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On condition (G-PW P)

M. Arabtash, A. Golchin, and H. Mohammadzadeh

Abstract. Laan introduced the principal weak form of Condition (P) as
Condition (PWP) and gave some characterization of monoids by this con-
dition of their acts. In this paper first we introduce Condition (G-PW P), a
generalization of Condition (PW P) of acts over monoids and then will give
a characterization of monoids when all right acts satisfy this condition. We
also give a characterization of monoids, by comparing this property of their
acts with some others. Finally, we give a characterization of monoids coming
from some special classes, by this property of their diagonal acts and extend
some results on Condition (PW P) to this condition of acts.

1 Introduction

In [12], the concept of strong flatness was introduced: a right act Ag is
strongly flat if the functor Ag ® — preserves pullbacks and equalizers. In
that article strongly flat acts were characterized as those acts that satisfy
two interpolation conditions, later labelled Condition (P) and Condition (E)
in [13]. In [10] Valdis Laan introduced the principal weak form of Condition
(P) as Condition (PW P) and gave some characterization of monoids, by
this condition of their acts.
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In this article in Section 2 first of all we introduce a generalization of
Condition (PW P), called Condition (G-PW P) and will give some general
properties. Then for a monoid S we will give a necessary and sufficient con-
dition for a right S-act to satisfy this condition. We show that Condition
(PW P) implies Condition (G -PW P), but not the converse, and Condition
(G -PWP) implies G P-flatness, but the converse is not true in general.
Then, we will give a characterization of monoids S over which all right S-
acts satisfy Condition (G -PW P) and also a characterization of monoids S
for which this condition of right S-acts has some other properties and vice
versa. Some results from Condition (PW P) will also be extended to this
property. Finally, in Section 3 we give a characterization of monoids coming
from some special classes, by this property of their diagonal acts.

Throughout this article, N will stand for natural numbers. We refer the
reader to [5] and [8] for basic definitions and results relating to acts over
monoids and to [10] and [11] for definitions and results on flatness which
are used here.

We use the following abbreviations,

weak pullback flatness = WPF.
weak kernel flatness = WKEF.
principal weak kernel flatness = PWKF.

translation kernel flatness = TKF'.

2 Characterization by condition (G-PW P) on right S-acts

We recall from [10] that a right S-act Ag satisfies Condition (PWP) if
as = a's, for a,a’ € Ag and s € S, implies that there exist a” € Ag and
u,v € S, such that a = a”u, a’ = a”’v and us = vs.

Definition 2.1. Let S be a monoid and Ag a right S-act. We say that Ag
satisfies Condition (G-PW P) if as = d's for a,a’ € Ag and s € S, implies
that there exist a” € Ag and u,v € S, n € N, such that a = a"u, o’ = a"v
and us" = vs".
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Clearly, Condition (PW P) implies Condition (G-PW P), but not the
converse, see the following example.

First we recall from [8] that a right ideal K of a monoid S is called left
stabilizing if for every k € K, there exists [ € K such that [k = k. We
also recall from [10] that K is called left annihilating if for all s € S and
x,y € S\ K, xs,ys € K implies that xs = ys.

Example 2.2. Let S = {1,0,¢, f,a} be a monoid with the following table:

® O O
O O O ==
O OO O OO
OO D0 O oo
D Hh D O |
OO Y O Y|

If K = aS = {0,a}, then it is easy to see that the right Rees factor S-act
S/ K satisfies Condition (G-PW P). But K is not left annihilating, because,
a€S,e feS\K,ea, fa€ K and ea # fa, also K is not left stabilizing,
thus, by [8, 111, 10.11], S/K is not principally weakly flat and so it does not
satisfy Condition (PW P).

All statements in Proposition 2.3 are easy consequences of definition.
Proposition 2.3. Let S be a monoid and Ag be a right S-act. Then
(1) Ss satisfies Condition (G-PW P).
(2) O©g satisfies Condition (G-PW P).

(3) Any retract of an act satisfying Condition (G-PW P) satisfies Condi-
tion (G-PW P).

(4) Let Ag = HAi, where A;, © € I, are right S-acts. If Ag satisfies
el
Condition (G-PW P), then A; satisfies Condition (G-PW P), for ev-
ery i € I.
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(5) Let Ag = HAZ-, where A;, i € I, are right S-acts. Then Ag satisfies
el
Condition (G-PW P) if and only if each A;, i € I, satisfies Condition
(G-PWP).

(6) Let {B;|i € I} be a chain of subacts of Ag. If every By, i € I, satisfies
Condition (G-PW P), then U B; satisfies Condition (G-PW P).
el

Proposition 2.4. A right S-act Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P) if and
only if for all a,a’ € Ag and all homomorphisms f : §S — S, the equality
af(s) = a' f(s) for all s € S implies that there exist o’ € Ag, u,v € S
and n € N such that a® s = " @u, d ® s = d’" ®v in As ® ¢S and
ufn(1) = of"(1).
Proof. Necessity. Suppose that Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P) and let
af(s) = da' f(s), for homomorphism f : ¢S — ¢S, a,a’ € Ag and s € S.
Then, asf(1) = a/sf(1) and so there exist a” € Ag, u,v € S and n € N
such that as = a"u, a’s = a”"v and uf™(1) = vf™(1). Thus, by [8, II, 5.13],
a®s=ad"@uand d ® s=d" ®vin Ag ® ¢S, as required.
Sufficiency. Suppose that as = a’s, for a,a’ € Ag, s € S and let f: gS —
$S be defined as f(r) =rs, r € S. It is obvious that f is a homomorphism
where af(1) = @’ f(1). Then, by assumption, there exist o’ € Ag, u,v € S
and n € Nsuchthat a®1 = a"®@u, d ®1 = ¢’ ®v in Ag ® 55 and
uf™(1) = vf™(1). Thus us™ = vs™ and, by [8, I, 5.13], a = a"u, a’ = a"v.
Hence Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P), as required. O

We recall from [7] that a right S-act Ag is called GP-flatif a® s = ad' ®s
in Ag ® 9, for a,a’ € Ag, s € S implies that there exists n € N such that
a®s"=ad ®s"in Ag ® gSs".

Proposition 2.5. Let S be a monoid and Ag be a right S-act. If Ag
satisfies Condition (G-PW P), then Ag is GP-flat.

