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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 ωR, and define the trace ideal of ωR as the ideal

tr(ωR) =
∑

ϕ∈HomR(ωR,R)

ϕ(ωR).

Given a prime ideal p ∈ Spec(R), the ring Rp is not Gorenstein if and only if tr(ωR) ⊆ p, see [11,
Lemma 2.1]. Therefore, R is Gorenstein if and only if tr(ωR) = R. The ring R is said to be nearly
Gorenstein if tr(ωR) contains the maximal (homogeneous) ideal m of R, i.e., if tr(ωR) 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(ωR) 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 Nd for some positive integer d. We assume that S is simplicial and fully
embedded in Nd. Its associated affine semigroup ring is the subalgebra of the polynomial ring
K[x1, x2, . . . , xd] given by K[S] = K[xa11 xa22 · · · xadd : (a1, . . . , ad) ∈ 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 + 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 + 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 = 〈a1, . . . ,ad+r〉 ⊆ Nd will be a simplicial and fully embedded affine
semigroup with extremal rays a1, . . . ,ad. This means that the vectors a1, . . . ,ad are linearly inde-
pendent and for each element a ∈ S, we have na ∈ Na1 + · · · + Nad, for some positive integer n.
Equivalently

S ⊆
d

∑

i=1

Q≥0 ai.

Moreover, we assume that ai is the smallest generator in its extremal ray for every i = 1, . . . , d,
i.e., if there is another generator aj of S for which aj = qai for some non-zero q ∈ Q, then q > 1.

We write group(S) for the smallest group (up to isomorphism) that contains S, group(S) =
{a− b | a,b ∈ S}. Given two sets A,B ⊆ Nd, we write A+B for the set {a+ b ; a ∈ A,b ∈ B}.
If A = {a}, we simply write a+B, instead of {a}+B. A subset H ⊆ group(S) is called S-ideal of
group(S), if S +H ⊆ H. When H ⊆ 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 xa = xa11 xa22 . . . xadd , where a = (a1, a2, . . . , ad) ∈ S. An ideal I ⊆ R is 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 xa 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(xa) = 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−1 = {x ∈ Q(R) : xI ⊆ R}, where Q(R) is the field of fractions of R, and
H−1 = {z ∈ group(S) ; z+H ⊆ S}. Then, I = K[H] and I−1 = K[H−1].
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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 Nd by 0. Since S ⊆ Nd, for b 6= 0 we have 0 ∈ Ap(S,b). For a
subset A, we set Ap(S,A) = {a ∈ S ; a−b /∈ S, for all b ∈ A}. Let E = {a1, . . . ,ad} and let li be

the smallest positive integer such that liad+i ∈
∑d

j=1 aj, for i = 1, . . . , r. Then

Ap(S,E) =

d
⋂

i=1

Ap(S,ai) ⊆

{

r
∑

i=1

niad+i ; 0 ≤ ni < li

}

,

is a finite set. We consider the natural partial ordering �S on S where, for all elements a and b in
Nd, b �S a if there is an element c ∈ S such that a = b+ c.

Given b ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E), the element b −

∑d
i=1 ai 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

ExtiR(R/m, C) ∼=

{

0 for i 6= d,
R/m for i = d.

It is unique up to isomorphism and R is Gorenstein exactly when it is a canonical module of itself.

Let Fi = (
∑d

j=1
j 6=i

Q+aj) ∩ S, and let

Gi = {b ∈ group(S) : b+ a ∈ S for some a ∈ Fi}

for i = 1, . . . , d. Let CS = −(∩d
i=1Ci), where Ci = group(S) \ Gi. If R is Cohen-Macaulay, then

K[CS ] is the canonical module of R by [7, Theorem 3.8]. Let

ωS = {−f : f ∈ QF(S)}+ S ∼= {−m : m ∈ max
�S

Ap(S,E)} + S.

In [5, Definition 3.6], the authors define the graded canonical module of K[S] to be K[ωS] 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 K[ωS] is a canonical module of R.

Proof. Let m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E). First, we show that m−

∑d
i=1 ai /∈ Gi, for i = 1, . . . , d. Without

loss of generality, we may assume that i = 1. If m −
∑d

i=1 ai ∈ G1, then m −
∑d

i=1 ai + a ∈ S,

for some a =
∑d

i=2 λiai ∈ S, where λi ∈ Q+, for i = 2, . . . , d. Let l be a positive integer such that
lλi ∈ N, for i = 2, . . . , d. Then (l − 1)a ∈ S, and so

m−
d

∑

i=1

ai + la = m− a1 +

d
∑

i=2

(lλi − 1)ai ∈ S.

Let s = m+
∑d

i=2(lλi − 1)ai = a1 + h, for some h ∈ S. Since m ∈ Ap(S,a1), we have lλj 6= 1, for
some j = 2, . . . , d. Since m− a1 ∈ group(S), if lλi − 1 and lλj − 1 are positive for some i 6= j, then

m − a1 ∈ S, by [7, Theorem 2.6], a contradiction. Therefore,
∑d

i=2(lλi − 1)ai = (lλj − 1)aj . Let
α = lλj − 1. Then

s = m+ αaj = a1 + h,
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and [19, Theorem 1.1] implies that s−aj−a1 = m−a1+(α−1)aj ∈ S. Applying [19, Theorem 1.1],
for α− 1 times, we get m− a1 ∈ S, a contradiction.

Hence m −
∑d

j=1 aj ∈ ∩d
i=1Ci, 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[−∩d
i=1Cj], for f ∈ QF(S). Assume by contradiction

that x−f = x−cxs, for some c ∈ ∩d
i=1Ci and s ∈ S. Then c = f + s. Let f = m −

∑d
i=1 ai.

Because of the maximality of m, m + s − ak ∈ S, for some k, 1 ≤ k ≤ d. It follows that

c+
∑d

i=1
i 6=k

ai = f + s+
∑d

i=1
i 6=k

ai = m+ s−ak ∈ S, and so c ∈ Gi = group(S)\Ci, a contradiction. �

We always denote the canonical module of R by ωR. For an R-module N , its trace, denoted by
tr(N), is the sum of the ideals ϕ(N) with ϕ ∈ HomR(N,R). Thus, tr(N) =

∑

ϕ∈HomR(N,R) ϕ(N).

If N1
∼= N2, then tr(N1) = tr(N2), so while the canonical module ωR is unique up to isomorphism,

its trace is unique. By [11, Lemma 1.1],

tr(ωR) = ωR · (ωR)
−1

= K[ωS ] ·K[(ωS)
−1]

= K[ωS + ω−1
S ].

We define the trace of S, to be the ideal tr(S) ⊆ S consisting of the exponents of monomials in
tr(ωR). Then

tr(S) = ωS + ω−1
S .

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 Ap is not a Gorenstein ring if and

only if tr(ωA) ⊆ 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 ωA a canonical module of
A. Then, A is nearly Gorenstein if m ⊆ tr(ωA).

