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REGULARITY AND PRODUCTS OF IDEMPOTENTS IN
ENDOMORPHISM MONOIDS OF PROJECTIVE ACTS

SYDNEY BULMAN-FLEMING

§1. Introduction. That the monoid of all transformations of any set and
the monoid of all endomorphisms of any vector space over a division ring are
regular (in the sense of von Neumann) has been known for many years (see
[6] and [16], respectively). A common generalization of these results to the
endomorphism monoid of an independence algebra can be found in [13]. It
also follows from [13] that the endomorphism monoid of a free G-act is regular,
where G is any group. In the present paper we use a version of the wreath
product construction of [8], [9] to determine the projective right S-acts (S any
monoid) whose endomorphism monoid is regular.

Another line of investigation began when in [1] (and, independently, in
[14]), it was shown that every non-invertible transformation of a finite set can
be written as a product (that is, composite) of idempotent transformations of
that set. This result inspired a great deal of subsequent research, leading to
analogous or related theorems for the non-invertible endomorphisms of finite-
dimensional vector spaces [5], [7], [19], infinite-dimensional vector spaces [20],
finite chains [2], [15], independence algebras of finite rank [11], independence
algebras of infinite rank [12], and finitely-generated modules over principal
ideal domains [10]. A by-product of the investigation in [11] is the fact that
every non-invertible endomorphism of a finitely-generated G-act (G a group)
is a product of idempotent endomorphisms. In the present work, again relying
on the wreath product idea mentioned above, we determine the projective
S-acts P with the property that every non-invertible element of Ends(P) is a
product of idempotents. In addition, we are able to give a precise description
of the elements of Ends(F,) which are products of idempotents, where F, is a
free S-act on n>1 free generators.

The author is grateful to the Department of Mathematics, University of
York, for providing excellent working conditions during the summer of 1993
when some of this research was done, and especially to Dr. John Fountain for
helpful conversations during that time. Thanks are also expressed to Dr.
Barbara Bulman-Fleming for technical assistance during the preparation of
this manuscript, and to the anonymous referee for useful suggestions. The
author also thanks the Canadian NSERC for a supporting grant.

§2. Preliminaries. Let S denote any monoid, with identity element 1. In
Act-S, the category of all right S-acts, the coproduct of a non-empty family
{A;:iel} is simply the disjoint union and is denoted 1| et A, It is well known
that every S-act is the coproduct of its maximal indecomposable S-subacts,
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that A is free in Act-S if, and only if, 4= ]_l,-e, A; where each 4, is isomorphic
to the right S-act S, and that A is projective if, and only if, 4=~ U ier €S where
el=e¢;eS for each iel.

If P=U,~E, e;S (e =e;eS for each iel) is a projective act, we let W(P)
denote the monoid whose universe is

{(a, f): aeT(I), feS’, and f(i)ceqa( Se; for all i€l },

where T'(I) denotes the set of all self-maps of /. Multiplication in W(P)'is
given by
(a’ f)(ﬁ, g) = (aﬂ’ fﬁg)’

where af is the composition (from right to left) in 7T'(/) and where
(f52)()=f(B(i))g(i), iel. The identity element of W(P) is (1, 1) where 1 is
the identity selfmap of I and 1(i) =¢; for each iel. This is a special case of a
construction given in [9]. It is quite easy to see that the monoids Ends(P) and
W (P) are isomorphic: ¢e Ends(P) corresponds to the element (a, f)e W(P)
such that ¢(i, e;) = (a (i), £(i)) (for clarity we here momentarily regard P as
being Uies ({i} X e;S). In the sequel, we shall deal almost exclusively with
W (P) rather than with Ends(P).

It is easy to check that (a, f)e W(P) is idempotent if, and only if, a’=a
and f(a(i))f(i)=f(i) for all iel. Thus, given any a*= a € T(I), readily follows
that defining

f(j)={ej, if j a(.j)am a,

any se€egq;)Se;, otherwise,
produces an idempotent (a, f)e W(P). An idempotent aeT(I) such that
|I—im a| =1 is called a defect-1 idempotent, and is symbolized (}) in case
i#j, a(i)=j, and a(k)=k for all k#i. An idempotent of W (P) of the form
((}), f) is also said to have defect 1, and is called a special idempotent of W{(P)
in the case when f(i)=see,;Se; and f(k) =e,, k#i: the notation (,',) will be
used in the latter situation.

