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Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to compute the non-zero semi-
group determinant of the class of finite semigroups in which every two
idempotents commute. This class strictly contains the class of finite
semigroups that have central idempotents and the class of finite inverse
semigroups. This computation holds significance in the context of the
extension of the MacWilliams theorem for codes over semigroup alge-
bras.

1. Introduction

In the 1880s, Dedekind introduced the concept of the group determinant
of finite groups and with Frobenius, began to study it in depth. At the
same time, Smith also examined this concept, but in a different way, as
outlined in [15]. This study involved the investigation of the determinant of
a G ×G matrix, where the entry at the (g,h) position is xgh, with G being
a finite group and the xk are variables, for all k in G. Additionally, the
study has been expanded to include finite semigroups with various research
objectives [19, 11, 21]. An application of the semigroup determinant for
finite semigroups is the extension of the MacWilliams theorem for codes
over a finite field to chain rings. Linear codes over a finite Frobenius ring
have the extension property (see [20]). The non-zero semigroup determinant
is an essential component in this application. It is only non-zero when CS

is a Frobenius algebra, which also means that it is unital. This fact is
demonstrated by Theorem 2.1 in [17] or Proposition 18 in Chapter 16 of
[12].

In the paper [17] by Steinberg, he provides a factorization of the semi-
group determinant of commutative semigroups. The semigroup determinant
is either zero or it factors into linear polynomials. Steinberg describes the
factors and their multiplicities explicitly. This work was a continuation of
previous studies on commutative semigroups with Frobenius semigroup al-
gebras by Ponizovskĭı [13] and Wenger [18]. Steinberg also showed that
the semigroup determinant of an inverse semigroup can be computed as the
semigroup determinant of a finite groupoid.
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The aim of the current paper is to understand under what conditions the
determinant of a semigroup lying in the pseudovariety ECOM is non-zero
and to study its factorization. Essentially, it wishes to develop the ideas in
Steinberg’s paper [17]. In [17], the determinant of semigroups with central
idempotents has been examined for the purpose of providing a factorization
of commutative semigroups. The pseudovariety ECOM is, by a celebrated
result of Ash, precisely the pseudovariety generated by finite inverse semi-
groups. This is a larger class than that of the semigroups with central idem-
potents and also of inverse semigroups discussed in [17]. Then, this fact
makes it a natural object of study.

We defines a partial order relation for this class of finite semigroups. This
relation extends the natural partial ordering of the idempotents within the
semigroup. This partial order relation is crucial for examining the determi-
nant of these semigroups. We then identify semigroups in this class with
a non-zero determinant, studying their factorizations. Our identification is
more specific for this class of semigroups.

The paper is organized as follows. We begin with a preliminary section
on semigroups and determinant of a semigroup. We present a partial order
relation on the semigroups of the pseudovariety ECOM and investigate their
properties. We then proceed to compute the determinant of finite semigroups
within this pseudovariety. To demonstrate the method, several examples are
provided, and their calculations are performed using programs developed in
C#. These examples are discussed in an appendix at the end of the paper.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Semigroups. For standard notation and terminology relating to semi-
groups, we refer the reader to [1, Chap. 5], [5, Chaps. 1-3] and [14, Appendix
A].

Let S a finite semigroup. Let a, b ∈ S. We say that a R b if aS1 = bS1,
a L b if S1a = S1b and a H b if a R b and a L b. Also, we say that a J b,
if S1aS1 = S1bS1. Please observe that the symbol 1 in notation S1 does
not denote any specific element of S. If S possesses an identity element,
then S1 = S. However, if S lacks an identity element, S1 = S ∪ 1, forming a
semigroup with 1 as its identity element. The relations R,L , H and J
are Green’s relations, named after Green [9]. We call Ra,La,Ha and Ja,
respectively, the R,L ,H and J -class containing a. Also, we have aL̃ b if
and only if a and b have the same set of idempotent right identities, that is,
ae = a if and only if be = b in the sense Fountain et al. [6]. The relation R̃ is
defined dually, and H̃ = L̃ ∧R̃. We write L̃s, R̃s and H̃s for the equivalence
classes of s of these relations, respectively. For further results regarding this
object see [10].