Proof. Suppose that Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P) and let as = a's for
a,a’ € Ag and s € S. Then there exist a’ € Ag, u,v € S and n € N such
that a = a"u, a’ = a”’v and us™ = vs™. Therefore,

1 ! 124 124 /
a®Rs"=ad"u®Rs"=ad"Qus"=ad" Qus"=a"vRs"=d Qs"

in Ag ® g5s™, and so Ag is GP-flat, as required. ]
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The converse of Proposition 2.5 is not true, see the following example.

Example 2.6. Let S = {1, ¢, f,0} be a semilattice, where ef = 0. Consider
the right ideal K = eS = {e,0} of S. Since K is left stabilizing, S/K is
principally weakly flat, by [8, ITI, 10.11], and so it is GP-flat. But, it is easy
to see that S-act S/K does not satisfy Condition (G-PW P).

We recall from [13] that a right S-act Ag satisfies Condition (E) if
as = at, for a € Ag and s,t € S, implies that there exist a’ € Ag and u € S,
such that a = a’u and us = ut. Also we recall from [9] that a right S-act Ag
satisfies Condition (E') if as = at and sz = tz, for a € Ag and s,t,2 € S,
imply that there exist ' € Ag and u € S, such that a = a'u and us = ut. A
right S-act Ag satisfies Condition (EP) if as = at for a € Ag and s,t € S,
implies that there exist a’ € Ag and u, v’ € S such that a = a’u = a’v’ and
us = u't. A right S-act Ag satisfies Condition (E'P) if as = at and sz = tz,
for a € Ag and s,t,z € S, imply that there exist a’ € Ag and u,u’ € S such
that a = a'u = a’v’ and us = u't (see [1], [2]).

It is obvious that (E) = (E') = (E'P) and (FE) = (EP) = (E'P), but
not the converses in general (see [1], [2]).

For monoids over which all right acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P), see
the following proposition.

Proposition 2.7. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiva-

lent:
(1) all right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);
(2) all right S-acts satisfying Condition (E'P) satisfy Condition (G-PW P);
(3) all right S-acts satisfying Condition (EP) satisfy Condition (G-PW P);
(4) all right S-acts satisfying Condition (E") satisfy Condition (G-PW P);
(5) all right S-acts satisfying Condition (E) satisfy Condition (G-PW P);
(6) all generators in Act-S satisfy Condition (G-PW P);
(7) S x Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P), for every right S-act Ag;
(8) a right S-act Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P) if Hom(Ag, Ss) # 0;
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(9) S is a group.

Proof. Implications (1) = (2) = (3) = (5), (1) = (4) = (5), (9) = (1) and
(1) = (6) are obvious.

(5) = (9). Suppose that [ is a proper right ideal of S and let Ag = S ]_[[ S.
Then

As ={(,z)| € SN} U T U{(B,y)| B S\T},

where Bs = {(a,z)] o« € S\ I} U T and Dg = {(B,z)| 8 € S\ I} U I are
subacts of Ag isomorphic to Sg. Since Sg satisfies Condition (F), Bg and
Dg satisfy Condition (F), too, and so Ag = Bg U Dg satisfies Condition
(E) and so, by assumption, Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P). Hence, the
equality (1,x)t = (1,y)t, for t € I, implies that there exist a € Ag, u,v € S
and n € N such that (1,z) = au, (1,y) = av and ut™ = vt". Then equalities
(1,z) = au and (1,y) = av imply, , that there exist {,I’ € S\ I such that
a = (l,x) and a = (I',y), which is a contradiction. Thus S has no proper
right ideal, and so aS = S, for every a € S. That is, S is a group, as
required.

(6) = (7). It is obvious that the mapping 7 : S x Ag — Sg, where 7(s,a) =
s, for all s € S and a € Ag, is an epimorphism in Act-S, and so S x Ag is a
generator, by [8, II, 3.16], thus, by assumption, S x Ag satisfies Condition
(G-PWP).

(7) = (8). Suppose Hom(Ag,Ss) # 0, for the right S-act Ag. We have
to show that Ag satisfies Condition (G-PWP). Let f € Hom(Ag,Ss),
as =a's, for a,a’ € Ag and s € S. Then f(as) = f(a’s) and so (f(a),a)s =
(f(a'),a")s in S x Ag. Thus there exist (w,a”) € S x Ag, u,v € S and
n € N such that (f(a),a) = (w,ad”)u, (f(a'),d") = (w,a”)v and us™ = vs™.
Therefore, a = a”u, a’ = v and us™ = vs™, and so Ag satisfies Condition
(G-PW P), as required.

(8) = (1). Let Ag be a right S-act. It is obvious that the mapping = :
S x Ag — Sg, where 7(s,a) = s, for s € S and a € Ag is a homomorphism
and so Hom(S x Ag,Sg) # (). Let as = da's, for a,a’ € Ag and s € S. Then
(1,a)s = (1,a’)s in S x Ag, and so, by assumption, there exist (w,a”) €
S x Ag, u,v € S and n € N such that (1,a) = (w,a")u, (1,a’) = (w,a”)v
and us™ = vs". Then a = a"u, ' = a”v and us™ = vs", and so Ag satisfies
Condition (G-PW P), as required. O

We recall from [8] that a right S-act Ag is torsion freeif for a,b € Ag and
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a right cancellable element ¢ of S, the equality ac = bc implies that a = b.
Ag is strongly torsion free if the equality as = bs for all a,b € Ag and all
s € S implies that a = b (see [14]). Also we recall from [8] that an element
a € Ag is called act-reqular if there exists a homomorphism f : aS — S
such that af(a) = a, and Ag is called a regular act if every a € Ag is an
act-regular element.

An element s € S is called generally left almost regular if there exist
elements 7,71, ..., ", S1, ..., Sm € 5, right cancellable elements ¢y, ...,¢,, € S
and a natural number n € N such that

S§1C1 = ST

52C2 = 8172

SmCm = Sm—1Tm

s" = s,,rs".
A monoid S is called generally left almost regular if all its elements are gen-
erally left almost regular (see [7]).

An element u € S is called right semi-cancellable if for every x,y € S,
ru = yu implies for some r € S, ru = u and zr = yr. A monoid S is left
PSF if and only if every element of S is right semi-cancellative.