For future use, we quote the following result from [14], to end this section.

PrOPOSITION 2.1. Let T(I) denote the monoid of self-maps of a set I, and
let T, denote T({1,2,...,n}). Then:
(a) every non-invertible element of T, is a product of defect-1 idempotents;
and
(b) if I is infinite, then not every non-invertible element of T(I) is a product
of idempotents.

§3. Projective acts every non-invertible endomorphism of which is a product
of idempotents. We begin with a simple lemma.

LEMMA 3.1 Let é=e,f*=feS. The following statements are equivalent.

(a) Every element of eSe is right invertible and every element of fSf is left
invertible.

(b) For every tceSf there exists s f Se such that st= f and ts=e.
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Proof. (a) implies (b). Let teeSf. Then teeceSe so teu= tfeu=e for some
uceSe. Let s=feu=fu. We also have fie fSf, so vft =vfet=f for some ve f5f.
As vfe=ve=vteu= vtu=vftu=fu=s, we thus have ts=e and st = as required.

(b) implies (a). Let a=eaeceSe. Then afeeSf, so afs=e for some sefSe
and so efs is a right inverse of a in eSe. If b=fbfefSf, then ebeeSf, so s'eb=
f for some s’e fSe and hence s'ef is a left inverse of b in fSf.

COROLLARY 3.2. If €=e,f*=feS and if eSe and fSf are both groups,
then for every teeSf there exists a unique s€ fSe such that ts=e and st=f.

Note. In the situation described in the corollary above, we will write s=
t~'. Also, as is shown in [4], p. 88, for example, eSe is a group if, and only fif,
eS is a minimal right ideal of S.

ProPOSITION 3.3. Let S be a monoid and let P=U,~e, eS(|11>1) be a
projective S-act, where e = e,€S for each i. Suppose every non-invertible element
of W(P) is a product of idempotents. Then:

(a) I is finite; and

(b) each e;Se; is a group.

Proof. (a) If Iis infinite, let a € T1(]) be non-invertible but not a product
of idempotents in T(I) (see Proposition 2.1). For each iel let f(i)=ey,e;.
Then (a, /)€ W(P) is non-invertible, but not a product of idempotents.

(b) Let iel. Since |I|>1 there exists jel, j#i. Let ¢t be any element of
¢;5¢;, let a denote the transposition (ij), and define feS ! by

t, ifk=i,
f(k)= eiej’ lfk:j’
€k, 1fk¢{l,]}

Then (a, f)e W(P) is not a product of idempotents (as aeT(I) isn’t) and so
by hypothesis (@, f) must be invertible. Suppose (a,f)(B, g)=(1,1) where
(B,8)eW(P). Then B=a and f(a(j))g(j)=e;, which means f(i)g(j)=¢;, or
tg(j)=e;. Let s=g(j)ee;Se;. Then fs=e;. By the same token, there exists
uce; Se; such that su=e;, from which we get t=te, =tsu=e;u=u, and so st=
e;. By Lemma 3.1, every element of ¢;Se; is right invertible and every element
of e;Se; is left invertible, and so both e;Se; and ¢; Se; are groups.

Our next goal is to show that (a) and (b) of Proposition 3.3 are also
sufficient for every non-invertible element of W{(P) (P a non-cyclic projective
act) to be a product of idempotents. This is done via a series of lemmas.

LEMMA 3.4. Let P=U§'=, e;:S (n>1) be a finitely-generated, non-cyclic,
projective S-act, and assume e;Se; is a group for each i. If (a, f)e W (P) is non-
invertible, then a is a product of defect-1 idempotents in T,.

Proof. By Proposition 2.1 we need only show that if a¢eT, is invertible,
then so is any {(a,f)eW(P). Assuming ae7, is a permutation and
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(a, f)e W(P), observe that, for each ie {1, ..., n}, f(i) belongs to e, Se:, so
f(a™'(i))ee;Se, ;. Using the convention announced earlier, let g(i)=
(f(a'(i))) 'ees 1y Se;. Then (a™', g)e W(P) is the inverse of (a, f).

LeMMA 3.5. Let P= U;’:, e;S (n>1) be a finitely-generated, non-cyclic,
projective S-act, and assume e;Se; is a group for each i. If (af,f)eW(P)
and o’ = a, then there exist g, he S’ such that (a, g), (B, h)e W(P), (aB,f)=
(a,g)(B, h), and (a, g) is idempotent. If a has defect 1, furthermore, then (a, g)
may be chosen to be a special idempotent (},).