An element e of S is called idempotent if e2 = e. The set of all idempotents
of S is denoted by E(S). An idempotent e of S is the identity of the monoid
eSe. The group of units Ge of eSe is called the maximal subgroup of S at e.
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A left ideal of a semigroup S is a non-empty subset A of S such that
SA ⊆ A. A right ideal of S is defined dually, with the condition AS ⊆ A.
An ideal of S is a subset of S that is both a left and a right ideal. The
semigroup S is inverse if, for all s ∈ S, there is a unique element s−1 ∈ S such
that ss−1s = s and s−1ss−1 = s−1. For an elements s ∈ S, sω is the limit of
the sequence (sn!)n.

A pseudovariety of semigroups is a class of finite semigroups that is closed
under taking subsemigroups, homomorphic images, and finite direct prod-
ucts. The pseudovariety S consists of all finite semigroups, while the pseu-
dovariety G is the class of all finite groups, Sl and Com are the pseudova-
rieties of all finite, respectively, semilattices and commutative semigroups.
The operator E associates a pseudovariety V to the class of finite semigroups
such that the subsemigroup generated by the idempotents of the semigroup
belongs to V, which can be written as

EV = {S ∈ S ∣ ⟨E(S)⟩ ∈ V}.

If a finite semigroup S is a member of ECom, then the subsemigroup gen-
erated by the idempotents of S is equal to the set of idempotents of S.
Therefore, the pseudovariety ESl is equal to the pseudovariety ECom. By
a celebrated result of Ash [2], the pseudovariety generated by finite inverse
semigroups is precisely the pseudovariety ECom.

2.2. Incidence Algebras and Möbius Functions. Let (P,≤) be a finite
partially ordered set (poset). The incidence algebra of P over C, which we
denote CJP K, is the algebra of all functions f ∶P × P → C such that

f(x, y) ≠ 0⇒ x ≤ y

equipped with the convolution product

(f ∗ g)(x, y) = ∑
x≤z≤y

f(x, z)g(z, y).

The convolution identity is the delta function δ given by

δ(x, y) =
⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1 if x = y
0 otherwise.

The zeta function, denoted as ζP , of the poset P is an element of CJP K given
by

ζP (x, y) =
⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1 if x ≤ y
0 otherwise.

The function ζP is upper triangular with ones on the diagonal with respect to
any linear order extending P . Therefore, ζP has an inverse over the integers
called the Möbius function, represented by µP . In instances where the poset
P is clear from context, the subscript P will be omitted.
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Let f be a function from P to C. By Applying Möbius inversion, if g is the
function from P to C given by g(x) = ∑

y≤x
f(y) then f(x) = ∑

y≤x
µP (y,x)g(y),

for every x ∈ P .
We recommend that the reader refer to [16] for further information on this

section.

2.3. Determinant of a semigroup. For standard notation and terminol-
ogy relating to finite dimensional algebras, the reader is referred to [3] and
[4].

A based algebra is a finite dimensional complex algebra A with a dis-
tinguished basis B. We often refer to the pair of the algebra and its basis
as (A,B). The multiplication in the algebra is determined by its structure
constants with respect to the basis B defined by the equations

bb′ = ∑
b′′∈B

cb′′,b,b′b
′′

where b, b′ ∈ B and cb′′,b,b′ ∈ C. Let XB = {xb ∣ b ∈ B} be a set of variables in
bijection with B. These structure constants can be represented in a matrix
called the Cayley table, which is a B × B matrix with elements from the
polynomial ring C[XB]. It is defined as a B × B matrix over C[XB] with
entries given by

C(A,B)b,b′ = ∑
b′′∈B

cb′′,b,b′xb′′ .

The determinant of this matrix, denoted by θ(A,B)(XB), is either identically
zero or a homogeneous polynomial of degree ∣B∣.

Let S be a finite semigroup. The semigroup C-algebra CS consists of all
the formal sums ∑

s∈S
λss, where λs ∈ C and s ∈ S, with the multiplication

defined by the formula

(∑
s∈S

λss) ⋅ (∑
t∈S

µtt) = ∑
u=st∈S

λsµtu.

Note that CS is a finite dimensional C-algebra with basis S. If A = CS and
B = S, then the Cayley table of C(S) = C(CS,S) is the S × S matrix over
C[XS] with C(S)s,s′ = xss′ where XS = {xs ∣ s ∈ S} is a set of variables in
bijection with S. We denote the determinant C(CS,S) by θS(XS) and call
it the (Dedekind-Frobenius) semigroup determinant of S. If the semigroup
S is fixed, we often write X instead of XS . For more information on this
topic, the reader is referred to [7], [12, Chapter16] and [17].