Definition 1.4. Assume that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay. We say that S is nearly Gorenstein if
M ⊆ tr(S), where M = 〈a1,a2, . . . ,ad+r〉 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�S
Ap(S,E) = {m1, . . . ,mt}. Then

tr(S) = {b ∈ S ; there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ t s.t. b+mi −mj ∈ S for all j = 1, . . . , t}.

Proof. Let Γ be the set on the right side. Given b ∈ Γ, there is 1 ≤ i ≤ t such that b+mi−mj ∈ S

for all j = 1, . . . , t. Thus, b+mi−
∑d

i=1 ad ∈ ω−1
S and b = −(mi−

∑d
i=1 ad)+mi−

∑d
i=1 ad+b ∈

tr(S).
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Now let a ∈ tr(S), so there exist b1 ∈ ωS and b2 ∈ ω−1
S such that a = b1 + b2. Since b1 ∈ ωS ,

we have b1 = −(mi −
∑d

i=1 ad) + s for some s ∈ S and 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Since b2 ∈ ω−1
S , we have

b2 − (mj −
∑d

i=1 ad) ∈ S for every j = 1, . . . , t. Therefore

a+mi −mj = b1 + b2 +mi −mj = s+ b2 − (mj −
∑d

i=1 ad) ∈ S.

Hence, tr(S) ⊆ Γ. �

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�S
Ap(S,E) = {m1, . . . ,mt}.

Then, S is nearly Gorenstein if and only if for each i = 1, . . . , d+r there exists m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E)

such that ai +m−mj ∈ S for each j = 1, . . . , t.

Remark 1.7. If S has type 2 and max�S
Ap(S,E) = {m1,m2}, then

tr(S) = {b ∈ S ; b+m1 −m2 ∈ S or b+m2 −m1 ∈ S}.

In particular, we always have {m1,m2} ⊆ tr(S).

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(a1, . . . ,ad)
the group generated by a1, . . . ,ad, i.e., group(a1, . . . ,ad) = group(〈a1, . . . ,ad〉).

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 w1,w2 ∈ Ap(S,E), if w1 −w2 ∈ group(a1, . . . ,ad), then w1 = w2;

(3) For all w1,w2 ∈ Ap(S,E), if w1+
∑d

i=1 liai = w2+
∑d

i=1 l
′
iai with li, l

′
i ∈ N, then w1 = w2

and li = l′i for i = 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 ad+1, . . . ,ad+r and the origin of coordinates, then the following statements are

equivalent:

(1) a1, . . . ,ad ∈ tr(S);
(2) K[S] is Gorenstein;

(3) tr(S) = S;
(4) S is nearly Gorenstein.

Proof. Let D denote the (d − 1)-dimensional space that contains ad+1, . . . ,ad+r and the origin of
coordinates. Note that all the elements of Ap(S,E) are on D and at least one extremal ray ai, does
not belong to this hyperplane. By Proposition 1.5, there exists T (ai) ∈ max�S

Ap(S,E) such that
ai + T (ai)−m ∈ S for every m ∈ max�S

Ap(S,E).
(1) =⇒ (2) Assume that type(S) > 1 and consider m ∈ max�S

Ap(S,E) \ {T (ai)}. As ai is not
on D, we have T (ai) + ai −m /∈ Ap(S,E) and then there exist aj with 1 ≤ j ≤ d and s ∈ S such

that ai + T (ai)−m = aj + s. Writing m+ s =
∑d

k=1 lkak + n for some lk ∈ N and n ∈ Ap(S,E),

we get ai + T (ai) = aj +
∑d

k=1 lkak + n. By Proposition 1.8,
∑d

k=1 lkak = 0 and i = j, so that
m = n = T (ai), which is a contradiction.

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

The same proof of the previous proposition gives the following result that we will repeatedly use
in the next sections.



6 RAHELEH JAFARI, FRANCESCO STRAZZANTI, AND SANTIAGO ZARZUELA ARMENGOU

Corollary 1.10. Let K[S] be Cohen-Macaulay. If all the generators ad+1, . . . ,ad+r are on the same

line passing through the origin of coordinates, then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) ai,aj ∈ tr(S) for some 1 ≤ i < j ≤ d;
(2) K[S] is Gorenstein;

(3) tr(S) = S;
(4) S is nearly Gorenstein.

Given w ∈ Ap(S,E), we say that w has a unique expression if it can be written as w =
∑r

i=1 liad+i with li ∈ N in a unique way.

Corollary 1.11. Assume that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay and that S has embedding dimension 2d.
If E ⊆ tr(S) ⊆ M , then the non-extremal generators ad+1, . . . ,a2d are linearly independent. In

particular, each element of Ap(S,E) has a unique expression.

Proof. Note that the cone generated by ad+1, . . . ,a2d 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,E) 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) λ1a1, . . . , λdad ∈ tr(S) for some λ1, . . . , λd ∈ N;
(3) There exist λ1, . . . , λd ∈ N and 1 ≤ r1, . . . , rd ≤ t such that λiai + mri − mj ∈ S for all

1 ≤ j ≤ t;
(4) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, there exist wi ∈ Ap(S,E) and λi ∈ N such that

w � wi + λiai,

for all w ∈ Ap(S,E).

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) It follows by Proposition 1.2 and the fact that xa1 , . . . ,xad provide a system of
parameters for K[S].

(2) =⇒ (3) It follows by Proposition 1.5.
(3) =⇒ (4) This is clear.
(4) =⇒ (1) Let wi �S mri for i = 1, . . . , d. As mri � wi + λiai, we get wi = mri . Therefore,

λiai ∈ tr(S) by Proposition 1.5. Since xa1 , . . . ,xad provide a system of parameters, it follows that
tr(ωR) is an m-primary ideal. Now, Proposition 1.2 implies (1). �

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 a1 = (6, 0),a2 = (0, 6),a3 = (2, 1),a4 =
(1, 2). In this case Ap(S,E) = {0,a3, 2a3, 3a3,a4, 2a4, 3a4,m1 = 3a3 + a4,m2 = a3 + 3a4} and
by Proposition 1.8 one can see that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay. Moreover, we have that a1 +m2 −
m1 = 2a3 and a2 + m1 − m2 = 2a4 belong to S, whereas a simple computation shows that
S \ tr(S) = {0,a3,a4,a3 + a4}. 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 Nd and minimally generated
by a1,a2, . . . ,ad+r, whose extremal rays are a1, . . . ,ad. Recall that S is nearly Gorenstein if ai ∈
tr(S) for every i = 1, . . . , d+ r. Moreover, by Proposition 1.5, ai ∈ tr(S) exactly when there exists
m ∈ max�S

Ap(S,E) such that m+ai−n ∈ S for all n ∈ max�S
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 ai ∈ tr(S) for some 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Then, there exists a unique m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E)

such that m+ ai − n ∈ S for all n ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E).