Proof. Letg(i)=eque:foreachie{l,...,n}. Then(a, g)e W(P)isidem-
potent since (g, 2)(i) = g(a(i))g(i) = ea2i) €ar €y €:=g(i) for each i. Moreover,
if @ has defect 1 then (a, g) is a special idempotent.

For each ie{l,...,n} let h(i)=(g(B()) 'f(i)eep,Se;. Then
(B,h)eW(P), and (a,g)(B,h)=(aP,f) since, for each i, (ggh)(i)=
g(BENAGE) = ((BM))(E(B))) ™S () =eapw f () =1(i).

COROLLARY 3.6. Let P= ULI e;S (n>1) be a finitely-generated, non-
cyclic, projective S-act, and assume e;Se; is a group for each i. If (a,f)e W(P)
is non-invertible, then

(a,f)=(ai,g) .. . (A1, 8m-1)(Cm, h),

where each (a;, g:)e W(P) is a special idempotent, (a,,, h) belongs to W(P),
and a%,=a,, has defect 1.

The next lemma guarantees that the factor (a,,, #) mentioned in the corol-
lary above is also a product of special idempotents in W (P).

LeMMA 3.7. Let P= ]_IL, e;S (n>1) be a finitely-generated, non-cyclic,
projective S-act, and assume e;Se; is a group for each i. Then every element of
W (P) of the form ((;), h), i#j, is a product of special idempotents in W{(P).

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume (})=(3). For ke{2,...,n}
let
_(1 2 ...k k+1loLL n)
ENh(y h2) ... hk) esr ... e)

so g,=h. We prove by induction on k that ((3), g)eW (P) is a product of
special idempotents, noting first that

G2l aer o 7 o) hoks sy
287\ 2\ R e ... e)) \2 RN 1) RQ))
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Assuming that ((3),g:) is a product of special idempotents for some
ke{2,...,n—1}, take any see,..1Se; and note that

‘ 1 1 _]l(‘ 1) 2 s 8k
_<< ) ( e K k 1 e n))
k+l ’ S € ... € h(k+|) P -
x(( ) ( . + . n))
2 ’ h(l) 11(2) e h(k) €r+1...€

My b7 i )
2/°\W(1) h(Q2) ... hk) hk+1) ... e, “\\2 > 8k+1)s
The induction is now complete.

THEOREM 3.8. Let P= U,»e, e;S be a projective right S-act, where |I| > 1.
Then the following statements are equivalent.
(a) Each non-invertible element of W(P) is a product of idempotents.
(b) Each non-invertible element of W{(P) is a product of special idempotents.
(c) I is finite and each e;S is a minimal right ideal of S (or, equivalently,
each e;Se; is a group).

If P=eS is a cyclic projective act, then it is no longer necessary for eSe to
be a group in order for every non-invertible clement of W (P) to be a product
of idempotents. Just take S= {0, 1} and note that, although each non-invertible
element of Ends(1S) =S is a product of idempotents, 1S is not a minimal right
ideal of S.

CoROLLARY 3.9. If F is a free non-cyclic right S-act, then each non-
invertible element of W(F) is a product of idempotents if, and only if, F is finitely-
generated and S is a group.

Proof. Take each ¢;=1 in Theorem 3.8.

(The sufficiency part of Corollary 3.9 is contained in [11], where the proof is
done in the context of idependence algebras.)

Problem 1. Under what conditions is every (a,f)e W(P) with a non-
invertible a product of idempotents? Necessarily P must be finitely-generated,
as before, but the argument that each ¢;Se; must be a group can no longer be
used. If P=F, (n>1) is free we shall discover in Section 5 that every
(a,f)e W(F,) of positive defect is a product of defect-1 idempotents if, and
only if, the principal right ideals of S form a chain.

§4. Regularity of W(P), where P is projective. In this section we generalize
to projective acts the result of Skornjakov [21] characterizing the free acts
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whose endomorphism monoid is regular. As usual, we assume P= ]_l,»e, e,
where e/ =e¢;eS for each i. Also, E will stand for {e; iel} throughout this
section.

PrOPOSITION 4.1. Let P=11 ie1€;S, where el =e;eS for each i be a projec-
tive act and let E={e;: icl}. If W(P) (= Ends(P) as discussed earlier) is a
regular monoid, then:

(a) ESE is a regular semigroup; and

(b) for any (a,f)eW(P) there exists feT(I) such that afa=a and

f@)ef(Ba(i)) for each icl.

