arXiv:1404.1598v1 [math.GR] 6 Apr 2014

THE RANK OF THE SEMIGROUP OF TRANSFORMATIONS STABILISING A PARTITION OF A FINITE SET

JOÃO ARAÚJO, WOLFRAM BENTZ, J. D. MITCHELL AND CSABA SCHNEIDER

Abstract. Let P be a partition of a finite set X. We say that a full transformation f : X −→ X preserves (or stabilizes) the partition P if for all P ∈ P there exists Q ∈ P such that P f ⊆ Q. Let T (X, P) denote the semigroup of all full transformations of X that preserve the partition P. In 2005 Huisheng found an upper bound for the minimum size of the generating sets of T (X, P), when P is a partition in which all of its parts have the same size. In addition, Huisheng conjectured that his bound was exact. In 2009 the first and last authors used representation theory to completely solve Hisheng’s conjecture.

The goal of this paper is to solve the much more complex problem of finding the minimum size of the generating sets of T (X, P), when P is an arbitrary partition. Again we use representation theory to find the minimum number of elements needed to generate the wreath product of finitely many symmetric groups, and then use this result to solve the problem.

The paper ends with a number of problems for experts in group and semigroup theories.

1. Introduction

If S is a semigroup and U is a subset of S, then we say that U generates S if every element of S is expressible as a product of the elements of U. The rank of a semigroup S, denoted by rank S, is the least cardinality of a subset that generates S. It is well-known that a finite full transformation semigroup, on at least 3 points, has rank 3, while a finite full partial transformation semigroup, on at least 3 points, has rank 4 (see [17, Exercises 1.9.7 and 1.9.13]). The problem of determining the minimum number of generators of a semigroup is classical, and has been studied extensively; see, for example, [9, 13, 18, 23, 25]. Related notions, such as the idempotent rank, the nilpotent rank and the relative rank of a subsemigroup, have also been widely investigated; see [5, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 19, 22].

In [20], Huisheng posed the problem of finding the rank of the semigroup of transformations preserving a uniform partition (that is, a partition in which all the blocks have equal size). This problem was solved in [7]. In this paper, we solve the general problem of determining the rank of the semigroup of transformations preserving any partition. In the process, we calculate the ranks of some related transformation semigroups. The strategy of the proof is similar to the one used in [7]: we rely on representation theory to find the rank of the group of automorphisms of the partition and then use that result to derive the rank of the semigroup.

Let X be a non-empty finite set, and let P be a partition of X. A transformation is a function from X to itself. We write transformations to the right of their arguments and compose them from left to right. We denote by T (X, P) the semigroup consisting of those transformations f on X such that (x, y) ∈ P implies (xf, yf) ∈ P. The semigroup T (X, P) can be seen as the endomorphism monoid of the relational structure (X, P).

We will determine the rank of T (X, P). In order to do this we will determine relative ranks with regard to two subsets of T (X, P). One is the group of units of T (X, P), which is the intersection of T (X, P) with the symmetric group S_X on X; the other is Σ(X, P), consisting of f ∈ T (X, P) whose image intersects every block of P. We will denote the group of units of T (X, P) by S(X, P).

The main theorem of this paper is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let P be a partition on X, such that P has exactly m_i ≥ 2 blocks of size n_i ≥ 2, i = 1, . . . , p, blocks of unique sizes l_1, . . . , l_q, where l_i ≥ 2, and t singleton blocks (where p, q, t

Date: May 4, 2019. 1

2+1 3 2+1+1 5 2+1+1+1 5 2+1+1+1+1 5 2+1+1+1+1+1 5 2+2 4 2+2+1 5 2+2+1+1 7 2+2+1+1+1 7 3+1 5 3+1+1 6 2+2+2 4 2+2+2+1 5 3+2 5 3+1+1+1 6 3+1+1+1+1 6 4+1 5 3+2+1 7 3+2+1+1 9 3+3 4 3+2+2 7 4+1+1 6 3+3+1 6 4+2 6 4+1+1+1 6 5+1 5 4+2+1 8 4+3 5 5+1+1 6 5+2 6 6+1 5

Figure 1. The partitions of 3 to 7 and the ranks of the corresponding monoids.

might be 0). If |S(X, P)| ≥ 3 then the rank of T (X, P) is

max{2, 2p + q + g(t)} + ( p + q 2 ) + 2p + q + g^′(t) − 1 + l + h(p, q, t), where

• g(0) = g(1) = 0 and g(t) = 1 for t ≥ 2, • g^′(0) = 0 and g^′(t) = 1 for t ≥ 1.

• l is the number of values s for which P has a block of size s ≥ 2, but no block of size s − 1, • h(p, q, 0) = 0, h(p, q, 1) = p + q and h(p, q, t) = p + q + 1, if t ≥ 2.

The rank of T (X, P) is given in Figure 1 for partitions of small values of |X|. For comparison, Figure 2 lists the corresponding sizes of the monoids T (X, P).

If U is a subset of a semigroup V , then, as usual we denote the subsemigroup generated by U by ⟨U⟩. If U is a subsemigroup of a semigroup V , then the least cardinality of a subset W of V such that ⟨U, W ⟩ = V is called the relative rank of U in V ; this is denoted rank (V : U).

Since S(X, P) ⊆ Σ(X, P) and the complements of S(X, P) and Σ(X, P) are ideals, it follows that

rank (T (X, P)) = rank (T (X, P) : Σ(X, P)) + rank (Σ(X, P)) = rank (T (X, P) : Σ(X, P)) + rank (Σ(X, P) : S(X, P)) + rank (S(X, P)) To prove our main theorem, we will determine that under the given conditions • rank (S(X, P)) = max{2, 2p + q + g(t)} (Section 2), • rank (T (X, P) : Σ(X, P)) = (_{p+q} 2 ) + p + h(p, q, t) (Section 3), and • rank (Σ(X, P) : S(X, P)) = p + q + g^′(t) − 1 + l (Section 4).

For completeness, we remark that if S(X, P) has two elements, we are in one of the following straightforward cases:

• |X| = 2, P = {P_1}, |P_1| = 2, rank (T (X, P)) = 2. • |X| = 2, P = {P_1, P_2}, |P_1| = |P_2| = 1, rank (T (X, P)) = 2. • |X| = 3, P = {P_1, P_2}, |P_1| = 2, |P_2| = 1, rank (T (X, P)) = 3.