Proof. Assume contrary that there are two maximal elements m, n with this property. Then

m+ ai = n+w , n+ ai = m+w′

for some w,w′ ∈ S. Thus

m+ 2ai = n+ ai +w = m+w +w′,

which implies that 2ai = w+w′. As ai is on an extremal ray of the cone generated by S, it follows
that w = lai and w′ = l′ai for some l, l′ ∈ Q with l + l′ = 2. Thus, either l ≤ 1 or l′ ≤ 1. Since
ai is the smallest element on this extremal ray, we have w = ai and w′ = ai and consequently
m = n. �

Example 2.2. In the previous lemma we need that ai is the smallest element in its extremal ray,
otherwise the statement is false. For instance, let S be the semigroup generated by a1 = (2, 0),
a2 = (0, 2), a3 = (0, 3), a4 = (1, 1), a5 = (1, 2). We have max�S

Ap(S,E) = {m1 = (1, 1),m2 =
(1, 2),m3 = (0, 3)} and

m3 + a1 −m1 ∈ S m3 + a1 −m2 ∈ S m1 + a1 −m2 /∈ S m2 + a1 −m3 /∈ S,

m2 + a2 −m1 ∈ S m2 + a2 −m3 ∈ S m1 + a2 −m2 /∈ S m3 + a2 −m1 /∈ S.

Therefore, as we proved in the previous lemma, for i = 1, 2 there is only one m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E)

for which m+ ai− n ∈ S for all n ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E). However, this is not true for a3, even though

it is in the same line of a2. Indeed, both m1 and m2 work for a3.
Using Proposition 1.5 and Proposition 1.8, it is not difficult to see that S is nearly Gorenstein.

Moreover, also for a4 and a5 there are two maximal elements of Ap(S,E) for which the equalities
above hold.

Throughout the paper, T (ai) will denote the unique maximal Apéry element assigned to ai in
Lemma 2.1 for i = 1, . . . , d.

Proposition 2.3. Let K[S] be Cohen-Macaulay with type(S) ≥ 2. If 1 ≤ r < s ≤ d, then

T (ar) 6= T (as).

Proof. Assume on the contrary that T (ar) = T (as) and set m = T (ar) = T (as). Since type(S) ≥ 2,
we may choose n ∈ max�S

Ap(S,E) \ {m}. Then br = m+ ar − n and bs = m+ as − n belong to

S. Let br = wr +
∑d

i=1 liai and bs = ws +
∑d

i=1 l
′
iai, where wr,ws ∈ Ap(S,E). Note that

br − bs = wr −ws +
d

∑

i=1

(li − l′i)ai = ar − as.
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Since S is Cohen-Macaulay, Proposition 1.8 implies that wr = ws and
∑d

i=1 liai+as =
∑d

i=1 l
′
iai+

ar. Since a1, . . . ad are linearly independent, lr = l′r + 1 > 0. As m− n+ ar = wr +
∑d

i=1 liai, we
get m− n = wr +

∑

i 6=r liai + (lr − 1)ar ∈ S, which is a contradiction. �

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 a1 = (0, 3), a2 = (3, 1), a3 = (1, 2), a4 = (2, 2), a5 = (3, 3). In this case type(S) =
2 = d because max�S

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�S
Ap(S,E) and v ∈ Ap(S,E) such that v+

ai = m+
∑r

t=1 ltad+t for some 1 ≤ i ≤ d and l1, . . . , lr ∈ N. If lj 6= 0, then m+ad+j = w+ai, where

w ∈ Ap(S,E) and w−ad+j /∈ S. In particular, v−(
∑j−1

t=1 ltad+t+(lj−1)ad+j+
∑r

t=j+1 ltad+t) ∈ S.

Proof. As m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E), m + ad+j /∈ Ap(S,E) and we get m+ ad+j = w +

∑d
t=1 htat for

some w ∈ Ap(S,E). Then

v + ai = w +
d

∑

t=1

htat +
r

∑

t=1
t6=j

ltad+t + (lj − 1)ad+j =
d

∑

t=1

htat +w′ +
d

∑

t=1

h′tat,

for some w′ ∈ Ap(S,E) and ht, h
′
t ∈ N. Since K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay and v,w′ ∈ Ap(S,E),

by Proposition 1.8 we have that
∑d

t=1(ht + h′t)at = ai, which implies
∑d

t=1 htat = ai. Therefore,

m + ad+j = w + ai. Finally, w − ad+j = m − ai /∈ S and v − (
∑j−1

t=1 ltad+t + (lj − 1)ad+j +
∑r

t=j+1 ltad+t) = m+ ad+j − ai = w ∈ S. �

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 mi = T (ai) for i = 1, . . . , d. Take j ∈ {1 . . . d} and m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E) \ {mj}. Then

mj + aj = m+

r
∑

i=1

lj,i ad+i.

If lj,i 6= 0, then m + ad+i = w + aj for some w ∈ Ap(S,E), by Lemma 2.6. If type(S) > d
and we choose m ∈ max�S

Ap(S,E) \ {m1, . . . ,md}, by Proposition 1.8 it is not possible to have
w+ aj = w′ + aj′ with w,w′ ∈ Ap(S,E) and j 6= j′. Therefore, the number of elements in the set
{i; lj,i > 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. �

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 (ai) 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 + at = n +
∑r

i=1 liad+i for some 1 ≤ t ≤ d, n ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E) and l1, . . . , lr ∈ N, then there

is only one i, 1 ≤ i ≤ r, for which li 6= 0.

Proof. Let m have the unique expression
∑r

j=1 λjad+j . Then λj = max{l ; m − lad+j ∈ S}.
If lj 6= 0, then n + ad+j = w + ai for some w ∈ Ap(S,E), by Lemma 2.6, which implies that

m = w + (lj − 1)ad+j + l1ad+1 + · · · + l̂jad+j + · · · + lrad+r. Therefore, lj ≤ λj for j 6= i. Now, if
there are 1 ≤ t 6= k ≤ r with lt > 0, lk > 0, then lj ≤ λj for all j = 1, . . . , r which implies n−at ∈ S,
a contradiction. Thus, there is only one 1 ≤ j ≤ r, with lj 6= 0. �

As a consequence we get the following result.

Proposition 2.10. If S is nearly Gorenstein and T (ai) 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�S

Ap(S,E) \ {T (ai)} there exist λm
i,1, . . . , λ

m
i,r ∈ N such that

T (ai) + ai = m+

r
∑

s=1

λm

i,sad+s.

(1) If λm

i,s > 0, for some 1 ≤ s ≤ r, then λm

j,s = 0 for j ∈ {1, . . . , d} \ {i} with m 6= T (aj).

