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PEDRO A. GARCÍA-SÁNCHEZ AND IGNACIO OJEDA

A finitely generated commutative monoid is uniquely presented if it has
a unique minimal presentation. We give necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for finitely generated, combinatorially finite, cancellative, commuta-
tive monoids to be uniquely presented. We use the concept of gluing to
construct commutative monoids with this property. Finally, for some rel-
evant families of numerical semigroups we describe the elements that are
uniquely presented.

Introduction

Rédei [1965] proved that every finitely generated commutative monoid is finitely
presented. Since then, the proof has been shortened drastically, and much progress
has been made on the study and computation of minimal presentations of monoids,
more specifically, of finitely generated subsemigroups of Nn , known usually as
affine semigroups; see for instance [Rosales 1997] and [Briales et al. 1998] or
[Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez 1999a, Chapter 9] and the references therein. For
affine semigroups, the concepts of minimal presentations with respect to cardinality
or set inclusion coincide, that is, any two minimal presentations have the same
cardinality. This even occurs in a more general setting; see [Rosales et al. 1999].

Interest of the study of such kind of monoids and their presentations was partially
motivated by their application in commutative algebra and algebraic geometry
[Bruns and Herzog 1993, Chapter 6; Fulton 1993].

Recently, new applications of affine semigroups have been found in the so-called
algebraic statistic. In this context, an interesting problem is to decide under which
conditions such monoids have a unique minimal presentation. Roughly speaking,
convenient algebraic techniques for the study of some statistical models seem to be
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more interesting for statisticians when a certain semigroup associated to the model
is uniquely presented; see [Takemura and Aoki 2004].

Efforts to understand the problem of the uniqueness come from an algebraic
setting and consist essentially in identifying particular minimal generators in a
presentation as R-module of the semigroup algebra, where R is a polynomial ring
over a field; see [Charalambous et al. 2007; Ojeda and Vigneron-Tenorio 2009].
So, whole families of uniquely presented monoids have not been determined (with
the exception of some previously known cases [Ojeda 2008]) and techniques for
constructing uniquely presented monoids have not been developed.

Here, we approach the uniqueness of the minimal presentations from a semi-
group theoretic point of view. To begin, we recall the basic definitions and how to
obtain minimal presentations of finitely generated, combinatorially finite, cancella-
tive and commutative monoids (which include affine semigroups). In Section 2,
we focus on the elements of the monoid whose factorizations yield these presenta-
tions, which we call Betti elements. Section 3 provides a necessary and sufficient
condition for a monoid to be uniquely presented (Corollary 6). Some results in
these sections may be also stated in combinatorial terms by using the simplicial
complexes introduced by S. Eliahou in his unpublished PhD thesis (1983); see
[Charalambous et al. 2007; Ojeda and Vigneron-Tenorio 2010].

In Section 4, we make extensive use of the gluing of affine semigroups, a concept
defined by J. C. Rosales [1997] and used later by different authors to characterize
complete intersection affine semigroup rings. In that section, given a gluing S of
two affine semigroups S1 and S2, we show that S is uniquely presented if and only
if S1 and S2 are uniquely presented and some extra natural condition holds where
S1 and S2 are glued (Theorem 12). To reach this result, we need Theorem 10,
which shows that the Betti elements of S are the union of the Betti elements of
S1, S2 and the element in which S1 and S2 glue to produce S. We consider these
two theorems to be our main results. Furthermore, Theorem 12 may be used to
systematically produce uniquely presented monoids, as we show in Example 14.

Finally Section 5 identifies all uniquely presented monoids in some classical
families of numerical semigroups (submonoids of N with finite complement in N).

1. Preliminaries

We summarize some definitions, notations and results that will be useful later in
the paper. See [Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez 1999a] for further information.

Let S denote a commutative monoid, that is, a set with a binary operation that is
associative, commutative and has an identity element 0. Since S is commutative,
we will use additive notation. Assume that S is cancellative, that is, a+b= a+c in
S implies b= c. The monoids we study here are also free of units: S∩ (−S)= {0}.
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Some authors call these monoids reduced [Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez 1999a];
others refer to this property as positivity [Bruns and Herzog 1993, Chapter 6].
Regardless of what we call them, their most important property is that they are
combinatorially finite, that is, every element a ∈ S can be expressed only in finitely
many ways as a sum a = a1 + · · · + aq , with a1, . . . , aq ∈ S \ {0}. See [Briales
et al. 1998; Rosales et al. 1999] for a wider class of monoids where this condition
still holds true. Monoids with this property are also known as FF-monoids. In
[Geroldinger and Halter-Koch 2006] it is proved that mutiplicative monoids of all
Krull monoids, all Dedekind domains, all orders in number fields are FF-monoids.
Moreover, the binary relation on S defined by b≺S a if a− b∈ S is a well-defined
order on S that satisfies the descending chain condition.

All monoids considered here are finitely generated, commutative, cancellative
and free of units, and thus we will omit these adjectives in what follows. Examples
of monoids fulfilling these conditions are affine semigroups, that is, monoids iso-
morphic to finitely generated submonoids of Nr with r a positive integer (N denotes
here the set of nonnegative integers), and in particular, numerical semigroups that
are submonoids of the set of nonnegative integers with finite complement in N.

We will write S = 〈a1, . . . , ar 〉 for the monoid generated by {a1, . . . , ar }, that
is, S = a1N+· · ·+ ar N. In such a case, {a1, . . . , ar } will be said to be a system of
generators of S. If no proper subset of {a1, . . . , ar } generates S, the set {a1, . . . , ar }

is a minimal system of generators of S. In our context, every monoid has a unique
minimal system of generators: If S∗= S\{0}, then the minimal system of generators
of S is S∗ \ (S∗ + S∗); see [Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez 1999a, Chapter 3]. In
particular, if S is the set of solutions of a system of linear Diophantine equations
and/or inequalities, the minimal system of generators of S coincides with the so-
called Hilbert basis; see for example [Sturmfels 1996, Chapter 13].

If S is a numerical semigroup minimally generated by {a1 < · · ·< ar } ⊂N, the
number r is usually called the embedding dimension of S, and the number a1 is the
multiplicity of S. It is easy to show (and well known) that a1 ≥ r ; see [Rosales and
Garcı́a-Sánchez 2009, Proposition 2.10]. When a1 = r , we say S is of maximal
embedding dimension.