2+1 6 2+1+1 96 2+1+1+1 875 2+1+1+1+1 10368 2+1+1+1+1+1 151263 2+2 64 2+2+1 405 2+2+1+1 3600 2+2+1+1+1 41503 3+1 100 3+1+1 725 2+2+2 1728 2+2+2+1 15379 3+2 455 3+1+1+1 6480 3+1+1+1+1 74431 4+1 1285 3+2+1 3024 3+2+1+1 27195 3+3 2916 3+2+2 12427 4+1+1 9288 3+3+1 21175 4+2 5440 4+1+1+1 88837 5+1 18756 4+2+1 40131 4+3 30667 5+1+1 153223 5+2 91553 6+1 326599

Figure 2. The partitions of 3 to 7 and the sizes of the corresponding monoids.

2. The rank of direct products of wreath products of symmetric groups If G and H are permutation groups, then we denote by G ≀ H the wreath product of G and H.

As usual, if |X| = n, then we denote the symmetric group S_X on X by S_n; likewise, in this case, we denote the alternating group by A_n.

Let n ≥ 2 and let P be a partition with at least 2 parts. Then we may write P = {P_1, . . . , P_n} such that |P_i| ≤ |P_j | when i < j, and i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. If f ∈ T (X, P), then we denote by f ∈ T_n the transformation whose action on {1, 2, . . . , n} is that induced by the action of f on X/P. In more details, (i)f = j whenever P_if ⊆ P_j . If f ∈ S(X, P), then it is clear that (i)f = j if and only if |P_i| = |P_j |.

We start by stating without proof two simple results about S(X, P) and its induced action on T (X, P). Lemma 2.1. Let P be a partition of a set X where the distinct sizes of the blocks are denoted n_i, i = 1, . . . , k, and m_i denotes the number of blocks of size n_i. Then the group of units S(X, P) of T (X, P) is isomorphic to (S_{n1} ≀ S_{m1} ) × · · · × (S_{nk} ≀ S_{mk} ). If f is a transformation of a set X, then the image of f is the set im(f) = {(x)f : x ∈ X} and the kernel of f is the equivalence relation ker(f) = {(x, y) ∈ X × X : (x)f = (y)f}, the classes of this relation are referred to as kernel classes. If Y is a subset of X, then the restriction of f to Y is denoted by f|_Y .

Lemma 2.2. For every block P of P and f ∈ T (X, P), let P_f be the multiset of sizes of blocks in the kernel of f|P_i. For every i, j such that P has blocks of sizes i and j (not necessarily distinct), let J_{i,j,f} be the multiset of all P_f such that |P | = i and (P )f is contained in a block of size j. Then g ∈ S(X, P)fS(X, P) if and only if J_{i,j,f} = J_{i,j,g} for all pairs (i, j).

For example, let X = {1, . . . , 8}, P = {P, Q}, P = {1, 2, 3, 4}, Q = {5, 6, 7, 8}, and define f ∈ T (X, P) by (1)f = 2, (3)f = 4, and (x)f = x for x ≠ 1, 3. Then P_f = {2, 2}, Q_f = {1, 1, 1, 1}, and J_{4,4,f} = {{2, 2}, {1, 1, 1, 1}}.

If g ∈ T (X, P) is given by (1)g = 2, (5)g = 6, and (x)g = x for x ≠ 1, 5, then P_g = {2, 1, 1} = Q_g, and J_{4,4,g} = {{2, 1, 1}, {2, 1, 1}}. Hence g ∉ S(X, P)fS(X, P). Note that f and g have the same multiset of sizes of kernel classes.

We recall also one of the main theorems in [7].

Theorem 2.3. If X is a finite set such that |X| ⩾ 3 and P is a uniform partition of X, then S(X, P) is generated by two elements.

The following lemma is well-known; see, for instance, [21, Lemma 5.3.4].

Lemma 2.4. The permutation module V of the symmetric group S_n on an n-element set over a field F of characteristic p has precisely two proper non-trivial submodules: U_1 = {(a, a, . . . , a) : a ∈ F} and U_2 = {(a_1, . . . , a_n) : a_1 + · · · + a_n = 0} .

Furthermore, if p divides n, then U_1 ⩽ U_2; otherwise V = U_1 ⊕ U_2.

Theorem 2.5. Let n_1, . . . , n_k, m_1, . . . , m_k, l_1, . . . , l_u be integers such that they are all at least 2 and let W = (S_{n1} ≀ S_{m1} ) × · · · × (S_{nk} ≀ S_{mk} ) × S_{l1} × · · · × S_{lu} . If W ≁= S_2, then the rank of W is max{2, 2k + u}.

Proof. Let us assume that W ≁= C_2. If 2k + u < 2, then k = 0 and u = 1. In this case, W = S_{l1} is not isomorphic to S_2, and the rank of W is 2.

Let us show that W cannot be generated by fewer than 2k + u elements. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Then (A_{ni} )^{mi} is a normal subgroup of S_{ni} ≀ S_{mi} and the quotient Q is isomorphic to C_2 ≀ S_{mi} = (C_2)^{mi} ⋊ S_{mi} . Then (C_2)^{mi} can be viewed as the natural permutation module for S_{mi} over F_2 . If U_2 denotes the S_{mi} -submodule of (C_2)^{mi} defined in Lemma 2.4, then U_2 is a normal subgroup of Q and the quotient is isomorphic to C_2 × S_{mi} . Now A_{mi} is a normal subgroup of C_2 × S_{mi} and the quotient is isomorphic to C_2 × C_2. Therefore we have proved that the wreath product S_{ni} ≀ S_{mi} has a normal subgroup N_i such that the quotient is isomorphic to C_2 × C_2. Now, for i ∈ {1, . . . , u}, the subgroup A_{li} normal in S_{li} and the quotient is isomorphic to C_2. Therefore the subgroup N = N_1 × · · · × N_k × A_{l1} × · · · × A_{lu} is a normal subgroup of W such that W/N is isomorphic to (C_2)^{2k+u}. If W can be generated by fewer than 2k + u elements, then so can W/N ∼= (C_2)^{2k+u}. However, the smallest generating set of (C_2)^{2k+u} has 2k + u elements, and so the assertion is verified.