The contracted semigroup algebra of a semigroup S with a zero element
0 on the complex numbers is defined as C0S = CS/C0; note that C0 is a
one-dimensional two-sided ideal. This algebra can be thought of as having
a basis consisting of the non-zero elements of S and having multiplication
that extends that of S, but with the zero of the semigroup being identified
with the zero of the algebra. The contracted semigroup determinant of S,
denoted by θ̃S , is the determinant of C̃(S) = C(C0S,S ∖{0}), where C̃(S)s,t
is equal to xst if st ≠ 0 and 0 otherwise. Let X̃ =XS∖{0} if S is understood.
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Steinberg in [17] provides a theorem regarding the behavior of the parat-
rophic determinant under isomorphism (or change of basis). We mention it
as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Let (A,B) and (A′,B′) be based algebras and let f ∶A → A′

be a C-algebra homomorphism. Let P be the B′ × B matrix of f with re-
spect to the bases B and B′. Let f̃ ∶C[XB] → C[XB′] be the homomorphism
xb ↦ ∑

b′∈B′
Pb′,bxb′ induced by f (note that f̃(xb) is a linear homogeneous

polynomial). Then f̃(C(A,B)) = P TC(A′,B′)P . Therefore, if f is an iso-
morphism, θ(A,B) = det(P )2f̃−1(θ(A′,B′)).

According to Proposition 2.7 in [17] (the idea mentioned in [21]), there is
a connection between the contracted semigroup determinant and the semi-
group determinant of a semigroup S with a zero element. There is a C-
algebra isomorphism between the C-algebra CS and the product algebra
C0S × C0, which sends s ∈ S to (s,0). Put ys = xs − x0 for s ≠ 0 and let
Y = {ys ∣ s ∈ S ∖ {0}}. Then θS(X) = x0θ̃S(Y ). Therefore, θ̃S(X̃) can be
obtained from θS(X)/x0 by replacing x0 with 0.

3. The relation ≪

There are necessary conditions are given for a semigroup S to have a non-
zero θS(X), as stated in [17]. If θS(X) is not equal to 0, then the semigroup
algebra CS is a unital algebra, according to Theorem 2.1 in [17]. Further-
more, if θS(X) is not equal to 0, then S satisfies the condition described
in (⋆) below, as stated in Corollary 2.4 in [17]:

(⋆) For each element s in S, the number of elements of S fixed by s under
left and right multiplication is the same.

Let S be a semigroup. We define the functions ϕ∗ and ϕ+ from S to the
power set of E(S) as follows:

ϕ∗(s) = {e ∈ E(S) ∣ se = s} and ϕ+(s) = {e ∈ E(S) ∣ es = s}.

Lemma 3.1. If S is finite and CS is a unital algebra, then the subsets ϕ∗(s)
and ϕ+(s) are non-empty, for every s ∈ S.

Proof. Let S = {s1, . . . , sn} and s ∈ S. Let 1S = c1s1 + ⋯ + cnsn, for some
c1, . . . , cn ∈ C, be the identity of the algebra CS. Since s1S = s, there exists
an integer 1 ≤ i ≤ n such that ci ≠ 0 and ssi = s. Then, we have ssωi = s. It
follows that sωi ∈ ϕ

∗(s) and, thus, we get that ϕ∗(s) ≠ ∅
Similarly, we have ϕ+(s) ≠ ∅. �

For the rest of this section, we will assume that S belongs to the pseu-
dovariety ECom and S satisfies the following conditions designated as (⋆⋆):

(1) S satisfies Condition (⋆);
(2) the semigroup algebra CS is a unital algebra.



6 M.H. SHAHZAMANIAN

The elements of E(S) commute, so we have E(S) = ⟨E(S)⟩. Hence,
E(S) is a meet semilattice with respect to the ordering e ≤ f , if ef = e. By
Lemma 3.1, the subsets ϕ∗(s) and ϕ+(s) are non-empty. Since E(S) is a
meet semilattice, ϕ∗(s) and ϕ+(s) have unique minimum elements respect
to the ordering ≤ which are denoted by s∗ and s+, respectively.

Note that, s∗ = t∗ if and only if ϕ∗(s) = ϕ∗(t), and s+ = t+ if and only
if ϕ+(s) = ϕ+(t). Then, the equivalence relations L̃ , R̃ and H̃ can be
described as follows:

(1) sL̃ t if s∗ = t∗;
(2) sR̃t if s+ = t+;
(3) sH̃ t if s∗ = t∗ and s+ = t+.