Given the minimal system A = {a1, . . . , ar } of generators of a monoid S, con-
sider the monoid map

ϕA : N
r
→ S, u = (u1, . . . , ur ) 7→

∑r
i=1 ui ai .

This map is sometimes known as the factorization homomorphism associated to S.
Notice that each u = (u1, . . . , ur ) ∈ ϕ

−1
A (a) gives a factorization of a ∈ S, say

a =
∑r

i=1 ui ai . Thus, #ϕ−1
A (a) is the number of factorizations of a ∈ S. This

number is finite because of the combinatorial finiteness of S; see also [Rosales and
Garcı́a-Sánchez 1999a, Lemma 9.1].
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Let ∼A be the kernel congruence of ϕA, that is, u ∼A v if ϕA(u) = ϕA(v) (the
kernel congruence is actually a congruence, an equivalence relation compatible
with addition). It follows easily that S is isomorphic to the monoid Nr/∼A.

Given ρ ⊆ Nr
× Nr , the congruence generated by ρ is the least congruence

containing ρ, that is, the intersection of all congruences containing ρ. If ∼ is the
congruence generated by ρ, we say that ρ is a system of generators of ∼. Rédei’s
theorem [1965] precisely states that every congruence on Nr is finitely generated.
A presentation for S is a system of generators of ∼A, and a minimal presentation is
a minimal system of generators of ∼A (in the sense that none of its proper subsets
generates ∼A). In our setting, all minimal presentations have the same cardinality;
see for instance [Rosales et al. 1999; Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez 1999a]. This is
not the case for finitely generated monoids in general.

Next we briefly describe a procedure for finding all minimal presentations for
S as presented in [Rosales et al. 1999]; in our context this description is given in
[Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez 1999a, Chapter 9].

For u = (u1, . . . , ur ) and v = (v1, . . . , vr ) ∈ Nr , we write u · v for
∑r

i=1 uivi

(the dot product).
Given a ∈ S, we define a binary relation on ϕ−1

A (a): For u, u′ ∈ ϕ−1
A (a), we say

u R u′ if there exists a chain u0, . . . , uk ∈ ϕ
−1
A (a) such that

(a) u0 = u, uk = u′, and

(b) ui · ui+1 6= 0 for i ∈ {0, . . . , k− 1}.

For every a ∈ S, define ρa in the following way.

• If ϕ−1
A (a) has one R-class, set ρa =∅.

• Otherwise, let R1, . . . ,Rk be the different R-classes of ϕ−1
A (a). Choose

vi ∈Ri for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and set ρa to be any set of k−1 pairs of elements
in V = {v1, . . . , vk} such that any two elements in V are connected by a
sequence of pairs in ρa (or their symmetrics). For instance, we can choose
ρa = {(v1, v2), . . . , (v1, vk)} or ρa = {(v1, v2), (v2, v3), . . . , (vk−1, vk)}.

Then ρ =
⋃

a∈S ρa is a minimal presentation of S. In this way one can construct
all minimal presentations for S. Because S is finitely presented, there are finitely
many elements a in S for which ϕ−1

A (a) has more than one R-class.

2. Betti elements

As we have seen above, a minimal presentation of S is a set of pairs of factorizations
of some elements in S, namely, those having more than one R-class. We say that
a ∈ S is a Betti element if ϕ−1

A (a) has more than one R-class.
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We will say the a ∈ S is Betti-minimal if it is minimal among all the Betti
elements in S with respect to≺S . Of course, Betti elements in S are not necessarily
Betti-minimal. Consider, for instance, S = 〈4, 6, 21〉 and a = 42.

We will write Betti(S) and Betti-minimal(S) for the sets of Betti elements and
Betti minimal elements of the monoid S, respectively.

Lemma 1. Let S = 〈a1, . . . , ar 〉. If a 6∈ Betti(S) and #ϕ−1
A (a) ≥ 2, there exists

a′ ∈ Betti(S) such that a′ ≺S a.

Proof. We proceed by induction on #ϕ−1
A (a). If ϕ−1

A (a) = {u, v} with u · v > 0,
consider a′ = a −

∑r
i=1 min(ui , vi )ai . Then, putting u′i = ui −min(ui , vi ) and

v′i = vi −min(ui , vi ) for i ∈ {1, . . . , r}, we have ϕ−1
A (a′)= {u′, v′}, and u′ ·v′ = 0.

So, a′ ≺ a is Betti. Assume now that the result is true for every a′ ∈ S such that

2≤ #ϕ−1
A (a′) < #ϕ−1

A (a).

Since a is not Betti, there exist unequal u, v ∈ ϕ−1
A (a) such that u · v > 0. If

a′= a−
∑r

i=1 min(ui , vi )ai , then 2≤#ϕ−1
A (a′)≤#ϕ−1

A (a). If the second inequality
is strict, we conclude by induction hypothesis. Otherwise, if a′ is not Betti, we may
repeat the previous argument to produce a′′ ≺S a′ ≺S a. The descending chain
condition for ≺S guarantees that this process cannot continue indefinitely. �

Remark 2. When S 6∼= Nr , this lemma implies the existence of Betti elements in
S. Otherwise, Betti(S)=∅ because ϕA is an isomorphism.

Betti-minimal elements are characterized in the following result. As we will see
later, they play an important role in the study of monoids with unique presentations.

Proposition 3. Let S be a monoid. The element a ∈ Betti-minimal(S) if and only
ϕ−1

A (a) has more than one R-class and each R-class is a singleton.