Definition 2.8. We say that a right ideal K of a monoid S is G-left sta-
bilizing if for every s € S and r € S\ K, rs € K implies that there exist
k € K and n € N, such that rs" = ks".

Proposition 2.5, [7, Proposition 2.6] and Example 2.6 show that Condi-
tion (G-PW P) of acts implies torsion freeness, but not the converse.
For the converse see the following proposition.

Proposition 2.9. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(1) all torsion free right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);
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(2)

(12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

all finitely generated torsion free right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-
PWP);

all torsion free right S-acts generated by at most two elements satisfy
Condition (G-PW P);

S 1s generally left almost reqular and all GP-flat right S-acts satisfy
Condition (G-PW P);

S is generally left almost reqular and all finitely generated G P-flat
right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

S is generally left almost reqular and all GP-flat right S-acts generated
by at most two elements satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

S is left PSF and all GP-flat right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-
PWP);

S is left PSF and all principally weakly flat right S-acts satisfy Con-
dition (G-PW P);

S is left PSF and all weakly flat right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-
PWP);

S is left PSF and all flat right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

there exists a reqular left S-act and all GP-flat right S-acts satisfy
Condition (G-PW P);

there exists a reqular left S-act and all principally weakly flat right
S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

there exists a regular left S-act and all weakly flat right S-acts satisfy
Condition (G-PW P);

there exists a reqular left S-act and all flat right S-acts satisfy Condi-
tion (G-PW P);

there exists a regular left S-act and |E(S)| = 1;

S is right cancellative.
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Proof. Implications (1) = (2) = (3), (4) = (5) = (6), (7) = (8) = (9) =
(10) and (11) = (12) = (13) = (14) are obvious.

(3) = (6). Suppose that all torsion free right S-acts generated by at most
two elements satisfy Condition (G-PW P). Since Condition (G-PW P) im-
plies G P-flatness, all torsion free cyclic right S-acts are GP-flat and so S is
generally left almost regular, by [7, Theorem 3.9]. Since G P-flatness implies
torsion freeness, the second part is also true.

(1) = (4). A similar argument as in (3) = (6) can be used.

(16) = (1). Suppose that S is a right cancellative monoid. Then all torsion
free right S-acts are strongly torsion free, by [14, Corollary 3.1], and so we
are done, because strong torsion freeness implies Condition (G-PW P).

(6) = (16). Let C, be the set of all right cancellable elements of S. If S is
not right cancellative, then C;, # S. Let I = S\ C,. Then I # () and since
1eC,, I CcS Letl el and s € S, then there exist l1,lo € S such that
l1 # Iy and [1] = l3l, which implies that I1ls = lsls. If s € C, = S\ I, then
the equality l1ls = l3ls implies that [; = [o, which is a contradiction. Thus
ls eI =S5\C,, and so I is a right ideal of S. Now we show that I is G-left
stabilizing. Let rs € I, for s € S and r € S\ I = C,. Then rs € I implies
that there exist t1,to € S such that ¢t # t and t1rs = tors. By assumption,
for s € 9, there exist elements r*,rq, ..., m, s1, ..., Sm € S, right cancellable
elements ¢y, ..., ¢, € S and a natural number n € N such that

S§1C1 = ST'1

S§9Co9 — S1T2

SmCm = Sm—1Tm

s" = s, r"s".

Since t1rs = tars, we have tyrsry = torsry, using the first equality we have
tirsicy = tarsici, and so t1rsy = torsy.

Similarly, t17so = taorse, ..., t17Sm = tors,. The last equality implies that
t1rsmr® = torsy,r*. If s,,r* =1, then

tirl = torl, 1s" = spr*s" = s" = rs" = (rl)s".
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If rl € S\ I = C,, then the equality t17rl = torl implies t; = t9, which is
a contradiction. Thus rl € I = S\ C,, and so rs™ = (rl)s"™ implies that
I =S\ C, is G-left stabilizing. Thus the right S-act

I
45 =8]8 ={(am) a e S\I} UTU{(B,y) BeS\I}

is GP-flat, by [7, Lemma 2.4], and so it satisfies Condition (G-PW P).
Therefore the equality (1,z)t = (1,y)t, for ¢ € I implies that there exist
a € Ag,u,v € Sandn € Nsuch that (1,z) = au, (1,y) = av and ut™ = vt".
Then the equalities (1,2) = au and (1,y) = av imply, respectively, that
there exist [,!’ € S\ I such that a = (I,z) and a = (I',y), which is a
contradiction. Thus S is a right cancellative monoid, as required.

(1) = (7). It is true, because of (1) < (16) and that every right cancellative
monoid is left PSF.

(10) = (16). Let S be a left PSF monoid, all flat right S-acts satisfy
Condition (G-PW P), but S is not right cancellative. Let I be the set of all
non cancellable elements of S. It is easy to see that [ is a proper right ideal
of S, where ¢ € [, for every ¢ € I . Then the right S-act

1
45 =ST]S={lea)l a € S\I} O T U{(By)] B S\T}

is flat, by [8, III, 12.19]. Thus, by assumption, Ag satisfies Condition (G-
PW P), which a similar argument as in the proof of (6) = (16) shows that
this is a contradiction. Thus S is a right cancellative monoid, as required.
(15) < (16). It is true, by [6, Theorem 3.12].

(1) = (11). It is true, since (1) < (16) < (15).

(14) = (15). Suppose that there exist a regular left S-act, all flat right
S-act satisfy Condition (G-PW P) and let e € E(S). If eS = S, then there
exists u € S such that eu = 1, thus the equality e(eu) = e implies that
e=1.If eS # S, then for every ¢ € eS there exists x € S such that i = ex.
Then i = e(ex) = ei € (eS)i, and so the right S-act

eS
ST[S ={(a,2)| a € S\eS} UeSU{(B,x)| B €S\eS}

is flat, by [8, III, 12.19]. Thus, by assumption, it satisfies Condition (G-
PWP), but a similar argument as in the proof of (6) = (16) shows that
this is a contradiction. Hence E(S) = {1}, as required. O
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We recall from [8] that a right S-act Ag is faithful if for s,t € S the
equality as = at, for all a € A implies that s = ¢, and Ag is strongly faithful
if for s,t € S the equality as = at, for some a € A implies that s = ¢. It is
obvious that every strongly faithful right S—act is faithful.

