1,z2,...,zq] given by K[S] = K[z{'25? - - - 25 : (a1,...,aq) € S], where K is a field. The case
d =1 corresponds (up to isomorphism) to the case of numerical semigroup rings, where the nearly
Gorenstein property has been more studied. In this case, if K[S] has embedding dimension at
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most 3, it is well known that the type of K[S] is at most 2 [10]. Moreover, if K[S] has embedding
dimension 4 and is nearly Gorenstein, then in [18] it is proved that its type is at most 3.

More generally, for any d, when the embedding dimension of K[S] is at most d 4+ 2, in [15] it
is shown that the type of K[S] is at most 2. In this paper we focus on nearly Gorenstein affine
semigroup rings with embedding dimension d 4+ 3 and prove that their type is at most 3. Notice
that without assuming that K[S] is nearly Gorenstein, the type is not bounded, even when d = 1.
Moreover, even in the numerical semigroup case, it is not known if the type of a nearly Gorenstein
ring with fixed embedding dimension is bounded, see [20, Question 3.7].

We also prove that, regardless of the embedding dimension, in the nearly Gorenstein case the
type is at least d if the ring is not Gorenstein. The starting point to prove these results is the
descriptions of the canonical module and its trace ideal in terms of the maximal elements of an
Apéry set of S with respect to a suitable order.

The structure of the paper is the following. In the first section, after recalling some definitions
and some results, we characterize the canonical module of an affine semigroup ring and its trace
ideal, see Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.5 respectively. Among the consequences of these results,
there is also a characterization of affine semigroup rings that are nearly Gorenstein or Gorenstein
on the punctured spectrum, see Corollary 1.6 and Proposition 1.12. In Section 2 we focus on nearly
Gorenstein rings K[S] and their type. For instance, if K[S] is not Gorenstein, in Corollary 2.4 we
prove that its type is at least d. Finally, Section 3 is devoted to prove that if K[S] has embedding
dimension d + 3, then its type is at most 3, see Theorem 3.9. Both these bounds are sharp, indeed
every possible value among these bounds can be obtained.

Several computations are performed by using Macaulay2 [8], the GAP system [6] and, in partic-
ular, the NumericalSgps package [3].

1. THE CANONICAL MODULE AND ITS TRACE

Throughout the paper, S = (ay,...,a4.,) € N? will be a simplicial and fully embedded affine
semigroup with extremal rays aj,...,ay. This means that the vectors ay,...,a  are linearly inde-
pendent and for each element a € S, we have na € Na; + --- + Nag, for some positive integer n.
Equivalently

d
S C Z Q>0 a;.
i=1
Moreover, we assume that a; is the smallest generator in its extremal ray for every i = 1,...,d,
i.e., if there is another generator a; of S for which a; = ga; for some non-zero ¢ € Q, then ¢ > 1.

We write group(S) for the smallest group (up to isomorphism) that contains S, group(S) =
{a—b|a,bec S}. Given two sets A, B C N we write A + B for the set {a+b; ac A,b € B}.
If A = {a}, we simply write a+ B, instead of {a} + B. A subset H C group(S) is called S-ideal of
group(S), if S+ H C H. When H C S, we simply say that H is an ideal of S.

Let R = K[S] be the semigroup ring associated to S. A monomial in the semigroup ring R is
an element of the form x® = z{'z3* ... 2%, where a = (a1,a2,...,a4) € S. Anideal I C Ris a
monomial ideal if it is generated by monomials. For any subset H of S, let K[H] denote the K-linear
span of the monomials x* with a € H. Then, I is a monomial ideal if and only if I = K[H] for some
ideal H of S, or equivalently, if I is homogeneous with respect to the tautological grading on R,
which is defined by deg(x®) = a. Note that m = K[M], where M = S\ {0}, is the unique monomial
maximal ideal of R. Given a monomial fractional ideal I of R, let H be the set of exponents of
monomials in I and let I=! = {z € Q(R) : zI C R}, where Q(R) is the field of fractions of R, and
H'={z c group(S) ; z+ H C S}. Then, I = K[H] and [~ = K[H1].
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The Apéry set of S with respect to an element b € S is defined as Ap(S,b) ={a € S; a—b ¢ S}.
We will denote the zero vector of N¢ by 0. Since S C N¢, for b # 0 we have 0 € Ap(S,b). For a
subset A, we set Ap(S,A) ={acS;a—-b¢s, forallbe A}. Let E={aj,...,as} and let [; be

the smallest positive integer such that l;a;; € Z;l:l aj, fori=1,...,7. Then

d r

Ap(S, E) = ﬂ Ap(S, ai) - {Z niag+; ; 0<n; < ll} ,
i=1 i=1

is a finite set. We consider the natural partial ordering <g on S where, for all elements a and b in

Nd, b <g a if there is an element ¢ € S such that a=Db + c.

Given b € max<, Ap(S, E), the element b — 2?21 a; is said to be a quasi-Frobenius element
and the set of quasi-Frobenius elements of S is denoted by QF(S), see [15, Defenition 3.1]. If R
is Cohen-Macaulay, then the number of quasi-Frobenius elements is equal to the Cohen-Macaulay
type of R, [15, Proposition 3.3]. We denote this number by type(S) and refer to it as the type of
the semigroup S.

When R is Cohen-Macaulay, a finite graded R-module C is a canonical module of R if there
exist homogeneous isomorphisms

0 for ¢ # d,
R/m fori=d.

It is unique up to isomorphism and R is Gorenstein exactly when it is a canonical module of itself.
Let F; = (Z?ZIQJFaj) NS, and let
i

Ext%(R/m, C) = {

G; = {b € group(S) : b+ a € S for some a € F;}

fori =1,...,d. Let Cg = —(N&_,C;), where C; = group(S) \ G;. If R is Cohen-Macaulay, then
K[Cg] is the canonical module of R by [7, Theorem 3.8]. Let

ws={-f:feQFS)}+5S=2{-m:m¢e IgaxAp(S, E)} + 5.

In [5, Definition 3.6], the authors define the graded canonical module of K[S] to be K[wg| and show
that in several aspects this definition is consistent with the canonical module as generally defined.
In the following we prove that this definition coincide with the abstract definition of a canonical
module.

Theorem 1.1. If R is Cohen-Macaulay, then Klwg] is a canonical module of R.

Proof. Let m € max<, Ap(S, E). First, we show that m — Zle a; ¢ Gy, fori=1,...,d. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that ¢ = 1. If m — Zle a; € G1, then m — Z?Zl a,+aecs,

for some a = Z?:z Aa; € S, where \; € Q4, for i =2,...,d. Let | be a positive integer such that
INi e N, fori=2,...,d. Then (I —1)a € S, and so

d d
m-—Y a+la=m-a; +» (I\—1a €8
i=1 =2
Let s =m + 2?22(1)\,~ —1)a; = a; +h, for some h € S. Since m € Ap(S,a;), we have [\; # 1, for
some j = 2,...,d. Since m —a; € group(S), if I\; — 1 and I\; — 1 are positive for some i # j, then
m —a; € 5, by [7, Theorem 2.6, a contradiction. Therefore, E?:Q(l)\i —1a; = (I\; — 1)a;. Let
a =1[\; — 1. Then
s=m+aa; =a; +h,
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and [19, Theorem 1.1] implies that s—a; —a; = m—a; +(a—1)a; € S. Applying [19, Theorem 1.1,
for o« — 1 times, we get m — a; € S, a contradiction.