(2) If there is only one s with λm

i,s 6= 0, then λm

i,s − 1 = max{l;T (ai)− lad+s ∈ S}.
(3) Let m, n ∈ max�S

Ap(S,E) \ {T (ai), T (aj)} for some 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d. Then

r
∑

s=1

λm

i,sad+s +
r

∑

s=1

λn
j,sad+s =

r
∑

s=1

λn
i,sad+s +

r
∑

s=1

λm

j,sad+s.

(4) Let m = T (ai) and n = T (aj) for some 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d. Then

ai + aj =

r
∑

s=1

λn
i,sad+s +

r
∑

s=1

λm

j,sad+s.

(5) Let 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ d, n = T (aj) and m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E) \ {T (ai), T (aj)}. Then

r
∑

s=1

λn
i,sad+s +

r
∑

s=1

λm

j,sad+s =

r
∑

s=1

λm

i,sad+s + aj.

Proof. (1) By Lemma 2.6, m+ ad+s = w+ ai for some w ∈ Ap(S,E). If λm

j,s > 0, for some j, then

using again Lemma 2.6, we get m + ad+s = v + aj for some v ∈ Ap(S,E). Therefore, i = j by
Proposition 1.8.

(2) We have T (ai)+ai = m+λm
i,sad+s with λm

i,s > 0. As in (1), it follows that m+ad+s = w+ai
with w ∈ Ap(S,E), and then T (ai) = w+(λm

i,s−1)ad+s. This means that T (ai)−(λm
i,s−1)ad+s ∈ S.

On the other hand, T (ai)−λm
i,sad+s is not in S because T (a1)−λm

i,sad+s = m−ai andm ∈ Ap(S,E).

(3), (4), and (5) are easy computations. �
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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 mn+1 = mnJ 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 maximal ideal of K[S] has a

monomial minimal reduction, then K[S] is Gorenstein.

Proof. It follows by Lemma 2.11(4) and [2, Lemma 2.4 and Theorem 3.2]. �

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 K[S] 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 a1, . . . ,ad and
three more generators ad+1,ad+2,ad+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 Nd.

Lemma 3.1. Let b1,b2,b3 ∈ Nd. If there exist positive integers λi, λj , µi, µk, γj , γk and non-

negative integers lk, l
′
k, lj , l

′
j , li.l

′
i such that

λibi + lkbk = λjbj + l′kbk

µibi + ljbj = µkbk + l′jbj

γjbj + libi = γkbk + l′ibi,

then bi,bj ,bk are on the same line passing through the origin of coordinates.

Proof. If lk ≥ l′k, then the first equation implies that bj belongs to the cone generated by bi,bk.
By the second equation, we have either bi belongs to the cone generated by bj ,bk, or bk belongs
to the cone generated by bi,bj . In both cases it follows that bi,bj ,bk are on the same line passing
through the origin.

Now, assume that lk < l′k. Then the first equation implies that bi belongs to the cone generated
by bj ,bk. By the third equation, we have either bj belongs to the cone generated by bi,bk, or bk

belongs to the cone generated by bi,bj . In both cases it follows that bi,bj ,bk are on the same
line passing through the origin. �

By Corollary 1.6, for any m ∈ Ap(S,E) and 1 ≤ i ≤ d we have T (ai) + ai = m+
∑3

s=1 λsad+s

with λs ∈ 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 λs

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 (ai) + ai = m +
∑3

s=1 λsad+s, for some m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E), then there

exists 1 ≤ s ≤ 3, with λs = 0.
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Proof. Assume on the contrary that λs > 0 for s = 1, 2, 3. Then m + ad+s = ws + ai, for some
ws ∈ Ap(S,E), by Lemma 2.6. Therefore,

T (ai) = w1 + (λ1 − 1)ad+1 + λ2ad+2 + λ3ad+3

= w2 + λ1ad+1 + (λ2 − 1)ad+2 + λ3ad+3

= w3 + λ1ad+1 + λ2ad+2 + (λ3 − 1)ad+3.

Note that ws − ad+s /∈ S. Let w1 = l2ad+2 + l3ad+3, w2 = h1ad+1 + h3ad+3 and w3 = µ1ad+1 +
µ2ad+2. Then

(l2 + 1)ad+2 + (l3 + λ3)ad+3 = (h1 + 1)ad+1 + (h3 + λ3)ad+3

(l2 + λ2)ad+2 + (l3 + 1)ad+3 = (µ1 + 1)ad+1 + (µ2 + λ2)ad+2

(h1 + λ1)ad+1 + (h3 + 1)ad+3 = (µ1 + λ1)ad+1 + (µ2 + 1)ad+2.

Now, Lemma 3.1 implies that ad+1,ad+2,ad+3 are on the same line passing through the origin of
coordinates, a contradiction by Corollary 1.10. �

If there are exactly two positive integers among λ1, λ2, and λ3, 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 ≤ i < j ≤ 3. Then, there exists at most one element

m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E) such that T (as) + as = m+ λiad+i + λjad+j with λi, λj ∈ N \ {0}.

Proof. Let m, n ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E) such that

T (as) + as = m+ λiad+i + λjad+j = n+ µiad+i + µjad+j ,

with λi, λj , µi, µj ∈ N \ {0}. By Lemma 2.6, there exist wi,wj,w
′
i,w

′
j ∈ Ap(S,E) such that m+

ad+i = wi+as,m+ad+j = wj+as, n+ad+i = w′
i+as, n+ad+j = w′

j+as. Note that wi−ad+i,w
′
i−

ad+i,wj − ad+j ,w
′
j − ad+j are not in S. Therefore, wi = hjad+j + hkad+k, wj = fiad+i + fkad+k,

w′
i = h′jad+j + h′kad+k and w′

j = f ′
iad+i + f ′

kad+k for some hj , hk, h
′
j , h

′
k, fi, fk, f

′
i , f

′
k ∈ N. Then

(hj + 1)ad+j + hkad+k = (fi + 1)ad+i + fkad+k

(h′j + 1)ad+j + h′kad+k = (f ′
i + 1)ad+i + f ′

kad+k.

Without loss of generality, we assume that hk ≤ fk. Then

(hj + 1)ad+j = (fi + 1)ad+i + (fk − hk)ad+k

implies that ad+j belongs to the cone generated by ad+i and ad+k. If h
′
k > f ′

k, then (h′j +1)ad+j +

(h′k−f ′
k)ad+k = (fi+1)ad+i, will put ad+i in the cone generated by ad+j and ad+k, which implies that

all three vectors ad+i,ad+j ,ad+k are on the same line passing through the origin, a contradiction
by Corollary 1.10. Thus, h′k ≤ f ′

k. If hj = h′j , then wi and w′
i are comparable with respect to �S

which means that m and n are comparable, a contradiction. So, assume without loss of generality
that hj < h′j . Then

w′
i = (hj + 1)ad+j + (h′j − hj − 1)ad+j + h′kad+k

= (fi + 1)ad+i + (fk − hk + h′k)ad+k + (h′j − hj − 1)ad+j ,

a contradiction since w′
i − ad+i /∈ S. �
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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 (a1) + a1 = m +

∑3
s=1 λsad+s with λs ∈ N for s = 1, 2, 3. Of

course, at least one λs 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 λs. Hence,
counting also T (a1), 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 = n1 + µiad+i = n2 + µjad+j ,

for some 1 ≤ s ≤ d, n1, n2 ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E), µi, µj ∈ N \ {0} with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 3. Then the

following statements hold.

