EMBEDDING INTO ALMOST LEFT FACTORIZABLE
RESTRICTION SEMIGROUPS

MARIA B. SZENDREI

ABSTRACT. The notion of almost left factorizability and the results on
almost left factorizable weakly ample semigroups, due to Gomes and the
author, are adapted for restriction semigroups. The main result of the
paper is that each restriction semigroup is embeddable into an almost
left factorizable restriction semigroup. This generalizes a fundamental
result of the structure theory of inverse semigroups.

1. INTRODUCTION

Each inverse semigroup can be obtained from a semidirect product of a
semilattice by a group in two different ways, namely, by taking (a) an (idem-
potent separating) homomorphic image of an inverse subsemigroup, and (b)
an inverse subsemigroup of an (idempotent separating) homomorphic image
of such a semidirect product ([11], [12], [13], [14], [9]). The members of
the intermediate classes of these approaches are just the E-unitary and the
almost factorizable inverse semigroups, respectively. These subclasses are
well studied, and are playing a central role in the structure theory of inverse
semigroups ([10]). These results have been generalized, at least partly, in
a number of directions, for example, for orthodox, locally inverse, weakly
(left) ample semigroups ([15], [8], [1], [16], [2], [4], [3]). The aim of this paper
is to generalize approach (b) for restriction semigroups.

The algebraic structures we call in this paper left restriction semigroups
have been studied from various points of view, and under different names,
since the 1960’s. The notion of a restriction semigroup is a two-sided version
of a left restriction semigroup. For a historical overview, and for a more
complete introduction in the basic properties of these structures than it is
provided here, the reader is referred to [3] and [6]. Note that the name
‘(left) restriction’ is fairly recent, such a structure was formerly often called
a ‘weakly (left) F-ample semigroup’.

A restriction semigroup is a semigroup equipped with two additional
unary operations which satisfy certain identites. Thus, from universal alge-
braic point of view, a restriction semigroup is an algebra of type (2,1,1).
Among others, the defining identities imply that both unary operations as-
sign an idempotent to any element, and the ranges of the two unary opera-
tions coincide. This common range is the set of projections. In particular,
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each inverse semigroup naturally determines a restriction semigroup if we
consider the unary operations which assign the idempotents aa~! and a~'a,
respectively, to any element a. Thus restriction semigroups are non-regular
generalizations of inverse semigroups.

Notions of factorizability and almost factorizability, more precisely, left
factorizability and almost left factorizability are introduced in [5] for weakly
ample semigroups in a way similar to the usual notions of factorizability and
almost factorizability, respectively, for inverse semigroups. Moreover, the
fundamental results known on the structure of factorizable inverse monoids
and almost factorizable inverse semigroups are generalized for the weakly
ample case. The construction taking over the role of a semidirect product
of a semilattice by a group is a construction from [2] which we call a W-
product of a semilattice by a monoid. It turns out that these results can be
easily adapted to the more general class of restriction semigroups (Section
3).

The main result of the paper establishes that each restriction semigroup
is embeddable in an almost left factorizable restriction semigroup (Section
4). Combining this with the main theorem of Section 3, we deduce that
each restriction semigroup can be obtained as a (2,1, 1)-subsemigroup of a
(projection separating) homomorphic image of a W-product of a semilattice
by a monoid. This generalizes approach (b) from inverse semigroups to
restriction semigroups. Note that we prove in [17] that each restriction
semigroup has a proper cover which is (2, 1, 1)-embeddable into a W-product
of a semilattice by a monoid, which extends approach (a) to restriction
semigroups.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In the first part of this section we provide the notions and basic facts on
restriction semigroups we need in the paper. For the proofs of these facts and
for more details, the reader is referred to [6]. In the second part we recall the
definition of a W-product, and establish its most important properties. In
the third part we recall several basic universal algebraic notions. For details,
see [7]. Finally, based on [17], we present a model of the free restriction
semigroup on a set X together with an embedding into a W-product.

A left restriction semigroup is defined to be an algebra of type (2,1),
more precisely, an algebra S = (S;-, ) where (S;-) is a semigroup and T is
a unary operation such that the following identities are satisfied:

(21) ate=z, ztyt=ytat, @tyt=ztyt, = () te

For our later convenience, we list several consequences of these identities
which, together with the defining identities (2.1), are used throughout the
paper without further reference:

(2.2) atat =2t (@) =a", aT(ay)" = (2y)",

(2.3) Tyt =2yt (ay)T = ()"

A right restriction semigroup is defined dually, that is, it is an algebra S =
(S;-,*) satisfying the duals of the identities (2.1). Finally, if S = (S;-, T, *) is
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an algebra of type (2,1,1) where S = (S;-, ) is a left restriction semigroup,
S =(S5;-,*) is a right restriction semigroup and the identities

(2.4) (D) ' =zT, (@)t =2"

hold then it is called a restriction semigroup. Notice that the defining prop-
erties of a restriction semigroup are left-right dual. Therefore later on the
dual definitions and statements will not be explicitely formulated.

Among the restriction semigroups, the notions of a subalgebra, homomor-
phism, congruence and factor algebra are understood in type (2,1,1). In or-
der to emphasize this, we use the expressions (2, 1, 1)-subsemigroup, (2,1, 1)-
morphism, (2,1, 1)-congruence and (2,1, 1)-factor semigroup, respectively.

If a restriction semigroup S has an identity element 1 with respect to the
multiplication then it is straightforward to see by (2.1) that

(2.5) T=1"=1.

Such a restriction semigroup is called a restriction monoid.

If S is a restriction semigroup having no identity element with respect
to the multiplication then the semigroup S' can be easily formed to a re-
striction monoid by extending the nullary operations by the rule (2.5). This
restriction monoid will also be denoted by S'. As usual, the same notation
will be used for S itself if S is a restriction monoid.

The class of restriction semigroups is fairly big. For example, each inverse
semigroup Siny = (S; -, 7!) determines a restriction semigroup S = (S;-, T, *)
where the unary operations are defined by the rules

1

at =aa™! and a*=a"la foreveryae€S.

By the Wagner—Preston theorem, such a restriction semigroup is, up to
(2,1, 1)-isomorphism, a (2,1, 1)-subsemigroup of (I(X);-,*,*) for some set
X, where I(X) is the set of all partial bijections on X, and

+

o =lgoma and o =liy, for every a € I(X).

On the other hand, each monoid M becomes a restriction semigroup by
defining a™ = a* = 1 for any a € M. It is easy to see that these restriction
semigroups are just those with both unary operations being constant. Such
a restriction semigroup will be called unary trivial, and, since it is neces-
sarily a monoid, we also call it a unary trivial restriction monoid. Notice
that the congruences, homomorphisms, etc. of monoids and the (2,1,1)-
congruences, (2,1,1)-morphisms of the unary trivial restriction semigroups
(monoids) obtained from them coincide. Therefore we often consider unary
trivial restriction semigroups just as monoids, and vice versa. Note that, in
the literature, unary trivial restriction semigroups (monoids) are sometimes
called reduced restriction semigroups (monoids).

Let S be any restriction semigroup. By (2.4), we have {z* : z € S} =
{z* : © € S}. This set is called the set of projections of S, and is denoted
by P(S). By (2.1)—(2.3) and their duals, P(S) is a (2,1, 1)-subsemilattice
in S, and both unary operations are identical on it. In particular P(S)
consists of idempotent elements only. Notice that a restriction semigroup
S is unary trivial if and only if P(S) is a singleton, and, if this is the case
then the unique element of P(S) is the identity element of S. If S,T are
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restriction semigroups, and ¢: S — T is a (2,1, 1)-morphism then ¢ is said
to be projection separating if ep = f¢ implies e = f for every e, f € P(S).

Given a restriction semigroup S, we define a relation < on S such that,
for every a,b € S,

a<b ifandonlyif a=a"b.

Observe that the dual of this relation is the same since a = a*b implies
a = b(a™b)* = ba*, and the dual implication is also valid. The relation < is
a compatible partial order on S, and it extends the natural partial order of
the semilattice P(S). It is called the natural partial order on S.

We also consider a relation on S, denoted by og, or simply o: for any
a,bes, let

acb if and only if ea =eb for some e € P(S).