Hence m — 2?21 a; € mgl:l()i, and consequently, x~f belong to the canonical module of R for
every f € QF(S) by [7, Theorem 3.8].

Note that the embedding dimension of the canonical module of R is equal to Cohen-Macaulay
type of R which is | QF(S)|, by [15, Proposition 3.3]. Therefore, it is enough to show that x~f
cannot be generated by any other elements of K[— ﬂ?zl Cjl, for f € QF(S). Assume by contradiction
that x ¥ = x7°x5, for some ¢ € N¢_;C; and s € S. Then ¢ = f+s. Let f = m — 2?21 a;.
Because of the maximality of m, m +s — a; € S, for some k, 1 < k < d. It follows that
c+ 30 ja;=f+s+>% a,=m+s—a, €S, and so ¢ € G; = group(S) \ Ci, a contradiction. [

ik ik

We always denote the canonical module of R by wg. For an R-module N, its trace, denoted by
tr(V), is the sum of the ideals (V) with ¢ € Homp(N, R). Thus, tr(N) = > chomp(v,r) P(V)-
If Ny = Ny, then tr(N7) = tr(N3), so while the canonical module wg is unique up to isomorphism,
its trace is unique. By [11, Lemma 1.1],

tr(wg) = wgr-(wr)™"

= Klws]- K[(ws)™"]
= Klws +wg']-
We define the trace of S, to be the ideal tr(S) C S consisting of the exponents of monomials in
tr(wg). Then
tr(S) = wsg + wgl.
If K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay, it is well known that tr(S) = S if and only if K[S] is a Gorenstein
ring. Moreover, the following result holds:

Proposition 1.2. [11, Lemma 2.1| Let A be a Cohen-Macaulay finitely generated positively graded
K-algebra, where K is a field. For a prime ideal p of A, the ring Ay is not a Gorenstein ring if and
only if tr(wa) C p.

The following notion arises from these observations.

Definition 1.3. Assume that A is a Cohen-Macaulay finitely generated positively graded K-
algebra, where K is a field. Let m be the graded maximal ideal of A and w4 a canonical module of
A. Then, A is nearly Gorenstein if m C tr(wa).

Definition 1.4. Assume that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay. We say that S is nearly Gorenstein if
M C tr(S), where M = (aj,as,...,a44+,) is the maximal ideal of S. This is equivalent to require
that K[S] is nearly Gorenstein.

We can give a description of the elements of tr(S), which will yield a characterization of the
nearly Gorenstein property.

Proposition 1.5. Let max<, Ap(S, E) = {my,...,m;}. Then
tr(S) ={b €S ; there exists 1 <i <t st. b+m;—m; €S forallj=1,... t}.

Proof. Let I" be the set on the right side. Given b € T, there is 1 <14 < ¢ such that b+ m; —m; € §
forall j =1,...,t. Thus, b+mi—2f:1 ay € wgl and b = —(mi—Zle ad)+mi—2§l:1 ag+be
tr(.S).
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Now let a € tr(S), so there exist b; € wg and by € w§1 such that a = by + bs. Since b € wg,
we have b; = —(m; — Zle ag) + s for some s € S and 1 < i < t. Since by € wgl, we have
by — (m; — Zle ay) € S for every j =1,...,t. Therefore

a+m,~—mj:b1+b2+mi—mj:s—i—bg—(mj—Zf:lad) €Ss.
Hence, tr(S) C T O

The following corollary is a generalization of [18, Proposition 1.1], which was proved in the case
d=1.

Corollary 1.6. Assume that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay and let max<, Ap(S,E) = {mj,...,m;}.
Then, S is nearly Gorenstein if and only if for each i = 1,...,d+r there exists m € max<, Ap(S, E)
such that a; + m —m; € S for each j =1,...,t

Remark 1.7. If S has type 2 and max<, Ap(S, E) = {m;, my}, then
tr(S)={beS;b+m —myeSorb+my—m; €S}
In particular, we always have {m;,ms} C tr(5).

In the previous results we have assumed that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay. However, this property
can be read off from the semigroup S, as the next result shows. We denote with group(ay,...,ay)
the group generated by ai,...,ay, i.e., group(ay,...,ay) = group({(ay,...,ay)).

Proposition 1.8. [19, Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.6] The following statements are equivalent:
(1) K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay;
(2) For all wi,wy € Ap(S, E), if wi — W2 € group(ay, .. ., ag), then wi = wo;
(3) For all wi,ws € Ap(S, E), sz1+2Z Lliag = W2+ZZ 1 ay with 13,1, € N, then wi = wo
and l; =1, fori=1,...,d.

We now start to explore some consequences of Proposition 1.5.

Proposition 1.9. Assume that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay. If there is an hyperplane containing
all the generators agy1,...,a44, and the origin of coordinates, then the following statements are
equivalent:

(1) aj,...,aq € tr(S);
(2) K[S] s Gorenstem
(3) tr(S) =
(4) S s nearly Gorenstein.
Proof. Let D denote the (d — 1)-dimensional space that contains agi1,...,a44, and the origin of
coordinates. Note that all the elements of Ap(S, E) are on D and at least one extremal ray a;, does
not belong to this hyperplane. By Proposition 1.5, there exists T'(a;) € max<g, Ap(S, E) such that
a; +T'(a;) —m € S for every m € max<, Ap(S, E).

(1) = (2) Assume that type(S) > 1 and consider m € max<, Ap(S, E) \ {T'(a;)}. As a; is not
on D, we have T'(a;) + a; — m ¢ Ap(S, E) and then there exist a; with 1 < j < d and s € S such
that a; + T'(a;) —m = a; +s. Writing m + s = Zzzl lpag + n for some [, € N and n € Ap(S, E),
we get a; + T'(a;) = a; + Zg:1 lra + n. By Proposition 1.8, ZZZI lrar = 0 and ¢ = j, so that
m = n = T'(a;), which is a contradiction.

(2) = (3), (3) = (4), and (4) = (1) are clear. O

The same proof of the previous proposition gives the following result that we will repeatedly use
in the next sections.
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Corollary 1.10. Let K[S] be Cohen-Macaulay. If all the generators agy1, .. .,a4+, are on the same
line passing through the origin of coordinates, then the following statements are equivalent:

) aj,a; € tr(S) for some 1 <i<j<d;

) K[9] is Gorenstem
) tr(S) =
)

S is nearly Gorenstein.

(1
(2
(3
(4

Given w € Ap(S,FE), we say that w has a unique expression if it can be written as w =
iy liagy; with [; € N in a unique way.

Corollary 1.11. Assume that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay and that S has embedding dimension 2d.
If E C tr(S) € M, then the non-extremal generators agii,...,asq are linearly independent. In
particular, each element of Ap(S, E) has a unique expression.

Proof. Note that the cone generated by agi1,...,as is a d dimensional space by Proposition 1.9.
This means that there is no relation between them, in particular all the elements in Ap(S, ) have
unique expressions. ]

We end this section by characterizing when K[S] is Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum. This
result generalizes [14, Corollary 3.4].

Proposition 1.12. Assume that K[S| is Cohen-Macaulay. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) K[S] is Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum;

(2) Miag, ..., \gag € tr(S) for some A\q,...,A\g € N;

(3) There exist A\i,...,A\g € N and 1 < ry,...,rqg <t such that \ja; + m,, — m; € S for all
l<j<t;

(4) For any 1 <i <d, there exist w; € Ap(S, E) and \; € N such that

w = w; + \a,
for all w € Ap(S, E).