Next we show that W can indeed be generated by 2k + u elements. Set W_1 = (S_{n1} ≀ S_{m1} ) × · · · × (S_{nk} ≀ S_{mk} ) and W_2 = S_{l1} × · · · × S_{lu} .

Then W = W_1 × W_2. Since W_1 is the direct product of k groups each of which is generated by two elements (Theorem 2.3), we obtain that W_1 can be generated by 2k elements. For u = 0 the theorem is thus proved.

Suppose that u = 1. If k = 0 then S_{l1} can be generated by 2 elements and there is nothing to prove. Suppose that k ⩾ 1 and consider the group H = (S_{nk} ≀ S_{mk} ) × S_{l1} . By the argument in the previous paragraph, it suffices to show that H is generated by 3 elements. Let x and y be the generators of S_{nk} ≀ S_{mk} given in Theorem 2.3. Set u = (x, id), v = (y, (1, 2, . . . , l_1)), and w = (id, (1, 2)). Then u, v, w ∈ H and we claim that H = ⟨ u, v, w ⟩ . Since the first components of u, v, w generate S_{nk} ≀ S_{mk} and the second components generate S_{l1} , we have that ⟨ u, v, w ⟩ is a subdirect subgroup of H = (S_{nk} ≀ S_{mk} ) × S_{l1} . Set N = ⟨ u, v, w ⟩ ∩ S_{l1} . For each u_2 ∈ S_{l1} there is some u_1 ∈ S_{nk} ≀ S_{mk} such that (u_1, u_2) ∈ ⟨ u, v, w ⟩ . If n ∈ N then (id, n)^{(u1 ,u2)} = (id, n^{u2} ) is an element of N = ⟨ u, v, w ⟩ ∩ S_{l1} , and this shows that N is a normal subgroup of S_{l1} . As (1, 2) ∈ N and no proper normal subgroup of S_{l1} contains the transposition (1, 2), we find that N = S_{l1} , and, in turn, that S_{l1} ⩽ ⟨ u, v, w ⟩ . As ⟨ u, v, w ⟩ is subdirect, we also obtain S_{nk} ≀ S_{mk} ⩽ ⟨ u, v, w ⟩ , and so H = ⟨ u, v, w ⟩ . Thus shows that H is generated by three elements, and so W is generated by 2k + 1 elements, as required.

Suppose now that u ⩾ 2. In this case, as W_1 is generated by 2k elements, we only need to show that W_2 is generated by u elements. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , u}. If l_i is even, then set z_i = (2, . . . , l_i) otherwise set z_i = (1, . . . , l_i). Therefore z_i is always a cycle of odd length such that S_{li} = ⟨ (1, 2), z_i ⟩ . For i ∈ {1, . . . , u − 1} define

w_i = (id, . . . , id,

i-th component

(1, 2) ,^{(i + 1)-th component} z_{i+1} , id, . . . , id) ∈ W_2

and also define w_u = (z_1, id, . . . , id, (1, 2)) ∈ W_2.

We claim that W_2 = ⟨ w_1, . . . , w_u ⟩ . Let o_i denote the order of z_i. As o_i is odd, all but the i-th component of w^{oi}_i is trivial, and the i-th component is (1, 2). If i ∈ {1, . . . , u − 1}, then in w^2_i , all but the (i + 1)-th component is trivial, and the (i + 1)-th component is z^2_{i+1}. Similarly, in w^2_u all but the first component is trivial, and the first component is z^2_1 . Therefore, for i ∈ {1, . . . , u}, we obtain that the elements (1, 2), z^2_i ∈ S_{li} are contained in ⟨ w_1, . . . , w_u ⟩ . Since, the order of z_i is odd, z^2_i is a cycle of the same length as z_i permuting the same points. Therefore ⟨ (1, 2), z^2_i ⟩ = S_{li} , which shows that S_{li} ⩽ ⟨ w_1, . . . , w_u ⟩ . Since this is true for all i, we obtain that W_2 ⩽ ⟨ w_1, . . . , w_u ⟩ , and the proof is complete. □

Corollary 2.6. Let P be a partition on X, such that P has exactly m_i ≥ 2 blocks of size n_i ≥ 2, i = 1, . . . , p, blocks of unique sizes l_1, . . . , l_q, where l_i ≥ 2, and t singleton blocks (where p, q, t might be 0). If |S(X, P)| ≥ 3 then the rank of S(X, P) is max{2, 2p + q + g(t)}, where g(0) = g(1) = 0 and g(t) = 1 for t ≥ 2.

Proof. If t = 0 or t = 1 then S(X, P) is isomorphic to (S_{n1} ≀ S_{m1} ) × · · · × (S_{np} ≀ S_{mp} ) × S_{l1} × · · · × S_{lq} and we may take k = p and u = q in Theorem 2.5. If t ≥ 2 then S(X, P) is isomorphic to (S_{n1} ≀ S_{m1} ) × · · · × (S_{np} ≀ S_{mp} ) × S_{l1} × · · · × S_{lq} × S_t, and the statement follows from Theorem 2.5 with k = p, u = q + 1. □

3. The Relative rank of T (X, P) modulo Σ(X, P)

Let A denote the collection of those f ∈ T (X, P) such that (i) f|_{Pi} is injective for all i; (ii) | im(f)| = n − 1;

Note that, by (i), if (P_i)f ⊆ P_j and |P_i| ≠ |P_j |, then |P_i| < |P_j |.

Lemma 3.1. Let f, g, a ∈ T (X, P) be arbitrary. Then the following hold:

(i) if f ∈ A, a ∈ Σ(X, P), and f = ag, then a ∈ S(X, P); (ii) if f ∈ A, g ∉ Σ(X, P), and f = ga, then g ∈ A.

(iii) if f, g ∈ A and f = ga, then there exist unique i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that i ≠ j and (i)f = (j)f = (i)g = (j)g;

Proof. (i). Since ker(a) ⊆ ker(f) and f is injective on every P_i ∈ P, it follows that a is injective on every P_i ∈ P. But a ∈ Σ(X, P) and so a is a permutation. Thus a is a permutation, i.e. a ∈ S(X, P). (ii). As in the previous case, ker(g) ⊆ ker(f), and since f is injective on every part of P, it follows that g is too. Since g ∉ Σ(X, P), | im(g)| ≤ n − 1. If | im(g)| < n − 1, then | im(ga)| < n − 1 = | im(f)|, a contradiction. So | im(g)| = n − 1, and g ∈ A.