Proof. First, observe that ϕ−1
A (a) has more than one R-class and each R-class is a

singleton if and only if #ϕ−1
A (a)≥ 2 and u ·v= 0 for every unequal u, v ∈ ϕ−1

A (a).
If a∈Betti-minimal(S) and there exist unequal u, v ∈ϕ−1

A (a) such that u ·v> 0,
we consider a′= a−

∑r
i=1 min(ui , vi )ai . Since #ϕ−1

A (a′)≥2, either a′≺S a is Betti
or, by Lemma 1, there exist a′′ ∈ Betti(S) such that a′′ ≺S a′ ≺S a, contradicting
in both cases the Betti-minimality of a. Conversely, we suppose that

ϕ−1
A (a)=

#ϕ−1
A (a)⋃

i=1

{u(i)},

with u(i)·u( j)
=0 for i 6= j . In particular, a∈Betti(S). If a′≺S a, then #ϕ−1

A (a′)=1;
otherwise, we will find unequal i, j with u(i) · u( j)

6= 0. Thus we conclude that
a ∈ Betti-minimal(S). �
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The notion of Betti-minimal is stronger than the notion of minimal multielement
given in [Aoki et al. 2008, Definition 3.2]. Concretely, a ∈ S is a minimal multi-
element if and only if ϕ−1

A (a) has more than one R-class and at least one of them
is a singleton.

3. Monoids having a unique minimal presentation

According to what we have recalled and defined so far, a monoid S has a unique
minimal presentation if and only if the set of factorizations of all its Betti elements
have just two R-classes, and each of which is a singleton. Moreover, if a is a Betti
element of S and ϕ−1

A (a) = {u, v}, then either the pair (u, v) or the pair (v, u)
is in any minimal presentation of S. Hence we will say that (u, v) ∈ Nr

×Nr is
indispensable, and that a has unique presentation.

Example 4. The numerical semigroup S = 〈6, 10, 15〉 has no indispensable el-
ements. Using the techniques explained in [Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez 2009],
one can easily see that Betti(S) = {30}, and that the factorizations of 30 are
{(0, 0, 2), (0, 3, 0), (5, 0, 0)}. One can also use the GAP package numericalsgps
to perform this computation [Delgado et al. 2008].

Clearly, S admits a unique minimal presentation if and only if either it is isomor-
phic to Nr for some positive integer r (and thus the empty set is its unique minimal
presentation) or every element in any of its minimal presentations is indispensable.
If this is the case, we say that S has a unique presentation.

The following results are straightforward consequences of Proposition 3.

Corollary 5. Let a ∈ S. The following are equivalent.

(a) a has unique presentation.

(b) a ∈ Betti(S) and #ϕ−1
A (a)= 2.

(c) a ∈ Betti-minimal(S) and #ϕ−1
A (a)= 2.

Corollary 6. A monoid S is uniquely presented if and only if either Betti(S) = ∅
or the number of Betti-minimal elements in S equals the cardinality of a minimal
presentation of S. In particular all Betti elements of S are Betti-minimal.

By using the close relationship between toric ideals and semigroups, one can
obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for a semigroup to be uniquely presented
from the results in [Charalambous et al. 2007; Ojeda and Vigneron-Tenorio 2009;
Takemura and Aoki 2004].

Example 7. Corollary 6 does not hold if we remove the minimal condition. For
instance, one can use numericalsgps to compute that S=〈4, 6, 21〉 has a minimal
presentation with cardinality 2, and Betti(S) = {12, 42}. However, 42 admits 5
different factorizations in S.
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Example 8. Let S ⊂ Zr be a monoid minimally generated by A = {a1, a2} for
some positive integer r . If the rank of the group spanned by S is one, there exist u
and v ∈N such that ua1 = va2. So, there is only one Betti element a = ua1 = va2

and ϕ−1
A (a) = {(u, 0), (0, v)}. Therefore, S is uniquely presented. In particular,

embedding dimension 2 numerical semigroups are uniquely presented (the group
generated by any numerical semigroup is Z).

4. Gluings

We first fix the notation of this section. Let S be an affine semigroup generated
by A = {a1, . . . , ar } ⊆ Zn . Let A1 and A2 be two proper subsets of A such that
A = A1 ∪ A2 and A1 ∩ A2 =∅. Let S1 and S2 be the affine semigroups generated
by A1 and A2, respectively.

Set r1 and r2 to be the cardinality of A1 and A2, respectively. After rearranging
the elements of A if necessary, we may assume that A1 = {a1, . . . , ar1} and A2 =

{ar1+1, . . . , ar }.
Since Nr

= Nr1 ⊕Nr2 , elements in Nr1 and Nr2 may be regarded as elements
in Nr of the form ( · , 0) and (0, · ), respectively. With this in mind, subsets of Nri

will be considered as subsets of Nr for i ∈ {1, 2}, and the elements of∼A1 and∼A2

are viewed inside ∼A.
The monoid S is said to be the gluing of S1 and S2 if G(S1)∩G(S2)= dZ, with

d ∈ S1 ∩ S2 \ {0}, where G denotes the group generated by its argument.
According to [Rosales 1997, Theorem 1.4], S admits a presentation of the

form ρ1 ∪ ρ2 ∪ {((u, 0), (0, v))}, where ρ1 and ρ2 are presentations of S1 and S2,
respectively, and u ∈ ϕ−1

A1
(d) and v ∈ ϕ−1

A2
(d). We next explore the conditions that

we must impose on S1, S2 and d to ensure that S has a unique minimal presentation.
We start by describing the Betti elements of S, and for this we need a lemma
describing the factorizations of d.

Lemma 9. Let S be the gluing of S1 and S2 with G(S1) ∩ G(S2) = dZ. Every
factorization of d in S is either a factorization of d in S1 or a factorization of d
in S2. In particular d ∈ Betti(S).

Proof. By definition d ∈ S1 ∩ S2 \ {0}, so there exist u ∈Nr1 and v ∈Nr2 such that
d =

∑r1
i=1 ui ai =

∑r
i=r1+1 vi ai . If d =

∑r
i=1wi ai =

∑r1
i=1wi ai +

∑r
i=r1+1wi ai ,

then

d−
r1∑

i=1

wi ai =

r1∑
i=1

ui ai −

r1∑
i=1

wi ai =

r∑
i=r1+1

wi ai ∈ G(S1)∩G(S2),

that is, d−
∑r1

i=1wi ai = zd. Hence either z= 1 and then wi = 0 for i ∈ {1, . . . , r1},
or z = 0 and then wi = 0 for i ∈ {r1+ 1, . . . , r}, as claimed.
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Also, we have ϕ−1
A (d) = ϕ−1

A1
(d) ∪ ϕ−1

A2
(d) with (u, 0) · (0, v) = 0 for every

u ∈ ϕ−1
A1
(d) and v ∈ ϕ−1

A2
(d), which means that ϕ−1

A (d) has at least two R-classes.
Hence d ∈ Betti(S). �

Theorem 10. Let S be the gluing of S1 and S2, and G(S1)∩G(S2)= dZ. Then

Betti(S)= Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2)∪ {d}.