Lemma 2.10. For any monoid S, the following statements are equivalent:
(1) there exists a strongly faithful cyclic right (left) S-act;
(2) there exists a strongly faithful finitely generated right (left) S-act;
(3) there exists a strongly faithful right (left) S-act;
(4) for every s € S, sS (Ss) is a strongly faithful right (left) S-act;

(5) there exists s € S such that sS (Ss) is a strongly faithful right (left)
S-act;

(6) Ss (s5) is a strongly faithful right (left) S-act;
(7) for every s € S, sS C C; (Ss C Cy);
(8) there exists s € S, sS C C; (Ss C Cy);

(9) S is a left (right) cancellative monoid, that is, S = C; (S = C;)
(Cy (C)) is the set of all left (right) cancellable elements of S).

Proof. Implications (1) = (2) = (3), (4) = (5) = (1), (9) = (7) = (8) and
(6) = (1) are obvious.

(3) = (9). Suppose that A is a strongly faithful right (left) S-act, and let
sl = st (Is =ts), for I,t,s € S. Then for every a € A, asl = ast (Isa = tsa).
Since A is strongly faithful, the last equality implies that [ = ¢. Hence S is
a left (right) cancellative monoid, as required.

(9) = (6). It is obvious.

(8) = (9). Let rt =rl (tr =Ir), for I,t,r € S. Then srt = srl (trs = Irs)
implies that ¢ = [, and so S is a left (right) cancellative monoid, as required.
(9) = (4). Suppose that S is a left (right) cancellative monoid and let
skt = skl (tks = lks), for I, k,t € S. Then t = and so sS (Ss) is a strongly
faithful right (left) S-act, as required. O
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Proposition 2.11. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiv-
alent:

(1) all strongly faithful right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

(2) all strongly faithful finitely generated right S-acts satisfy Condition
(G-PWP);

(3) all strongly faithful right S-acts generated by at most two elements
satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

(4) S is a group or S is not a left cancellative monoid.

Proof. Implications (1) = (2) = (3) are obvious.
(3) = (4). If S is not left cancellative, then we are done. Otherwise, we
suppose that there exists s € S, such that sS # S. Then

sS
Ag=S[[S={(=z) 1€ 5\ sS}UsSU{(ty)|teS\sS}

is a right S-act and Bg = {(l,z)| 1 € S\ sS} UsS = S = {(t,y)| t €
S\ sS} U sS = Cg, such that Ag = Bg U Cg is generated by two elements
(1,x) and (1,y). Since S is left cancellative, it is strongly faithful, by Lemma
2.10, and so Bg and Cg are strongly faithful as subacts of Ag. Thus Ag
is strongly faithful and so, by assumption, it satisfies Condition (G-PW P).
Thus the equality (1,z)s = (1,y)s, implies that there exist a € Ag, u,v € S
and n € N such that (1,2) = au, (1,y) = av and us™ = vs". Hence there
exist [,t € S\ sS such that a = (I,z) = (¢,y), which is a contradiction.
Thus sS = S, for every s € S and so S is a group, as required.

(4) = (1). If S is not left cancellative, then we are done, by Lemma 2.10.
Otherwise, by Proposition 2.7, it is obvious. [

Recall from [8] that a right S-act Ag is said to be decomposable if there
exist two subacts Bg,Cg C Ag such that Ag = BgU Cg and Bg N Cg = (.
A right S-act which is not decomposable is called indecomposable.

S/K in Example 2.6 does not satisfy Condition (G-PW P), but it is in-
decomposable. Thus indecomposablity does not imply Condition (G-PW P)
in general.

Also, let S = (N,.) and consider Ag = N][""Y' N. Then (1,2) # (1,y),
but (1,z)2 = 2 = (1,y)2. Hence Ag is not torsion free and so does not
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satisfy Condition (G-PW P). But it can easily be seen that Ag is faithful.
Thus faithfulness does not imply Condition (G-PW P) in general.

Now we give a characterization of monoids S for which indecomposablity
or faithfulness of right S-acts implies Condition (G-PW P).

Proposition 2.12. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiv-
alent:

(1) all indecomposable right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

(2) all indecomposable finitely generated right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-
PWP);

(3) all indecomposable right S-acts generated by at most two elements
satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

(4) all faithful right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);
(5) all faithful finitely generated right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

(6) all faithful right S-acts generated by at most two elements satisfy Con-
dition (G-PW P);

(7) S is a group.

Proof. Implications (1) = (2) = (3), (4) = (5) = (6), (7) = (4) and
(7) = (1) are obvious.
(3) = (7). Suppose that I is a proper right ideal of S. Since

1

Ag=S[[S={(e,2)| a € S\T} UT U {(B,x)| B € S\I}

is an indecomposable right S-act generated by (1,z) and (1,y), it satisfies
Condition (G-PW P), but a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition
2.7 shows that this is a contradiction. Thus S has no proper ideal, that is,
S is a group, as required.

(6) = (7). Suppose that [ is a proper right ideal of S and let

I

As=S[[S={(e,2)| a € S\T} UT U {(B,2)| B € S\I}.
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Then for s # t € S, there exists (1,x) € Ag such that (1,z)s # (1, x)t, that
is, Ag is a faithful right S-act. Thus, by assumption, Ag satisfies Condition
(G-PW P), but a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 2.7 shows
that this is a contradiction. Hence, S has no proper ideal, that is, S is a
group, as required. [

For elements u,v € S, the relation P, , is defined on S as
(z,y) € Puy & ur =vy(z,y € 5).
and Ag denotes the diagonal congruence, i.e. Ag = {(s,s)|s € S}.
Lemma 2.13. Let S be a monoid. Then:
(1) (Vs e S)PisokerAgo Py =AgN(sS x s5);
(2) (Vu,v,s € S)(Vn € N)
(Puw CPisokerAsoPs1 A us" =uvs") <
((s"S xs"S)NAg C P, C (55 x85)NAg));
Proof. (1). Let l1,l2 € S. Then:
((l1,12) € Pigoker Ao Pg;) < <(3y1,y2 € S)(l,y1) € Pis A (y1,y2) €
ker As A (y2,l2) € Ps1) <= ((Fy1,y2 € S) i = sy1 A sy1 = sya A sys =
12) < ((Elyl,yg € S) [y = sy = sys = lz) < <(ll,l2) € AgnN (SS X SS)),

as required.
(2). First we suppose that P,, C P;sokerA; o Ps; and us™ = vs", for

u,v,s € S and n € N, we show that:
(s"S xs"S)NAg C P, C (55 xs5)NAg.