(1) T (as)− λiad+i − λjad+j ∈ S where λt = µt − 1 = max{l ; T (as)− lad+t ∈ S} for t = i, j.

(2) Let T (as) + as = m+
∑3

t=1 ltad+t where m ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E) and lt ∈ N. Then {t ; 1 ≤

t ≤ 3, lt 6= 0} 6= {i, j}.

Proof. Let {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3} and s = 1, for simplicity.
(1) Note that µt − 1 = max{l ; T (a1)− lad+t ∈ S} for t = i, j, by Lemma 2.11(2). Lemma 2.6

implies that n1 + ad+i = w + as and n2 + ad+j = w′ + as for some w,w′ ∈ Ap(S,E). Note that
w− ad+i and w− ad+j are not in S. So, w = hjad+j + hkad+k and w′ = h′iad+i + hkad+k for some
hj , hk, h

′
i.h

′
k ∈ N. Then

(3.1) T (as) = (µi − 1)ad+i + hjad+j + hkad+k = (µj − 1)ad+j + h′iad+i + h′kad+k.

Consequently,

(µi − 1− h′i)ad+i + hkad+k = (µj − 1− hj)ad+j + h′kad+k.

Note that, h′i ≤ µi − 1 and hj ≤ µj − 1. If one of them is an equality, we have done. Assume that
it is not the case. If hk 6= h′k, then either µiad+i − (ad+i + ad+j + ad+k) ∈ S or µjad+i − (ad+i +
ad+j + ad+k) ∈ S, both contradict Corollary 3.2. Therefore, hk = h′k and so (µi − 1 − h′i)ad+i =
(µj − 1− hj)ad+j . Then

T (as) + as = n1 + (1 + h′i)ad+i + (µj − 1− hj)ad+j = n2 + (1 + hj)ad+j + (µi − 1− h′i)ad+i.

Now, Lemma 3.3 implies that hj = µj − 1 or h′i = µi − 1, which along with (3.1) yields the result.

(2) By the statement (1)

T (as) = λiad+i + λjad+j + µad+k,

for some µ ∈ N. Let L = {t ; 1 ≤ t ≤ 3 , lt 6= 0}. Assume on the contrary that L = {i, j}. Then

(3.2) T (as) + as = m+ liad+i + ljad+j ,

with li, lj ∈ N \ {0}. By Lemma 2.6, m + ad+i = w + as and m + ad+j = w′ + as for some
w,w′ ∈ Ap(S,E). Note that w−ad+i and w′−ad+j are not in S. Therefore, w = hjad+j+hkad+k

and w′ = h′iad+i + h′kad+k for some hj , hk, h
′
i, h

′
k ∈ N. Then we get

T (as) = λiad+i + λjad+j + µad+k

= (li − 1)ad+i + (hj + lj)ad+j + hkad+k

= (h′i + li)ad+i + (lj − 1)ad+j + h′kad+k.

Note that λi ≥ li − 1, h′i + li and λj ≥ lj − 1, hj + lj. Therefore, hk, h
′
k ≥ µ and

(λi − li + 1)ad+i + (λj − hj − lj)ad+j = (hk − µ)ad+k,
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(λi − h′i − li)ad+i + (λj − lj + 1)ad+j = (h′k − µ)ad+k.

Since w−ad+i and w′−ad+j are not in S, we should have hk = h′k = µ, which implies λi = li−1 =
li + h′i, a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.5. Let S be nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d+ 3 such that

w = m1 + µ1ad+1 = m2 + µ2ad+2 = m3 + µ3ad+3,

where m1,m2,m3 are three different elements in max�S
Ap(S,E) and µ1, µ2, µ3 ∈ N. Then w 6=

T (ai) + ai for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

Proof. Assume on the contrary that w = T (ai) + ai for some 1 ≤ i ≤ d. By Lemma 3.4(1),

T (ai) = λ1ad+1 + λ2ad+2 + λ′
3ad+3

= λ1ad+1 + λ′
2ad+2 + λ3ad+3

= λ′
1ad+1 + λ2ad+2 + λ3ad+3,

where λ′
1, λ

′
2, λ

′
3 ∈ N and λt = µt − 1 = max{l ; T (ai)− lad+t ∈ S} for t = i, j. If λt > λ′

t for some
1 ≤ t ≤ 3, then

(λ3 − λ′
3)ad+3 = (λ2 − λ′

2)ad+2 = (λ1 − λ′
1)ad+1,

a contradiction with Corollary 1.10. Therefore, λt = λ′
t for t = 1, 2, 3 which means that T (ai) 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�S

Ap(S,E) = {T (ai),m1,m2,m3}. Assume, without loss of generality,
that T (aj) = m1 for some 1 ≤ j 6= i ≤ d. Then

(3.3) T (ai) + ai = T (aj) + µ1ad+1 = m2 + µ2ad+2 = m3 + µ3ad+3,

T (aj) + aj = m2 + l1ad+1 + l3ad+3 = m3 + h1ad+1 + h2ad+2,

where l1, l3, h1, h2 ∈ N, by Lemma 2.11(1). Note that

(3.4) h1ad+1 + (µ2 + h2)ad+2 = l1ad+1 + (µ3 + l3)ad+3,

from Lemma 2.11(3). By this non-trivial relation it follows that ad+1,ad+2,ad+3 belong to a two
dimensional cone, which implies d = 2 by Proposition 1.9. Without loss of generality, let h1 ≤ l1.
Then ad+2 belongs to the cone generated by ad+1 and ad+3. We may order the generating vectors
by their slopes as the following

slop(a1) ≤ slop(ad+1) ≤ slop(ad+2) ≤ slop(ad+3) ≤ slop(a2),

where {1, 2} = {i, j}. By Lemma 2.11(3),

(µ1 + h1)ad+1 + h2ad+2 = µ3ad+3 + aj,

Which implies j = 1 and so i = 2. If ad+1 and ad+2 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(a1) ≤ slop(ad+1) < slop(ad+2) ≤ slop(ad+3) ≤ slop(a2).

If T (aj) has two different expressions, then there exists f2 ∈ N \ {0} such that f2ad+2 �S T (aj)
and f2ad+2 = f1ad+1 + f3ad+3 for some f1, f3 ∈ N. Then f2 ≥ µ2, which along with (3.3) implies

that m2 − µ1ad+1 ∈ S. As T (ai) =
∑3

t=1(µt − 1)ad+t, looking again at (3.3), we get

(µ3 − 1)ad+3 + a2 = m2 − (µ1 − 1)ad+1 + ad+2.