(iii). Similar to the previous cases, f = ga implies that ker(g) ⊆ ker(f). But f, g ∈ A, which implies that | im(f)| = | im(g)| = n − 1 and hence ker(f) = ker(g). □

Lemma 3.2. Let U ⊆ T (X, P) \ Σ(X, P) be such that T (X, P) = ⟨Σ(X, P), U⟩. Then for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} there exist f ∈ U ∩ A and distinct k, l ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that (k)f = (l)f and |P_i| = |P_k| and |P_j | = |P_l|.

Proof. Let i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} be arbitrary. Then there exists f ∈ A such that (i)f = (j)f. By assumption, f ∈ ⟨Σ(X, P), U⟩ and so f = s_1a_1s_2a_2 . . . s_ra_ns_{r+1} for some s_i ∈ Σ(X, P), a_i ∈ U.

By Lemma 3.1(i), s_1 ∈ S(X, P) and so s^{−1}_1 f ∈ A. If k = (i)s_1 and l = (j)s_1, then (k)s^{−1}_1 f = (l)s^{−1}_1 f. Since s_1 ∈ S(X, P), it follows that |P_k| = |P_i| and |P_l| = |P_j |. By Lemma 3.1(iii), a_1 ∈ A and thus, by Lemma 3.1(ii), (k)a_1 = (l)a_1, as required. □

We have everything we need to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.3. Let X be any finite set, P a partition of X, s the number of distinct values |P_i| and r the number of distinct values |P_i| such that there are i ≠ j with |P_i| = |P_j |. Then rank (T (X, P) : Σ(X, P)) = (_s 2 ) + r.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, rank (T (X, P) : Σ(X, P)) ⩾ (_s 2 ) + r.

For the converse direction, given positive integers p ≤ q, let A_{p,q} be the set of all f ∈ A such that |P_i| = p, |P_j | = q where i, j are the members of the unique non-singleton class of ker f̄. It is clear that the non-empty A_{p,q} form a partition of A with (_s 2 ) + r parts.

Let U^P be a set of representatives f_{p,q} for the elements of this partition. We claim that U^P generates T (X, P) over Σ(X, P). We will first show that a particular set of functions can be generated from U^P ∪ Σ(X, P).

For each i < j, and ϕ an injection from P_i to P_j , let f_{i,j,ϕ} ∈ T (X, P) be the function that agrees with ϕ on P_i and is the identity everywhere else. By Lemma 2.2, f_{i,j,ϕ} ∈ S(X, P)f_{|Pi|,|Pj |}S(X, P), and hence in ⟨Σ(X, P) ∪ U^P ⟩.

Let f ∈ T (X, P). We will show that f can be generated from Σ(X, P) and the f_{i,j,ϕ} using induction on the number of blocks in a partition Q of an arbitrary finite set X^′. The base case when there is only one block is trivial, since in this case Σ(X^′, Q) = T (X^′, Q). Our induction assumption is that T (X^′, Q) is generated by U^Q and Σ(X^′, Q) when Y is any finite set and Q is any partition of Y with fewer than n ∈ N, n > 1, blocks.

We construct several functions that are generated by Σ(X, P) and the f_{i,j,ϕ} until we are able to use our inductive hypothesis.

Let l = (n)f̄, and i_1, . . . , i_k = n be the elements of the f̄-kernel class of n. Let D = P_{i1} ∪· · ·∪P_{ik} . Choose an injective function h from P_l to P_n. This is possible as |P_n| ≥ |P_l|. Moreover for all j choose an injective function h_j from im(f|_{Pij} ) to P_{ij} . Such h_l exist, as the image im(f|_{Pij} ) is not larger than the domain P_{ij} .

Let e be the function for which e|_D maps y ∈ P_{ij} to ((y)f)h_j and e|_{X\D} is the identity. Then ē is the identity, and hence e ∈ Σ(X, P).

For each j, let ϕ_j be a function from P_{ij} to P_n defined in the following way. For x ∈ im(h_j ), by construction there exists a y ∈ P_{ij} such that x = ((y)f)h_j . In this case set (x)ϕ_j = ((y)f)h.

We have to show that this definition does not depend on the choice of y. So let ((y_1)f)h_j = ((y_2)f)h_j for some y_1, y_2 ∈ P_{ij} . As h_j is an injection defined on the image of f|_{Pij} , we have that (y_1)f = (y_2)f, and hence ((y_1)f)h = ((y_2)f)h and so ϕ_j is well-defined for every x ∈ im(h_j ).

Now let x_1 ≠ x_2, x_1, x_2 ∈ im(h_j ), say ((y_1)f)h_j = x_1 and ((y_2)f)h_j = x_2. Then (y_1)f ≠ (y_2)f and as h is injective (x_1)ϕ_j = ((y_1)f)h ≠ ((y_2)f)h = (x_2)ϕ_j . Hence ϕ_j is injective on im(h_j ). Now extend ϕ_j arbitrary to all of P_{ij} , subject to ϕ_j being an injection. Such ϕ_j exists as P_n is the block of largest size. Let g = ef_{i1,n,ϕ1} . . . f_{ik ,n,ϕk} . It is straightforward to check to that g satisfies the following properties: (1) g|_{X\D} is the identity, (2) ({i_1, . . . , i_k})ḡ = {n}, and ḡ is the identity otherwise, (3) g|_D and f|_D have the same kernel,

(4) if x ∈ D, then (x)g = ((x)f)h.

Next let v be a function constructed as follows: v maps P_n to P_l so that any x ∈ im(h) is mapped to xh^{−1} and is arbitrary otherwise (recall that h was injective). For j = l, . . . , n − 1, v maps P_j injectively into P_{j+1} and is the identity everywhere else. Clearly such v exists and is an element of Σ(X, ρ). Let g^′ = gv. We claim that g^′ has the following properties:

(1) g^′|_{X\D} is injective, (2) ({i_1, . . . , i_k})ḡ^′ = {l}, and ḡ^′ maps all other values injectively to values different from l, (3) if x ∈ D, then (x)g^′ = (x)f, (4) ker g^′ ⊆ ker f, (5) if (x)g^′ and (y)g^′ are in the same part of P, then (x)f and (y)f are in the same part of P.