Let e be an idempotent of L̃s. We have e = e∗ = s∗. Then s∗ is the unique
idempotent in L̃s. Also, s+ is the unique idempotent in R̃s. Note that, it is
not necessarily true that for an idempotent s ∈ S, s∗ = s+ (as demonstrated
in Example 5.1).

Let s and t be elements of S. Define s ≤∗ t if s = ts∗ and s ≤+ t if
s = s+t. Also, we define s≪ t, if s = s+ts∗. Since the elements within the set
E(S) commute, the relations ≤∗, ≤+ and ≪ are partial orders extending the
ordering ≤. Moreover, the relations ≤∗ and ≤+ are commute.

Proposition 3.2. The following conditions hold:
(1) s ≤∗ t if and only if s = te for some e ∈ E(S), and s ≤+ t if and only

if s = et for some e ∈ E(S).
(2) if s ≤∗ t or s ≤+ t, then s+ ≤ t+ and s∗ ≤ t∗.
(3) s≪ t if and only if there exists an element u in S such that s ≤∗ u ≤+ t

or s ≤+ u ≤∗ t.
(4) if s≪ t, then s+ ≤ t+ and s∗ ≤ t∗.

Proof. (1) Suppose that there exists an idempotent e ∈ E(S) such that s = te.
Hence, we have se = s and, thus s∗ ≤ e. Therefore, we have s = ss∗ = tes∗ =
ts∗. Hence, s ≤∗ t. The converse is true as well, since s∗ ∈ E(S).

Similarly, the proposition holds for the relation ≤+.
(2) First, suppose that s ≤∗ t. Then, we have s = ts∗. Hence, if e ∈ ϕ+(t)

then e ∈ ϕ+(s) and, thus, s+ ≤ t+. Also, if e ∈ ϕ∗(t) then se = ts∗e = tes∗ =
ts∗ = s. Thus, s∗ ≤ t∗.

Similarly, if s ≤+ t, then s+ ≤ t+ and s∗ ≤ t∗.
(3) First, suppose that there exists an elements u in S such that s ≤∗ u ≤+ t

or s ≤+ u ≤∗ t. By symmetry, we may assume that s ≤∗ u ≤+ t. Since s ≤∗ u,
we have s = us∗ and by part (2), we get that s+ ≤ u+. As u ≤+ t, we have
u = u+t and, thus, s = u+ts∗. Therefore, it follows that s = u+ts∗ = s+u+ts∗ =
s+ts∗. If follows that s≪ t.

Now, suppose that s = s+ts∗. Hence, we have s ≤∗ s+t ≤+ t and s ≤+ ts∗ ≤∗

t. The result follows.
(4) Since s≪ t, we have s = s+ts∗. Now, as t = tt∗, we have st∗ = s+ts∗t∗ =

s+tt∗s∗ = s+ts∗ = s. Hence, s∗ ≤ t∗. Similarly, we have s+ ≤ t+. �



THE DETERMINANT OF SEMIGROUPS OF THE PSEUDOVARIETY ECOM 7

If s′ ≪ s and t′ ≪ t, it does not mean that s′t′ ≪ st. The semigroup’s
determinant can be either zero or non-zero, as shown in Examples 5.2 and
5.3.

For an idempotent e ∈ E(S), we define the subsets I∗e = {s ∣ s
∗ < e}

and I+e = {s ∣ s
+ < e}. Note that if s ∈ I∗e , then we have e ∈ ϕ∗(s) and,

if s ∈ I+e , then we have e ∈ ϕ+(s). We have Se = {s ∈ S ∣ se = s} and
eS = {s ∈ S ∣ es = s}. The subsets Se and I∗e are unions of L̃ -classes, with
Se ∖ L̃e = I∗e . Also, the subsets eS and I+e are unions of R̃-classes, with
eS ∖ R̃e = I+e .

Proposition 3.3. The following properties hold:

(1) the subsets I∗e and I+e are left and right ideal of S, respectively.
(2) we have I∗e = ∅ if and only if I+e = ∅.
(3) we have I∗e = ∅ if and only if Se = Le = L̃e where Le is the L -class

of the element e in S.
(4) we have I+e = ∅ if and only if eS = Re = R̃e where Re is the R-class

of the element e in S.