Proof. By [Rosales 1997, Theorem 1.4], S admits a presentation of the form
ρ = ρ1∪ρ2∪{((u, 0), (0, v))}, where ρ1 and ρ2 are sets of generators for ∼A1 and
∼A2 , respectively, and ϕA1(u)= ϕA2(v)= d. Since every system of generators of
∼A can be refined to a minimal system of generators [Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez
1999a, Chapter 9], from the shape of ρ we deduce that the Betti elements of S are
either a Betti element of S1, a Betti element of S2, or d itself, that is, Betti(S) ⊆
Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2)∪ {d}.

Recall that d ∈ Betti(S) by Lemma 9. Therefore, to demonstrate the inclusion
Betti(S) ⊇ Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2)∪ {d}, it suffices to prove Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2) ⊆

Betti(S). Suppose by way of contradiction that there is a b in Betti(S1) \Betti(S)
(the case where b is in Betti(S2) \Betti(S) is argued similarly).

Since b ∈ Betti(S1), there exist two R-classes in ϕ−1
A1
(b), say C1 and C2. We

know because b 6∈ Betti(S) that ϕ−1
A (b) has only one R-class. Hence:

• There exist w ∈ C1 and w ∈ ϕ−1
A (b) such that w · (w, 0) 6= 0 and b =∑r1

i=1wi ai +
∑r

i=r1+1wi a, where wi for 1 ≤ i ≤ r are the coordinates of w

and wi 6= 0 for some r1+ 1≤ i ≤ r .

• There exist w′ ∈ C2 and w′ ∈ ϕ−1
A (b) such that w′ · (w′, 0) 6= 0 and b =∑r1

i=1w
′

i ai +
∑r

i=r1+1w
′

i ai , where w′i for 1≤ i ≤ r are the coordinates of w′

and w′i 6= 0 for some r1+ 1≤ i ≤ r .

Since 0 6= b−
∑r1

i=1wi ai =
∑r

i=r1+1wi ai ∈ G(S1)∩G(S2)= dZ, we have

b=
∑r1

i=1wi ai +
∑r1

i=1 zui ai =
∑r1

i=1(wi + zui )ai for some z > 0.

Analogously, b=
∑r1

i=1(w
′

i + z′ui )ai for some z′ > 0.
Let w̃ and w̃′ ∈ ϕ−1

A1
(b) be the corresponding vectors of coordinates wi+ zui for

1 ≤ i ≤ r1 and w′i + z′ui for 1 ≤ i ≤ r1, respectively. This yields a contradiction,
since w and w′ are not R-related; however w ·w̃ 6= 0, w̃ ·w̃′ 6= 0 and w̃′ ·w′ 6= 0. �

Observe that ϕ−1
A (d)⊇ {(u, 0), (0, v)}, with ϕA1(u)= ϕA2(v)= d, and that the

equality holds if and only if d has unique presentation as an element of S.

Corollary 11. Let S be the gluing of S1 and S2, and let G(S1) ∩ G(S2) = dZ.
Then the element d in S has unique presentation if and only if d − a 6∈ S for every
a ∈ Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2).
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Proof. If d has unique presentation, d belongs to Betti-minimal(S) by Corollary 5.
So d−a 6∈ S for every a ∈Betti(S)\{d}. Now d 6∈Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2) since d has
unique factorization in Si for i ∈ {1, 2}. Hence Betti(S)\{d}=Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2)

by Theorem 10. We conclude that d− a 6∈ S for every a ∈ Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2).
Conversely, in view of Lemma 1, we deduce that d admits a unique factorization

in Si for i ∈ {1, 2}, that is, ϕ−1
A1
(d) = {u} and ϕ−1

A2
(d) = {v}. Since d is a Betti

element by Lemma 9, we conclude that ϕ−1
A (d)= {(u, 0), (0, v)}. �

Theorem 12. Let S be the gluing of S1 and S2, and G(S1)∩G(S2)= dZ. Then S
is uniquely presented if and only if

(a) S1 and S2 are uniquely presented, and

(b) ±(d− a) 6∈ S for every a ∈ Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2),

Proof. By Theorem 10, Betti(S)= Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2)∪{d}. So, if S is uniquely
presented, then every a ∈Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2)∪{d} has unique presentation. Thus,
S1 and S2 are uniquely presented and d− a 6∈ S for every a ∈Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2)

by Corollary 11. Finally, since, by Corollary 5, every a∈Betti(S) is Betti-minimal,
we conclude that a−d 6∈ S, for every a∈Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2). (Note that d−m 6∈ S
implies d 6=m for every m ∈ Betti(S1)∪Betti(S2).)

Conversely, suppose that (a) and (b) hold. In particular, every a ∈ Betti(Si ) has
only two factorizations as element of Si for i ∈ {1, 2} and, by Corollary 11, d has
only two factorizations in S, say d=

∑r1
i=1 ui ai =

∑r
i=r1+1 vi ai . So, if a∈Betti(S)

has more than two factorizations in S, then d 6= a ∈ Betti(S1) ∪ Betti(S2). If
a ∈ Betti(S1), then a =

∑r1
i=1wi ai +

∑r
i=r1+1wi ai , with wi 6= 0 for some i such

that r1+ 1≤ i ≤ r . Thus, a−
∑r1

i=1wi ai =
∑r

i=r1+1wi ai ∈ G(S1)∩G(S2)= dZ

and thus a− d ∈ S, which is impossible by hypothesis. �

The affine semigroup in the next example is borrowed from [Rosales and Garcı́a-
Sánchez 1999b], where the authors use it to illustrate their algorithm for checking
freeness of simplicial semigroups. We use ei ∈ Nr to denote the i-th row of the
identity r × r matrix.