Proof. (1) = (2) It follows by Proposition 1.2 and the fact that x*!,...,x? provide a system of
parameters for K[S].

(2) = (3) It follows by Proposition 1.5.

(3) = (4) This is clear.

(4) = (1) Let w; =g m,, for i = 1,...,d. As m,, < w; + \;a;, we get w; = m,,. Therefore,
Aia; € tr(S) by Proposition 1.5. Since x?!,...,x? provide a system of parameters, it follows that
tr(wg) is an m-primary ideal. Now, Proposition 1.2 implies (1). O

By Proposition 1.2, it is clear that a nearly Gorenstein ring is Gorenstein on the punctured
spectrum. However, the converse is false, even for affine semigroup rings.

Example 1.13. Let S be the semigroup generated by a; = (6,0),ay = (0,6),a3 = (2,1),a4 =
(1,2). In this case Ap(S,E) = {0, as,2as, 3a3, a4, 2a4,3a4,m; = 3ag + a4, my = ag + 3as} and
by Proposition 1.8 one can see that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay. Moreover, we have that a; + mgy —
m; = 2a3 and as + m; — my = 2a, belong to S, whereas a simple computation shows that
S\ tr(S) = {0, a3, a4, a3 + as}. Therefore, K[S] is Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum, but not
nearly Gorenstein.
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2. NEARLY GORENSTEIN AFFINE SEMIGROUPS

In this section we focus on nearly Gorenstein affine semigroups and their type. As in the previous
section, S will always be a simplicial affine semigroup fully embedded in N¢ and minimally generated
by aj,as,...,a4:,, whose extremal rays are ap,...,ay. Recall that S is nearly Gorenstein if a; €
tr(S) for every i = 1,...,d+r. Moreover, by Proposition 1.5, a; € tr(S) exactly when there exists
m € max<, Ap(S, E) such that m+a; —n € S for all n € max<, Ap(S, E). In the following lemma
we show that if this happens for an extremal ray, then m is unique.

Lemma 2.1. Let a; € tr(S) for some 1 <1i < d. Then, there exists a unique m € max<, Ap(S, E)
such that m +a; —n € S for all n € max<, Ap(S, E).

Proof. Assume contrary that there are two maximal elements m,n with this property. Then
m+a=n+w, nt+a=m+w
for some w,w’ € S. Thus
m + 2a; :n—l—ai+w:m+w+w/,

which implies that 2a; = w +w’. As a; is on an extremal ray of the cone generated by S, it follows
that w = la; and w’ = [’a; for some [,I’ € Q with [ +1' = 2. Thus, either [ < 1 or I’ < 1. Since
a; is the smallest element on this extremal ray, we have w = a; and w' = a; and consequently
m=n. O

Example 2.2. In the previous lemma we need that a; is the smallest element in its extremal ray,
otherwise the statement is false. For instance, let S be the semigroup generated by a; = (2,0),
az = (0,2), a3 = (0,3), ags = (1,1), a5 = (1,2). We have max<, Ap(S,E) = {m; = (1,1),my =
(17 2)7 ms = (07 3)} and

msz+a; —m; €85 msz+a; —my €S m; +a; —my ¢S my +a; —mg3 ¢S,

my+ay—mp €S ms +a; —mg3 €S m; +as—my ¢S m3 +as —my ¢ 5.

Therefore, as we proved in the previous lemma, for ¢ = 1,2 there is only one m € max<, Ap(S, E)
for which m+a; —n € § for all n € max<, Ap(S, E'). However, this is not true for az, even though
it is in the same line of as. Indeed, both m; and ms work for ag.

Using Proposition 1.5 and Proposition 1.8, it is not difficult to see that S is nearly Gorenstein.
Moreover, also for ay and a5 there are two maximal elements of Ap(S, E) for which the equalities
above hold.

Throughout the paper, T'(a;) will denote the unique maximal Apéry element assigned to a; in
Lemma 2.1 for i =1,...,d.

Proposition 2.3. Let K[S] be Cohen-Macaulay with type(S) > 2. If1 < r < s < d, then
T(a,) # T(as).

Proof. Assume on the contrary that T'(a,) = T'(as) and set m = T'(a,) = T'(as). Since type(S) > 2,
we may choose n € max<, Ap(S, E) \ {m}. Then b, = m +a, —n and by = m + a; — n belong to
S. Let b, = w, + 2?21 l;a; and by = wg + 2?21 lla;, where w,, ws € Ap(S, E)). Note that
d
b, — by =w, —ws + Z(ll —1a; = a, — a,.

i=1
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Since S is Cohen-Macaulay, Proposition 1.8 implies that w,, = w, and ch'l:1 lia;+a, = ZZ L la+
a,. Since ay,...ay are linearly independent, I, =1, +1>0. Asm —n+a, = w, + Zi:l l;a;, we
get m—n=w, + Zi# l;a; + (I, — 1)a, € S, which is a contradiction. O

As a consequence, if S is nearly Gorenstein and type(S) > 2, then there exists at least d different
maximal elements in Ap(S, E).

Corollary 2.4. If S is nearly Gorenstein but not Gorenstein, then type(S) > d.

Example 2.5. The bound in the previous corollary is sharp. For instance, let S be the semigroup
generated by a; = (0,3), az = (3,1), ag = (1,2), a4 = (2,2), a5 = (3,3). In this case type(S) =
2 = d because max<, Ap(S,E) = {(5,7),(6,6)}. By Proposition 1.8, K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay.
Moreover, by applying Remark 1.7, it is straightforward to see that all the generators are in tr(S),
and then S is nearly Gorenstein.

We have already seen that being K[S] Gorenstein on the punctured spectrum does not imply
that K[S] is nearly Gorenstein. Notice that this happens even if type(S) = d, indeed in Example
1.13 we have type(S) =d = 2.

We can also say something about the embedding dimension of a nearly Gorenstein semigroup,
but we first need a technical lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let K[S] be Cohen-Macaulay, m € max<, Ap(S, E) and v € Ap(S, E) such that v +
a, =m+y ;  Lagy forsomel <i<dandly,...,I € N. Ifl; # 0, then m+agq,; = w+a;, where
w € Ap(S,E) and w—ag,; ¢ S. In particular, V—(Zg;ll hagre+(lj—1)aagy;+2 41 lhdate) € S.

Proof. As m € max<g Ap(S, E), m +aq; ¢ Ap(S,E) and we get m + a4 ; = w + Zle hiay for
some w € Ap(S, E). Then

V+a =w-+ Z htat + thad+t + (l — 1 ad+] Z htat + W + Z h’at,

t=1 t=1
t#j

for some w' € Ap(S,E) and hy,h; € N. Since K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay and v,w’ € Ap(S, E),
by Proposition 1.8 we have that 3% | (ks + h})a; = a;, which implies >>¢_, h;a, = a;. Therefore,
m+ag; =w+a;. Finally w—-as;, =m—a; ¢ Sand v — (Zi;ll Liagee + (I — Dagyj +
Z::jﬂ liag) =m+ag; —a; =weS. O
Proposition 2.7. The following statements hold when S is nearly Gorenstein.

(1) If type(S) = d, then edim(S) > 2d — 1.

(2) If type(S) > d, then edim(S) > 2d.