Again notice that if there exists e € P(S) with ea = eb then there exists
also f € P(S) with af = bf, and conversely. Therefore the relation defined
dually to o coincides with . The relation ¢ is the least congruence on
S = (5;-) where P(S) is in a congruence class, which we denote by P(S)o.
Consequently, it is the least (2,1, 1)-congruence pon S = (S;-, ™, *) such that
the (2,1, 1)-factor semigroup S/p is unary trivial. Therefore we call o the
least unary trivial (2,1, 1)-congruence on S. Obviously, P(S)o is the identity
element of S/o. The unary trivial restriction monoid S/¢ is often considered
just as a monoid S/o = (S/o;-, P(S)o). In particular, S is a weakly ample
semigroup if it is a restriction semigroup and P(S) = E(S), the set of all
idempotents of S. Consequently, if S is a weakly ample semigroup then
S/o is a unipotent monoid, that is a monoid where the identity element is
the unique idempotent. In fact, the relation o is the least unipotent monoid
congruence on S.

Now we give an alternative definition for (left) restriction semigroups.
Let S be a semigroup, and let F be a subsemilattice in S, whence clearly
E C E(S5). The relation R is defined on S by the rule that, for any a,b € S,

aRgb if and only if ea =a <= eb="0 for any e € F.

The semigroup S is said to be weakly left E-ample if the following conditions
are fulfilled: the relation R is a left congruence on \S; for each a € S, the
Rp-class RE(S) of S containing a has an idempotent (necessarily unique)
denoted by a™; and for all @ € S and e € E, we have ae = (ae)Ta. A weakly
right E-ample semigroup is defined dually, in which case, the relation taking
over the role of Rg is denoted by Lg, and the unique idempotent in the
Lp-class LE(S) of an element a by a*. A weakly E-ample semigroup S is
a semigroup that is both weakly left and weakly right E-ample (with the
same semilattice E).

It is well known that a semigroup S is weakly (left) F-ample with respect
to the semilattice E in S if and only if (S;-, T, *) is a (left) restriction semi-
group with P(S) = E. Later on, when considering the relations R P(S)s L P(S)

on a restriction semigroup .S, we simply write R and EN, and analogously,
R,(S) and L,(S). In the literature, the latter notation is used only for
weakly ample semigroups, but this will not cause any confusion. Note that
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a R b if and only if a* = b, and, dually a £ b if and only if a* = b*. It is
natural to introduce the relation H = R N L.

A left ample semigroup is defined to be a restriction semigroup S where
R coincides with the relation defined, for any a,b € S, by

aR*b if and only if za =ya <= xb=yb for all z,y € S*.

A right ample semigroup is defined dually, and by an ample semigroup we
mean a restriction semigroup that is both left and right ample. On a (left)
ample semigroup, the relation o is the least (right) cancellative congruence.

A restriction semigroup S is said to be proper if the following condition
and its dual are fulfilled:

at=b" andacb imply a=b forevery a,b e S.

It is worth mentioning that < generalizes the natural partial order of
an inverse semigroup, the relation o generalizes the least group congruence
on an inverse semigroup, and the notion of a proper restriction semigroup
generalizes that of an FE-unitary inverse semigroup. For, if a restriction
semigroup S is obtained form an inverse semigroup Siny = (5;-, ~!) as above
then the natural partial orders of S and Sy, coincide, og is the least group
congruence on Sy, and S is proper if and only if S,y is E-unitary.

The construction of W(T,Y) with Y being a semilattice and T a right
cancellative monoid was introduced in [2] as a construction of a left ample
semigroup. In [5], it was generalized for any unipotent monoid 7', and it
was noticed that there is a natural unary operation * on W(T,Y"), so that it
becomes a weakly ample semigroup. If we drop the requirement for 7" being
unipotent, then W(7,Y) is immediately seen to be a restriction semigroup.
Since unipotency of T is applied only for deducing that P(W(T,Y")) contains
all the idempotents of W (T',Y’), the main properties presented in [5] remain
valid in this more general setting.

Let T be a monoid and Y a semilattice. We say that T acts on Y on
the right [left] if a monoid homomorphism is given from 7" into the endo-
morphism monoid EndY of Y [into the dual End?Y of the endomorphism
monoid of Y]. For brevity, a’ ['a] is used to denote the image of the element
a € Y under the endomorphism assigned to the element ¢ € T. It is well
known that the fact that T" acts on Y on the right is equivalent to requiring
that the equalities

(2.6) (ab)! = a'd', (a")*=a"™, a'=a
are valid for every a,b € Y and t,u € T. Suppose that T acts on the right on
Y by injective endomorphisms such that the range of each endomorphism

corresponding to an element of T forms an order ideal in Y. Equivalently,
suppose that, additionally to (2.6), we have

(2.7) a' =b" implies a =0,
and
(2.8) a <b' implies a = c' for some c €Y

for every a,b € Y and ¢t € T'. Consider the set
W(T,Y)={(t,a") €T xY :a€Y, tcT},
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and define a multiplication and two unary operations on it by the following
rules: for any (¢,at), (u,b*) € W(T,Y), put

(t,a')(u,b") = (tu,a'™-b"),
(2.9) (t,a)t = (1,a),
(t,a")* = (1,ad").

It is straightforward to see that W(T,Y) is a subsemigroup in the reverse
semidirect product T x Y. Moreover, this construction has the following
basic properties.

Result 2.1. Let Y be a semilattice and T a monoid acting on Y on the
right, so that conditions (2.7), (2.8) are fulfilled.

(1) W(T,Y) = (W(T,Y);-,*,*) is a restriction semigroup, and its set
of projections is P(W(T,Y)) = {(1,a) : a € Y}, which is isomorphic
toY.

(2) The first projection w: W(T,Y) — T is a surjective homomorphism
whose kernel is o. Consequently, W(T,Y)/o is isomorphic to T.

(3) W(T,Y) is proper.

(4) W(T,Y) is a monoid if and only if Y has an identity.

Remark 2.2. In particular, if Y is a semilattice and T" a monoid acting on
Y on the right by automorphisms then conditions (2.7), (2.8) are satisfied,
and W(T,Y)=TxY.

If Y is a semilattice and T' a monoid acting on Y on the right, so that
conditions (2.7), (2.8) are satisfied, then the restriction semigroup W (7T,Y)
is called a W-product of Y by T. If W(T,Y) has no identity, that is, by the
last statement of Result 2.1, Y has no identity, then we find it convenient to
interpret the adjoint identity element in the form e = (1,e!) = (1,¢) where
e is an identity adjoint to Y, and to extend the action of T on Y to an
action of T on Y¢ by defining e! = e for every t € T. For, in this case,
the equalities (2.9) remain valid for W¢(T,Y) = W(T,Y) U {e}. However,
let us call the attention to the fact that the extended action need not have
property (2.8), so W¢(T,Y’) cannot be considered as a (2, 1, 1)-subsemigroup
in a W-product of Y€ by T.

Now we recall several definitions and facts of general algebraic nature,
but we formulate them only for restriction semigroups; more precisely, for
algebras of type (2,1,1) with a binary operation - and two unary operations
T and *.

Given a set X of variables, by a term in X we mean a formal expression
built up from the elements of X by means of the operational symbols —
the binary operational symbol - and the unary operational symbols * and
* — in finitely many steps. For example, the left and right hand sides of
the equalities in (2.1)-(2.3) are terms in variables z,y. If we work with
an associative binary operation then we delete the unnecessary parentheses
from the terms. If S is a restriction semigroup then we introduce a nullary
operational symbol for every element s in S, and, for simplicity, denote
it also by s. By a polynomial of S we mean an expression obtained in
a way similar to terms, but from variables and these nullary operational
symbols. A polynomial can also be interpreted in the way that such nullary
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operational symbols are substituted for certain variables in a term. For
simplicity, later on we just say that elements of S are substituted for the
variables. As it is usual for semigroups, we allow to substitute also 1 € S*
for several, but not all, variables to indicate that the variables in question
be deleted from the term. For example, if 1 is substituted for the variable y
in the terms yzz and zy*(x*y)™ then the terms obtained are xz and z(z*)™",
respectively. A wunary polynomial of S is a polynomial with at most one
variable. Their set is denoted by P;(.5).