Proof. (1) Let s ∈ I∗e and t ∈ S. Then, we have tss∗ = ts and thus (ts)∗ ≤
s∗ < e. Similarly, I+e is an right ideal of S.

(2) If I∗e ≠ ∅ then there exists an idempotent f ∈ I∗e . Then, we have f < e.
It follows that I+e ≠ ∅. Similarly, if I+e ≠ ∅, then we have I∗e ≠ ∅.

(3) If Se ≠ Le, then there exists an element s ∈ S such that se /∈ Le and,
thus, (se)ω ≠ e. Hence, we have (se)ω < e. Since ((se)ω)∗ = (se)ω, we have
(se)ω ∈ I∗e . Then, I∗e ≠ ∅. Also, if I∗e ≠ ∅, then there exists an idempotent
f ∈ I∗e . So, we have f < e and, thus, fe = f . Now, as f ≠ e, we have
f ∈ Se ∖Le. Then, I∗e = ∅ if and only if, Se = Le.

Now, we prove that I∗e = ∅ if and only if Se = L̃e. Suppose that I∗e ≠ ∅.
Then, again there exists an idempotent f in I∗e and, thus, we have f < e.
Then f ∈ Se ∖ L̃e. Now, suppose that Se ∖ L̃e ≠ ∅. Let se ∈ Se ∖ L̃e. Then,
we have (se)∗ ≠ e and, thus, we have (se)∗ < e. Thus we have I∗e ≠ ∅.

(4) Similar to (3), the statement holds. �

Proposition 3.4. We have E(I∗e ) = E(I+e ) and ∣I
∗
e ∣ = ∣I

+
e ∣. Moreover, we

have ∣L̃e∣ = ∣R̃e∣.

Proof. Let f ∈ E(I∗e ). Then, we have f < e. So f ∈ E(I+e ). Similarly, we
have E(I+e ) ⊆ E(I

∗
e ).

Let n be the largest integer such that there is a chain e1 < e2 < ⋯ < en = e
with e1, . . . , en ∈ E(I∗e ). We show by induction on n that ∣I∗e ∣ = ∣I

+
e ∣. If

n = 1, then we have I∗e = ∅ and by Proposition 3.3.(2), I∗e = I+e . Assume
then that n > 1. Let f ∈ E(I∗e ). By the assumption of the induction, we
have ∣I∗f ∣ = ∣I

+
f ∣. Since Sf = {s ∈ S ∣ sf = s}, fS = {s ∈ S ∣ fs = s} and

S satisfies Condition (⋆), we have ∣Sf ∣ = ∣fS∣. It follows that ∣L̃f ∣ = ∣R̃f ∣.
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Since I∗e = ⋃
f∈E(I∗e )

L̃f and I+e = ⋃
f∈E(I∗e )

R̃f , we have ∣I∗e ∣ = ∣I
+
e ∣. Also, we have

∣L̃e∣ = ∣R̃e∣. �

Note that, we can also conclude that I∗e = ∅ if and only if eSe = Ge = H̃e

where Ge is the maximal subgroup of S at e is the group of units of eSe.
It is generally not true that for an idempotent e ∈ E(S), the subset I∗e

is an ideal (see Example 5.4). Also, it is not necessarily true that for an
idempotent e ∈ E(S), the subset I∗e is a subset of eSe (see Example 5.5).

4. The determinant of finite semigroups of the pseudovariety
ECOM

The relationships ≤+, ≤∗ and ≪ are all coincide when S has central idem-
potents. They can all be represented by ≤, where s ≤ t if there exists an
idempotent e ∈ E(S) such that s = te. Also, we have I∗e = I

+
e , for an idempo-

tent e. We can simplify the notation I∗e to Ie. In this case, for an idempotent
e ∈ E(S), we define H̃0

e as the Rees quotient eSe/Ie if Ie is non-empty. By
Proposition 3.3, if Ie is empty, then H̃0

e = Ge ∪ {z} where z is an adjoined
zero. Note that H̃0

e forms a monoid with identity e and can be identified
with H̃e ∪ {z} where z is a zero and, for a, b ∈ H̃e, we have that

a ⋅ b =
⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

ab, if ab ∈ H̃e

z, else.