Proof. Let m; = T'(a;) for i =1,...,d. Take j € {1...d} and m € max<; Ap(S,E) \ {m;}. Then

m; + a; = 1m + Z lj,i Ad -
i=1
If [;; # 0, then m + a;; = w + a; for some w € Ap(S, E), by Lemma 2.6. If type(S) > d
and we choose m € max<, Ap(S,E) \ {my,...,mg}, by Proposition 1.8 it is not possible to have
w+a; =w +aj with w,w’ € Ap(S, E) and j # j'. Therefore, the number of elements in the set
{i;1;; > 0 for some j} is d and this implies that there are at least other d minimal generators. The
case in which type(S) = d — 1 is similar. O

By Proposition 2.7 and [15, Theorem 3.5] we immediately get the following corollary.
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Corollary 2.8. If S is nearly Gorenstein with d < 3, then edim(S) > 2d.

When there is at least one T'(a;) having a unique expression, it is also possible to give an upper
bound for type(S). This will follow from the next lemma.

Lemma 2.9. Let K[S] be Cohen-Macaulay and assume that m € S has a unique expression. If
m+a; =n+>.._ liag, for somel <t <d, nemax<,Ap(S,E) and li,...,l, € N, then there
is only one i, 1 < i <r, for which l; # 0.

Proof. Let m have the unique expression Z;Zl Ajag4j. Then \; = max{l ; m — lag;; € S}.
If I; # 0, then n +agy; = w + a; for some w € Ap(S,E), by Lemma 2.6, which implies that
m=w+ (l; — Dagyj +lhager + - +ljagy; + -+ + lrag4,. Therefore, I; < A; for j # i. Now, if
there are 1 <t # k <r with l; > 0,1, > 0, then [; < \; for all j = 1,...,r which impliesn—a; € 5,
a contradiction. Thus, there is only one 1 < j <r, with I; # 0. O

As a consequence we get the following result.

Proposition 2.10. If S is nearly Gorenstein and T'(a;) has a unique expression for some 1 < i < d,
then type(S) <r+ 1.

We conclude this section collecting some properties that we will repeatedly use in the next section
in the particular case r = 3.

Lemma 2.11. Assume that S is nearly Gorenstein and let i € {1,...,d}. For every m €
max<g Ap(S, E) \{T(a;)} there exist \[1, ..., A € N such that

T(a,-) +a;, =m+ Z )\glsad+s-
s=1
(1) If A >0, for some 1 < s <r, then Ay =0 for j € {1,...,d} \ {i} with m # T'(a;).
(2) If there is only one s with A%, # 0, then Ay — 1 = max{[;T(a;) — lags € S}.
(3) Let m,n € max<, Ap(S, E) \ {T'(a;),T(a;)} for some 1 <i,j <d. Then

r r r r
m n n m
Z )\ivsad+8 + Z )‘j75ad+s = Z )\i,Sad'f‘S + Z )‘j7sad+8'
s=1 s=1 s=1 s=1

(4) Let m = T'(a;) and n =T (a;) for some 1 <i,j5 <d. Then

T T
n m
a; +a; = g Ai s@d+s + g AJs@d-ts-
s=1 s=1

(5) Let1 <i#j<d,n=T(a;) and m € max<, Ap(S, E) \ {T'(a;),T'(a;)}. Then

T T r
Z Al s@dts + Z AJrsdts = Z Ais@d+s + a;.
s=1 s=1 s=1
Proof. (1) By Lemma 2.6, m + a4, s = w + a; for some w € Ap(S, E). If A% > 0, for some j, then
using again Lemma 2.6, we get m + ags = v + a; for some v € Ap(S, E). Therefore, i = j by
Proposition 1.8.

(2) We have T'(a;) +a; = m+ Ajags with ATy > 0. Asin (1), it follows that m+ag,s = w+a;
with w € Ap(S, ), and then T'(a;) = w+ (Ay—1)agys. This means that T'(a;) — (A —1)ags € S.
On the other hand, T'(a;) —Ajiaq+s is not in S because T'(a;) —Aa4+s = m—a; and m € Ap(S, E).

(3), (4), and (5) are easy computations. O
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Let m be the monomial maximal ideal of K[S]. Recall that an ideal J of K][S] is said to be
a reduction of m if m"*! = m™J for some n € N, and a reduction is called minimal if there are
no other reductions contained in it. The case in which m admits a monomial minimal reduction
has been studied in [2], where several properties of K[S] and its associated graded ring have been
characterized. As a consequence of the previous lemma, in this case a nearly Gorenstein ring is
also Gorenstein.

Corollary 2.12. Let K[S] be nearly Gorenstein. If the monomial mazimal ideal of K[S]| has a
monomial minimal reduction, then K[S] is Gorenstein.

Proof. 1t follows by Lemma 2.11(4) and [2, Lemma 2.4 and Theorem 3.2]. O

3. NEARLY GORENSTEIN SEMIGROUPS WITH CODIMENSION THREE

Assume that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay. If the codimension of S is at most two, then its type is
either one or two, see [15, Theorem 3.5]. On the other hand, if the codimension is three, the type
can be arbitrarily large as showed in [15, Example 3.8]. However, when d = 1 and KIS] is nearly
Gorenstein, in [18] it has been proved that the type is at most three (see also [17] for the almost
Gorenstein case). In this section we focus on nearly Gorenstein simplicial affine semigroups with
codimension three, which means that S is minimally generated by the extremal rays ay,...,a; and
three more generators ag;1,a412,a4+3. In particular, our goal is to prove that the type of such a
semigroup is at most three. We start with a general lemma about elements of N

Lemma 3.1. Let by, by, by € N¢. If there exist positive integers Nis Ajy iy ks Vi Yk and non-
negative integers ly, Uy, 1,15, 1;.1; such that

Aib; + liby, = A\jb; + [; by,

pib; + 1jbj = piby + b,

vib; + l;b; = by + I'b;,
then b;, bj, by, are on the same line passing through the origin of coordinates.

Proof. If I, > 1}, then the first equation implies that b; belongs to the cone generated by by, by.
By the second equation, we have either b; belongs to the cone generated by b;, by, or by belongs
to the cone generated by b;, b;. In both cases it follows that b;, b;, by are on the same line passing
through the origin.

Now, assume that ;, < ;. Then the first equation implies that b; belongs to the cone generated
by bj, by. By the third equation, we have either b; belongs to the cone generated by b;, by, or by,
belongs to the cone generated by b;, b;. In both cases it follows that b;,b;, by are on the same
line passing through the origin. O

By Corollary 1.6, for any m € Ap(S, E) and 1 <i < d we have T'(a;) + a; = m + Zg:l AsQts
with A\s € N for s = 1,2,3. Having a deep understanding of these possible writings will be crucial
in order to count the possible m € Ap(S, E). We start by showing that it is not possible that As
is positive for all s.

Corollary 3.2. Let S be nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d + 3 that is not Gorenstein
and let 1 <i <d. If T(a;) +a;, = m+ Zi’zl As@dts, for some m € max<, Ap(S, E), then there
exists 1 < s < 3, with A\; = 0.
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Proof. Assume on the contrary that Ay > 0 for s = 1,2,3. Then m + a;.s = w, + a;, for some
ws € Ap(S, E), by Lemma 2.6. Therefore,
T(a;)) = wi+ (A —1)ag + A2aate + Asaats
= wo+ Magi1 + ()\2 — Dagyo + Azagis
= w3+ Mag + Aagre + (A3 — 1)agys.