Example 13. Let us see that S = 〈(2, 0), (0, 3), (2, 1), (1, 2)〉 is uniquely pre-
sented. On the one hand, by taking A1 = {(2, 0), (0, 3), (2, 1)}, A2 = {(1, 2)},
S1=〈A1〉 and S2=〈A2〉, we have G(S1)∩G(S2)=2(1, 2)Z. On the other hand, by
taking A11={(2, 0), (0, 3)}, A12={(2, 1)}, S11=〈A11〉 and S12=〈A12〉, we have
G(S11)∩G(S12)= 3(2, 1)Z. Since S11 ∼= N2 and S12 ∼= N are uniquely presented
(because, their corresponding presentations are the empty set) and condition (b)
in Theorem 12 is trivially satisfied, we are assured that S1 is uniquely presented
by {(3e3, 3e1+ e2)}. Finally, since S1 and S2 ∼= N are uniquely presented and the
element 2(1, 2)− 3(2, 1) is not in S, we conclude that S is uniquely presented by
{(3e3, 3e1+ e2), (2e4, e2+ e3)}.
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Example 14. We may construct an infinite sequence of uniquely presented numer-
ical semigroups. Let us start with S1 = 〈2, 3〉, and given Si minimally generated
by {a1, . . . , ai+1}, i ≥ 2, set Si+1 = 〈2a1, a1+ a2, 2a2, . . . , 2ai+1〉. We prove by
induction on i that Si+1 is uniquely presented by

ρi+1 = {(2e2, e1+ e3), (2e3, e1+ e4), . . . , (2ei , e1+ ei ), (2ei+1, 3e1)}.

For i = 1, the result follows easily. Assume that i ≥ 2 and that the result
holds for Si , and let us show it holds for Si+1. Observe that Si+1 is the gluing
of 〈2a1, . . . , 2ai+1〉 = 2Si and 〈a1 + a2〉, with d = 2a1 + 2a2, and consequently
Si+1 is minimally generated by {2a1, a1 + a2, 2a2, . . . , 2ai+1}; apply [Rosales
and Garcı́a-Sánchez 2009, Lemma 9.8] with λ = 2 and µ = a1 + a2. Note that
Betti(〈a1 + a2〉) = ∅ and, by induction hypothesis, Betti(2Si ) = 2Betti(Si ) =

{2(2a2), . . . , 2(2ai+1)}. Thus, by Theorem 10,

Betti(Si+1)= {d} ∪Betti(2Si )= {2a1+ 2a2, 2(2a2), . . . , 2(2ai+1)}.

Now, a direct computation shows that ρi+1 is a minimal presentation of Si+1.
In view of Theorem 12, it suffices to prove the uniqueness of the presentation

to check that, for b = 2(2a j ) − (2a1 + 2a2), neither b nor −b belongs to Si+1.
Observe that −b < 0 since j ≥ 2, and thus it is not in Si+1. Also, if j 6= i , then
2(2a j )− (2a1 + 2a2) = 2a1 + 2a j+1 − 2a1 − 2a2 = 2a j+1 − 2a2. This element
cannot be in Si+1 because 2a j+1 is one of its minimal generators. For j = i , we
get 2(2ai+1)− (2a1 + 2a2) = 2(3a1)− 2a1 − 2a2 = 2(2a1)− 2a2. If this integer
belongs to Si+1, then by the minimality of 2a2, there exists a ∈ Si+1 \{0} such that
2(2a1)= 2a2+ a. But then a ≥ 2a1, and since 2a2 > 2a1, we get a contradiction.

For every positive integer i , the numerical semigroup Si+1 is a free numerical
semigroup in the sense of [Bertin and Carbonne 1977], and thus it is a complete
intersection, that is, a numerical semigroup with minimal presentations with the
least possible cardinality, the embedding dimension minus one. Some authors
call these semigroups telescopic. Not all free numerical semigroups have unique
minimal presentation; 〈4, 6, 21〉 illustrates this fact (see Example 7).

5. Uniquely presented numerical semigroups

In some sense, only a few numerical semigroups have unique minimal presenta-
tion. The following sequences have been computed with the numericalsgps GAP
package [Delgado et al. 2008]. The first contains in the i-th position the number
of numerical semigroups with Frobenius number i ∈ {1, . . . , 20}, meaning that i is
the largest integer not in the semigroup. The second contains those with the same
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condition having a unique minimal presentation.

(1, 1, 2, 2, 5, 4, 11, 10, 21, 22, 51, 40, 106, 103, 200, 205, 465, 405, 961, 900),

(1, 1, 1, 1, 3, 1, 5, 2, 5, 4, 8, 2, 12, 8, 6, 9, 17, 8, 20, 12).

Next we explore three big families of numerical semigroups and determine the
elements having unique minimal presentations.

5.1. Numerical semigroups generated by intervals. Let a and x be two positive
integers, and let S = 〈a, a + 1, . . . , a + x〉. Since N is uniquely presented, we
may assume that 2≤ a. In order that {a, . . . , a+ x} becomes a minimal system of
generators for S, we suppose that x < a.

Theorem 15. S = 〈a, a+ 1, . . . , a+ x〉 is uniquely presented if and only if either

a=1 (that is, S=N) or x=1 or x=2 or x=3 and (a−1) mod x 6=0.

Proof. The Betti elements in S are fully described in [Garcı́a-Sánchez and Rosales
1999, Theorem 8]. If x ≥ 4, then m= 2(a+2) is a Betti element and #ϕ−1

A (m)= 3.
Thus S is not uniquely presented for x ≥ 4. Hence we focus on x ∈ {1, 2, 3}. For
simplicity in the forthcoming notation, let q and r be the quotient and the remainder
in the division of a − 1 by x , that is, a = xq + r + 1 with 0 ≤ r ≤ x − 1. Notice
that x < a implies q ≥ 1.

For x = 1, we get an embedding dimension two numerical semigroup that is
uniquely presented; see Example 8.

For x = 2,

Betti(S)=
{
{2(a+ 1), qa+ 2(q − 1)+ 1, qa+ 2(q − 1)+ 2} if r = 0,
{2(a+ 1), qa+ 2(q − 1)+ 2} if r = 1.