Proof. (a) Take any e;se;e ESE. Define aeT(I) by
k, ifk¢{i,j},
a(k)=4 i, itk=j,
Js ifk=1i,
and define fe S’ by

e;se;, if k=,
S k) ={ ’ . )
any element of e, ) Sex, if k#j.
Since (a,f) belongs to the regular monoid W(P), there exists (f, g)e W(P)

such that (a, £)(B, g)(a,f)=(a,f). Because ¢fa=a, af(i)=iand so B(i)=
Jj. Therefore,

eise;=f(j)=((fp8)a I =F(Ba(i)egla(GNS)=f (1) f ()
= (e;se;)g(i)(eise;)

where g(i)ee;Se;< ESE.

(b) Take any (a, f)e W(P). By assumption there exists (B, g)€ W(P) such
that affa=a and, for each iel, SO =((fs2)/))=
f(Ba(i)g(a(i)) (D) ef (Ba(i))S, as required.

Before demonstrating that the conditions of Proposition 4.1 are sufficient
for regularity of W (P), we present an alternative form of (b) which is perhaps
more applicable.

LeEmMaA 4.2.  Condition (b) of Proposition 4.1 above is equivalent to condi-
tion (b') below:
(b") for any fixed i€l and any I-indexed family {s; : jel} <S the set T=
{eisje;: jel} generates a principal right ideal in ESE.

Proof. (b) implies (b'). Assume (b), let i€/, let {s;: jeI} be any I-indexed
family of elements of S, and let T={e;s;¢; : jel}. Let (a,f)eW(P) be such
that @ e T (/) is the constant map with image {i} and f(j) =e;s;e¢, for each jel.
By (b) there exists S€T(i) such that afa=a and f(j)ef(Ba(j))S for each
jel. Thus, TESEc f(Ba(j))ESECTESE and so TESE is a principal right
ideal of ESE.
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(b') implies (b). Let (a,f)e W(P) be given. For each /eima let j; denote
a fixed element of a~'(/) and observe that f(j;)€e;Se;,. Now let

Ti={fUne:jel-a (D} v {f(j):jea”"(D}.
By assumption, T;ESE is a principal right ideal of ESE (either of form f(j,) ESE
for some jeI—a~'(]) or else of form f(j)ESE for some jea'(/)). Thus, for
each /eim a there exists k,ca'(I) such that TIESEC f(k,)ESE. Define
BeT(I) by
ifieim a,

ki,
ﬂ(i)={.
A

Then, afa(i)=a(kyy)=a(i) for all iel, and as iea (a(i)) for each i, we
have f(i)e Tow S f (ko) ESE= f(Ba(i))ESE< f(Ba(i))S.

otherwise.

THEOREM 4.3. Let P= U,-e 1 €S, where e =e,€S for each i, be a projective
act and let E={e;:icl}. Then W(P) (= Ends(P) as discussed earlier) is a
regular monoid if, and only if,

(a) ESE is a regular semigroup, and

(b) for any fixed iel and any I—indexed family {s;:jel}<S the set

{e;S;e;: jel} generates a principal right ideal of ESE.

Proof. From 4.1 and 4.2 it is only the sufficiency of (a) and (b) that must
be shown, and for this purpose we may use (b) of 4.1 in place of (b) of 4.3.
So let (a, f)e W(P) be given. Using 4.1(b), choose fe T (1) such that afa=
a, and for each iel select s; €epy(y Se; such that (i) =f(Ba(i))s;. Using (a)
above, for each jeim a choose t;eeg ;) Se; so that f(B(jNLf(B))=,(BG))
(observing that, for such j, f(B(j))€e;Sep(;))-

Now define geS’ by

L, ifkeim a,

g(k) ={ .
€p(k) €k » otherwise.

Note that (8, g)e W(P), afa=a, and for each iel,
((f58)af i) =f(Ba(i))g(a()) f (i) =f(Ba())taw f(Bali))s;

=f(Ba@))si=f().
In other words, (a, f)(B, g)(a, f)=(a, f) as desired.
COROLLARY 4.4, [21]. If F=S" is a free right S-act on free generating

set I, then Ends(F) is a regular monoid if, and only if, S is regular and each
I-indexed family of elements of S generates a principal right ideal of S.