If t =t(xy,29,...,2,) is a term or p = p(x1,x9,...,2,) is a polynomial
in the variables 1, Za, . . ., &, and we substitute elements s1, s, . . . , s, of S*
with {s1,82,...,8,} NS # ) for the variables, then we can evaluate the ex-
pression so obtained in S!. The result is an element of S which is denoted by
t9(s1, 89,...,5,) and p(sy, s2,...,5,), respectively. Notice that the evalu-
ation is compatible with the interpretation of the substitution of 1 € S* for
variables. The polynomial function of S corresponding to the polynomial p
is the mapping p°: 8™ — S, (s1,52,...,5,) = p°(51,52,...,5,), which we
denote also by p°(z1,x2,..., ).

An identity is a formal equality t = u of two terms, considered with a
common set of variables. A restriction semigroup satisfies the identity t = u
if t9(s1,592,...,5,) = u’(s1,52,...,5,) for any s1,82,...,5, € S. A class V
of algebras of a given type is called a variety if it is defined by identites. By
definition, we immediately see that the class of restriction semigroups forms
a variety of algebras of type (2,1,1). Note that weakly ample semigroups
and ample semigroups form sub-quasivarieties in the variety of restriction
semigroups.

Given a class V of algebras of type (2,1,1), a non-empty set X, a member
F €V and a mapping f: X — F, we say that (F, f), or, briefly, F' is a free
object in V on X if it possesses the following universal property: for any
V € V and any mapping v: X — V, there is a unique (2,1, 1)-morphism
¢: F — V such that f¢ = v. One can prove that F is, up to (2,1,1)-
isomorphism, unique, provided it exists. It is well known that if V is a
variety then there exists a free object in V on any non-empty set, and each
member of V is a (2,1, 1)-morphic image of a free object. In particular, this
ensures that there exists a free restriction semigroup on any non-empty set,
and, up to (2,1, 1)-isomorphism, it is uniquely determined. Moreover, each
restriction semigroup is a (2,1, 1)-morphic image of a free one.

A transparent model of the free restriction semigroup on X is given in
[3] as a full subsemigroup in the free inverse semigroup on X (cf. [10]).
Here we need another model obtained from this in [17] which is given as a
subsemigroup in a W-product.

Let X be a set, and consider the free monoid X* and the free group FG(X)
on X. The elements of X* are said to be words in X. The multiplication
in X™* is juxtaposition. The identity element of X* is the empty word which
we denote by 1. The subset X* = X*\ {1} forms a subsemigroup in X*,
and X7 is the free semigroup on X.

The elements of FG(X) are supposed to be the reduced wordsin X UX 1.
For any word w € (X U X ~!)* the reduced form of w is denoted by red(w).
Thus the product of any elements u,v in FG(X) is red(uv). Obviously,
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X* is a subsemigroup in FG(X) but FG(X) is not a sub(semi)group in
(XuXx—H~

The prefiz order <, is a partial order defined on FG(X) by u <, v
if u is a prefix of v, that is, v = uw(= red(uw)) for some w € FG(X).
If S is a non-empty subset in FG(X) then [S]* denotes the order ideal of
(FG(X); <p) generated by S. In particular, [u]* is the set of all prefixes of
the word u(e FG(X)) including 1 and u. Therefore each order ideal® but
[1]* = {1} has at least two clements.

Denote by ) the set of all finite order ideals of (FG(X); <, ) with at least
two elements. For any v € FG(X) and any subset S C FG(X), define

(2.10) YS = {red(vs) : s € S},

and let X = Fg(X)y.

It is well known that the Cayley graph I'F'G(X) of FG(X), as an X-
generated group, is a tree, that is, it is a connected graph without cycles.
Moreover, F'G(X) acts on 'FFG(X) on the left by the rule “(u, z) = (vu, x) for
any v € FG(X) and any edge (u, z). Recall that there is a natural bijection
from X onto the set of all finite connected subgraphs of I'FFG(X) containing
at least one edge, where S € X is the set of vertices of S5, and this bijection
respects the left action of F'G(X), that is, we have (*S) g = ¥(Sp) for every
v € FG(X) and S € X. For example, hence it easily follows that, for any
S € X, we have S € Y if and only if 1 € S. Moreover, this relation makes it
transparent that any two elements R, S € X have a least upper bound RV .S
in the partially ordered set X = (X; D), and it can be obtained as follows:

RvS="(""RU[r s U"S)

for every r € R and s € S. In particular, RV S = RUS if RN S # 0.
Consequently, X = (X;V) is a semilattice, and it is also easy to see that
FG(X) acts on this semilattice on the left by automorphisms.

The left action of the group F'G(X) on the semilattice X naturally defines
a right action of FFiG(X) on & by the rule

SU="""S (ueFG(X), SeX).

Its restriction to X* is clearly a right action of the monoid X* on the semi-
lattice X by automorphisms.
Consider the subset

Q=% ={Qex:Qn (X" £0}

in X, where T~ is used to denote the subset {1 : ¢ € T} in FG(X) for
any T C X*. Then Q forms a subsemilattice in X = (X;V), and the monoid
X* acts on it on the right by injective endomorphisms. Moreover, for each
t € X*, we have

Q'={QeXx:Qn(X*t)"" £0},

and so it is a dual order ideal in (Q; D). These properties of the right action
of X* on Q allow us to define the W-product W(X*, Q).

*The empty set is not considered an order ideal.
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Result 2.3. The subset
FyRS(X) = {(t,At) eW(X*,Q):AcY andt e A}
= {(t,AHeX* xY:Ac)}

forms a (2,1, 1)-subsemigroup in W(X*, Q). Furthermore, FyyRS(X) to-
gether with the injective mapping

X = FywRS(X), z+— (z,{1,z71})
s a free restriction semigroup on X.

Following the general observation above, the adjoint identity to W (X*, Q)
is interpreted as € = (1,0) where ) is the identity adjoint to Q, and ()* =0
for every t € X™.

3. ALMOST LEFT FACTORIZABLE RESTRICTION SEMIGROUPS

In this section we introduce the notion of a permissible set in a restric-
tion semigroup, and notice that the set of all permissible sets constitutes a
restriction monoid in which the original semigroup is naturally embedded.
Similarly to the inverse case, we define the notion of an almost left facto-
rizable restriction semigroup by means of permissible sets. Moreover, we
establish the analogues of most results known on the general structure of
factorizable inverse monoids and of almost factorizable inverse semigroups.
Finally, for completeness, we deal with the left-right symmetric versions
of factorizability and almost factorizability, although these results are not
needed in the rest of the paper.

The notions and results of this section are slight generalizations of those
in [5]. All the proofs there can be easily adapted to get proofs of the results
here. Therefore all the proofs are left to the reader.

In what follows, let S be a restriction semigroup. A non-empty subset
A C S is said to be permissible if A is an order ideal of S with respect to
the partial order <, and the equalities a™b = bTa and ab* = ba* are valid
for every a,b € A. Denote by C(S) the set of all permissible subsets of S,
consider the usual set multiplication on C(S), and define, for any A € C(5),

At ={a":a€ A} and A* ={a*:ac A}.

Theorem 3.1. The algebra C(S) = (C(S);-,*,*) is a restriction monoid
with identity element P(S), where the set of projections is

P(C(S)) ={A C P(S) : A is an order ideal in P(S)},

and the natural partial order is the set inclusion. The mapping 7g: S —
C(S), a > (a], where (a] stands for the principal order ideal of S generated
by a, is a (2,1,1)-embedding of S into C(S). If S = S' then 75 is also a
monoid embedding. Moreover, C(S) is (left) ample if and only if S is (left)
ample.

Notice that if S is a restriction semigroup obtained from an inverse semi-
group Siny, and A is a non-empty subset in S then A is a permissible subset
of S if and only if it is a permissible subset of Si,,. Thus the restriction
monoid C(S) is just that corresponding to the inverse monoid C'(Siny).

If S is proper then C(S) has important additional properties.
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Theorem 3.2. The restriction monoid C(S) is proper if and only if S is
proper. If this is the case then each oc(g)-class has a mazimum element,
and the monoids S/os and C(S)/oc(s) are isomorphic.