The determinant of S when S has central idempotents, as stated in Theo-
rem 6.6 of [17], is computed as follows:

Theorem 4.1. Let S be a finite idempotent semigroup has central idempo-
tents. For s ∈ S, put ys = ∑

t≤s
µS(t, s)xt. Then θS = ∏

e∈E(S)
θ̃H̃0

e
(Ye) where

Ye = {ys ∣ s ∈ H̃e}.

In this paper, our aim is to compute non-zero determinant of semigroups
in ECOM. Using a similar method as in [17] for semigroups has central
idempotents. Then, let S ∈ ECom in this section such that S satisfies Con-
ditions (⋆⋆).

Let Z ∶CS → CS be a map given by Z(s) = ∑
s′≪s

s′ on s ∈ S, with a linear

extension. By applying Möbius inversion, we can establish an inverse for Z,
making it bijective. As mentioned in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. The mapping Z is bijective.

For s and t in S, one recursively defines two sequences sn and tn by

s0 = s, t0 = t

and
sn+1 = snt

+
n, tn+1 = s

∗
ntn.
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Proposition 4.3. We have sn+1 = st+n and tn+1 = s∗nt. Also, we have
s∗n+1, t

+
n+1 ≤ s

∗
n, t
+
n.

Proof. First, we prove that s∗n+1, t
+
n+1 ≤ s

∗
n, t
+
n. Since

sn+1s
∗
n = snt

+
ns
∗
n = sns

∗
nt
+
n = snt

+
n = sn+1,

we have s∗n+1 ≤ s
∗
n. Also, as

sn+1t
+
n = snt

+
nt
+
n = snt

+
n = sn+1,

we have s∗n+1 ≤ t
+
n. Similarly, we have t+n+1 ≤ s

∗
n, t
+
n.

Let us show that sn+1 = st+n and tn+1 = s∗nt by induction on n. The
case n = 0 is clear. Assume then that n > 0, and that the result holds for
smaller values of n. We have sn+1 = snt

+
n. By hypothesis of induction, we

have sn = st+n−1. It follows that sn+1 = st+n−1t
+
n. Now, as t+n ≤ t

+
n−1, we have

sn+1 = st+n. Similarly, we have tn+1 = s∗nt. �

Proposition 4.4. We have sntn = st, for every integer n ≥ 0. Moreover, we
have snetn = set, for every idempotent e.

Proof. By Proposition 4.3, we have sn = st+n−1 and tn = s∗n−1t.
Let us show that st+ms∗mt = st by induction on m ≤ n − 1. First assume

that m = 0. Hence, we have

st+0s
∗
0t = ss

∗
0t
+
0 t = st.

Assume then that m > 0, and that the result holds for smaller values of m.
By hypothesis of induction and Proposition 4.3, we have

st+ms∗mt = st+m−1t
+
ms∗ms∗m−1t = smt+ms∗mtm

= sms∗mt+mtm = smtm = st
+
m−1s

∗
m−1t

= st.

Therefore, we have sntn = st+n−1s
∗
n−1t = st.

Similar as above, we have snetn = set. �

Since S is finite, by Proposition 4.3, there exists an integer m such that
if m ≠ 0, then t+m = s

∗
m and t+m−1 ≠ s

∗
m−1, otherwise t+0 = s

∗
0 . Then, we define

a map
ε∶S × S → E(S)

given by
ε(s, t) = t+m(= s

∗
m).

Then, we have

sm+1 = sm = sε(s, t) and tm+1 = tm = ε(s, t)t.

It follows that (sε(s, t))∗ = (ε(s, t)t)+ = ε(s, t).
Let Est = {e ∈ E(S) ∣ set = st}. Since the idempotents s∗ and t+ are in the

set Est, Est is non empty. By Propositions 4.3 and 4.4, we have sε(s, t)t = st
and ε(s, t) ≤ t+, s∗. It is possible that the subset Est has more than one
minimal element (see Example 5.6).
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We define the multiplication ♯∶CS ×CS → CS as follows:

s ♯ t =
⎧⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩

st, if s+ = (st)+, t∗ = (st)∗ and s∗ = t+;
0, otherwise,

for every s, t ∈ S. The multiplication operation ♯ is not always associa-
tive (as demonstrated in Example 5.7). Also, we define the multiplication
e

♯∶CS ×CS → CS, for some e ∈ E(S), as follows:

s
e

♯ t =
⎧⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩

st if s+ = (st)+, t∗ = (st)∗ and s∗ = t+ = e;
0 otherwise,

According to Proposition 4.2, the mapping Z is a one-to-one correspon-
dence. We define the following multiplication on CS ×CS.