Proof. Take each ¢;=1 in Theorem 4.3.

§85. Products of idempotents in W(F), F a finitely-generated free S-act. 1If
F, is a free right S-act on n free generators, then from above Ends(F,) is
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isomorphic to the monoid W(F,)={(a,f):aeT,, feS"}, where
(a,f)(B,g)=(apP, fpg) as described earlier. Special idempotents in W (F,)

o

where i #j, (}) is the element of T, mapping i to j and fixing all other elements,
f(i)=seS, and f(k)=1if ki. In this section we are going to investigate just
which elements of W(F,) can be written as products of idempotents.

Lemma 5.1, If (a,f)e W(F,) has a right factor which is a special idem-
potent (; ), then f(i)=f(j)sef(j)S and a(i)=a(j).

Proof. The conclusions follow from (a, f)(;',) =(a, f).

Our next main goal is to show that every element (a, f) e W(F,) for which
i#j exist with a¢(i)=a(j) and f(i)ef(j)S is in fact a product of special idem-
potents. For any set / define W (F;):={(a,f): aeT(I), feS"'}, with multipli-
cation (a, f W B, g8)=(ap, fsg) as usual: W(F;) is of course isomorphic to the
endomorphism monoid of the free S-act with free generating set I. If I J and
(a,f)e W(F,), then the natural extension of (a,f) to W(F,) is the element
(@, f) of W(F,) defined by

i ak),  ifkel,
k =
a(k) {k, ifkeJ—1,

and

o (fk), ifkel,
f(k)“{l, ifkeJ—1.

It is easy to see that if (e, f) is a product of special idempotents in W(F;),
then (&, f) is a product of special idempotents in W(F,): simply interpret
each (},) appearing in the factorization of (a,f) as a special idempotent in
W(F,) and note that the resulting product in W (F,) is equal to (d, f). For
example, if I={1,2,4} and J=1{1, 2, 3,4, 5}, then

i (2 1 4\ (1 2 4\ (1 2 4\ '
N W(Fl)'<1 a)<4 b)(Z c>_<(4 1 1)’(1; a ac))—(a,f),
in W(F,):

2 1 4 123 4 5 (123 4 5\ _
(1 a><4 b)(z c)—<(4 1 31 5)’(1; a 1 ac l))—(Ot,f).

According to Lemma 5.1, the elements of W (F,) having defect 1 which
could possibly be products of special idempotents are those elements of form

() () @) (3} wm) o () en).
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(Here and in the remainder of this paper we use the convention of indicating
an element f of S” by simply listing its range as a sequence (f(1),...,f(n)).)
The next lemma gives explicit factorizations of each of these as products of
special idempotents.

LemmaA 5.2, For any a, seS:

Proof. Direct calculation.

The next lemma is combinatorial in nature, and is used in the proposition
which immediately follows it.

LEmMMA 5.3. Let neN, n>4, and suppose is, . . ., i,e{l,...,n} are such
that, for any T<{3,...,n} with |T|=n—3 there exists teT such that
i¢{1,2} UT. Then (is,...,1i,) is a permutation of (3, ..., n).

Proof. Pickanyje{3,...,n}andlet T={3,...,n}—{j}. By assumption
there exists e T such that i,¢{1,2} uT={1,...,n}—{j}, i.e. i;=j for some
teT.

PrROPOSITION 5.4. For any nz2, if (a,f)e W (F,) is such that there exist
i, je{l,...,n} such that i#j, a(i)=a(j), and f(i)ef(j)S, then (a,f) is a
product of special idempotents in W(F,).

Proof. We employ induction on », noting that Lemma 5.2 covers the case
n=2. Assume n:>3, and that elements of W (F,)(m <n) having the prescribed
form can be written as products of idempotents in W(F,). Consider
(a, f)e W(F,) which satisfies the condition above. Without loss of generality
we may assume i=1, j=2, and a(1)=a(2)=ke{l, 2, 3}, so

(a,f)=((k, ka i3, e 9in)5 (as, a, b3’ LR ’bn))
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where ke{1,2,3}, i5,...,i,e{l,...,n},and a, 5, b3, . . ., b,eS. Noting that

((2a 2, i33 “ e ,in)a (aS, a, b3, e ,b,,))

2 1
=((2,2,i3,..-,in),(a,as’b3""’b"))<1 1)(2 s)’

we can in fact assume henceforth that ke {1, 3}.