Note that ws —agis ¢ S. Let wy = lhagio + lsagys, Wo = hiagi1 + hsages and ws = pjage; +
2ag4+o. Then

(lo+ Dagyo + (I3 + A3)ages = (b1 + Dagr1 + (hs + A3)agss

(2 + A2)agia + (I3 + Dagrs = (w1 + Dagyr + (p2 + A2)agso

(h1 +A)ager + (hs +1Dages = (p1 + A)ager + (u2 + 1)agyo.
Now, Lemma 3.1 implies that agz1,a412,a413 are on the same line passing through the origin of
coordinates, a contradiction by Corollary 1.10. O

If there are exactly two positive integers among A1, A2, and A3, we are not so lucky. However,
in the next lemma we prove that for every choice of a couple of indices there is only one possible
m € Ap(S, E).

Lemma 3.3. Let S be nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d + 3, and take some indices
s, i, and j such that 1 < s < d and 1 <1 < j < 3. Then, there exists at most one element
m € max<g Ap(s, E) such that T(as) +as=m + /\iadﬂ- + /\jad+j with A;, )\j €N \ {0}

Proof. Let m,n € max<, Ap(S, E) such that
T(as) +as =m+ Nag; + Ajag; = 0N+ fliddti + Hjad+j,

with A;, Aj, i, 15 € N\ {0}. By Lemma 2.6, there exist w;, w;, wi, w; € Ap(S, E) such that m +
agri = Witas, m+ag; = Wj+as, n+ag; = w;+as,n+ag; = w;+as. Note that w; —ag;, w;—
Agii, Wj — adﬂ-,w;- —ag4; are not in S. Therefore, w; = hjaq; + hrpagir, Wi = fiagy; + fragtr,
w; = hiagyj + hjpaarr and wi = fjagy; + fraasx for some hy, hy, bl hy, fi, fx, f], f, € N. Then

(hj + Daayj + hpagr, = (fi + Dage + fraark
(W + Dagy; + hpagee = (ff + Dagys + fraae.
Without loss of generality, we assume that hy < fr. Then
(hj + Dagr; = (fi + Dagri + (fx — h)aa+k

implies that az;; belongs to the cone generated by ag4; and agiy. If A > f;, then (h; +1)ag; +
(h),—f1.)aq+r = (fi+1)ag+i, will put a44; in the cone generated by agy; and a4, which implies that
all three vectors agi;, a4+, a4+, are on the same line passing through the origin, a contradiction
by Corollary 1.10. Thus, hj, < f;. If h; = h}, then w; and w; are comparable with respect to <g
which means that m and n are comparable, a contradiction. So, assume without loss of generality
that h; < h}. Then

/

w;, = (hj + 1)ad+j + (h; —hj — 1)ad+j + hffacH_k
= (fi+Daai + (fr — hi + hp)agr + (0 — hj — Daay,

a contradiction since w;, —ag; ¢ S. U
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The previous lemma already implies that the type of S is bounded. Indeed, for each m €
Ap(S,E)\ {T'(a1)} we know that T'(a;) +a; = m + Z‘:’zl Asagts with Ay € N for s = 1,2,3. Of
course, at least one s has to be positive. If only one is positive, then by Lemma 2.11(2) it does
not depend on m, and therefore there is only one possible m for every index s = 1,2,3. By the
previous lemma, there are at most 6 possible m € Ap(S, E) with exactly two positive \;. Hence,
counting also T'(ay), this means that the type of S is at most 10. In order to reduce this bound, in
the next lemmas we show that all these elements cannot exist at the same time.

Lemma 3.4. Let S be nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d + 3 and
T(as) +as =0y + piagy; = o + fjaqj,
for some 1 < s < d, n;,ny € max<, Ap(S, E), pi,pj € N\ {0} with 1 < i < j < 3. Then the
following statements hold.
(1) T(as) — Miagri — Ajagy; € S where Ay = py — 1 = max{l ; T'(a,) — lagy, € S} fort=1,j.
(2) Let T(as) +as = m+ >0 l,ag; where m € max<, Ap(S, E) and l; € N. Then {t ; 1 <
t <3l #0} # {i,j}.
Proof. Let {i,7,k} ={1,2,3} and s = 1, for simplicity.

(1) Note that p; — 1 = max{l ; T'(a;) — lagys € S} for t = i, 7, by Lemma 2.11(2). Lemma 2.6
implies that n; + ag1; = w4+ a, and np + ag4; = W’ + a, for some w,w’ € Ap(S, E). Note that
W —agy; and W —agy; are not in S. So, w = hjag;; + hgpager and w' = hlagy; + hyagy, for some
hj, hye, B, € N. Then
(3.1) T(as) = (ui — Vaayi + hjagr; + hragr = (p5 — aay; + hiagy: + hag.
Consequently,

(i — 1 = hi)agy; + hragyr = (uj — 1 = hj)ag; + hpag k.
Note that, h, < p; — 1 and hj < p; — 1. If one of them is an equality, we have done. Assume that
it is not the case. If hy # hj, then either p;aqy; — (agi + a4y + agrr) € S or piag; — (A +
agyj +aqix) € S, both contradict Corollary 3.2. Therefore, hy, = h) and so (u; — 1 — h})ag; =
(uj —1—hj)agsj. Then

T(as) +as =ny + (L+h))agy + (uj — 1= hj)agy; = ng + (L+hj)agy; + (i — 1 — hi)agy.
Now, Lemma 3.3 implies that hj = p; — 1 or h; = p; — 1, which along with (3.1) yields the result.

(2) By the statement (1)

T(as) = Niagyi + Ajagt; + pagrk,
for some € N. Let L={t; 1<t <3, l; #0}. Assume on the contrary that L = {i,j}. Then
(3.2) T(as) +a, =m+ Liagy; + ljagy;,
with 7;,1; € N\ {0}. By Lemma 2.6, m + az1; = w4+ a; and m + a;z; = w' + a, for some
w,w’ € Ap(S, E). Note that w —agy,; and w’ —ag; are not in S. Therefore, w = hjag;; +hpagi,
and W' = hlag; + hjagqy for some hj, by, b, b}, € N. Then we get

T(as) = Nagyi +Ajagy; + pagyk

= (lz — 1)ad+i + (hj + lj)ad+j + hkad+k

= (hi +l)agyi + (I — Dagy; + hiadrs.
Note that A\; > I; —1,h; 4+ 1; and \j > I; — 1, h; + 1. Therefore, hy, h) >y and

(X —li + Dagy; + (A — by — 1j)aat; = (he — p)agk,
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(Ni = hi = l)agss + (\j — I + Dagy; = (b — p)adk.
Since w —ag4; and w’ —agy; are not in S, we should have hy, = h}, = p, which implies \; = ; —1 =
l; + hl, a contradiction. O
Lemma 3.5. Let S be nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d + 3 such that
W =my + fl1@g+1 = My + fodgyo = M3 + U3dgq43,
where my, my, my are three different elements in max<g Ap(S, E) and p1, po, u3 € N. Then w #
T(a;) +a; for any 1 <i <d.
Proof. Assume on the contrary that w = T'(a;) + a; for some 1 <7 < d. By Lemma 3.4(1),
T(a;)) = Mager+ Aagis + Asagys

= Aiagp1 + Ayagio + Asagys

= Mag+1 + Aeagia + Asagis,
where A, A5, N5 € Nand Ay = py — 1 = max{l ; T(a;) —lagy, € S} for t =4, 5. If \, > X} for some
1 <t <3, then