Since the cardinality of a minimal presentation of S is 3− r [ibid., Theorem 8],
by Corollary 6 we only must check whether they are incomparable with respect
to ≺S . If r = 0, clearly qa+2(q−1)+1 and qa+2(q−1)+2 are incomparable,
since 1 6∈ S. Also,

qa+ 2(q − 1)+ 1− 2(a+ 1)= (q − 1)a+ 2q − 1 6∈ S

in view of [ibid., Lemma 1] (since 2q−1> 2(q−1)). The same argument applies
to qa+ 2(q − 1)+ 2− 2(a+ 1)= (q − 1)a+ 2q. If r = 1, then

qa+ 2(q − 1)+ 2− 2(a+ 1)= (q − 2)a+ 2(q − 1) 6∈ S

(we use again [ibid., Lemma 1]), so we also get a (complete intersection) uniquely
presented numerical semigroup. Hence every numerical semigroup of the form
〈a, a+ 1, a+ 2〉 with a ≥ 3 is uniquely presented.

Assume that x = 3 (and thus a ≥ 4).
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Case: r = 0. In this setting, both (q + 1)(a+ 3) and 2(a+ 1) are Betti elements.
However, (q+1)(a+3)−2(a+1)= (q−1)a+q3+1= (q−1)a+ (a−1)+1=
qa ∈ S. Hence (q + 1)(a+ 3) 6∈ Betti-minimal(S) and so, by Corollary 6, it is not
uniquely presented.

Case: r 6= 0. In this case,

Betti(S)=


{2(a+ 1), (a+ 1)+ (a+ 2), 2(a+ 2),

qa+ 3(q − 1)+ 2, qa+ 3(q − 1)+ 3
}

if r = 1,
{2(a+ 1), (a+ 1)+ (a+ 2),

2(a+ 2), qa+ 3(q − 1)+ 3} if r = 2.

Since the cardinality of a minimal presentation of S is 6− r [Garcı́a-Sánchez and
Rosales 1999, Theorem 8], by Corollary 6 we only must check whether they are
incomparable with respect to ≺S . Observe that

qa+ (q − 1)3+ j − 2a− i = (q − 2)a+ (q − 1)3+ j − i 6∈ S

if and only if q + j + 1 > i [ibid., Lemma 1]. Since in our case i ∈ {2, 3, 4},
j ∈ {2, 3} and q ≥ 1, we obtain that these elements are incomparable. Thus, S is
uniquely presented. �

5.2. Embedding dimension three numerical semigroups. As we have pointed out
above, the Frobenius number of a numerical semigroup is the largest integer not
belonging to it. A numerical semigroup S with Frobenius number f is symmetric
if f − x ∈ S for every x ∈ Z \ S. For embedding dimension three numerical
semigroups, it is well known that the concepts of symmetric and complete inter-
section numerical semigroups coincide. (In the embedding dimension three case,
the concept of free also coincides with that of symmetric and complete intersection;
see for instance [Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez 2009, Chapter 9] or [Herzog 1970].)
Nonsymmetric numerical semigroups with embedded dimension three are uniquely
presented [Herzog 1970]. Thus, we will focus on the symmetric case, which is the
free case, and as Delorme [1976] proved, these semigroups are the gluing of an
embedding dimension two numerical semigroup and N; see [Rosales 1997] for a
proof using the concept of gluing. So every symmetric numerical semigroup with
embedding dimension three can be described as follows.

Proposition 16 [Rosales and García-Sánchez 2009, Theorem 10.6]. Let m1 and
m2 be two relatively prime integers greater than one. Let a, b and c be non-
negative integers with a ≥ 2, b + c ≥ 2 and gcd(a, bm1 + cm2) = 1. Then
S = 〈am1, am2, bm1+ cm2〉 is a symmetric numerical semigroup with embedding
dimension three. Every embedding dimension three symmetric numerical semi-
group is of this form.
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Our main result is now just a special case of what we have seen in Section 4.

Theorem 17. In the notation of Proposition 16, S is a symmetric numerical semi-
group uniquely presented with embedding dimension three if and only if 0<b<m2

and 0< c < m1.

Lemma 18. Let m1 and m2 be two relatively prime integers greater than one.
Then, m1m2 = αm1 + βm2 for some α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0 if and only if α = m2 and
β = 0, or α = 0 and β = m1.

Proof. We have m1m2 = αm1 + βm2 for some α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0 if and only if
(m2−α)m1 = βm2 for some α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0. Since gcd(m1,m2)= 1, it follows
that (m2− α)m1 = βm2 for some α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0, if and only if m2− α = γm2

and β = γm1 for some γ ≥ 0, if and only if α= (1−γ )m2 and β = γm1 for some
0≤ γ ≤ 1, if and only if α = m2 and β = 0 or α = 0 and β = m1. �

Proof of Theorem 17. S is the gluing of S1 = 〈am1, am2〉 and S2 = 〈bm1 + cm2〉

with d = a(bm1+ cm2). Also Betti(S1) = am1m2 and Betti(S2) = ∅. Therefore,
by Theorem 10, Betti(S)= {am1m2, a(bm1+ cm2)}. Thus, by Theorem 12, S is
uniquely presented if and only if ±(am1m2− a(bm1+ cm2)) 6∈ S.

By direct computation, one can check that a(bm1 + cm2)− am1m2 ∈ S if and
only if b ≥ m2 or c ≥ m1. Also, am1m2− a(bm1+ cm2) ∈ S if and only if

m1m2 = ((α3+ 1)b+α1)m1+ ((α3+ c)c+α1)m2

for some αi ≥ 0, with i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. In view of Lemma 18, this is equivalent to
((α3 + 1)b+ α1) = 0 and ((α3 + c)c+ α1) = m1 or ((α3 + 1)b+ α1) = m2 and
((α3+ c)c+ α1) = 0 for some αi ≥ 0 with i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. This holds if and only if
b = 0 and c ≤ m1 or b ≤ m2 and c = 0.

Therefore, ±(am1m2 − a(bm1 + cm2)) 6∈ S if and only if 0 < b < m2 and
0< c < m1. �

5.3. Maximal embedding dimension numerical semigroups.

Theorem 19. A numerical semigroup S minimally generated by a1< a2< · · ·< ar

with a1 = r is uniquely presented if only if r = 3.

Proof. For r = 3, we obtain numerical semigroups of the form 〈3, a, b〉, with a
and b not multiples of 3 and thus coprime with 3. It follows easily that these semi-
groups do not have the shape given in Proposition 16, and thus are not symmetric.
Consequently, they are uniquely presented.