Corollary 3.3. Every proper restriction semigroup S can be (2,1,1)-em-
bedded in a proper restriction semigroup T where T /o is isomorphic to
S/os and each or-class has a mazimum element.

It is easy to verify that if M is a restriction monoid then ﬁl(M ) is a
submonoid in M. In particular, if M is left ample then él(M ) is right
cancellative. We say that a restriction monoid M is left factorizable if M =
P(M)R;(M). Note that, by the dual of the last identity in (2.1), we have
P(M) Ry (M) = Ry(M)P(M). A right factorizable restriction monoid is
defined dually. Notice that left factorizability and right factorizability are
independent properties even for ample monoids, see [5, Example 4.1].

We say that a restriction semigroup S is almost left factorizable if, for any
a € S, there exists A € Ep(g)(C(S)) such that a € A. We define an almost

right factorizable restriction semigroup dually. Recall that Ep( 5(C(9)) =
{AeC(S): AT = P(S)}, and it is not difficult to see that S is almost left
factorizable if and only if the equality Sty = P(S)7g - EP(S)(C(S)) holds in
C(S). This observation and the following statement justify this definition.

Proposition 3.4. A restriction monoid is almost left factorizable if and
only if it is left factorizable.

As in the inverse case, the following holds.

Proposition 3.5. Let M be a left factorizable restriction monoid. Then
M\ Ri(M) is an almost left factorizable restriction semigroup.

However, in the contrary to the inverse case, the reverse statement fails
even for proper restriction semigroups which are left ample, see [5, Example
4.6).

The main result on almost left factorizable restriction semigroups is the
following.

Theorem 3.6. For every restriction semigroup S, the following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) S is almost left factorizable;

(2) S is a projection separating (2,1, 1)-morphic image of a W -product
of a semilattice by a monoid;

(3) S is a (2,1,1)-morphic image of a W-product of a semilattice by a
monoid.

The proper and almost left factorizable restriction semigroups are char-
acterized as follows.

Theorem 3.7. A restriction semigroup is proper and almost left factorizable
if and only if it is (2,1, 1)-isomorphic to a W-product of a semilattice by a
monoid.

Now we turn to considering the left-right symmetric versions of factoriz-

ability and almost factorizability. The analogy with the inverse case is, of
course, closer in this case.
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In a restriction monoid M, the H-class Hy (M) forms a monoid. In par-
ticular, if M is ample then it is canc~ellative. A restriction monoid M is
said to be factorizable if M = P(M) H,(M). Clearly, a restriction monoid
M obtained from an inverse monoid My, is factorizable if and only My, is
factorizable in the usual sense.

Proposition 3.8. A restriction monoid is factorizable if and only if it is
both left and right factorizable.

A restriction semigroup S is said to be almost factorizable if, for any a € S,
there exists A € Hpg)(C(S5)) such that a € A. Notice that a restriction
semigroup S obtained from an inverse semigroup Si,y is almost factorizable
if and only Si,y is almost factorizable in the usual sense.

It is clear that, for any restriction semigroup, almost factorizability im-
plies both almost left and almost right factorizability. The converse is true
for proper restriction semigroups.

Proposition 3.9. A proper restriction semigroup is almost factorizable if
and only if it is both almost left and almost right factorizable.

The connection between the structures of almost factorizable restriction
semigroups and factorizable restriction monoids is more intimate than in the
one-sided case, and it is analogous to the inverse case.

Proposition 3.10. A restriction monoid is almost factorizable if and only
if it is factorizable.

Theorem 3.11. If M is a factorizable restriction monoid then M\ Hy (M)
is an almost factorizable restriction semigroup. Conversely, each almost fac-
torizable restriction semigroup is (2,1, 1)-isomorphic to a restriction semi-

group of the form M\ Hi(M) where M is a factorizable restriction monoid.

The left-right symmetric analogues of Theorems 3.6 and 3.7 are the fol-
lowing, cf. Remark 2.2.

Theorem 3.12. For every restriction semigroup S, the following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) S is almost factorizable;

(2) S is a projection separating (2,1, 1)-morphic image of a reverse semi-
direct product T' X Y where Y 1is a semilattice and T is a monoid
acting on'Y on the right by automorphisms;

(3) S is a (2,1,1)-morphic image of a reverse semidirect product T XY
where Y is a semilattice and T is a monoid acting on'Y on the right
by automorphisms.

Theorem 3.13. A restriction semigroup is proper and almost factorizable
if and only if it is (2,1, 1)-isomorphic to a reverse semidirect product T XY
where Y is a semilattice and T is a monoid acting on Y on the right by
automorphisms.

4. EMBEDDING IN ALMOST LEFT FACTORIZABLE RESTRICTION
SEMIGROUPS

This section is devoted to proving the main result of the paper:
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Theorem 4.1. Fach restriction semigroup is (2,1, 1)-embeddable into an
almost left factorizable restriction semigroup.

Let S be any restriction semigroup. Then, by Result 2.3, there exists a
non-empty set X such that S is isomorphic to a (2,1, 1)-factor semigroup of
FywRS(X) modulo a (2,1, 1)-congruence 7. Since Fiy RS(X) is a (2,1,1)-
subsemigroup in W(X*, Q), the relation 7 generates a (2,1, 1)-congruence
7# on W(X*, Q), and the mapping

¢: FwRS(X) /T — W(X*, Q) /7, (t, AT — (t, AV)r#

is obviously a (2,1, 1)-morphism. In particular, if the restriction of 77 to
FywRS(X) coincides with 7 then ¢ is a (2,1, 1)-embedding. On the other
hand, W (X*, Q)/7% is an almost left factorizable restriction semigroup by
Theorem 3.6. Therefore, in order to prove Theorem 4.1, it suffices to show
the following statement.

Proposition 4.2. Let X be a non-empty set, and let 7 be a (2,1, 1)-con-
gruence on FyyRS(X). Consider the (2,1,1)-congruence 7# on W(X*, Q)
generated by 7. Then the restriction of 77 to FyyRS(X) is equal to T.

Now we prepare ourselves for the proof of this proposition by describing
the (2,1, 1)-congruence of a restriction semigroup generated by any given
relation 7. For notational convenience, we suppose that 7 is symmetric.
This is enough for our purposes, and this assumption does not essentially
reduce generality. For, if 7 is an arbitrary relation then 7 U 7!, where 7!
is the converse of 7, is a symmetric relation, and 7# = (7 U 7*1)#.

A well-known universal algebraic fact implies the following description.

Lemma 4.3. Let S be a restriction semigroup and T a symmetric relation
on S. Then, for any s,t € S, we have sT7 t if and only if s = t, or there
erists k € N, there exist elements c1,dy,co,do,...,cL,dy € S and unary
polynomials p1,pa,...,px € P1(S) such that

(41) CZ'Tdi (i:1,2,...,k),

and

(4.2) s =pi(c1), pP(d1) = p5(c2), p5(da) = p5(cs), .-,
Pr_a(dr—2) = pp_1(ck—1), Ph_1(de—1) = Pi (cx), i (di) = t.

We can simplify this description by choosing the unary polynomials in-
volved in a special way. In the language of restriction semigroups, let us
define two sequences of terms in variables x, vy, z, Yo, 20, - - - » Yn, Zn, - - .. L€t

tf)($7y0720) = <y01‘20)+, tka)(xay()aZO) = (y()(L‘Z())*,

and, for every i € N, let

tgf) (7,90, 20, - - Yie2, Zim1, Yi) = (yitgfl)(% Yo, 205 - -+ Yi—2, 21‘71))+,

, .
(2,90, 20, - > 20, Vi1, 21) = (t(l )(ﬂﬁ,yoyzoa---in—2,yi—1)zz*)*-
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For convenience, we note that
1
! )(x Y0, 20, Y1 1 (yorz0)*) ",
(yozz0)* ) )

(91
(
(yQ( (yowz0)™ ) )+7
(

(3/1 YoT20) )+22) "

t’>(k )(xay(]vz(b Z1
2
t( )(.'L' Yo, 20, %1, Y2

) =
) =
) =
(2,90, 20,91, 22) =
Define
=+, T = {817,
T+:{t(2) i€ N°}, T, —{tl) i€ NV},
and, finally, put
T={yuz:u=zorue T UT,}.
Lett € T, UT,UT. We call the sequence of all variables but x occurring
in t the t-sequence of variables, and we denote it vart. More precisely, let

(0)

vart( ) = = (yo, 20) = varts ’,

and A ‘
Vartgz) tff_l),y,-), Vartgﬁ) (v art(Z D,z,-)
for every ¢ € N. In particular, we have

1
Vartgr) = (Yo, 20, Y1), var (0, 20, 21),

2
Vartg-) = (y()vz()vzluy?)? varti) = (QO,ZO>?/1722)-
Moreover, if t = yuz € T then let

(v, 2) ifu=ux,
Vart{ (y,z,varu) ifue T, UT,.