Next, we explicitly handle the case n=3. Note that both ((1, 1, 3), (as, 4, 1))
and, if ;e {1, 3}, ((i5, 2, &3), (1, 1, b)) are natural extensions of elements which
belong essentially to W (F,) and which are by Lemma 5.2 products of special
idempotents there. Hence, as noted earlier, this implies ((1, 1, 3), (as, a, 1))
and ((i5, 2, i3), (1, 1, b3)) (i3€{1, 3}) are products of special idempotents in
W (F;). Thus, the factorizations

(. 3b )((1,1,3), (as, a, 1)), if iy 3,
(4, 1,i5), (as, @, b)) =4 .~ >

2 3 o
(3 1)(2 b3)((1, 1’ 3), (as, a, 1)), lfl3—3’

and

( 2 )((izaz,is),(l,l,bs))< : ) if he{l, 3},
3 a 2 s

(3 | 1)(2 3b3)(1 za)(zl s>’ =2

yield the desired conclusion.
Henceforth we assume n>4. Recall that we are also assuming

(a,f)=(k,k,is,...,0,), (as,a,bs,...,b,))

where ke {1, 3}. If {i5,..., i} {1, 2,..., n—1} then by inductive hypothesis
and natural extension the element (B,g):=(k,k, is,...,0-1,n),
(as,a,bs,...,b,—1,1))is a product of special idempotents in W (F,). So also
then is (a,f): if i,#n this is by virtue of (a, f)=(}, »,)(B, g), and if i,=n, it
is because (@,f)=(% 1 )]s, )(B, g), where j is selected so that je{l,...,n}
and j¢{k, iz, ..., 0n—1,n}.

Similarly, suppose T<{3,...,n} exists with |T|=n—3 such that
{i;;teT}<{1,2} UT. If ke{1,2} UT then T may be used in place of
{3,...,n—1} in the previous paragraph to complete the proof. Otherwise,
we have k=3¢T={4, ..., n} where also 3¢{is, ..., i,}. In this case, we note
that for any jé{3, is, is, . . ., in},

((3, 39 i3)’ (as, a, b3)) =

v, =0, },3,is,...,0),(as,a,1,bs,...,b,))
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is a product of special idempotents in W (F,), and the factorizations

(a,f)=((k, k, i3,i4, P i,,), (as, a, b3,b4, Ce . ,b,,))

J 3 ) .
by, ifh#3,
(3 1)(1'3 p, M i

j 3 o
L h), fiz=3,
(3 1)(1' b3)(y b
do the job.

Finally, if no such T exists, then for every T<{3,...,n} with |[T|=n—-3
there exists te T such that i,¢{1,2} U T and so, by Lemma 5.3, (i3, . . ., ) is
a permutation of (3, ..., n). We may thus write

((19 15 i35 e v ’in)’ (asa a, b3’ LA ’bn))

2 1
=((1,l'3,l'3,l'4,.»..,i,,),(l, 1,b3,b4,...,bn))< )( )
1 a/\2 s

and

((3,3,i3,...,0,),(as,a,bs,...,by)

2
=<3 a>((3’ 2,05,y dn), (1, 1, b5, ,b,.))<22s),

and the proof is complete, using the inductive hypothesis and again the natural
extension idea.

THEOREM 5.5. Let S be any monoid, neN, n=2, and let W(F,) = Ends(F,)
be as defined earlier. Then for any (a,f)e W(F,) the following assertions are
equivalent.

(a) (a,f) is a product of idempotents of positive defect in W(F,).

(b) (a,f) is a product of special idempotents (; ;) in W(F,).

(¢) (a,f) has a right factor which is a special idempotent (| ;) in W(F,).

(d) There exist i,je{l, ..., n},i#j, such that a(iy=a(j) and f(i)ef(j)S.

Proof. That (c) implies (d) follows from Lemma 5.1. That (d) implies (b)
follows from Proposition 5.4. That (b) implies (c) and that each of (b)-(d)
implies (a) are obvious. We show finally that (a) implies (d), and for this it
suffices to show that any idempotent (8, g)e W (F,) of positive defect satisfies
(d). But this is easy: B(i)=pB(j)=j for some i, je{l,...,n}, i#j. Since
(B, )(B, 8) = (B, g) we obtain g(i) = (g58)({) =g(/)g(i)€g(j)S as desired.