We now prove that S cannot be uniquely presented if a1 = r ≥ 4. According
to [Rosales 1996], Betti(S) = {ai + a j | i, j ∈ {2, . . . , r}}. All the elements in
{0, a2, . . . , ar } belong to different classes modulo a1, and there are precisely a1 of
them. Thus 2ar can be uniquely be written as ba1+ai for some i ∈ {2, . . . , r −1}
and b a positive integer.



104 PEDRO A. GARCÍA-SÁNCHEZ AND IGNACIO OJEDA

Let f be the Frobenius number of S. It is well known that f = ar − a1 in
this setting; see for instance [Rosales and Garcı́a-Sánchez 2009]. Since 2ar −ai =

ar+(ar−ai )>ar−a1= f for all i , it follows that 2ar−ai ∈ S. Hence 2ar =ai+mi

for some mi ∈ S for every i ∈ {1, . . . , r}. Take i 6= k. Then 2ar admits at least three
expressions: 2ar , ba1+ ak and ai +mi . By Corollary 5, S cannot have a unique
minimal presentation. �

Acknowledgments

We gratefully thank Anargyros Katsabekis for a careful reading and correcting
some misprints; we thank the referee for valuable remarks.

Part of this work was done during a visit of Garcı́a-Sánchez to the University of
Extremadura financed by the Plan Propio 2009 of the University of Extremadura.

References

[Aoki et al. 2008] S. Aoki, A. Takemura, and R. Yoshida, “Indispensable monomials of toric ideals
and Markov bases”, J. Symbolic Comput. 43 (2008), 490–507. MR 2009c:13065 Zbl 1170.13008

[Bertin and Carbonne 1977] J. Bertin and P. Carbonne, “Semi-groupes d’entiers et application aux
branches”, J. Algebra 49:1 (1977), 81–95. MR 58 #27957 Zbl 0498.14016

[Briales et al. 1998] E. Briales, A. Campillo, C. Marijuán, and P. Pisón, “Minimal systems of gen-
erators for ideals of semigroups”, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 124:1-3 (1998), 7–30. MR 98k:20105
Zbl 0913.20036

[Bruns and Herzog 1993] W. Bruns and J. Herzog, Cohen–Macaulay rings, Cambridge Studies in
Advanced Mathematics 39, Cambridge University Press, 1993. MR 95h:13020 Zbl 0788.13005

[Charalambous et al. 2007] H. Charalambous, A. Katsabekis, and A. Thoma, “Minimal systems of
binomial generators and the indispensable complex of a toric ideal”, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 135:11
(2007), 3443–3451. MR 2009a:13033 Zbl 1127.13018

[Delgado et al. 2008] M. Delgado, P. A. García-Sánchez, and J. Morais, GAP package NumericalS-
gps: A package for numerical semigroups, 2008, available at http://www.gap-system.org/Packages/
numericalsgps.html.

[Delorme 1976] C. Delorme, “Sous-monoïdes d’intersection complète de N”, Ann. Sci. École Norm.
Sup. (4) 9:1 (1976), 145–154. MR 53 #10821 Zbl 0325.20065

[Fulton 1993] W. Fulton, Introduction to toric varieties, Annals of Mathematics Studies 131, Prince-
ton University Press, 1993. MR 94g:14028 Zbl 0813.14039

[García-Sánchez and Rosales 1999] P. A. García-Sánchez and J. C. Rosales, “Numerical semigroups
generated by intervals”, Pacific J. Math. 191:1 (1999), 75–83. MR 2000i:20095 Zbl 1009.20069

[Geroldinger and Halter-Koch 2006] A. Geroldinger and F. Halter-Koch, Non-unique factorizations:
Algebraic, combinatorial and analytic theory, Pure and Applied Mathematics (Boca Raton) 278,
Chapman & Hall/CRC, 2006. MR 2006k:20001 Zbl 1113.11002

[Herzog 1970] J. Herzog, “Generators and relations of abelian semigroups and semigroup rings”,
Manuscripta Math. 3 (1970), 175–193. MR 42 #4657 Zbl 0211.33801

[Ojeda 2008] I. Ojeda Martínez de Castilla, “Examples of generic lattice ideals of codimension 3”,
Comm. Algebra 36:1 (2008), 279–287. MR 2008j:13027 Zbl 1133.13014



UNIQUELY PRESENTED FINITELY GENERATED COMMUTATIVE MONOIDS 105

[Ojeda and Vigneron-Tenorio 2009] I. Ojeda and A. Vigneron-Tenorio, “Indispensable binomials in
semigroups ideals”, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 138 (2009), 4205–4216. arXiv 0903.1030

[Ojeda and Vigneron-Tenorio 2010] I. Ojeda and A. Vigneron-Tenorio, “Simplicial complexes and
minimal free resolution of monomial algebras”, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 214:6 (2010), 850–861.
MR 2580663 Zbl 05673207

[Rédei 1965] L. Rédei, The theory of finitely generated commutative semigroups, Pergamon, Oxford,
1965. MR 32 #5761 Zbl 0133.27904

[Rosales 1996] J. C. Rosales, “On numerical semigroups”, Semigroup Forum 52:3 (1996), 307–318.
MR 96m:20092 Zbl 0853.20041

[Rosales 1997] J. C. Rosales, “On presentations of subsemigroups of Nn”, Semigroup Forum 55:2
(1997), 152–159. MR 98h:20104 Zbl 0951.20042

[Rosales and García-Sánchez 1999a] J. C. Rosales and P. A. García-Sánchez, Finitely generated
commutative monoids, Nova Science Publishers, Commack, NY, 1999. MR 2000d:20074 Zbl
0966.20028

[Rosales and García-Sánchez 1999b] J. C. Rosales and P. A. García-Sánchez, “On free affine semi-
groups”, Semigroup Forum 58:3 (1999), 367–385. MR 2000j:13020 Zbl 0934.20041

[Rosales and García-Sánchez 2009] J. C. Rosales and P. A. García-Sánchez, Numerical semigroups,
Developments in Mathematics 20, Springer, New York, 2009. MR 2549780 Zbl 05623301

[Rosales et al. 1999] J. C. Rosales, P. A. García-Sánchez, and J. M. Urbano-Blanco, “On presenta-
tions of commutative monoids”, Internat. J. Algebra Comput. 9 (1999), 539–553. MR 2000h:20102
Zbl 1028.20037

[Sturmfels 1996] B. Sturmfels, Gröbner bases and convex polytopes, University Lecture Series 8,
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996. MR 97b:13034 Zbl 0856.13020

[Takemura and Aoki 2004] A. Takemura and S. Aoki, “Some characterizations of minimal Markov
basis for sampling from discrete conditional distributions”, Ann. Inst. Statist. Math. 56:1 (2004),
1–17. MR 2005g:62103 Zbl 1049.62068

Received July 24, 2009. Revised May 6, 2010.