By (1), it is obvious that P, , C (sS x s5) N Ag. Now let (I1,1l2) € (s™S x
s"S) N Ag. Then there exist y1,y2 € S such that [ = s"y; = s"ya = lo.
Thus the equality us™ = vs™ implies that

uly = us"y1 = us"ys = vs"ys = vis.
Thus (l1,l2) € Py, and so

(s"S xs"S)NAg C P,, C(sS xsS)NAg,
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as required.
For the other side, using (1), we have P,, C P; ¢ oker A\s o Ps; and since
(s",s™) € (s"S x s"S)NAg C P, ,, we have us™ = vs". O

Proposition 2.14. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiv-
alent:

1) all fg-weakly injective right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

(

(2) all weakly injective right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);
(3) all ingective right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

(4) all cofree right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P);

(5) (Vs € S)(Fu,v € S)(In € N)

ker A\, =ker A\, = Ag AN Py, C PisokerAsoPs1 A us™ =vs™
(6) (Vs € S)(Fu,v € S)(In € N)

ker Ay, =ker \, = Ag A Py gnokerAgn o Py C Py, C

Py goker Ao Ps1;
(7) (Vs € S)(Ju,v € §)(In € N)

ker A\, =ker A\, = Ag A (s"S xs"S)NAs C P,, C

(sS x s5)N Ag.

Proof. Implications (1) = (2) = (3) = (4) are obvious.
Implications (5) <= (6) <= (7) are true, by Lemma 2.13.
(4) = (5). Suppose that all cofree right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P),
Sy, Sy are the sets, where |Si| = |S2| = |S], and o : S — S1, 5: 5 — S
are bijections.
Let s € S, X = S/ker \s U S; U Sy and define the mappings f,g: S — X
as

(@) = { [Ylkera,  if there exists y € S;x = sy

a(x) ifxeS\sS.

(z) = [Yker A, if there exists y € S;x = sy
N7 Bla) if 2 € 9\ sS.
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We show that f is well-defined. For this, we suppose that sy; = sy, for
y1,y2 € S, hence (y1,y2) € kerAs and so [y1]kerr. = [Y2]kern,, that is,
f(sy1) = f(sy2) and so f is well-defined. Similarly, g is well-defined. Since
fs = gs, and X° = {h : S — X| h is mapping} satisfies Condition (G-
PW P), there exist a mapping h : S — X, u,v € S and n € N, such that
f = hu, g = hv and us™ = vs". Let (I1,l2) € ker A\, for l1,l2 € S, then

uly = uly = f(ll) = (hu)(ll) = h(ull) = h(ulg) = (hu)lg = f(lz) =
f(ll) = f(lg) = l,lbesS V l,ls € S\SS
if 11,03 € S\ sS, then
a(ll) = f(ll) = f(lg) = Oé(lg) = ll = lg.

If 11,15 € 55, then there exist y;,y2 € S such that | = sy; and ls = syo,
hence

f(l1) = f(sy1) = [Wilkerrs» f(l2) = f(5y2) = [Y2]ker A,
f(l1) = f(l2) = Wilkerrs = [W2)kera, = (y1,%2) € ker g
sy1r = sy2 = 1 =l

thus the equality f(l;) = f(l2) implies that [; = l2, and ker A\, = Ag.
Analogously, the equality ¢ = hv implies that ker A, = Ag. Suppose now
that (z,y) € P, . Then uz = vy, and so

f(z) = (hu)(z) = h(uz) = h(vy) = (hv)y = g(y) = f(z)=g(y).

The last equality implies that z,y € sS and so there exist ¢1,t5 € S such
that © = st;, y = stg, hence f(z) = [t1]kerr, and g(y) = [t2]kerr,- Thus

f@)=9) = [ti)kerr, = [t2]kern, = (t1,t2) € ker A,
and so we have
(Ji,tl) € Pl,s VAN (tl,tz) € ker A\g A (tg,y) € Ps,l

= (x,y) € PisokerAsoPs; = P,, C P soker)soP;;.
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(7) = (1). Suppose that Ag is an fg-weakly injective right S-act and let
as = a's, for a,a’ € Ag and s € S. By assumption, there exist u,v € S and
n € N, such that

ker A\, =ker A, = Ag, (s"S xs"S)NAgC P,, C(s5 xs5)NAg.
Define the mapping ¢ : uS UvS — A, such that for every x € uS UvS,

(z) = ap  if there exists pe S; x = up
AT = a'q if there exists p € S; z = vq

First we show that ¢ is well-defined. If there exist p;,p2 € S such that
up1 = ups, then

(p1,p2) Eker Ay =Ag = p1=p2 = ap1 = apz
If there exist q1,q2 € S, such that vq; = vge, then
(qi,2) €ker\y =Ag = q1=q = da=dg

If there exist p, ¢ € S such that up = vq, then (p,q) € P, C (sSxsS)NAg
and so there exist l1,lo € S such that p = sly = slo = ¢, which implies that

ap = asly = asly = a'sly = d'q.

Thus, ¢ is well-defined, and obviously it is a homomorphism. Since, by
assumption, Ag is an fg-weakly injective right S-act, there exists an exten-
sion ¢ : S — Ag of ¢. If ” = 1(1), then a = ¢(u) = ¥(u) = Y(1)u = a"u
and o' = p(v) =P (v) = Y(1)v = av. Also, by assumption,

(s",8") e (s"S xs"S)NAg C Py, = us" =ws",
hence Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P), as required. ]

Notice that in Proposition 2.14, ker A\, = ker A\, = Ag if and only if u
and v is left cancellable.