= (var

0 _

Observe that the members of the sequence vart are pairwise distinct. We
will find it convenient to use the notation vart to denote also the set of
variables occurring in the sequence vart.

Let S be a restriction semigroup, and, as above, let t € TL UT, UT. A
sequence of elements of S! is called a t-sequence in S' if its length is equal
to the length of vart. If « is a t-sequence in S! then, by writing t(x, o) we
mean the unary polynomial obtained from t by substituting each member
of « for the respective variable in vart.

For any subset X in the set of terms T U T, U T, we define the subset

X(S) = {t(z,a) : t € X, and a is a t-sequence in S'}

of P1(9), and denote by X®(S) the set of polynomial functions of S corre-
sponding to X(5). Notice that

(4.3) TE(S) UTL(S) € T(S).

For, if u € Ty UT, then t = yuz € T, and, for any u-sequence a in S*, we
have u®(z,a) = t%(x, (1,1, )) where (1,1,q) is obviously a t-sequence in
St

Before establishing that Lemma 4.3 remains valid if we require that the
polynomials p1, pa, ..., pr belong to T(S), we formulate a lemma needed in
the proof and also later on.
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Lemma 4.4. Let i € N°. For every a,b € S and every tg)—sequence «
in S*, the polynomial function of S corresponding to the unary polynomial

(atg)($,a)b)+ belongs to (Tﬁ))S(S).

Proof.  Assume that a,b € S' and a is a tgi)—sequence in S'. If i = 0 then
let o« = (agp,bo), and if ¢ € N then let a = (ag, bo, ..., bi—1,a;). In the latter
case, denote (ag, by, ...,bi—1) by [, an recall that it is a tg_l)—sequence in
S1. For brevity, put ¢ = (atﬁ) (z, a)b)+. If ¢ = 0 then

) = (a(aocbo)er)Jr = (cz(<zocl)o)+l)+)Jr = (alfr(czocbo)'F)Jr
= (abTapchy)™ = (tg?))s(c,abJrao,bo),

and t) (2, ab*ag, bp) € T(S). Thus ¢% € (TV)*(S). Tt i > 1 then
¢°(0) = (a(t?) (c,0)) " = (afai(t7) (c.8)) T0)"
= (a(a (e )% (e, ) b) T = (ab* (a6 V)% (e 8) ")
= (abta; (65 (e, 8) = (t9)5(c, (8, abTar)),
and t7) (z, (8, ab*a;)) € TY(S). Hence ¢5 € (TV)%(S) follows. O

Proposition 4.5. Let S be a restriction semigroup and T a symmetric re-
lation on S. Then, for any s,t € S, we have sT7 t if and only if s = t,
or there exists k € N, there exist elements c1,d1,co,da, ..., cp,di € S and
unary polynomials p1,p2, . ..,px € T(S) such that conditions (4.1) and (4.2)
are fulfilled.

Proof.  Forany s,t € S, define s7tif s = t, or (4.1) and (4.2) hold for some
k €N, c1,di,co,da, ... cp,di € S and p1,po,...,pr € T(S). Obviously,
7 C 7. The inclusion T(S) C P;(S) implies 7 C 7# by Lemma 4.3. Thus all
we have to show is that 7 is a (2,1, 1)-congruence on S. By definition, 7 is
clearly an equivalence relation. Assume that s,¢ € S with s7t and s # t. Let
us choose and fix k € N, ¢1,dy,co,da, ..., cp,di € Sand p1,po,...,pr € T(S)
such that (4.1) and (4.2) are satisfied.

In order to check that 7 is compatible with the multiplication on the left,
notice that, for any u € S, we have

us = up? (1), up? (dr) = up3 (c2), up3 (dz) = up5 (cs), ...,
upji_y (dr—1) = upy (&), upp (di) = ut.

For each index j, we have p; € T(S), and so p; = t(z,a) for some t € T
and a t-sequence a = (a, b, ag, by, ...) in S'. By definition, t = yuz where
uec {z}UT,UT,, and y ¢ varu. Hence upf(c) = t%(c,a’) for every
c € S, that is, upf(x) = t%(z, ), where o/ = (ua,b,ag,bo,...). Since
t(z,a’) € T(S), this implies that usT ut.

In order to show that 7 is compatible with the unary operation ™, observe
that (4.2) implies

st = (), (7)) = 05(c2) ", (5(d2)) " = (05(c3)) ", ..,
(PR_1(dr-1)) " = (P (er)) ™, (PR (di)) T =t
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Similarly to the previous argument, we verify s™7¢" by establishing that
(pj)s € T9(S) for every index j. As above, let p; = t(x,a) with t € T
and a t-sequence a = (a,b,ag, by, ...) in S, where t = yuz for some u €
{z} UT4 U T, Notice that if u € T4 U T, then oy = (ag,bo,...) is a
u-sequence in S', and us(c, ag) is a projection in S for any ¢ € S.

Case u = z. For every c € S, we have (p;r)s(c) = (pf(c))Jr = (acb)™ =
(tf))s(c, a), and so (p;r)s(x) = (tf))s(:z:,oz). Hence (pj)s belongs to
T (S), and TS (S) C TS(S) by (4.3).

Case u = tg:). We have = (at@(m,ag)b)Jr, and Lemma 4.4 and
€ TS (S) C T9(9).

<

S
+

.

inclusion (4.3) imply that (pj)
Case u = tg). Now, we have

#))°(0) = (a(t?)"(c,00)0) " = (a(t)" (e, a0)6%)
= (ab* (t7)%(c,00)) " = (£57) (e, (a0, ab™h)),
where (ag,ab™) is a tgﬁH)—sequence in S!, and (tﬁﬂ))s(x, (ap,ab™)) €
T4 (S) and TS (S) € T9(S). This ensures (p;“)s € T5(9).
The compatibility of 7 with the multiplication on the right and that with
the operation * follow dually. O

In particular, if S is W(X™*, Q), then we can impose additional condition
on the substitutions in the definition of T(S). For brevity, denote W (X*, Q)
by W. Furthermore, let us simplify our arguments by agreeing that any
element u € W€ is supposed to be u = (u,U") where u € X* and U € oY,
If § = (do,d1,...,ds) is a sequence in W€ then we write & for the sequence
(do,dy,...,ds),

By a reduced t(f)—sequence [reduced tsﬁo) -sequence] in W€ we mean a tg?)—
sequence [tio) -sequence] (ap,bo) in W€ such that by = 1 [ag = 1]. If
i € N then a tgf)—sequence (ag,bo,-..,a;—2,bi—1,a;) in W€ is called re-
duced if (ag, by, ...,a;—2,b;—1) is a reduced t,(ffl)—sequence in W€, a; # 1,
and the word aﬁﬂil € (X U X H* is reduced. Dually, a tgf)-sequence
(ao,bo, .., bi—2,a;—1,b;) in W€ is termed reduced if (ag, bo, ..., bi—2,a;—1) is
a reduced tgfl)—sequence in W€, b; # 1, and the word @;_1 'b; € (XUX1)*
is reduced. '

Now we characterize the reduced tgi)—sequences directly. Let 7 € N, and
consider a tgi)—sequence a = (ag,bo, . ..,a;—2,bi—1,a;) in W€ Observe that
a = (ag, bp, @™ ) where

a = (al,bg,...,ai_g,bi_l,ai) if 7 s Odd,
(bl, agz,...,a;—9, bz’—l, ai) if 7 is even.