As ad+1 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 (aj) has a unique expression and so
0 ∈ {l1, l3} ∩ {h1, h2}, by Lemma 2.9. If l1 = 0, then h1 = 0 and the equation (3.4) implies
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that ad+2 and ad+3 have the same slope, a contradiction. Thus, l3 = 0. As m2 and m3 are not
comparable with respect to �S, we have h2 6= 0 and so h1 = 0. Therefore,

T (a1) + a1 = T (a2) + e3ad+3 = m2 + l1ad+1 = m3 + h2ad+2,

for some e3 ∈ N and

T (a2) + a2 = T (a1) + µ1ad+1 = m2 + µ2ad+2 = m3 + µ3ad+3.

Note that T (a1) = (l1 − 1)ad+1 + (h2 − 1)ad+2 + (e3 − 1)ad+3 by Lemma 2.11(2), and T (a2) +
e3ad+3 + µ2ad+2 = T (a1) + µ1ad+1 + l1ad+1. Thus,

(µ1− 1)ad+1+(2µ2− 1)ad+2+(µ3− 1+ e3)ad+3 = (µ1+2l1− 1)ad+1+(h2− 1)ad+2+(e3− 1)ad+3,

which implies
(2µ2 − 1)ad+2 + µ3ad+3 = 2l1ad+1 + (h2 − 1)ad+2.

This equation is impossible by (3.5). �

The previous lemma allows us to prove that type(S) ≤ 3 when some T (ai) 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 (ai) 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�S

Ap(S,E) = {T (a1),m1,m2,m3}. Then by Lemma 2.9,

T (a1) + a1 = m1 + liad+i = m2 + ljad+j = m3 + lkad+k,

where {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3} and li, lj , lk ∈ N. This is a contradiction by Lemma 3.5. �

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 m1,m2 ∈ max�S

Ap(S,E) such that

T (as) + as = m1 + fiad+i + fjad+j = m2 + giad+i + gkad+k,

where {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3} and fi, fj, gi, gk ∈ N \ {0}. Then:

(1) T (as)− ad+t ∈ S, for t = 1, 2, 3;
(2) ad+i is an interior point of the cone generated by ad+j and ad+k;

(3) T (as) + as 6= n+ lad+i, for any n ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E) and l ∈ N;

(4) T (at) ∈ {m1,m2} for t ∈ {1, . . . , d} \ {s}.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, m1 + ad+i = hjad+j + hkad+k + as and m1 + ad+j = hiad+i + h′kad+k + as
for some hj , hi, hk, h

′
k ∈ N. Then

T (as) = (fi − 1)ad+i + (hj + fj)ad+j + hkad+k = (hi + fi)ad+i + (fj − 1)ad+j + h′kad+k,

and consequently

(3.6) (hj + 1)ad+j + hkad+k = (hi + 1)ad+i + h′kad+k.

By a similar argument, we getm2+ad+i = ejad+j+ekad+k+as andm2+ad+k = e′iad+i+e′jad+j+as

for some ej , ek, e
′
i, e

′
j ∈ N. Then

T (as) = (gi − 1)ad+i + (ek + gk)ad+k + ejad+j = (e′i + gi)ad+i + (gk − 1)ad+k + e′jad+j ,

implies the statement (1), and

(3.7) (ek + 1)ad+k + ejad+j = (e′i + 1)ad+i + e′jad+j .
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If hk ≤ h′k, then by (3.6) it follows that ad+j belongs to the cone generated by ad+i and ad+k.
By (3.7), we have either ad+k belongs to the cone of ad+i and ad+j or ad+i belongs to the cone
generated by ad+k and ad+j, both cases will imply that ad+i,ad+j ,ad+k are on the same line passing
through the origin, which contradicts Corollary 1.10. So that hk > h′k. Then ad+i belongs to the
interior of the cone generated by ad+k and ad+j from (3.6), which is the subject of (2).

Note that hi+1 ≤ hi+fi ≤ λi, where λi = max{l ; T (as)− lad+i ∈ S }. If T (as)+as = n+ lad+i,
for some n ∈ max�S

Ap(S,E) and l ∈ N, then by Lemma 2.11(2) and the equation (3.6),

T (as) + as = mi + (λi + 1)ad+i = mi + (λi − hi)ad+i + (hj + 1)ad+j + (hk − h′k)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 (at) /∈ {m1,m2}, then

T (at) + at = m2 + µjad+j = m1 + µkad+k,

for some µj, µk ∈ N, by Lemma 2.11(1). Now, using Lemma 2.11(3), we get

giad+i + gkad+k + µkad+k = fiad+i + fjad+j + µjad+j .

Consequently,
(gi − fi)ad+i + (gk + µk)ad+k = (fj + µj)ad+j ,

which along with the statement (2), implies that ad+i,ad+j ,ad+k are on the same line passing
through the origin, a contradiction by Corollary 1.10. �

Lemma 3.8. Let S be nearly Gorenstein of embedding dimension d+ 3 with d ≥ 2 and let

M1
i = {m ∈ max

�S

Ap(S,E) ; T (a1) + a1 = m+ ad+i},

M2
i = {m ∈ max

�S

Ap(S,E) ; T (a1) + a1 = m+ λad+i with λ ≥ 2},

Mi,j = {m ∈ max
�S

Ap(S,E) ; T (a1) + a1 = m+ λad+i + µad+j with λ, µ ∈ N \ {0}},

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3 and i 6= j. Then the following statements hold, where {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}.

(1) Each of M1
i ,M

2
i and Mi,j has at most one element.

(2) If M1
i is not empty, then M2

i = Mi,j = Mi,k = ∅.
(3) If Mi,j and Mi,k are not empty, then Mj,k = M1

t = M2
t = ∅ for t = 1, 2, 3.

(4) If M2
i and M2

j are two different non-empty sets, then M2
k ∪ M1

k ⊂ M2
i ∪ M2

j and M1
t =

Mi,j = Mi,k = Mj,k = ∅, for t = i, j.

Proof. (1) If m, n ∈ M1
i , then T (a1)+a1 = m+λad+i = n+µad+i for some λ, µ ∈ N, which implies

m = n, since m and n are maximal elements. Now, Lemma 3.3 completes the proof.

Assume that M1
t ⊆ {nt}, M

2
t ⊆ {mt} and Mt,s ⊆ {mt,s} for 1 ≤ t, s ≤ 3. In the case that M2

t is
not empty, we let

(3.8) T (a1) + a1 = mt + µtad+t,

for some integer µt ≥ 2 and in the case that Mt,s is not empty, let

(3.9) T (a1) + a1 = mt,s + ft,sad+t + gt,sad+s,

for some ft,s, gt,s ∈ N \ {0}.