Corollary 2.15. Let S be a monoid such that the set of all left cancellable
elements are commutative. Then all cofree right S-acts satisfy Condition
(G-PW P) if and only if S is a group.
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Proof. Necessity. Suppose that all cofree right S-acts satisfy Condition (G-
PW P). By Proposition 2.14, for every s € S there exist u,v € S and n € N
such that

ker Ay, =ker A\, = Ag A (s"S xs"S)NAgC P,, C(s5 xs5)NAg.
Thus v and v are left cancellable and so, by assumption, uv = vu. Hence,
(v,u) € Puy C(sS xsS)NAg=u=v
Ag Cker Ay =Py =Py C(sS xs5)NAg CAg
= ker A\, = Ag = (85 xs5)NAg C sS xsS

= (1,1) e Ag CsSxsS=3JxeS,1=sx

Thus s§ = S, and so S is a group, as required.
Sufficiency is true, by Proposition 2.7. ]

Notice that, Corollary 2.15 holds for any monoid S with C;(S) C C(S)
or C(S5) =5 (C(9) is the center of ).

Corollary 2.16. Let S be a finite monoid. Then all cofree right S-acts
satisfy Condition (G-PW P) if and only if S is a group.

Proof. Necessity. By Proposition 2.14, for every s € S there exist u,v € S
and n € N such that

ker A\, =ker A\, = Ag A (s"S xs"S)NAg C P,, C((sS xs5)NAg).
On the other hand
uS = S/kerh, = S/Ag = S = uS =S = |uS|=|9|

Since uS C S and S is finite we have ©S = S. Thus there exists x € S such
that ux = v, and so we have

(,1) € Py C(sSxsS)NAsg=z=1=>u=nv.

Now a similar argument as in the proof of Corollary 2.15 shows that sS = S.
That is, S is a group, as required.
Sufficiency is obvious, by Proposition 2.7. ]
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Corollary 2.17. Let S be a monoid and suppose every left cancellable ele-
ment of S has a right inverse. Then all cofree right S-acts satisfy Condition
(G-PW P) if and only if S is a group.

Proof. Since, by assumption, uS = S, for any u € Cj(.5), a similar argument
as in the proof of Corollary 2.16 can be used. (]

Notice that, for finite monoids, every left cancellable element has a right
inverse.

Corollary 2.18. Let S be an idempotent monoid. Then all cofree right
S-acts satisfy Condition (G-PW P) if and only if S = {1}.

Proof. Necessity. If e € S, then, by Proposition 2.14, there exist u,v € S
such that
ker A, = ker A, = Ag, P,, = (S x eS) N Ag.

Thus (u,1) € ker A\, = Ag, which implies that v = 1, similarly v = 1. So
we have

Ag=ker\; =P, , =P, = (eSS xeS)NAg C (eS x eS)

Then (1,1) € Ag C (eS x eS) implies that there exists © € S such that
ex =1, and so e = 1, that is, S = {1}, as required.
Sufficiency is clear. ]

So far there is no characterization of monoids for which (fg-weak, weak)
injectivity or cofreeness imply Condition (PW P). For a characterization of
these monoids see the following corollary.

Corollary 2.19. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(1) all fg-weakly injective right S-acts satisfy Condition (PW P);

(2) all weakly injective right S-acts satisfy Condition (PW P);

(3) all injective right S-acts satisfy Condition (PW P);
)

(4) all cofree right S-acts satisfy Condition (PW P);
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(5) (Vs € 8)(Ju,v € S)
(ker Ay, =ker Ay = Ag A P, =P s0okerAgo Ps1);

(6) (Vs € S5)(Ju,v e S)
(ker Ay, =ker A\, = Ag A P,, = (55 x s5)NAg).

Proof. Apply Proposition 2.14, for n = 1. ]

Recall from [8] that, a right S-act Ag satisfies Condition (P) if as = d't,
for a,a’ € Ag, s,t € S, there exist a” € Ag, u,v € S such that a = a"u,
a’' = a"v and us = vt. Also we recall from [4] that a right S-act Ag satisfies
Condition (P') if as = a't and sz = tz, for a,a’ € Ag, s,t,z € S, imply that
there exist a” € Ag and u,v € S, such that a = a”u, a’ = a”v and us = vt.

We know that

WPF = WKF = PWKF = TKF = (PWP) = (G-PWP)
WPF = (P) = (WP)= (PWP) = (G-PWP)
(P)= (P') = (PWP) = (G-PWP).
Now, let (U) be a property of acts that can be stand for WPF, WKF,

PWKF, TKF, (P), (WP), (P) or (PWP), then, by Corollaries 2.15,
2.16, 2.17 and [11, Proposition 9], we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.20. Let S be a monoid for which one of the following condi-
tions is satisfied:

(1) Ci(S) is commutative;
(2) S is finite;
(3) ¢S =9, for every c € Ci(S).

Then all cofree right S-acts satisfy Condition (U) if and only if S is a
group.

Corollary 2.21. Let S be an idempotent monoid and let (U) be a property
of acts that can be stand for free, projective generator, projective, strongly
flat, WPF, WKF, PWKF, TKF, (P), (WP), (P") or (PWP). Then all
cofree right S-acts satisfy Condition (U) if and only if S = {1}.
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Proof. By Corollary 2.18, it is obvious. ]

By Proposition 2.3, Sg and ©g satisfy Condition (G-PW P) for any
monoid S. But ©g is faithful if and only if S = {1}, and Sg is strongly
faithful if and only if S is left cancellative. Thus Condition (G-PW P) of acts
does not imply (strong) faithfulness in general. The following proposition
gives a characterization of monoids S for which Condition (G-PW P) of
right S-acts implies (strong) faithfulness.

Proposition 2.22. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiv-
alent:

(1) all right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are (strongly) faithful;

(2) all finitely generated right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are
(strongly) faithful;

(3) all cyclic right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are (strongly)
faithful;

(4) all Rees factor right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are (strongly)
faithful;
(5) S={1}.

Proof. Implications (1) = (2) = (3) = (4) and (5) = (1) are obvious.
(4) = (5). Since Og = §/Sg satisfies Condition (G-PW P), it is (strongly)
faithful, and so S = {1}. O

Example 2.2, shows that Condition (G-PW P) of acts does not imply
freeness and projective generator. For a characterization of monoids when
this is the case see the following proposition.