Define a word in X* corresponding to « by

() = { ap if i is odd,

w — ..
- bo if 7 is even,
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and another one in (X U X~ 1)* by

w(a) = -1

1 11 ...
aibi,1 A;—9 ... bg a1b0 if 7 is Odd,
_——1____ _—1__ e .
abi_1 @ _=2...a3b1 ag if 7 is even.

)

only if w(a) = 1, the members of = are in X T, and w(a) is a reduced word
in (X U X H*,

Lemma 4.6. For everyi € N, a tgi -sequence o in W€ is reduced if and

A characterization of a reduced tii)-sequence (¢ € N) in W€ could be
given dually. For example, if a = (ao, bo, - - -, bi—2,ai—1,b;) is a tgf)—sequence
in W€ then w(a) would be ...b;_oa; 1 'b;. However, we will find it more

convenient to consider the inverse of this word to be w(«), that is, we define

1

bi @ —1bi—o ..

—_1 1 1 o
o bi ai_lbi_g N agbl aq if 7 1s Odd,

w(a) = —1_ ——1 ...
.by Tarbg if 7 is even.

For, in this case, we have w((«a1,a;)) = a;w(aq) for any A

oy and ts:)-sequence (a1, a;), and, similarly, w((a1,b;)) = b;  w(ay) for
any tgf_l)-sequence ay and tgf)—sequence (a1, b;). Since the word w(«a) €
(X U X~1)* is reduced if and only if its inverse is, the formulation of the
dual of Lemma 4.6 does not change with this modification.

One can easily prove Lemma 4.6 and its dual simultaneously by induction
on i, therefore it is left to the reader.

Now let t = yuz € T with u € {x} UT L UT,. A t-sequence a = (a,b, f)
in W€ where (8 is empty if u = x and is a u-sequence in W€ otherwise, is said
to be a reduced t-sequence in W€ if 8 is empty or is a reduced u-sequence
in We€.

For any subset X in the set of terms T, U T, U T, we define the subset

X[W] ={t(z,a) : t € X, and « is a reduced t-sequence in W*}

of P1(W), and denote by XW[W] the set of polynomial functions of W
corresponding to X[W]. Obviously, we have

(4.4) XV w) < XW(w) forany X C T, UT,UT.

-sequence

We intend to show that the reverse inclusion also holds, that is, the equality
is valid.

Lemma 4.7. Let i € N, and let « = (ag,bo,...,a;—2,b;—1,a;) be a tgf)—
sequence in W€,
(1) If a; =1 then (tg))w(x,a) € (T&i_l))W(W).
(2) If a; # 1 then there exist elements a, € W, b;,_, € W€ such that
red (@Eil) = ;;E_la

and we have
(4.5) (tﬁ))w(as,a) = (tﬁ))w(aj,a')

for the ti)—sequence o = (ao,bo, ..., ai—2,b,_,al) in We.
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Proof. If i > 2 then denote the tgf*m—sequence (ao, bo, - ..,a;—2) by as.
For brevity, let p = tgﬁ) (z,a), and define

aopx ifi=1,
ro= -
tgﬁ 2) (z,a9) otherwise.

Then, by definition, we have

(4.6) p=(ai(rbi_1)")".

(1) If @; =1 then a; € P(W). Therefore, for every ¢ € W, we see that
PWV(e) = (6 (" (©)bim)*) " = (VY ()bim) @) = (Y (Obimrai)*) T =
(r"(c)b;_1a;)*. Hence p" (c) = (tgfﬁl)) (c, (ﬁ, i—10;)), where 8 = ag if i =
1 and = ag otherwise. Clearly, we have t£ ( (B,bi—1a:)) € Tg*l)(W)
which implies that p"V' € (T(Z 1))W(I/V).

(2) For brevity, write a for a; and b for b;_;. Suppose that @ = ut and
b = vt where u,v,t € X* and red (65_1) = wv~!. For an arbitrary ¢ € W,
let TW(C) = (7, R"). Thus we obtain by (4.6) that

= (@™ (b)) = (@ A% ((7, R") (5, BY))") "

— ((a, A7) ( (RVTB)™)* = (1, AVI(RVTB)™))

— (1LAV® T(RVB)) = (1,AV™ T (RVB)).
Obviously, (u, A") € W since A # () is implied by @ = @; # 1, and (v, B) €

We€. Hence a similar calculation to the previous one but in the reverse order
shows that

W(e)=(1,Av®™ T (RVB)) = ((u, AY)((F, R")(v,B"))") ™.
Choosing a, = (u, A") and b;,_, = (v, B), we deduce that
p"(e) = (ai (™ (@b 1)") " = (6) " (e.0).

This shows that (tﬁ))w(x,a) = (tgz))w(x,o/) where

_ —1 _ ——1
red (ai bi—1 ) —w = abl_,

O

Lemma 4.8. For everyi € N, t € Tgf) U ng) and every t-sequence o in
We€, we have either

6" (z,0) € | J (1Y )" [,

or
tW(z,a) =tW(z,d)

for some reduced t-sequence o' in W€ with red (w(a)) = w(d/).
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Proof.  We prove this statement by induction on . First let i = 0 and
t= tse). For p = t(f) (z, ) where o = (ag, bp), we have p"V (c) = (agcby)™ =
(apcbd ) for any ¢ € W. Thus pV = (t(o))w(:c,a’) € (TSE))W[W] follows
for o/ = (ag, by ). For, bar =1, and so & is, indeed, reduced. This and the
dual argument show that, in case ¢ = 0, the assertion of Lemma 4.8 holds.

Let ¢+ € N, and suppose that the statement of the lemma holds for any
index smaller than 7. In particular, it implies that

=0

k
. N W
@7 (TP o))y c (TP uT?) W] for every & <.

Let t = tgf), a = (ag,bo, . ..,a;—2,b;—1,a;), and put p = tgf)(:c,oz). Ifa; =1
then Lemma 4 7( ) implies WV e (Tiz_l))W(W), and (4.7) ensures that

P e Ui (19 uTd) "
Assume that a; # 1. Now Lemma 4.7(2) implies that equality (4.5)

holds for some a; € W, b,_; € W€ with red (aﬁ-bi_l_l) = a b; 1_1, and
for the tgf)—sequence o = (ao,bo,...,ai—2,b_1,a). If az» = 1 then the

(i)(

argument in the previous paragraph applies for p = t},

" e Ui (TY DUt (W] follows.

From now on, assume that a7 # 1, and, introducing the notation oy =

(ao, b(), RN ¢ 7 3 N bi’—l) and q = tff_l

z,d), and pVV =

)(J:,al), we obtain that p = (alq)™. If

b,_, = 1 then the dual of the argument in the previous paragraph verifies
. . 4 .
that ¢ e U2 (TY UTY) " (W], 1t ¢ e (TV) "]
then ¢V = (tgﬁj))w(m, «) for some tij)—sequence ~ in W€, and so
~ j w j w
P = (aig") " = () (@ (,a)) € (1T )
follows. If ¢"V € (TS{))W[W] for some j < i —2 then ¢"V = (tg))w(:c,fy) for
©)

some t}’-sequence vy in W€, and so Lemma 4.4 implies that

~ + iNnWw + N\ W

PV = (ag™) " = (@) @) " e (1) ).
Thus we deduce that if ¢V ¢ Uz 2 (T(]) UT(])) (W] then pVV' = sV ¢
U}:B (Tgf) U TSJ)) (W), which implies by (4.7) that

W1 for some j < i—2

i—1
INW j W
(ti)) (z,0) =p"V € U (Tgf) U TSF])) [W].
j=0
In the opposite case, that is, if

i—2
- . N W
(tSf 1))W(ZL',O£1) _ qW ¢ U (T(+J) UTS?)) [W],
=0

and, consequently, b} 7& 1, then the induction hypothesis implies that

(tﬁf‘”) (z,01) = (££7) " (@, af)
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)

i—1
for some reduced tg -sequence of = (ag, by, ..., a5, b ), where

(4.8) red (w(a)) = w(af).

Hence p"V' = p" = (a;qw):: (tgi))w(x,o/’) where o = (of,a}) is a t@-
sequence in W€ such that a; # 1. We intend to verify that o is reduced.