The first two properties follow from the corresponding results for g. For the third, let x ∈ D, then (x)g^′ = ((x)g)v = (((x)f)h)v = (x)f, and so g^′ agrees with f on D. The fourth assertion follows from the first and third, and the final one from the second and fourth one.

We will next construct a new function h^′. If x ∈ im(g^′), say x = (y)g^′, then set (x)h^′ = (y)f. As ker g^′ ⊆ ker f, this function is well-defined. By the last property of g^′, this partial assignment preserves P. If x ∉ im(g^′), x ∈ P_i and there is a y ∈ P_i ∩ im(g^′), then let (x)h^′ = x if (y)h^′ ∈ P_i, or otherwise be an arbitrary element of the part of (y)h^′. Once again by the last property of g^′, the condition is well defined and the assignment so far continues to preserve P. Finally if i is such that P_i ∩ im(g^′) is empty, then pick a P_j ∈ P, with j ≠ l, and let h^′ map all of P_i into P_j in an arbitrary way.

The function h^′ has the following properties: (1) h^′ ∈ T (X, P) (2) g^′h^′ = f (3) ({l})h̄^{′−1} = ({l}). (4) h^′ is the identity on P_l.

The first two properties and the fact that (P_l)h^′ ⊆ P_l follow directly from the construction of h^′. Conversely let x ∈ P_i with i ≠ l. If im(g^′) ∩ P_i is empty, then the above construction maps x into a part different from P_l. If there is an element in im(g^′) ∩ P_i, which we may assume w.l.o.g. to be x, let x = (y)g^′. Then y ∉ {P_{i1} , . . . , P_{ik} } by the second property of g^′. But then (x)h^′ = (y)f cannot be in P_l as ({l})f̄^{−1} = {i_1, . . . , i_k}. So ({l})h̄^{′−1} = ({l}).

For the last property, let x ∈ P_l ∩ im(g^′), say (y)g^′ = x. By property (2) of g^′, x ∈ D, and hence, by property (3) of g^′, (x)h^′ = (y)f = (y)g^′ = x. As h^′ maps the elements of P_l ∩ im(g^′) into P_l, it maps P_l \ im(g^′) identical by its definition.

Now let X^′ = X \ P_l and Q be the partition of X^′ given by P \ {P_l}. Let f^′ = h^′|_{X\Pl} . As ({l})h̄^{′−1} = ({l}), f^′ ∈ T (X^′, Q). By the induction assumption, f^′ = g^′_1 . . . g^′_j , where the g^′_i are either from Σ(X^′, Q), or of the form f^′_{s,t,ϕ}. Extend each g^′_i to a function g_i in T (X, P), by letting g_i|_{Pl} be the identity. It is clear that the g_i are either in Σ(X, P) or are of the form f_{s,t,ϕ}. Moreover, as h^′ is the identity on P_l, h^′ = g_1 . . . g_j . Hence h^′ ∈ ⟨Σ(X, P) ∪ U^P ⟩, and so f = g^′h^′ ∈ ⟨Σ(X, P) ∪ U^P ⟩, as required. □

Corollary 3.4. Let P be a partition on X, such that P has exactly m_i ≥ 2 blocks of size n_i ≥ 2, i = 1, . . . , p, blocks of unique sizes l_1, . . . , l_q, where l_i ≥ 2, and t singleton blocks (where p, q, t might be 0). Then the rank of Σ(X, P) modulo S(X, P) is ( p + q 2 ) + p + h(p, q, t) where h(p, q, 0) = 0, h(p, q, 1) = p + q and h(p, q, t) = p + q + 1 if t ≥ 2.

Proof. If t = 0, we may take s = p + q and r = p in Theorem 3.3.

If t = 1, with s = p + q + 1 and r = p, we get that the rank of Σ(X, P) modulo S(X, P) equals ( p + q + 1 2 ) + p = ( p + q 2 ) + (p + q) + p.

Finally, if t = 2, the result follows analog with s = p + q + 1, r = p + 1. □

4. The rank of Σ(X, P) over S(X, P)

As in the previous sections, suppose P = {P_1, . . . , P_n}, with |P_i| ≤ |P_{i+1}| and let l_1 < l_2 < · · · < l_r be the distinct sizes of blocks in P.

For i ≤ r − 1, let B_i be the set of all mappings f ∈ Σ(X, P) such that there are P_j , P_j′ , P_k , P_k′ with |P_j | = l_i = |P_j′ |, |P_k| = l_{i+1} = |P_k′ |, such that

(1) f maps P_j injectively to P_k (2) f maps P_k′ surjectively onto P_j′ (3) f maps every other block bijectively to a block of the same size.

We do not exclude the possibility that j = j^′ or k = k^′. Clearly, B_i is non-empty for all i ≤ r−1, and any element of B_i has image size |X| − l_{i+1} + l_i.

Lemma 4.1. If ⟨S(X, P), U⟩ = Σ(X, P) for some U ⊆ Σ(X, P), then B_i ∩ U ≠ ∅ for every i ≤ r − 1. Proof. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} be arbitrary. Then there is an f ∈ B_i such that f = (j k) with j < k and j and k are minimal and maximal among those indices of blocks with sizes equal to |P_j | = l_i and |P_k| = l_{i+1}, respectively. By assumption, there exist g_1, . . . , g_m ∈ S(X, P) ∪ U such that f = g_1 . . . g_m and hence f = g_1 . . . g_m. Since jf = k, it follows that (j)g_1 . . . g_m = k. It follows, since f|_{Pj} is injective, and by the minimality of j, that (j)g_1, (j)g_1g_2, . . . , (j)g_1g_2 · · · g_m ⩾ j.