Proposition 2.23. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiv-
alent:

(1) all right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are free;

(2) all right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are projective genera-
tors;
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(3) all finitely generated right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are
free;

(4) all finitely generated right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are
projective generators;

(5) all cyclic right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are free;

(6) all cyclic right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are projective
generators;

(7) all monocyclic right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are free;

(8) all monocyclic right S-acts satisfying Condition (G-PW P) are pro-
jective generators;

(9) S ={1}.

Proof. Implications (1) = (2) = (4) = (6) = (8), (1) = (3) = (5) = (7),
(3) = (4), (5) = (6), (7) = (8) and (9) = (1) are obvious.
(8) = (9): By [8, IV, 12.8], it is obvious. O

We recall from [8] that an element s € S is called left almost regular
if there exist r,71,...,7m, S1,52,...,Sm € S and right cancellable elements
C1,C2,...,Cm € S such that

S§1C1 = ST'1

§2C2 = 8172

SmCm = Sm—1Tm
S = 8;,TS.

A monoid S is called left almost regular if all its elements are left almost
regular.

Also recall from [3] that a right S-act Ag satisfies Condition (PW FP,)
if ae = d'e, for a,a’ € Ag and e € E(S), implies that there exist o’ € Ag
and u,v € S, such that a = a"u, @’ = a’v and ue = wve. It is obvious
that Condition (PW P) implies Condition (PW P.). Also, for idempotent


http://www.sid.ir

On condition (G-PW P) 7

monoids, Conditions (PW P) and (PW P,) coincide and if E(S) = {1}, then
all right S-acts satisfy Condition (PW P.). If S = (N,.) be the monoid of
natural numbers with multiplication, then, by Proposition 2.7, there exists
at least a right S-act Ag which does not satisfy Condition (G-PW P). But
Ag satisfies Condition (PW P,), because E(S) = {1}. So in general Condi-
tion (PW P.) does not imply Condition (G-PW P).

The following proposition shows that for a (right) left almost regular monoid
S Conditions (PW P), (G-PW P) of (left) right S-acts are equivalent to tor-
sion freeness and Condition (PW P,) of them. That is,

(PWP) <= (G-PWP) <= TF A (PWP,)

Proposition 2.24. Let S be a left almost reqular monoid. Then for a right
S-act Ag, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) Ag satisfies Condition (PW P);
(2) Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P);
(3) Ag is torsion free and satisfies Condition (PW P,).

Proof. Implication (1) = (2) is obvious.

(2) = (3): Suppose that Ag satisfies Condition (G-PW P). Then, obviously,
Ag is torsion free. Now let ae = d’e, for a,a’ € Ag and e € E(S). Then
there exist a” € Ag, u,v € S and n € N such that a = d"u, a’ = a"v
and ue™ = ve™. The last equality implies that ue = ve, and so Ag satisfies
Condition (PW P,).

(3) = (1): Let Ag be a torsion free right S-act which satisfies Condition
(PWP,). Let as = a's, for a,a’ € Ag and s € S. Since S is left almost
regular, there exist elements r,rq, ..., mm, S1, ..., S;m € S and right cancellable
elements ¢y, ..., ¢, € S such that

S§1C1 = ST'1

8§2C2 = 8172

SmCm = Sm—1Tm
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S = STS.

Hence
as1c1 = asry = CLIST'l = a/8101,

and so as; = a’s7. Also,
asycy = asiry = a's1ry = a’saco,

which implies that asy = a’so. Continuing this procedure, we obtain that
as; = a's;, for 1 < i < m. On the other hand we have

§1C1 = ST1 = S;,T"ST1 = S;,TS1C1 = S1 = SyuT'S1.

Continuing this procedure, we have s, = s,7s;, and so e = s,,r is an
idempotent. Now the equality as,, = da’s,, implies that as,,r = da’s,,r, that
is, ae = a’e and so there exist a” € Ag and u,v € S such that a = a"u,
a’ = a”’v and ue = ve. The last equality implies that ues = ves, that is,
us = vs and so Ag satisfies Condition (PW P), as required. ]

3 Characterization by condition (G-PW P) on diagonal acts

Here we give a characterization of monoids coming from some special classes,
by Condition (G-PWP) of their diagonal acts. The right S-act S x S
equipped with the right S-action (s,t)u = (su,tu), s,t,u € S is called the
diagonal act of monoid S and is denoted by D(S).

Let S be a monoid and s € S. Define
L(s,s) = {(u,v) € D(5)|us = vs}.
It is obvious that L(s,s) is a left S-act.

Proposition 3.1. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(1) for any non-empty set I, (S!)g satisfies Condition (G-PW P);

(2) (Vs € 9)(Ju,v e S,neN) L(s,s) C S(u,v) C L(s",s").
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Proof. (1) = (2): Suppose that S! satisfies Condition (G-PW P) for any
non-empty set I and let s € S. It is obvious that (s,s) € L(s,s) and so
L(s,s) # 0. Thus we can assume that L(s,s) = {(x;,y;)|i € I}, where
x;s = y;s, for i € I, thus (z;)7s = (y;)rs in (ST)g and so, by assumption,
there exist (w;); € (ST)g, u,v € S and n € N such that (z;); = (w;)u,
(yi)r = (w;)rv and us™ = vs™. Hence (x;,y;) = w;(u,v), for i € I, which
implies that (z;,y;) € S(u,v), for i € I. Thus L(s,s) € S(u,v). On the
other hand the equality us™ = vs" implies that (u,v) € L(s",s"), and so
S(u,v) C L(s™,s™).

(2) = (1): Let (x:)18 = (yi)1s, for (x;)1, (yi);1 € (ST)s and s € S. Then
there exist u,v € S and n € N such that

L(s,s) € S(u,v) C L(s",s").

The equality x;s = y;s, i € I, implies that (z;,y;) € L(s,s), i € I and so
there exist w; € S, i € I, such that (x;,y;) = w;(u,v). That is, z; = w;u
and y; = wyv, @ € I. Thus (z;); = (w;)ju and (y;); = (w;);v. Since
(u,v) € S(u,v) C L(s",s"), we have us” = vs" and so (S!)g satisfies
Condition (G-PW P), as required. ]

Corollary 3.2. For any monoid S, the following statements are equivalent:
(1) for any non-empty set I, (S')g satisfies Condition (PW P);
(2) for every s € S, L(s,s) is a cyclic left S-act.