Of course, W(F,) may also contain non-trivial idempotents of defect 0, so
Theorem 5.5 does not yet as a rule describe all products of idempotents in
W(F,). We now address this matter.

Observe that (a, f)e W(F,) of defect 0 is a product of idempotents if, and
only if, @ =1 (the identity permutation) and f (i) is a product of indempotents
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in S for each ie(l, ..., n}. If (a,f) is a positive defect and has a right factor
which is an idempotent of positive defect, then (a,f) is as described by
Theorem 5.5. The remaining possibility is that (a, /) is of positive defect and
is equal to (e, g2)(1, h) where (a, g) is a product of defect-1 idempotents and
(1, h) is a product of defect-0 idempotents. (If (a,f)=(&x,gc)...(£1,81)
where each (¢;, g;) is idempotent, a has positive defect, and g, =1, let r be the
smallest index such that £,#: Then we may take (@, g)= (e, 8) - - - (&, &)
and (1, h)=(&-1,8-1) ... (&, g1).) In this case, there exist i, je{l,...,n},
i#J, a, se S, and products e, ¢’ of idempotents in S such that a(i)=a(j), f({)=
ase, and f(j)=ae’. Conversely if (a, f')e W(F,) satisfies this condition, we can
define g, he S” by

f),  I¢li g}, 1, I¢{i,j},
g(l)={ as, I=i, hD=Ae, I=i,
a, l=.]’ e,’ l=],

and then verify that (a, f)=(a, g)(1, 4), a product of idempotents. Thus, we
have

THEOREM 5.6. Let S be any monoid, neN, n=2, and let W (F,) = Ends(F,)
be as defined earlier. Then (a, f)e W(F,) is a product of idempotents in W(F,)
if, and only if, either
(a) a=1 and f(i) is a product of idempotents in S for each ie{l, ..., n},
or
(b) there existi,je{l,...,n}, i#j, a, s€8S, and products e, € of idempotents
in S such that a(i)=a(j),f(i)=ase, and f(j)=ae'.

We now apply Theorem 5.6 to characterize those monoids S having the
property that, for every n> 1, every (a, ) € W(F,) of positive defect is a product
of idempotents. In Corollary 3.10, recall, we obtained the corresponding result
where it was demanded that every non-invertible (a, 1), even one having defect
0, be a product of idempotents: this forced S to be a group. In the present
situation, a larger class of monoids is delineated.

THEOREM 5.7. Let F be a free, non-cyclic, right S-act, and consider
W(F)= Ends(F) as defined earlier.

(a) Every element of W (F) of positive defect is a product of idempotents if,
and only if, F is finitely-generated and, for every u, v,€S, there exist
a, s, e, eeS (with e and € products of idempotents) such that {u, v}=
{ase, ae'}.

(b) Every element of W (F) of positive defect is a product of idempotents of
positive defect if, and only if, F is finitely-generated and the principal
right ideals of S form a chain.

Proof. (a) Assume every element of W (F) of positive defect is a product
of idempotents. The proof of Proposition 3.3(a) shows F'is finitely-generated,
so F~F, for some n>1. By Theorem 5.6,as ((1,1,3,...,n), (4,0, 1,...,1))
is a product of idempotents, there exist a, s, e, '€ S with e and ¢ products of
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idempotents such that {u, v} = {ase, ae’}. Conversely, if we assume that the
condition holds and if we take any (a, f)e W(F)= W (F,) of positive defect,
then a(i)=a(j) forsome i, je{l, ..., n} withis#j. Using the condition, f(i)=
ase and f(j) =ae for some a, s, e, €' €S with e, ' products of idempotents. By
Theorem 5.6, (a, f') is a product of idempotents.

(b) is proven in exactly the same way, using Theorem 5.5 instead of
Theorem 5.6.

COROLLARY 5.8. Let S be an idempotent-generated monoid. Then, for
every n> 1, every element of W (F,) having positive defect is a product of idempot-
ents. Every such element is a product of idempotents of positive defect if, and
only if, the principal right ideals of S form a chain.

Proof. Only the first assertion requires proof. For this we apply Theorem
5.7(a). Take any u,veS, and let a=1,s=u,e=1, ¢ =v, so that u=ase and
v=ae'. The result follows.

If we take S to be the semilattice {0, e, f, 1} with e and f incomparable
elements, then for every n> 1 every element of W (F,) having positive defect is a
product of idempotents, but not necessarily of defect-1 idempotents. Moreover,
since S is not a group, there exist non-invertible elements of W (F,) (necessarily
of defect 0) that are not products of idempotents at all.