Let u be the least value for which |P_j | < |P_{(j)g1 ···gu} |, and let t = (j)g_1 · · · g_{u−1}. Then at least |P_{(t)gu} | − |P_t| = |P_{(t)gu} | − |P_j | elements of P_{(t)gu} are not in the image of g_u. But f has image size |X| − |P_k| + |P_j | and so g_u|_{Pt} is injective, |P_{(t)gu} | = |P_k|, and X \ P_{(t)gu} is contained in the image of g_u. It follows that g_u is a permutation that maps every block other than P_t onto a block of equal or smaller size.

Since g_u is a permutation, and there is exactly one block of P mapped to a larger block, there is also exactly one block P_k′ which is mapped to a smaller block P_j′ . Due to the restriction on the size of the image of f, it follows that |P_{(t)gu} | = |P_k| and |P_j′ | = |P_j |. As g_u maps every block other than P_t surjectively onto its image block, it follows that g_u ∈ B_i ∩ U. □

For each i ≤ r let C_i be the set of all f ∈ Σ(X, P) such that

(1) f maps each block to one of the same size (potentially itself); (2) there is one block of size l_i whose image under f has size l_i − 1; (3) f maps all other blocks injectively.

Clearly, any such f has images size |X| − 1, and C_i is non-empty except when i = 1 and l_1 = 1.

Lemma 4.2. If ⟨S(X, P), U⟩ = Σ(X, P) for some U ⊆ Σ(X, P), and i ∈ {1, . . . , r} is such that either i = 1 and l_1 ≠ 1 or i ≥ 2 and l_i − l_{i−1} ≥ 2, then C_i ∩ U ≠ ∅.

Proof. Let f ∈ C_i be arbitrary. Then f = h_1h_2 . . . h_m for some h_1, h_2, . . . , h_m ∈ S(X, P) ∪ U. As mentioned above, the image of f has size |X| − 1.

Let z be the smallest index for which there is a block P_k of size l_i that is not contained in the image of h_1 · · · h_z . Clearly, the the image of h_z must contain l_i − 1 elements of P_k. Since h_z ∈ Σ(X, P), it follows that h_z is a permutation. We set j = (k)h^{−1}_z .

We will show that |P_j | = l_i. By way of contradiction, assume that |P_j | < l_i. This is not possible for i = 1, and if i ≥ 2 then our condition on i implies that |P_j | < l_i − 2. However in the latter case, there would be at least two elements of P_k that were not in the image of h_z, contradicting the assumption that f has image size |X| − 1. So |P_j | ≥ l_j .

If |P_j | > l_i then (as h_z is a permutation on a finite set) there must be one other index j^′ such that j^′h_z = k^′ with |P_j′ | < |P_k′ | and k ≠ k^′. However, in this case P_k′ and P_k would not be contained in the image of h_z, once again contradicting the assumption on the image size of f.

We have shown that |P_j | = l_i. Note that h_z must map X \ P_j bijectively to X \ P_k, once again by considering the size of the image of f. It follows that h_z ∈ C_i ∩ U. □

We define B = r−1⋃ i=1 B_i and C = r⋃ i=1 C_i. Let f ∈ S_n. Then g ∈ Σ(X, P) is said to be a companion of f if (1) g = f;

(2) if |P_i| ⩽ |P_{(i)f} |, then g|_{Pi} : P_i −→ P_{(i)f} is injective; (3) if |P_i| ⩾ |P_{(i)f} |, then g|_{Pi} : P_i −→ P_{(i)f} is surjective.

Lemma 4.3. If f ∈ Σ(X, P) and there is a companion for f in ⟨S(X, P), B⟩, then f ∈ ⟨S(X, P), B, C⟩.

Proof. If k ∈ {1, . . . , n} is such that |P_k| = l_i > 1 for some i, then there exists t_k ∈ C_i which is the identity outside P_k. It is well-known that for any finite set Y with at least two elements, every function on Y is a product of permutations and a fixed function with image size |Y | − 1. Therefore t_k and S(X, P) generate every element of T (X, P) which maps P_k to P_k and fixes X \ P_k. It follows that every f ∈ Σ(X, P) such that f is the identity belongs to ⟨S(X, P), C⟩.

Let f ∈ Σ(X, P). Then by assumption there exists g ∈ ⟨S(X, P), B⟩ such that g is a companion for f. From the preceding paragraph, there is an idempotent e ∈ ⟨S(X, P), C⟩ such that ker(e) = ker(f). It follows that there exists h ∈ S(X, P) such that f = ehg ∈ ⟨S(X, P), B, C⟩. □

Lemma 4.4. If f ∈ Σ(X, P), then there exists a companion for f in ⟨S(X, P), B⟩.

Proof. Since every permutation is a product of disjoint cycles, there exists a companion for f ∈ Σ(X, P) in ⟨S(X, P), B⟩ if and only if there is a companion in ⟨S(X, P), B⟩ for every cycle in S_n.

For any k ≤ n − 1 let f_{(k k+1)} be such that f_{(k k+1)} = (k k + 1), f_{(k k+1)}|_{Pk+1} maps onto P_k, the image of f_{(k k+1)}|_{Pk} is a section for the kernel of f_{(k k+1)}|_{Pk+1} , and f_{(k k+1)} is the identity outside of P_k ∪ P_{k+1}. Since |P_{k+1}f| = |P_k |, it follows that f is injective on P_k and so f_{(k k+1)} is a companion for (k k + 1). Moreover, f_{(k k+1)} belongs to B when |P_k| < |P_{k+1}| and it belongs to S(X, P) when |P_k| = |P_{k+1}|. Suppose that i < j. Then it is straightforward to check that

f_{(i j)} = f_{(j−1 j)}f_{(j−2 j−1)} · · · f_{(i+1 i+2)}f_{(i i+1)}f_{(i+1 i+2)}f_{(i+2 i+3)} · · · f_{(j−2 j−1)}f_{(j−1 j)}

is a companion for (i j).

We proceed by induction on the length k of a cycle. Suppose that for some k with 2 ⩽ k < n, there exists a companion in ⟨S(X, P), B⟩ for every cycle of length at most k. Let h = (x_1 . . . x_{k+1}) and let x_j = min{x_1, . . . , x_{k+1}}. Then

h = (x_{j+1}x_{j+2} . . . x_{k+1}x_1 . . . x_{j−1})(x_j x_{j+1}).