Proof. Apply Proposition 3.1, for n = 1. []

Proposition 3.3. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(1) for every k € N, (S*)g satisfies Condition (G-PW P);
(2) D(S) satisfies Condition (G-PW P);
(3) (Vs € 9)(Vk € N)(V(xs,y:) € L(s,s), 1 <i<k)(Fu,veS)(IneN)

(@i, yi) € S(u,v) C L(s",s"), 1 <i<k);
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(4) (Vs € S)(Y(x1,y1), (z2,y2) € L(s,))(Tu,v € S)(In € N)
((zi,9:) € S(u,v) € L(s",s"), 1 <i<2).
Proof. Implications (1) = (2) and (3) = (4) are obvious.
(2) = (4): Suppose that D(S) satisfies Condition (G-PW P) and let
(1,51), (22,52) € L(s, ),

for x1,y1,x2,y2,5 € S. Then x15 = y15 and x3s = yos, which imply that
(x1,22)s = (y1,y2)s. Thus, by assumption, there exist wy,ws,u,v € S and
n € N such that

(1, 2) = (w1, w2)u, (y1,y2) = (w1, w2)v, us" = vs"

= 1 = wWiu, Y1 = wWiv, T2 = Wal, Yz = W2.

Thus we have

(x4, y;) = wi(u,v) € S(u,v) C L(s",s"), i =1,2.

(3) = (1): Let (z1,22,...,zk)s = (Y1, Y2, ..., Yk )S, where z;,y; € S, 1 < i < k.
Then (z;,y;) € L(s,s),1 <i <k, and so, by assumption, there exist u,v € S
and n € N such that

(xi,yi) € S(u,v) C L(s",s"), 1 <i<k.
Thus there exists w; € S such that
(x4, yi) = wi(u,v), us" =wvs", 1 <i <Kk,

and so

(21,22, .., ) = (W1, Wy «ooy W)Uy (Y1, Y2,y -, Y ) = (W1, W2, ..., W)V, us™ = vs".
Hence (S*)g satisfies Condition (G-PW P), as required.
(4) = (3): Let s€ S and k € N.
If k=1and (x1,y1) € L(s,s), then 18 = y;s. Since x; = 1lx; and y; = 1y,
we have

(ml,y1) € S(z1,y1) C L(s, s).
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If £ = 2, then it is true, by assumption.

Now let k£ > 2, and suppose the assertion is valid for every value less than k.
Suppose also that (z;,y;) € L(s,s), for 1 < i < k. Then (z;,y;) € L(s,s),
for 1 < ¢ < k imply that there exist wi,ws € S and n; € N, such that
(xi,y;) € S(wi,wy) € L(s™,s™), 1 < i < k. On the other hand, since
(-1, Yk—1), (Tk, Yr) € L(s, s), there exist wj, w3 € S and nj € N such that

($k—1ayk—1)7 (xkayk) € S(w;w;) C L(Snisni)'

First we suppose that n < n;. Then obviously, L(s"1,s™) C L(s™,s™),
which implies that

(w1, wa), (W], wy) € L(s", s™).
By assumption, there exist u,v € S and n € N (obviously n; < n) such that
(w1, w2), (Wi, w3) € S(u,v) C L(s"™, s").
Thus S(w1,w2) U S(wi,ws) C S(u,v) C L(s",s"™), and so
(xi,y;) € S(u,v) C L(s",s™), 1 <i<k.
A similar argument can be used if n; < nj. O

Recall that a right S-act Ag is locally cyclic if every finitely generated
subact of Ag is contained within a cyclic subact of Ag.

Corollary 3.4. For any monoid S, the following statements are equivalent:
(1) for every k € N, (S¥)g satisfies Condition (PW P);
(2) D(S) satisfies Condition (PW P);
(3) for every s € S, L(s,s) is locally cyclic.

Proof. Apply Proposition 3.3, for n = 1. ]

Proposition 3.5. Let S be a commutative monoid. Then, the following
statements are equivalent:

(1) D(S) satisfies Condition (PW P);
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(2) D(S) satisfies Condition (G-PW P);
(3) S is cancellative.

Proof. Implications (1) = (2) and (3) = (1) are obvious.
(2) = (3): Let zc = ye, for z,y,c € S. Then (1,z)c = (1,y)c in D(S),
and so there exist a,b,u,v € S and n € N, such that (1,2) = (a,b)u,
(1,y) = (a,b)v and uc™ = vc™. Thus x = bu, y = bv and au = av = 1 and
SO

x = bu = blu = bavu = bvau = yl = y.

Thus S is a right cancellative monoid, as required. [

Proposition 3.6. For any monoid S, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(1) D(S) satisfies Condition (PW P) and |E(S)| < 2;
(2) D(S) satisfies Condition (G-PW P) and |E(S)| < 2;
(3) S is right cancellative.

Proof. Implication (1) = (2) is obvious.

(2) = (3): Let zc = yc, for z,y,c € S. Then (1,z)c = (1,y)c in D(S).
Since D(S) satisfies Condition (G-PW P), there exist a,b,u,v € S and
n € N, such that (1,z) = (a,b)u, (1,y) = (a,b)v and uc™ = vc”. Thus
au = av = 1, and so ua and va are idempotents. If ua = va, then uau = vau
and so u = v. Thus x = bu = bv = y. If ua # va, then either ua = 1 or
va = 1. For example if ua = 1, then we have v = 1v = uav = ul = u, and
so x = bu = bv = y. Thus S is a right cancellative monoid, as required.

(3) = (1): If S is right cancellative, then obviously D(S) satisfies Condition
(PWP) and so |E(5)| = 1. O

Proposition 3.7. For an idempotent monoid S, the following statements
are equivalent:

(1) D(S) satisfies Condition (PW P);
(2) D(S) satisfies Condition (G-PW P);
(3) S ={1}.
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Proof. Implications (1) = (2) and (3) = (1) are obvious.
(2) = (3): Let s € S. Then (1,s)s = (s,1)s in D(S). Since D(S) satisfies
Condition (G-PW P) there exist a,b,u,v € S and n € N such that (1,s)
(a,b)u, (s,1) = (a,b)v and us™ = vs™. Thus 1 = au and so a = u =
Similarly, v = 1, and so s = av = 1. That is, S = {1}, as required.

O =
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