(2) As T (a1) + a1 = ni + ad+i, if any of M2
i ,Mi,j ,Mi,k is non-empty, then ni ∈ {mi + (µi −

1)ad+i,mi,j + (fi,j − 1)ad+i + gi,jad+j,mi,k + (fi,k − 1)ad+i + gi,kad+k}, a contradiction.

(3) If Mj,k 6= ∅, then by Lemma 3.7(2), each of the vectors ad+i,ad+j ,ad+k belongs to the cone
generated by two others, which means that they are on the same line passing through the origin,
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a contradiction by Corollary 1.10. Thus, Mj,k = ∅. As T (a1) − ad+t ∈ S, for t = i, j, k, by
Lemma 3.7(1), we get M1

i = M1
j = M1

k = ∅ along with Lemma 2.11(2). We also have M2
i = ∅, by

Lemma 3.7(3). Note that

(3.10) hiad+i = hjad+j + hkad+k,

for some hi, hj , hk ∈ 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(ap) ≤ slop(ad+k) ≤ slop(ad+i) ≤ slop(ad+j) ≤ slop(aq),

where {p, q} = {1, 2}. Note that T (a2) ∈ {mi,k,mi,j} by Lemma 3.7(4). Without loss of generality,
assume that T (a2) = mi,j. By Lemma 2.11(1)

T (a1) + a1 = T (a2) + fi,jad+i + gi,jad+j = mi,k + fi,kad+i + gi,kad+k,

T (a2) + a2 = mi,k + fjad+j,

where fj ∈ N, and by Lemma 2.11(5) we get

fi,jad+i + (gi,j + fj)ad+j = fi,kad+i + gi,kad+k + a2,

which implies q = 2 and so p = 1. If M2
j ∪ M2

k 6= ∅, then either T (a1) + a1 = mj + µjad+j or

T (a1)+a1 = mk+µkad+k, for some µj, µk ∈ N. Comparing with the above equations of T (a1)+a1,
and the fact that ad+i,ad+j ,ad+k are not on the same line passing through the origin, we get that
T (a1), T (a2),mi,k,mt, with t ∈ {j, k}, are four different elements. Therefore, T (a2) does not
have a unique expression, by Corollary 3.6. Let hi be the minimum positive integer satisfied the
equation 3.10. Then T (a2) has an expression T (a2) =

∑3
t=1 ltad+t with lt ∈ N and li ≥ hi. As

T (a1) + a1 = T (a2) + fi,jad+i + gi,jad+j ,

there exists ei, ek ∈ N such that T (a2) + ad+j = eiad+i + ekad+k + a1, by Lemma 2.6. Then
ei < hi ≤ li, as T (a2)− a1 /∈ S. Therefore,

(li − ei)ad+i + (lj + 1)ad+j + lkad+k = ekad+k + a1.

Since li − ei > 0 and lj + 1 > 0, we have ek − lk > 0. Considering the order of slopes in
(3.11), the above equation implies that ad+i,ad+j ,ad+k have the same slope, a contradiction with
Corollary 1.10. Therefore, M2

j ∪M2
k = ∅.

(4) Note that M2
k ∪M1

k ⊂ M2
i ∪M2

j by Lemma 3.5 and Mi,j = ∅ by Lemma 3.4(2). Since M2
i

is not empty, T (a1)− ad+i ∈ S and so M1
i = ∅, by Lemma 2.11(1). Now, assume on the contrary

that Mi,k is not empty. Then

(3.12) T (a1) + a1 = mi,k + fi,kad+i + gi,kad+k.

By Lemma 2.6, mi,k + ad+i = w+ a1 and mi,k + ad+k = w′ + a1 for some w,w′ ∈ Ap(S,E). Note
that w−ad+i andw′−ad+k are not in S. Therefore, w = hjad+j+hkad+k and w′ = h′iad+i+h′jad+j

for some hj , hk, h
′
i, h

′
j ∈ N. Then using also Lemma 3.4(2) we get

T (a1) = λiad+i + λjad+j + µad+k

= (fi,k − 1)ad+i + hjad+j + (gi,k + hk)ad+k

= (h′i + fi,k)ad+i + h′jad+j + (gi,k − 1)ad+k,

where λt = max{l ; T (a1)− lad+t ∈ S} for t = i, j. Then λi ≥ fi,k + h′i > fi,k − 1 and λj ≥ hj, h
′
j .

Thus, µ ≤ gi,k − 1 < gi,k + hk and the equation

(3.13) (gi,k + hk − µ)ad+k = (λi − fi,k + 1)ad+i + (λj − hj)ad+j ,
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shows that ad+1,ad+2,ad+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(ad+i) ≤ slop(ad+k) ≤ slop(ad+j) ≤ slop(at),

where {s, t} = {1, 2}. Note that mi,k, ni, nj are three different elements. If T (a2) /∈ {ni, nj}, then

T (a2) + a2 = ni + fjad+j + fkad+k = nj + giad+i + gkad+k,

by Lemma 2.11(1), and

(µi + gi)ad+i + gkad+k = (µj + fj)ad+j + fkad+k,

by Lemma 2.11(3). But the recent equation, along with (3.13), implies that ad+i,ad+j ,ad+k are on
the same line passing through the origin of coordinates, contradiction by Corollary 1.10. Therefore,
T (a2) ∈ {ni, nj} and

T (a2) + a2 = mi,k + (λj + 1)ad+j ,

by Lemma 2.11(1). If T (a2) = ni, then

T (a2) + a2 = nj + giad+i + gkad+k,

for some gi, gk ∈ N, by Lemma 2.11(1), and

(µi + gi)ad+i + (µk + gk)ad+k = µjad+j + (λj − 1)ad+j .

by Lemma 2.11(3). But the recent equation, along with (3.13), implies that ad+i,ad+j ,ad+k have
the same slope, contradiction by Corollary 1.10. Therefore, T (a2) 6= ni and so T (a2) = nj and

(3.15) T (a1) + a1 = T (a2) + (λj + 1)ad+j = n1 + (λi + 1)ad+i = mi,k + fi,kad+i + gi,kad+k,

(3.16) T (a2) + a2 = T (a1) +

3
∑

t=1

qtad+t = ni + fjad+j + fkad+k = mi,k + µjad+j,

where q1, q2, q3, µj ∈ N. Note that fk 6= 0, because otherwise mi,k and ni will be comparable with
respect �S . If qi = 0, then we have the following cases:

(1) If fj > 0, then either qj = 0 or qk = 0, by Lemma 3.3. As T (a1) is not comparable with
mi,j, qk > 0. Thus, qj = 0 which is contradicts Lemma 3.4(2).

(2) If fj = 0, then qj > 0 and qk > 0, because T (a1), ni,mi,k are not comparable. This
contradicts Lemma 3.4(2).