Problem 2. Extend the results of Section 5 to other situations, such as
when Fis not finitely-generated or to describe products of idempotents in W (P)
where P is projective but not necessarily free. (Assume at first the P is finitely-
generated.)

References

A. Ya. Aizenstat. Defining relations of finite symmetric semigroups. Mat. Sbh. N.S., 45 (87)
(1958), 261-280. (Russian)

A. Ya. Aizenitat. The defining relations of the endomorphism semigroup of a finite linearly
ordered set. Sibirsk. Mat. Z., 3 (1962), 161-169. (Russian)

F. W. Anderson and K. R. Fuller. Rings and Categories of Modules (Springer-Verlag, New
York-Heidelberg-Berlin, 1974).

A. H. Clifford and G. B. Preston. The Algebraic Theory of Semigroups, Vol 11 (Amer. Math.
Soc., Providence, R. 1., 1967).

5. R. J. H. Dawlings. Products of idempotents in the semigroup of singular endomorphisms of

a finite-dimensional vector space. Proc. Royal Soc. Edinburgh, 91A (1981), 123-133,
6. C. G. Doss. Certain equivalence relations in transformation semigroups. M. A. Thesis, directed
by D. D. Miller (University of Tennessee, 1955).

7. J. A. Erdés. On products of idempotent matrices. Glasgow Math. J., 8 (1967), 118-122,

8. V. G. Fleischer. On the wreath product of monoids with categories. ENSV TA (Proc. Acad.
Sci. Estonian SSR, Physics, Mathematics), 35 (1986), 237-243. (Russian)

V. Fleischer and U. Knauer. Endomorphism monoids of acts are wreath products of monoids
with small categories. In: Semigroups, Theory and Application, Oberwohlfach, 1986.
Lecture Notes in Math., vol 1320, pp. 84-86 edited by H. Jiirgensen, G. Lallement and
H. J. Weinert (Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg-Berlin, 1988).

10. J. Fountain. Products of integer matrices. Marh. Proc. Camb. Phil. Soc., 110 (1991), 431-441.

11. J. Fountain and A. Lewin. Products of idempotent endomorphisms of an independence algebra

of finite rank. Proc. Edinburgh Math. Soc., 35 (1992), 493-500.
12. J. Fountain and A. Lewin. Products of idempotent endomorphisms of an independence algebra
of infinite rank. Math. Proc. Camb. Phil. Soc., 114 (1993), 303-319.

L ad

E o o

»



ENDOMORPHISM MONOIDS OF PROJECTIVE ACTS 367

13. V. A_R. Gould. Independence algebras. Algebra Universalis, 33 (1995), 294-318.

14. J. M. Howie. The subsemigroup generated by the idempotents of a full transformation semi-
group. J. London Math. Soc., 41 (1966), 707-716.

15. J. M. Howie. Products of idempotents in certain semigroups of transformations. Proc.
Edinburgh Math. Soc., 17 (Series II) (1971), 223-236.

16. R. E. Johnson and F. Kiokemeister. The endomorphisms of the total operator domain of an
infinite module. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 62 (1947), 404-430.

17. U. Knauer. Projectivity of acts and Morita equavalence of monoids. Semigroup Forum 3
(1972), 359-370.

18. U. Knauer and P. Normak. Hereditary endomorphism monoids of projective acts. Manuscripta
Math., 70 (1991), 133-143.

19. T. J. Laffey. Products of idempotent matrices. Linear and Multilinear Algebra, 14 (1983),
309-314.

20. M. A. Reynolds and R. P. Sullivan. Products of idempotent linear transformations. Proc.
Royal Soc. Edinburgh, 100A (1985), 123-138.

21. L. A. Skornjakov. Regularity of the wreath product of monoids. Semigroup Forum, 18 (1979),
83-86.

Professor S. Bulman-Fleming, 20M20: GROUP THEORY AND GENERAL-

Department of Mathematics, IZATIONS: Semigroups; Semigroups

Wilfrid Laurier University, of transformations, etc.

Waterloo, Ontario, N2L 3C5,
Canada. Received on the 18th of October, 1994.



	Regularity and Products of Idemopotents in Endmorphism Monoids of Projective Acts
	Recommended Citation

	Regularity and products of idempotents in endomorphism monoids of projective acts