(A3 = A3)aars = (A2 — Ap)aagr = (A — Aagi1,
a contradiction with Corollary 1.10. Therefore, \; = A} for ¢ = 1, 2,3 which means that 7T'(a;) has
a unique expression. By Proposition 2.10, we get type(S) = 4 which implies that d > 2, by [18,
Theorem 2.4]. Thus, max<, Ap(S, E) = {T'(a;), m;, my, m3}. Assume, without loss of generality,
that T'(a;) = m, for some 1 < j # 4 < d. Then
(3.3) T(a;) +a; = T(a;) + pagr1 = Mo + pgagye = my + (133413,
T(a;) +a; = my + l1ag1 + l3a413 = m3 + hiagyy + heagyo,

where [1,13, hi, hy € N, by Lemma 2.11(1). Note that
(3.4) hiag + (p2 + h2)agrs = liager + (us + l3)aays,

from Lemma 2.11(3). By this non-trivial relation it follows that agzi1,a442,a413 belong to a two
dimensional cone, which implies d = 2 by Proposition 1.9. Without loss of generality, let A1 < 7.
Then ag49 belongs to the cone generated by asy1 and azr 3. We may order the generating vectors
by their slopes as the following

slop(aj) < slop(ag+1) < slop(ags2) < slop(azis) < slop(ag),
where {1,2} = {i,j}. By Lemma 2.11(3),
(1 + h1)ager + hoagio = pzagys + aj,

Which implies j = 1 and so ¢ = 2. If a1 and az1o have the same slope, then all three vectors are
on the same line passing through the origin of coordinates by (3.4), which makes a contradiction
by Corollary 1.10. Thus,

(3.5) slop(a;) < slop(ag+1) < slop(agt2) < slop(azys) < slop(ag).

If T'(a;) has two different expressions, then there exists fo € N\ {0} such that fragio <5 T'(a;)
and foagio = flage1 + fzages for some f1, f3 € N. Then fo > po, which along with (3.3) implies
that mg — pnagy1 € S. As T'(a;) = zg’zl(ut — 1)ag4¢, looking again at (3.3), we get

(u3 — Lagys +az =my — (1 — L)agy + ageo.

As agiq1 appears in an expression of the right hand side of the above equation, it makes a con-
tradiction by the order of slopes in (3.5). Therefore, T'(a;) has a unique expression and so
0 € {l1,13} N {hy,ha}, by Lemma 2.9. If Iy = 0, then h; = 0 and the equation (3.4) implies
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that agzyo and agy3 have the same slope, a contradiction. Thus, I3 = 0. As my and mj are not
comparable with respect to =g, we have hy # 0 and so h; = 0. Therefore,

T(a;) +a; =T(az) + esagi3 = ma + l1ag41 = m3 + hoago,
for some e3 € N and

T(az) +az =T(a1) + p1agy1 = mo + p1oag1o = M3 + H3a44 3.
Note that T'(a;) = (I; — 1)agy1 + (he — 1)agyo + (e3 — 1)agys by Lemma 2.11(2), and T'(a2) +
e3a44+3 + (Ua2agyo = T(al) + p1agy1 + llad+1. Thus,
(w1 —1)ager + (2p2 — Dagyo + (13 — L4e3)ages = (1 + 20 — 1)agys + (ho — agyo + (e3 — 1)agys,
which implies

(2p2 — Dagie + pzags = 2liagrr + (ha — 1)agio.

This equation is impossible by (3.5). O

The previous lemma allows us to prove that type(S) < 3 when some T'(a;) has a unique expres-
sion. We will make use of this fact later.

Corollary 3.6. If S is nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d + 3 and T'(a;) has a unique
expression for some 1 < i < d, then type(S) < 3.

Proof. Note that type(S) < 4, by Proposition 2.10. Assume on the contrary that type(S) = 4 and
let max<, Ap(S, E) = {T'(a1), m;, mp, m3}. Then by Lemma 2.9,
T(a1) +a; =my + Ljagy; = my +lja,; = m3 + lag, g,
where {i,j,k} = {1,2,3} and [;,1;,1; € N. This is a contradiction by Lemma 3.5. O
In order to prove that the type of S is always at most three, we need other two lemmas.
Lemma 3.7. Let S be nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d+ 3 with d > 2 and 1 < s < d.
Let my, my € max<g Ap(S, E) such that
T(as) + as =my + fiagy; + fiady; = M2 + gidgyi + Geddik,

where {1, 7, k} = {1,2,3} and f;, f;, i, 9x € N\ {0}. Then:

(1) T(as) —ag4t € S, fort=1,2,3;

(2) agyi is an interior point of the cone generated by aqy; and ag,k;

(3) T'(as) + as # n+lagy;, for any n € max<, Ap(S, E) and | € N;

(4) T(ay) € {m1,mo} fort e {1,...,d}\ {s}.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, m; + agqy; = hjagt; + hpagsr + as and my + agyj = hiag; + hjagq, + ag
for some hj, hi, hi,, h), € N. Then

T(as) = (fi = Daari + (hj + fi)aarj + hiaars = (hi + fi)aaw: + (fj — Daat; + hiadir,
and consequently
(36) (hj + 1)ad+j + hkad+k = (hz + 1)ad+i + h;ad+k.
By a similar argument, we get mo+ag,; = ejagyj+eraqyr+as and motagy, = e;ad+i+e;ad+j +a;
for some ej, e, €;, €; € N. Then

T(as) = (9 — Dagri + (ex + gr)agsr + ¢jaar; = (€ + gi)agyi + (gx — Dagsr + €jaary,
implies the statement (1), and

(3.7) (ex + Dagrr + ejagt; = (e + 1)agsi + €jag;.
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If hy < hj, then by (3.6) it follows that azy; belongs to the cone generated by azi; and agi.
By (3.7), we have either ag; belongs to the cone of agzy; and a4 ; or az4; belongs to the cone
generated by az4 and azyj, both cases will imply that ag,;, a4+, a4+ are on the same line passing
through the origin, which contradicts Corollary 1.10. So that hj > hj. Then agy,; belongs to the
interior of the cone generated by agy and agy; from (3.6), which is the subject of (2).

Note that h;+1 < h;+ fi < A;, where \; = max{l; T(as)—lags; € S }. If T(as)+as =n+lag,,
for some n € max<; Ap(S, E) and [ € N, then by Lemma 2.11(2) and the equation (3.6),

T(as) +a;,=m,; + ()\,’ + 1)ad+i =m,; + ()\,’ — h,’)ad_H' + (hj + 1)ad+j + (hk — h;)ad+k,

which is a contradiction by Corollary 3.2. Thus the statement (3), is obtained.

In order to prove (4), assume on the contrary that T'(a;) ¢ {m;, ms}, then

T(a;) +a; = my + pjag,j = my + fragik,

for some f15, i, € N, by Lemma 2.11(1). Now, using Lemma 2.11(3), we get

Giddyi + grAdyk + kAdsk = fidayi + fjaqy; + pjaqe;.
Consequently,
(9 — fi)aari + (gr + pr)adrr = (fj + 1j)ag,
which along with the statement (2), implies that agi;,a4+j,a44+% are on the same line passing
through the origin, a contradiction by Corollary 1.10. O

Lemma 3.8. Let S be nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d + 3 with d > 2 and let
M} = {m € max Ap(S, E) ; T(ar) + a1 = m +aq,},
o8

M?={m¢c nlaxAp(S, E); T(a1) +a; = m+ \agy; with A > 2},
oS
M; ;= {m € maxAp(S, E) ; T(a1) + a1 = m+ Aagy; + paay; with A, p € N\ {0}},
o8

for1<i,5 <3 and i +# j. Then the following statements hold, where {i,j,k} = {1,2,3}.