Therefore, qi > 0. By Lemma 2.11(4),
∑3

t=1 qtad+t+(λj+1)ad+j = a1+a2. Let c =
∑3

t=1 qtad+t+
(λj + 1)ad+j − ad+i. Then

c = (qi − 1)ad+i + (qj + λj + 1)ad+j + qkad+k ∈ Ap(S,E),

and so c �S n ∈ max�S
Ap(S,E). As M2

k ∪M1
k ⊂ M2

i ∪M2
j and Mi,j = ∅,

max
�S

Ap(S,E) = {T (a1), T (a2) = nj , ni,mi,k} ∪Mj,k.

IfMj,k is not empty, then T (a2)+a2 = mj,k+piad+i for some pi ∈ N. Note that a1+a2 = c+ad+i �S

T (a1)+a1 and a1+a2 = c+ad+i �S T (a2)+a2. Therefore, c �S m for m ∈ {ni,mi,k,mj,k}. Since
λjad+j �S c, we have c �S T (a1). Thus, c �S T (a2) = nj. Let T (a2) = c+ v. Then v− ad+i /∈ S
and

3
∑

t=1

qtad+t + (λj + 1)ad+j − ad+i + v+ a2 = T (a2) + a2 = T (a1) +

3
∑

t=1

qtad+t,
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from (3.16). Recall that T (a1) = λiad+i+λjad+j+µad+k and v−ad+i /∈ S. Let v = rjad+j+rkad+k.
Then

(3.17) (rj + 1)ad+j + rkad+k + a2 = (λi + 1)ad+i + µad+k.

By Lemma 2.11(3), we have

(λj + 1 + µj)ad+j = liad+i + lkad+k + a2.

which implies that in (3.14), t = j and so s = i. Now, equation (3.17) is in contradiction with
(3.14). Therefore, Mi,k = ∅. The same argument, replacing i with j, shows that Mj,k = ∅. �

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 M1

i ,M
2
i ,Mi,j be as defined in Lemma 3.8 for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3

and i 6= j. Then max�S
Ap(S,E) = {T (a1)} ∪ (∪3

i=1M
1
i ) ∪ (∪3

i=1M
2
i ) ∪ M1,2 ∪ M1,3 ∪ M2,3, by

Corollary 3.2.
Note that each M1

i , M
2
i and Mi,j has at most one element by Lemma 3.8(1). We distinguish the

following cases:
Case 1, Mi,j = Mi,k = Mj,k = ∅. If M2

i ,M
2
j ,M

2
k are not empty, then M2

i ∪ M2
j ∪ M2

k has at

most two elements, by Lemma 3.5. We may assume that M2
k ⊆ M2

i ∪M2
j . If M

2
i and M2

j are both

non-empty, then by Lemma 3.4(1),

T (a1) = λiad+i + λjad+j + µad+k,

where λt = max{l ; T (a1) − lad+t ∈ S} for t = i, j. Now, if M1
k 6= ∅, then T (a1) − ad+k /∈ S,

by Lemma 2.11(2) and so µ = 0. This means that T (a1) has a unique expression which implies
type(S) ≤ 3 by Corollary 3.6. So, we may also assume that M1

k = ∅. As M2
i and M2

j are not empty,

we have M1
i = M1

j = ∅, by Lemma 3.8(2). If M2
j is also empty, then the only possible non-empty

sets are M2
i = M2

k , M
1
j and M1

k , which implies type(S) ≤ 3.

Case 2, Mi,j andMi,k are not empty. ThenMj,k = M1
t = M2

t = ∅ for t = 1, 2, 3, by Lemma 3.8(3).
Case 3, Mi,j is not empty, but Mi,k = Mj,k = ∅. Then M1

i = M1
j = ∅, and M2

i ∪M2
k ∪M2

j has

at most one element by Lemma 3.8(4). Note that M2
k and M1

k can not be non-empty at the same
time, by Lemma 3.8(2). Therefore, it is enough to show that if M2

t is not empty for some t ∈ {i, j},
then M1

k = ∅. Without loss of generality, we assume that t = i. Assume on the contrary that

(3.18) T (a1) + a1 = mi,j + fi,jad+i + gi,jad+j = mi + µiad+i = nk + ad+k.

By Lemma 2.6, mi,j + ad+i = hjad+j + hkad+k + a1 and mi,j + ad+j = hiad+i + h′kad+k + a1 for
some hj , hk, h

′
k ∈ N. Then

T (a1) = (fi,j − 1)ad+i + (hj + gi,j)ad+j + hkad+k = (hi + fi,j)ad+i + (gi,j − 1)ad+j + h′kad+k

If M1
k 6= ∅, then T (a1)− ad+k /∈ S, by Lemma 2.11(2) and so hk = h′k = 0. In particular,

(hi + 1)ad+i = (hj + 1)ad+j .

For v ∈ {mi,j ,mi, nk}, let [v]k = lad+k, where l = max{l ; v − lad+k ∈ S}. Then, along with
(3.18),

[mi,j]k = [mi]k = [nk]k + 1,
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as ad+i,ad+j ,ad+k are not on the same line, by Corollary 1.10. If T (a2) /∈ {nk,mi,j}, then

T (a2) + a2 = nk + giad+i + gjad+j = mi,j + gkad+k.

Since [mi,j ]k+ gk > [nk]k, it provides a non-trivial relation between ad+k and the points on the line
passing through ad+i and ad+j, which means all three points are on the same line, a contradiction.

If T (a2) = nk, then

T (a2) + a2 = mi,j + gkad+k = mi + ejad+j + ekad+k.

Note that gk > ek. As [mi]k = [mi,j]k, the above equation provides a non-trivial relation between
ad+k and the points on the line passing through ad+i and ad+j , which means all three points are
on the same line.

If T (a2) = mi,j , then

T (a2) + a2 = nk + giad+i + gjad+j = mi + ejad+j + ekad+k.

As ad+k is not on the line passing through ad+i and ad+j, we get [nk]k = [mi]k+ek = [nk]k+1+ek,
a contradiction. �

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 a1 = (5, 0),a2 = (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 a1 and a2, and max�S

Ap(S,E) =
{m1 = (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) + a1 = (7, 9) + a3 = (8, 8) + a5 , (8, 8) + a2 = (7, 9) + a4 = (5, 10) + a3,

which immediately imply that S is nearly Gorenstein by Corollary 1.6.

Example 3.11. Let a1 = (2, 0, 0),a2 = (0, 2, 0),a3 = (0, 0, 2),a4 = (1, 1, 0),a5 = (1, 0, 1),a6 =
(0, 1, 1) and S = 〈a1,a2,a3,a4,a5,a6〉. In this case Ap(S,E) = {0,a4,a5,a6}, and then type(S) =
3. Using Proposition 1.8 it is possible to see that K[S] is Cohen-Macaulay, whereas by the equalities

a6 + a1 = a4 + a5, a5 + a2 = a4 + a6, a4 + a3 = a5 + a6

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