Taking into account the properties of «f, all we have to check is that the
— 1
word alb! ;€ (X UX1)* is reduced.
By the dual of Lemma 4.6, the members of (o)~ belong to X*. Since the
lengths of «; and of are the same, equality (4.8) implies that no member

of E is the empty word, and, when reducing the word w(«1), no member
— 1 e — |
of o is fully deleted. Therefore b , = is a prefix of b,_; . Since, by the
— =1
choice of @] and b;_,, we know that a/b, , ~ is reduced, this implies that

7771 .
a b/,  is also reduced. O

An immediate consequence of this lemma. is that the inclusion
(T4 UT)Y (W) C (T4 UT)Y W]

is valid. Hence TW (W) C TW[W] follows, and so we obtain the following
statement by (4.4).

Lemma 4.9. The equality TV (W) = TV [W] holds.

This lemma allows us to replace T(W) by T[W] in Proposition 4.5 if
S = W. Denote by (4.2)s—w the condition obtained from (4.2) by replacing
S by W.

Proposition 4.10. If 7 is a symmetric relation on W = W (X*, Q) then,
for any s,t € W, we have sT# t if and only if s = t, or there exists k €
N, there exist elements c1,dy,co,ds, ..., ck,dr € W and unary polynomials
P1, D2, -, Pk € T[W] such that conditions (4.1) and (4.2)s—w are satisfied.

The main idea of the proof of Proposition 4.2 is that if 7 is a (2,1,1)-
congruence on Fyy = FyyRS(X), s,t are distinct 77 -related elements in
Fy, and k € N, ¢1,d1,c9,da,...,ck,dx € Fw, p1,p2,...,pr € T[W] fulfil
conditions (4.1) and (4.2)s—w, then we find p1,po,...,pr € T(Fw) such
that

~Fj ~F} .
;" (c;) <p}(c;) and p;¥(dy) <pj'(dj) for j=1,2,....k,
and
~Fy _ ~Fw s
pj (dj) —pj+1(0j+1) fOI" ] = 1,2, ey k—1.
In order to help finding p; 41 to p; with the above properties, we show several
lemmas. Recall that, for any u = (u, U%) € W, we have u € Fyy if and only
if ,ueU.
Lemma 4.11. Let a,b € W€, g€ W and s € Fy such that s < agb.

(1) If ¢ € Fw then there exist a,b € Fy such that @ < a, b < b and
s = ELqi).

(2) If ¢ € P(W) then there exist a,b,§ € Fyy such that & < a, b < b,
qg<gq ands:d(jl;.
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Proof.  Recall that u < v in W€ if and only if u =7 in X* and U D V in
Q. Let a,b € W€, g€ W and s € Fyy with s < agb. The latter relation is
equivalent to requiring that

5=agb, and SDAVQV™B.
This implies
(4.9) SDA S°2Q and S D B.

Since s € Fy, we have 1,5 € S. Hence a,aq € S follows because 5 = [
and S is prefix closed. Therefore we also see that 1 € S* and 1,b € S%I.
This implies that the elements @ = (@, S7), ¢ = (1,57) and b = (b, (S™)?)
belong to Fyy. It is straightforward by (4.9) that a < a and b < b. Moreover,
if ¢ € P(W), that is, ¢ = 1, then we also have ¢ < ¢. Finally, we check that

s is of the form required.
(1) We have

agh = (@, 5%)(q,Q7)(b, (™)) = (agh, S" v Q™ v §°®)
(5.5°V Q™) = (5,57 = s,

where we apply in the last step that (4.9) implies Q® C (Sa)aE = 5.
(2) Now we have g = 1, and so

agh = (@, 5%)(1,57)(b, (S7)) = (@b, S7) = (5, 5°) = s.

Lemma 4.12. Let a € W€, g € W and s € Fy such that s < (aq)™.

(1) Ifq = rb for somer € Fyy andb € P(W*), then there exist a,b € Fyy
such that @ < a, b < b and s = (arb)™".

(2) If ¢ = (erf)* for some r € Fyy and e, f € P(W¢), then there exist
a,q € Fy such that a <a, §<q and s = (aq)™".

(3) Ifa# 1, and q = (pb)* for some p € P(W) and b € W where b # 1
and @ is reduced, then there exist a,q € Fy such that a < a,
G§<qands=(aq)".

Proof. (1) Let a € W¢, g€ W, r,s € Fyy and b € P(W¢) such that
q=rband s < (aq)*. Hence s < (arb)™, or, equivalently,

5=1, and SDAVRVYB.
This implies (cf. (4.9))
(4.10) SDA S“DR and S D B.
Notice that b € P(W*€) ensures b = 1. Since r, s € Fyy, we have 1,7 € R and
1 € S. The former relation implies a@,ar € “R C S, whence we obtain that
1 € S%. Thus we see that the elements @ = (a, %) and b = (1, %) belong

to Fy. It is straightforward by (4.10) that @ < a and b < b. Moreover, we
have

(@rb)* = ((@, 8% (7, R")(1,57 )" = (1,8 VRV S) = (1,5) = 5.
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(2) Letae€ We ge W, rs € Fy and e, f € P(W€) such that ¢ =
(erf)* and s < (ag)™. This is equivalent to requiring that
g=1, and Q=(EVR)VF
and
(4.11) 5=1, and SDAVIQ=AV™ (EVR)VF.

Since r,s € Fy, we have T € R and 1 € S. By (4.11) we obtain that
@ =ar 7 € S, whence 1 € S? follows. Thus the elements a = (a, S%) and
q = (1,5%) belong to Fy, and the inequalities @ < a, § < ¢ hold by (4.11).
Moreover, we have

@g)" = (@ $9(1,58%)" = (@ 5" = (1,5) = s.

(3) Let a,b,qg € W, p € P(W) and s € Fyy such that a@,b # 1, ab s
reduced, and g = (pb)*, s < (aq)™. The last two relations are equivalent to

1, and Q= (PVB)

q
and
(4.12) 5=1, and SQA\/EQ:A\/EFl(P\/B),
respectively, since p = 1. Here A, PV B € Q, and so there exist u,v € X*
such that u=' € A and v~! € P Vv B. This implies by the definition of
the operation V that u~! [red (u&g_lv_l)]i €A \/EE_I(P V B) C S. Since
a,b# 1 and ab s reduced, so is uﬁgilvfl, whence we obtain that ua €
[red (uﬁg_lv_l)]i. Thus we deduce that @ € S and 1 € S% Therefore we

can again consider the elements a = (@, S%) and ¢ = (1, 5%), as in the proof
of the previous statement, and they fulfil all the conditions required. O

Since a W-product is not a left-right symmetric construction, we need to
verify the dual of Lemma 4.12 separately.

Lemma 4.13. Let be W€, g € W and s € Fy such that s < (gb)*.

(1) If g = ar for somer € Fy and a € P(W¢) then there exist a,b € Fy
such that @ < a, b < b and s = (arb)*.

(2) If ¢ = (erf)* for some r € Fyy and e, f € P(W*) then there exist
b,G € Fy such thatb<b, §<gq and s = (q~l~))*

(3) Ifb# 1, and ¢ = (ap)™ for some p € P(W) and a € W wherea # 1
andb G is reduced, then there exist 5, q € Fyw such that b < b,4<q
and s = (gb)*.

Proof. (1) Let a € P(W€),be W€ and r,s € Fyy such that s < (arb)*.
Then

s=1, and SZ_D(A\/R)FB\/BB.

This implies 7% O A, R and %S > B. Since r,s € Fyy, and so 1,7 € R and
1 € S, we obtain that 1 € ™S and 1,b € %S. Thus the elements @ = (1,7%5)
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and b = (B, (ES )5) belong to Fyy, and @ < a and b < b by the above inclusions.
Furthermore, we have

(arb)* = ((1,?55)@, R)(5, (55)5))* —(1,SVR™®VS)=(1,5) =s.