(1) Each of M}, M? and M; ; has at most one element.

(2) If M} is not empty, then M? = M; ; = M, = 0.

(3) If M;; and M;y, are not empty, then M, = M} = M2 =0 fort =1,2,3.

(4) If M? and Mf are two different non-empty sets, then M2 U M} C MZ? U Mf and M} =

Mi,j = Mi,k = Mng == @, fOT t= Z,]

Proof. (1) If m,n € Mil, then T'(a;) +a; = m+ Aagy; = n+ pagy; for some A\, p € N, which implies
m = n, since m and n are maximal elements. Now, Lemma 3.3 completes the proof.

Assume that M} C {n;}, M? C {m;} and M;; C {my s} for 1 <t¢,s < 3. In the case that M} is
not empty, we let

(3.8) T(a1) +a; = my + pagy,
for some integer p1; > 2 and in the case that M; , is not empty, let
(3.9) T(ay) +a; =my s+ frsd1t + Gt sQdts,

for some f; 5,915 € N\ {0}.
(2) As T(a1) + a1 = n; + agyy, if any of M2, M;j, My, is non-empty, then n; € {m; + (u; —
Dagyi, myj + (fij — Daagsi + gijaasj, Mk + (fik — 1)aati + gikddrr}, a contradiction.

(3) If Mjj # 0, then by Lemma 3.7(2), each of the vectors ag;,a41, a4+, belongs to the cone
generated by two others, which means that they are on the same line passing through the origin,



16 RAHELEH JAFARI, FRANCESCO STRAZZANTI, AND SANTIAGO ZARZUELA ARMENGOU

a contradiction by Corollary 1.10. Thus, M, = 0. As T(a;) —ag+ € S, for t = 4,5, k, by
Lemma 3.7(1), we get M} = Mjl = M} = ) along with Lemma 2.11(2). We also have M? = (), by
Lemma 3.7(3). Note that
(3.10) hiadﬂ- = hjad+j + hkad+k,
for some h;, hj, hy, € N\ {0}, by Lemma 3.7(2). It follows d = 2 by Proposition 1.9. We may order
the generating vectors by their slopes as the following
(3.11) slop(ay) < slop(ag+x) < slop(aa+i) < slop(aq;) < slop(ay),
where {p, ¢} = {1,2}. Note that T'(az) € {m;,m; ;} by Lemma 3.7(4). Without loss of generality,
assume that 7'(az) = m; ;. By Lemma 2.11(1)

T(a1) +ar = T(az)+ fijadsi + gijaa+; = Mig + fikddari + Gikddtk,

T(ag) +ay = myi+ fjad+j,
where f; € N, and by Lemma 2.11(5) we get

fijaari+(9ig + fi)aar; = firdari + gikdark + az,

which implies ¢ = 2 and so p = 1. If MJ2 U M? # 0, then either T(a;) +a; = m; + pjag; or
T(a1)+a; = my+ ppagyk, for some p1j, p1, € N. Comparing with the above equations of T'(a;) +aj,
and the fact that azy;, a4y, a4+ are not on the same line passing through the origin, we get that
T(a1),T(az), m;, my, with ¢t € {j,k}, are four different elements. Therefore, T'(az) does not
have a unique expression, by Corollary 3.6. Let h; be the minimum positive integer satisfied the
equation 3.10. Then T'(az) has an expression T'(as) = E?:l lyagys with [, € N and [; > h;. As

T(a1) + a1 =T(az) + fijad+i + 9ij@d+j,
there exists e;,e;, € N such that T'(az) + ag+; = e;a44; + exagir + a;, by Lemma 2.6. Then
ei < h; <l;, as T'(ag) —a; ¢ S. Therefore,
(I — €i)agy; + (I + Dagy; + lkdarr = exagyr +ai.

Since l; —e; > 0 and [; + 1 > 0, we have e, — [, > 0. Considering the order of slopes in
(3.11), the above equation implies that azi;,a44;, a4+ have the same slope, a contradiction with
Corollary 1.10. Therefore, Mf U le = 0.

(4) Note that M2 U M} ¢ M? U M]2 by Lemma 3.5 and M, ; = () by Lemma 3.4(2). Since M?
is not empty, T'(a1) — ag4; € S and so M} = (), by Lemma 2.11(1). Now, assume on the contrary
that M; ;. is not empty. Then
(3.12) T(a1) +a; = myy, + firadri + gikddr-

By Lemma 2.6, m; ; + a44; = W +a; and m; ;, + az4, = W' +a; for some w,w’ € Ap(S, E). Note
that w—ag;; and W' —agy are not in S. Therefore, w = hjagy;+hragz; and w' = hgad+i+h;ad+j
for some hj, hy, hi, b € N. Then using also Lemma 3.4(2) we get
T(a1) = Nagy + Ajagy; + page,

= (fix = Daati + hjagy; + (9ik + hi)adre

= (hi + fir)agsi + haae; + (9ik — 1)adrr,
where \; = max{l ; T'(a1) — lag; € S} for t =4,j. Then \; > fix +hi > fir — 1 and \; > hy, hl.
Thus, ¢ < g;r — 1 < g; 1 + hi, and the equation

(3.13) (Gik + T — ager = (N — fix + Daari + (A — hj)aat,
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shows that agi1,a4492,a4+3 belong to a two dimensional cone, which implies d = 2 by Proposi-
tion 1.9. We may order the generating vectors by their slopes as the following

(3.14) slop(as) < slop(ag4;) < slop(aatx) < slop(aay;) < slop(ay),

where {s,t} = {1,2}. Note that m; ,,n;,n; are three different elements. If T'(ag) ¢ {n;,n;}, then

T(az) + ag = n; + fjagj + fradrr = 0 + gidgyi + 9rddrk,
by Lemma 2.11(1), and

(i + gi)adri + grager = (g + fi)age; + fedarr,

by Lemma 2.11(3). But the recent equation, along with (3.13), implies that ag,;, a4, a4, are on
the same line passing through the origin of coordinates, contradiction by Corollary 1.10. Therefore,
T(az) € {n;,n;} and

T(az) +az =m;; + (A; + agy,
by Lemma 2.11(1). If T'(a3) = n;, then

T'(az) +az = nj + giaq; + grddsk,

for some g;, gr € N, by Lemma 2.11(1), and

(i + gi)agsi + (e + g )aark = pjage; + (A; — Dagy;.

by Lemma 2.11(3). But the recent equation, along with (3.13), implies that ag;,a44;, a4+, have
the same slope, contradiction by Corollary 1.10. Therefore, T'(az) # n; and so T'(az) = n; and

(3.15)  T(a1) + a1 =T(az) + (Aj + Dagr; = ny + (N + Dagy; = my g + fikddri + gik@dtk,