By induction, there is a companion h_1 ∈ ⟨S(X, P), B⟩ for (x_{j+1}x_{j+2} . . . x_{k+1}x_1 . . . x_{j−1}). It follows that | im(h_1|_{Pxj−1} )| = min{|P_{xj−1} |, |P_{xj+1} |} ≥ |P_{xj} | by the minimality of x_j .

Let g ∈ S(X, P) be such that g maps a subset of im(h_1|_{Pxj−1} ) ⊆ P_{xj+1} onto a section of the kernel of f_{(xj xj+1)}|_{Pxj+1} , and is the identity outside of P_{xj+1} . Since f_{(xj xj+1)}|_{Pxj+1} has |P_{xj} | kernel classes such g exists due to our estimate above. It follows that h_1gf_{(xj xj+1 )} is a companion for h. □ The two previous results imply the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. Σ(X, P) = ⟨S(X, P), B, C⟩.

Theorem 4.6. Let U be a set that contains one representative from each B_i, for i ≤ r − 1, and one representative from each C_i, for all i that satisfy the condition in the statement of Lemma 4.2 (i.e. either i = 1 and l_1 ≥ 2 or i ≥ 2 and l_i − l_{i−1} ≥ 2). Then Σ(X, P) = ⟨S(X, P), U⟩.

Proof. By Corollary 4.6, it suffices to show that S(X, P) ∪ U generates B and C.

Considering C, we will first show that for each P_x with |P_x| > 1, there exists an f_x such that P_yf_x ⊆ P_y for all y ≤ n, f_x has image size n − 1, and that P_x is the unique block that is not mapped injectively by f_x.

Let i be such that l_i = |P_x|. If either i = 1 (in which case l_1 = |P_x| ≥ 2), or l_i − l_{i−1} ≥ 2, then there exists f_x′ ∈ U ∩ C_i, that is not injective on P_x′ with |P_x′ | = |P_x|. But then f_x ∈ S(X, P)f_x′ S(X, P) by Lemma 2.2.

If i ≥ 2 and l_i − l_{i−1} = 1, let h_{i−1} be the element in B_{i−1} ∩ U. Let f_{xy} be a mapping that maps P_x onto some P_y with |P_y | = l_{i−1} = |P_x| − 1, maps P_y injectively to P_x and is the identity everywhere else. By Lemma 2.2, we have that f_{xy} ∈ S(X, P)h_{i−1}S(X, P). Now f_x := f^2_{xy} can easily be checked to have the claimed properties.

Now for general h ∈ C_i, l_i ≠ 1, as otherwise C_i would be empty. Choose a P_x with |P_x| = l_i, then g ∈ S(X, P)f_xS(X, P) by Lemma 2.2. Hence C ⊆ ⟨S(X, P), U⟩, as required.

Now, for each z with |P_z| = l_i ≥ 2, there is a function f_z ∈ ⟨C ⊆ S(X, P) ∪ U⟩ that maps P_z to itself, is the identity everywhere else, and has an image that intersects P_z with size l_i −1. Consider the subsemigroup Q_z of T (X, P), consisting of all elements that map P_z into itself and are the identity outside of P_z. Q_z is clearly isomorphic to T_{Pz} , the full transformation semigroup on P_z . This semigroup is generated by its units together with a transformation of rank |P_z| − 1. It follows that Q_z ⊆ ⟨(S(X, P) ∩ S_z) ∪ {f_z}⟩ for every z (note that this also holds trivially if |P_z| = 1).

Now consider any element h ∈ B_i, for i ≤ r − 1, and let P_z be the unique part of P that is not mapped injectively by h. There exists an h^′ ∈ Q_z that has the same kernel classes on P_z as h. But both h ∈ B_i and h^′ ∈ Q_z only have singleton kernel classes outside of P_z, and hence h ∈ S(X, P)h^′S(X, P) by Lemma 2.2. So h ∈ ⟨S(X, P) ∪ U⟩, as required. □ Corollary 4.7. Let P be a partition on X, such that P has exactly m_i ≥ 2 blocks of size n_i ≥ 2, i = 1, . . . , p, blocks of unique sizes l_1, . . . , l_q, where l_i ≥ 2, and t singleton blocks (where p, q, t might be 0). Then rank (Σ(X, P) : S(X, P)) = p + q + g^′(t) − 1 + l where

• g^′(0) = 0 and g^′(t) = 1 for t ≥ 1, • l is the number of values s for which P has a block of size s ≥ 2, but no block of size s − 1.

Proof. From Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2, and Theorem 4.6 it follows that rank (Σ(X, P) : S(X, P)) is one less than the number of distinct block sizes of P plus the number of block sizes that satisfy the conditions mentioned in Lemma 4.2. The first of these numbers is p + q + g^′(t) − 1 and the second is l. □

5. Problems

Let X be a finite set, let P be a partition and S be a section, that is, for every P ∈ P we have that S ∩ P is a singleton set. Given a set Y ⊆ X, we say that f ∈ T (X) stabilizes Y if Y f ⊆ Y . Now consider the semigroup T (X, P, S) = {f ∈ T (X) | f stabilizes P and S}. This semigroup, in addition to the obvious similarities with T (X, P), has many interesting properties:

(1) both T (X) and P T (X), the semigroup of partial transformations on X, are examples of semigroups of this type; for instance, T (X) is T (X, {{x} | x ∈ X}, X) and P T (X) is isomorphic (for an element 0 ∉ X) to T (X ∪ {0}, {X ∪ {0}}, {0}) (see [3, 4]).

(2) Let e^2 = e ∈ T (X); the centralizer of e in T (X) is C(e) = {f ∈ T (X) | fe = ef}. Then C(e) = T (X, ker(e), Xe) (see [3, 4]). In this setting, T (X) is the centralizer of the identity and P T (X) is the centralizer of a constant map.

(3) T (X, P, S) is regular if and only if either

(a) no part in P has more than 2 elements; or (b) at most one of the parts in P has size larger than 1. (See [4].)

(4) The singular elements of a regular C(e) are generated by idempotents if and only if e is the identity or a constant (see [1]).

(5) Taking into account that in the Cayley table of a semigroup, each column (seen as map) is contained in the centralizer of each row, the semigroups T (X, P, S) have some surprising consequences in equational logic (see [2]).

Therefore given the importance of T (X, P, S) and its similarities with the semigroups T (X, P), the following problems are very natural.