PEDRO A. GARCÍA-SÁNCHEZ

DEPARTAMENTO DE ÁLGEBRA

UNIVERSIDAD DE GRANADA

AV. FUENTENUEVA, S/N

E18071 GRANADA

SPAIN

pedro@ugr.es
http://www.ugr.es/~pedro/

IGNACIO OJEDA

DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMÁTICAS

UNIVERSIDAD DE EXTREMADURA

AV. DE ELVAS, S/N

E06071 BADAJOZ

SPAIN

ojedamc@unex.es
http://matematicas.unex.es/~ojedamc/



PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS
http://www.pjmath.org

Founded in 1951 by
E. F. Beckenbach (1906–1982) and F. Wolf (1904–1989)

EDITORS

Vyjayanthi Chari
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Riverside, CA 92521-0135

chari@math.ucr.edu

Robert Finn
Department of Mathematics

Stanford University
Stanford, CA 94305-2125
finn@math.stanford.edu

Kefeng Liu
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

liu@math.ucla.edu

V. S. Varadarajan (Managing Editor)
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

pacific@math.ucla.edu

Darren Long
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Santa Barbara, CA 93106-3080

long@math.ucsb.edu

Jiang-Hua Lu
Department of Mathematics

The University of Hong Kong
Pokfulam Rd., Hong Kong

jhlu@maths.hku.hk

Alexander Merkurjev
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

merkurev@math.ucla.edu

Sorin Popa
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

popa@math.ucla.edu

Jie Qing
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Santa Cruz, CA 95064

qing@cats.ucsc.edu

Jonathan Rogawski
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

jonr@math.ucla.edu

PRODUCTION
pacific@math.berkeley.edu

Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor Matthew Cargo, Senior Production Editor

SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIA SINICA, TAIPEI

CALIFORNIA INST. OF TECHNOLOGY

INST. DE MATEMÁTICA PURA E APLICADA

KEIO UNIVERSITY

MATH. SCIENCES RESEARCH INSTITUTE

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIV.
OREGON STATE UNIV.

STANFORD UNIVERSITY

UNIV. OF BRITISH COLUMBIA

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, RIVERSIDE

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, SAN DIEGO

UNIV. OF CALIF., SANTA BARBARA

UNIV. OF CALIF., SANTA CRUZ

UNIV. OF MONTANA

UNIV. OF OREGON

UNIV. OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

UNIV. OF UTAH

UNIV. OF WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY

These supporting institutions contribute to the cost of publication of this Journal, but they are not owners or publishers and have no
responsibility for its contents or policies.

See inside back cover or www.pjmath.org for submission instructions.

The subscription price for 2010 is US $420/year for the electronic version, and $485/year for print and electronic.
Subscriptions, requests for back issues from the last three years and changes of subscribers address should be sent to Pacific Journal of
Mathematics, P.O. Box 4163, Berkeley, CA 94704-0163, U.S.A. Prior back issues are obtainable from Periodicals Service Company,
11 Main Street, Germantown, NY 12526-5635. The Pacific Journal of Mathematics is indexed by Mathematical Reviews, Zentralblatt
MATH, PASCAL CNRS Index, Referativnyi Zhurnal, Current Mathematical Publications and the Science Citation Index.

The Pacific Journal of Mathematics (ISSN 0030-8730) at the University of California, c/o Department of Mathematics, 969 Evans
Hall, Berkeley, CA 94720-3840, is published monthly except July and August. Periodical rate postage paid at Berkeley, CA 94704,
and additional mailing offices. POSTMASTER: send address changes to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O. Box 4163, Berkeley, CA
94704-0163.

PJM peer review and production are managed by EditFLOW™ from Mathematical Sciences Publishers.

PUBLISHED BY PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS
at the University of California, Berkeley 94720-3840

A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION
Typeset in LATEX

Copyright ©2010 by Pacific Journal of Mathematics

http://www.pjmath.org
mailto:chari@math.ucr.edu
mailto:finn@math.stanford.edu
mailto:liu@math.ucla.edu
mailto:pacific@math.ucla.edu
mailto:long@math.ucsb.edu
mailto:jhlu@maths.hku.hk
mailto:merkurev@math.ucla.edu
mailto:popa@math.ucla.edu
mailto:qing@cats.ucsc.edu
mailto:jonr@math.ucla.edu
mailto:pacific@math.berkeley.edu
http://www.pjmath.org
http://www.periodicals.com/
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet
http://www.emis.de/ZMATH/
http://www.emis.de/ZMATH/
http://www.inist.fr/PRODUITS/pascal.php
http://www.viniti.ru/math_new.html
http://www.ams.org/bookstore-getitem/item=cmp
http://www.isinet.com/products/citation/wos/


PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

Volume 248 No. 1 November 2010

1An existence theorem of conformal scalar-flat metrics on manifolds with boundary
SÉRGIO DE MOURA ALMARAZ

23Parasurface groups
KHALID BOU-RABEE

31Expressions for Catalan Kronecker products
ANDREW A. H. BROWN, STEPHANIE VAN WILLIGENBURG and MIKE

ZABROCKI

49Metric properties of higher-dimensional Thompson’s groups
JOSÉ BURILLO and SEAN CLEARY

63Solitary waves for the Hartree equation with a slowly varying potential
KIRIL DATCHEV and IVAN VENTURA

91Uniquely presented finitely generated commutative monoids
PEDRO A. GARCÍA-SÁNCHEZ and IGNACIO OJEDA

107The unitary dual of p-adic S̃p(2)

MARCELA HANZER and IVAN MATIĆ
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