3
(3.16) T(ag) +ax =T(a1) + Z qagye = W + fjagy; + fragie = my g + pjag,;,
t=1
where q1, 2, 4¢3, 1t; € N. Note that fj, # 0, because otherwise m; ;, and n; will be comparable with
respect <g. If ¢; = 0, then we have the following cases:
(1) If f; > 0, then either ¢; = 0 or g5 = 0, by Lemma 3.3. As T'(a;) is not comparable with
m, j, & > 0. Thus, ¢; = 0 which is contradicts Lemma 3.4(2).
(2) If f; = 0, then ¢; > 0 and ¢ > 0, because T'(a;),n;,m;, are not comparable. This
contradicts Lemma 3.4(2).
Therefore, ¢; > 0. By Lemma 2.11(4), Zle qragt+(N\j+1)agy; = a;+as. Let c = Z?:l Qg+
(Aj + Dagy; — ag4;. Then

¢ = (¢ — Daati + (¢ + A + Dagy; + qraarr € Ap(S, E),
and so ¢ =g n € max<, Ap(S, E). As M} UM} c M?U Mj2 and M; ; =0,
max Ap(S, E) = {T'(a1), T(az) = nj, nj, my .} U Mj .
o8

If M j, is not empty, then T'(as)+ag = m; ;+p;a44; for some p; € N. Note that a;+as = c+agy; As
T(ai)+a; and a; +ag = c+agy; As T'(az)+ay. Therefore, ¢ Ag m for m € {n;, m; 5, m, ;}. Since
Ajagtj =g ¢, we have ¢ Ag T'(a;). Thus, ¢ <g T'(ag) =n;. Let T(ag) =c+v. Then v—agy; ¢ S

and
3 3

Z qragyr + (N + Dag; —agyi +v+ag =T(az) +ap = T(a)+ Z qtad++t,
t=1 t=1
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from (3.16). Recall that T'(a;) = Njagyi+Ajagyj+pagry and v—agy; ¢ S. Let v = rjaqj+riaq k.
Then

(3.17) (rj + Dagy; + reager +az = (A + Dagi + pagk.
By Lemma 2.11(3), we have
(Aj + 14 pj)age; = Liagy; + lrager + as.

which implies that in (3.14), t = j and so s = i. Now, equation (3.17) is in contradiction with
(3.14). Therefore, M; ;, = (). The same argument, replacing ¢ with j, shows that M;; = 0. ]

We are now ready to prove our main theorem.

Theorem 3.9. Let S be nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d+ 3. If S is not Gorenstein,
then d < type(S) < 3.

Proof. By Corollary 2.4, it is enough to show that type(S) < 3. We may assume that d > 1 by
[18, Theorem 2.4] and type(S) > 2. Let M}, M2, M, ; be as defined in Lemma 3.8 for 1 <4,5 <3
and i # j. Then max<, Ap(S,F) = {T(a1)} U (U, M) U (U3, M?) U My o U My 3U Mas, by
Corollary 3.2.

Note that each M}, M? and M; ; has at most one element by Lemma 3.8(1). We distinguish the
following cases:

Case 1, M; j = M, = M, = 0. If MZ?,M]?,ME are not empty, then M? U Mf U M,? has at
most two elements, by Lemma 3.5. We may assume that M ,? C Mf UM ]2 If Mf and M ]2 are both
non-empty, then by Lemma 3.4(1),

T(a1) = Mgt + Ajags; + paayk,

where A, = max{l ; T(a;) — lagy; € S} for t = i,j. Now, if M} # 0, then T(a;) — agx ¢ S,
by Lemma 2.11(2) and so g = 0. This means that T'(a;) has a unique expression which implies
type(S) < 3 by Corollary 3.6. So, we may also assume that M]i =0. As MZ-2 and MJ2 are not empty,
we have MZ-1 =M jl = (), by Lemma 3.8(2). If M ]2 is also empty, then the only possible non-empty
sets are MZ-2 = M,?, Mj1 and M,i, which implies type(S) < 3.

Case 2, M; ; and M; j, are not empty. Then M) = M} = M? = () fort =1,2,3, by Lemma 3.8(3).

Case 3, M, ; is not empty, but M; ;, = M;, = 0. Then Mi1 = Mj1 = (), and Mf U M,? U M]2 has
at most one element by Lemma 3.8(4). Note that M? and M} can not be non-empty at the same

time, by Lemma 3.8(2). Therefore, it is enough to show that if M? is not empty for some ¢ € {i, 5},
then M ,i = (). Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ = 7. Assume on the contrary that

(3.18) T(a1) +a1 =my; + fijadiri + gijad+; = My + Lidayi = N + adik-

By Lemma 2.6, m;; +agy; = hjad+j + hkad+k + a; and m;; +agy; = hiadﬂ- + h;gad_i_k + aj for
some hj, hy, hj, € N. Then

T(a1) = (fij — Daari + (hj + gij)aas; + hxaars = (hi + fij)aar + (g — Daar; + hpaare
If M} # 0, then T(a;) — ag4r ¢ S, by Lemma 2.11(2) and so hy, = k), = 0. In particular,
(hi +1agy; = (hj + 1)ags;.

For v € {m; ;j, m;,n;}, let [v]y = lagy, where | = max{l ; v —laj.; € S}. Then, along with
(3.18),
(il = [mie = [ne]e + 1,
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as ag4i, Adj,dd+k are not on the same line, by Corollary 1.10. If T'(az) ¢ {ny, m; ;}, then
T'(az) +ag = g + giagy; + gjagy; = m; ; + gradgyk.

Since [m; j]i + g > [nk]k, it provides a non-trivial relation between agyj and the points on the line
passing through ag;; and a;y;, which means all three points are on the same line, a contradiction.
If T'(ag) = ng, then

T(az) +ag = my; + gragyr = My + €jaqy; + epadik.

Note that g, > e;. As [my];, = [m, ], the above equation provides a non-trivial relation between
agy; and the points on the line passing through a;y; and ay;;, which means all three points are
on the same line.

If T(ag) =m,;, then

T(az) +ax = ny + giagy; + gjaqrj = My + ejaqy; + eraqy k.

As ag;, is not on the line passing through agy; and ag. ;, we get [ng], = [my], + e, = [ng]r + 1+ ey,
a contradiction. N

The bounds obtained in the previous theorem are sharp. More precisely, for each possible value
t between these bounds there exist nearly Gorenstein semigroups with embedding dimension d + 3
having type t. This is well known for d = 1, see for instance [18, Example 2.7]. When d = 2, in
Example 2.5 we have seen such a semigroup having type 2. For the two missing cases we provide
examples below.

Example 3.10. Let a; = (5,0),a3 = (0,3),a3 = (3,1),a4 = (1,2),a5 = (2,2) and let S be the
affine semigroup generated by them. The extremal rays of S are a; and as, and max<, Ap(S, E) =
{m; = (5,10),m2 = (8,8),m3 = (7,9)}, thus type(S) = 3. By Proposition 1.8, K[S] is Cohen-
Macaulay. Moreover, We have the equalities

(5,10) +a; = (7,9) + a3 = (8,8) + a5, (8,8) +as =(7,9) + a4 = (5,10) + a3,
which immediately imply that S is nearly Gorenstein by Corollary 1.6.

Example 3.11. Let a; = (2,0,0),a3 = (0,2,0),a3 = (0,0,2),a4 = (1,1,0),a5 = (1,0,1),as =
(0,1,1) and S = (a1, as, a3, a4, as,a¢). In this case Ap(S, E) = {0, a4, as,as}, and then type(S) =
3. Using Proposition 1.8 it is possible to see that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay, whereas by the equalities

ag+a =a4+a;, as+ay=as+ag, a4+a3=as+ag

and Corollary 1.6 it is easy to see that S is nearly Gorenstein.
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