Problem 5.1. Find the rank T (X, P, S), when P is uniform and T (X, P, S) is regular. (Given the results above, this amounts to find the rank of T (X, P, S) when all parts in P have exactly two elements.)

The previous problem is a partial analogous of the main result in [7]. The full analogous would be the following.

Problem 5.2. Find the rank T (X, P, S), when P is uniform.

Given the importance of regular semigroups in semigroup theory the following problem is also natural.

Problem 5.3. Find the rank of the regular semigroups T (X, P, S). (The solution of this problem requires the solution of Problem 5.1.)

Obviously, the ultimate goal of this sequence of problems would be the solution of the problem analogous to the main problem solved in this paper.

Problem 5.4. Find the rank of the regular semigroups T (X, P, S).

References

[1] J. André, J. Araújo and J. Konieczny, Regular centralizers of idempotent transformations. Semigroup Forum, 82: 307–318, 2011.

[2] J. Araújo and J. Konieczny, A Method for Finding New Sets of Axioms for Classes of Semigroups. Archives for Mathematical Logic, 51: 461–474, 2012.

[3] J. Araújo and J. Konieczny, Semigroups of Transformations Preserving an Equivalence Relation and a Cross- Section. Communications in Algebra, 32: 1917–1935, 2004.

[4] J. Araújo and J. Konieczny, Automorphisms Groups of Centralizers of Idempotents. Journal of Algebra, 269:

227–239, 2003.

[5] J. Araújo and J. D. Mitchell. Relative ranks in the monoid of endomorphisms of an independence algebra.

Monatsh. Math., 151(1):1–10, 2007.

[6] J. Araújo, J. D. Mitchell, and N. Silva. On generating countable sets of endomorphisms. Algebra Universalis, 50(1):61–67, 2003.

[7] J. Araújo and C. Schneider. The rank of the endomorphism monoid of a uniform partition. Semigroup Forum, 78, 3 (2009), 498–510.

[8] S. Banach. Sur un theorème de M. Sierpiński. Fund. Math., 25:5–6, 1935.

[9] George Barnes and Inessa Levi. Ranks of semigroups generated by order-preserving transformations with a fixed partition type. Comm. Algebra, 31(4):1753–1763, 2003.

[10] George Barnes and Inessa Levi. On idempotent ranks of semigroups of partial transformations. Semigroup Forum, 70(1):81–96, 2005.

[11] J. Cichoń, J. D. Mitchell, and M. Morayne. Generating continuous mappings with Lipschitz mappings. Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc., 359(5):2059–2074 (electronic), 2007.

[12] G. U. Garba. On the nilpotent ranks of certain semigroups of transformations. Glasgow Math. J., 36(1):1–9, 1994.

[13] Gracinda M. S. Gomes and John M. Howie. On the ranks of certain semigroups of order-preserving transformations. Semigroup Forum, 45(3):272–282, 1992.

[14] P. M. Higgins, J. M. Howie, J. D. Mitchell, and N. Ruškuc. Countable versus uncountable ranks in infinite semigroups of transformations and relations. Proc. Edinb. Math. Soc. (2), 46(3):531–544, 2003.

[15] P. M. Higgins, J. D. Mitchell, M. Morayne, and N. Ruškuc. Rank properties of endomorphisms of infinite partially ordered sets. Bull. London Math. Soc., 38(2):177–191, 2006.

[16] Peter M. Higgins, John M. Howie, and Nikola Ruškuc. Generators and factorisations of transformation semigroups. Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 128(6):1355–1369, 1998.

[17] John M. Howie. Fundamentals of semigroup theory, volume 12 of London Mathematical Society Monographs.

New Series. The Clarendon Press Oxford University Press, New York, 1995. Oxford Science Publications. [18] John M. Howie and Robert B. McFadden. Idempotent rank in finite full transformation semigroups. Proc. Roy.

Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 114(3-4):161–167, 1990.

[19] John M. Howie, N. Ruškuc, and P. M. Higgins. On relative ranks of full transformation semigroups. Comm.

Algebra, 26(3):733–748, 1998.

[20] Pei Huisheng. On the rank of the semigroup T_E (X). Semigroup Forum, 70(1):107–117, 2005. [21] Peter Kleidman and Martin Liebeck. The subgroup structure of the finite classical groups, volume 129 of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1990.

[22] Inessa Levi. Nilpotent ranks of semigroups of partial transformations. Semigroup Forum, 72(3):459–476, 2006. [23] Inessa Levi and Steve Seif. Combinatorial techniques for determining rank and idempotent rank of certain finite semigroups. Proc. Edinb. Math. Soc. (2), 45(3):617–630, 2002.

[24] J. D. P. Meldrum. Wreath products of groups and semigroups, volume 74 of Pitman Monographs and Surveys in Pure and Applied Mathematics. Longman, Harlow, 1995.

[25] Maria Isabel Marques Ribeiro. Rank properties in finite inverse semigroups. Proc. Edinburgh Math. Soc. (2), 43(3):559–568, 2000.

[26] Leonard L. Scott. Representations in characteristic p. In The Santa Cruz Conference on Finite Groups (Univ.

California, Santa Cruz, Calif., 1979), volume 37 of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., pages 319–331. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1980.

[27] Wacł aw Sierpiński. Sur les suites infinies de fonctions définies dans les ensembles quelconques. Fund. Math., 24:209–212, 1935.

[28] Howard Straubing. The wreath product and its applications. In Formal properties of finite automata and applications (Ramatuelle, 1988), volume 386 of Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., pages 15–24. Springer, Berlin, 1989.

(Araújo) Universidade Aberta, R. Escola Politécnica, 147, 1269-001 Lisboa, Portugal, Centro de Álgebra, Universidade de Lisboa, 1649-003 Lisboa, Portugal, jaraujo@lmc.fc.ul.pt

(Bentz) Centro de Álgebra, Universidade de Lisboa, 1649-003 Lisboa, Portugal, wfbentz@fc.ul.pt

(Schneider) Departamento de Matemt́ica, Instituto de Ciências Exatas, Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais, Av. Antônio Carlos, 6627, Caixa Postal 702, 31270-901 Belo Horizonte, MG, Brazil, csaba@mat.ufmg.br