(2) Let b e We¢ qge W, r,s € Fyy and e, f € P(W€) such that ¢ =

(erf)™ and s < (qb)*. These relations are equivalent to
g=1, and Q=EVRV'F

and
(4.13) s=1, and SD(QVB)'=(EVRVFVB),
respectively. Since r,s € Fy, we have 1 € R, S. Therefore bels follows,
and (4.13) implies that b ' € R® C S. From the latter observation we see

that 1 € %. Thus we deduce that the elements b = (b, (bS)E),cj = (1,%)

belong to Fyy, and the inequalities b < b and ¢ < ¢ hold by (4.13). We also
have

@) = (L"), ())) = (1,(9)) = (1,9) = s

(3) Let a,b,qg € W, p € P(W) and s € Fyy such that a@,b # 1, b 'ais
reduced, and ¢ = (ap)™, s < (gb)*. Since p = 1, the last two relations are
equivalent to

g=1, and Q=AV°P

and

(4.14) 5=1, and SD(QVB)=A"Vv(P)}v B,

respectively. Notice that 1 € S implies b € 5. The inclusion in (4.14)
implies § D (P)b = 58P, Since P e Q, there exists u € X* with u=! € P,
whence red (E_lﬁu_l) € S follows. However, b,a # 1 and b 'ais reduced,
therefore red (5_16u_1) =5 'red (@u~1). Since the set S is prefix closed,
this implies that b €S,andso 1€ bS. Thus we can consider the elements
b = (5, (BS)E), q = (1,55), as above, and they satisfy all the conditions
required. O

Now we are ready to prove the crucial statement that allows us to find
the unary polynomials p; mentioned above. If a = (a1,a2,...,a,), 8 =
(b1,ba,...,b,) are sequences of the same length consisting of elements in
W€ then we write @ < 3 to denote that ap < by for k=1,2,...,n.

Lemma 4.14. Ift €¢ T, UT, UT, « is a reduced t-sequence in W€ and
r,s € Fyy such that s < tW(r,a), then there erists a t-sequence & in Fyy
such that & < o and s = t'V (r, @).

Proof.  First we verify the assertion for T U Ty = [J;eno (Tgf) U Tgf)) by
(0)

induction on i. If oo = (ag,bp) is a reduced t)’-sequence in W€, that is,
by =1, and r, s € Fyy such that s < (tSE))W(r, a) = (agrby)™, then Lemma
4.12(1) shows the existence of elements ag, by € Fyy such that the statement

is valid for the tgro)—sequence a = (ao, 130) in Fyy. This observation and its
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dual (where we apply Lemma 4.13(1) instead of Lemma 4.12(1)) verify the
assertion for t € TSE) U TSFO).
Let ¢ € N, and suppose that, for any t € (Tgffl) UTSJfl)), the proposition

holds. Consider a reduced tgf)—sequence a = (ag,boy...,ai—2,b;—1,a;) in
We€. By definition, oy = (ag, b, . .., a;—2,b;—1) is a reduced tgf_l)—sequence,

a; # 1 and aﬁbi_fl is reduced. Moreover, let r,s € Fy such that s <
(tgi))w(r, «). Putting

(4.15) g= "N (),
we have
(4.16) s < (tgi))w(r, a) = (a;q)*.

We distinguish two cases according to whether b;_1 equals 1 or not. If b;_; =
1 then, by Lemma 4.6, a; can be a reduced tgf_l)—sequence only if ¢ = 1.
Therefore we have a; = (ag, by) and @g = by = 1, and so ag, by € P(W€) such
that ¢ = (agrbg)*. Thus Lemma 4.12(2) implies the existence of elements a;
(where i = 1) and ¢ in Fy such that

(4.17) a; <a;, G<q and s=(a;4".

Now assume that b;_1 # 1. If i = 1 then we have ¢ = (ao(rbp))* where
ag € P(W€) and rby € W with rby # 1. Furthermore, aﬁ%_l = ch%_lf_l
is reduced since atby  is reduced and by # 1. Therefore Lemma 4.12(3) can
be applied to obtain elements a; (where i = 1) and ¢ in Fyy such that (4.17)
holds. If i > 2 then ay = (ap,bp,...,a;—2) is a reduced tgf*z)—sequence,
and, by (4.15), we have ¢ = (pb;_1)* where p = (t$72))w(r, az) € P(W)
and b1 # 1. Again, Lemma 4.12(3) implies the existence of elements
ai, G € Fyy such that (4.17) is valid. Thus, in each case, we have found an
element ¢ € Fyy such that, by (4.15) and (4.17), we have ¢ < (tg_l))w(r, ap)
where r € Fy and a7 is a reduced tgffl)—sequence in W¢€. Therefore the

induction hypothesis can be applied to get a tgf;l)—sequence ay in Fy such

that o1 < a1 and ¢ = (tgfl))FW(r, a1). Hence it follows that a = (aq, a;)

is a tsz)—sequence in Fyy, and, by (4.17), we have @ < o and s = (a;q)" =

(&i (tg_l))FW (r, 541))+ = (t(i))FW (r,). This argument together with its
dual (where Lemma 4.13 is applied instead of Lemma 4.12) completes the
proof for T, UT,.

Now let t € T, and assume that « is a reduced t-sequence in W€ and
r,s € Fyy such that s < t"(r,a). If t = yzz and « = (a,b) with a,b € W*,
then t" (r, &) = arb. Thus Lemma 4.11(1) implies that there exist a,b € Fyy
with s = arb, and so & = (a, B) is a t-sequence in Fyr where @ < « and
s = tfw(r,a). If t = yuz with u € T, UT,, and a = (a,b,3) where
a,b € W€ and 3 is a reduced u-sequence in W€, then t"(r, o) = agb where
q = u"(r,B) € P(W). Therefore Lemma 4.11(2) can be applied to obtain
elements d,g,cj € Fy such that a < a, b < b, ¢ < qgand s = dcji). Thus
G <u"(r, B) where 3 is a reduced u-sequence in W¢. Since u € T, UT,, it
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follows by the previous part of the proof that there exists a u-sequence 5 in
Fy such that 8 < 8 and § = uV (r, ). Hence @ = (a, b, 8) is a t-sequence
in iy, @ < o and s = agb = auw (r, B)b = t'W (r, @). O

Finally, we turn to proving Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.2.  For brevity, denote FyyRS(X) by Fy as be-
fore. Let 7 be a (2,1,1)-congruence on Fyy, and let s,t be distinct 77-
related elements in Fyyr. By Proposition 4.10, let us choose and fix k£ € N,
c1,dy,co,da, ... g, di € Fyy, and py,poa, ..., pr € T[W] such that conditions
(4.1) and (4.2)s—w are satisfied. By definition, for every j (j =1,2,...,k),
we have p; = t;(z,a;) for some t; € T and for some reduced t;-sequence
a; in W€ Let us define sg,s1,...,s; € Fw and p1,p2,...,pr € T(Fw)
in the following manner. Put sy = s, and notice that, by assumption,
so € Fy and sy < p‘fV(cl) = t‘l/V(cl,al). If sj_; is defined for some
Jj (I < j < k) such that s;_1 € Fy and sj—1 < p}’v(cj) = t}’v(cj,ozj),
then, by applying Lemma 4.14, let us choose and fix a tj-sequence a; in

Fyy such that o; < o5 and s;_1 = th (¢j, ;). Consider the unary poly-
v

nomial p; = tj(z,a;) in T(Fw), and define s; = p;"(d;). Obviously,
sj € Fy and s; = th(dj,&j) < t}’v(dj,ozj) = p}y(dj). Furthermore,
if j < k then we have s; < p}/V(dj) = p}-"jrl(cjﬂ) = t‘;-/‘_/,’_l(Cj+1,0éj+1).
Thus sg, $1,...,8, € Fy are defined, sg = s and s, = tgw(dk,&k) <

)V (dy, ) = pl¥ (dg) = t. Moreover, for every j (1 < j < k), we have
sj_1 = th(Cj,&’j) = ﬁfW(Cj)TﬁfW(dj) = s; since ¢;j7d; in Fyy and 7 is
a (2,1, 1)-congruence on Fy. Hence we obtain s7 s, and we deduce that

sT = sx7 < tr in Fy /7. By symmetry, we also have t7 < s7 whence it
follows that s7t. O

As it was mentioned at the beginning of this section, the main result,
Theorem 4.1 is immediately implied by Proposition 4.2.
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