Z(s) ∗Z(t) = ∑
s′≪s,
t′≪t

s′
ε(s′+s,tt′∗)

♯ t′

By applying Möbius inversion, we have

u = ∑
u′≪u

µS(u′, u)Z(u′) and v = ∑
v′≪v

µS(v′, v)Z(v′),

for every u, v ∈ S. Then

u ∗ v = ∑
u′≪u,v′≪v

µS(u′, u)µS(v′, v)Z(u′) ∗Z(v′).

Proposition 4.5. We have

Z(s) ∗Z(t) = Z(st)

for every s, t ∈ S.

Proof. Let s′ ≪ s and t′ ≪ t. The first step is to prove that s′t′ ≪ st, if

s′
ε(s′+s,tt′∗)

♯ t′ ≠ 0. It is clear that the following condition holds:

(1) s′
+ = (s′t′)+, t′∗ = (s′t′)∗ and s′

∗ = t′+.

Since s′ ≪ s and t′ ≪ t, we have s′ = s′
+
ss′
∗ and t′ = t′

+
tt′
∗. Now, as

s′
ε(s′+s,tt′∗)

♯ t′ ≠ 0, we have s′
∗ = t′

+ = ε(s′+s, tt′∗). Hence, we have s′t′ =
s′
+
ss′
∗
t′
+
tt′
∗ = s′

+
sε(s′+s, tt′∗)tt′∗ = s′

+
stt′

∗. As s′
+ = (s′t′)+ and t′

∗ =
(s′t′)∗, we have s′t′ ≪ st.

Secondly, we need to show that if u ≪ st, for some u in S, there exists a

unique pair (s○, t○) such that s○ ≪ s, t○ ≪ t, s○
ε(s○+s,tt○∗)

♯ t○ ≠ 0, and s○t○ = u.
Since u≪ st, we have u = u+stu∗. Let s′ = u+s and t′ = tu∗. It is easily follows
that s′+ = u+ and t′

∗ = u∗. Let s′′ = s′ε(s′, t′) and t′′ = ε(s′, t′)t′. Clearly, we
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have s′′ ≪ s, t′′ ≪ t and s′′
∗ = t′′

+ = ε(s′, t′). As s′ε(s′, t′)t′ = s′t′ = u, we
have s′′

+ = u+ and t′′
∗ = u∗. Then, we have

s′′
ε(s′′+s=s′,tt′′∗=t′)

♯ t′′ = s′′t′′ = s′ε(s′, t′)t′ = u.

There is then our desired pair. Now, we prove the uniqueness of this
existence. Let s1, s2, t1, t2 ∈ S such that s1, s2 ≪ s, t1, t2 ≪ t, s1t1 = s2t2 = u,

and s1
ε(s1

+s,tt1
∗)

♯ t1, s2
ε(s2

+s,tt2
∗)

♯ t2 ≠ 0. Then, the pairs (s1, t1) and (s2, t2)
satisfy Condition (1) and, thus, we have s+1 = s+2 = u+ and t∗1 = t∗2 = u∗.
Also, we have s∗1 = s∗2 = t+1 = t+2 = ε(u+s, tu∗). Therefore, we have s1 =
u+sε(u+s, tu∗) = s2 and t1 = ε(u+s, tu∗)su∗ = t2.

The result follows. �

The following theorem is a generalization of the result by Steinberg in [17]
for finite semigroups has central idempotents, and uses a similar construc-
tion.

Theorem 4.6. The mapping Z is an isomorphism of C-algebras.

Proof. By Propositions 4.2 and 4.5, the result follows. �

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that s′′ ≪ s′ ≪ s and t′′ ≪ t′ ≪ t. If s′′
ε(s′′+s,tt′′∗)

♯
t′′ ≠ 0 then, we have ε(s′′+s′, t′t′′∗) = ε(s′′+s, tt′′∗).

Proof. Let a = s′′+s, b = tt′′∗, c = s′′+s′, and d = t′t′′∗.
We prove, by induction on n, that

(2) c∗n ≤ a
∗
n and d+n ≤ b

+
n,

for every 0 ≤ n. We have

c0a
∗
0 = s

′′+s′(s′′+s)∗ = s′′+s′+ss′∗(s′′+s)∗ = s′+s′′+s(s′′+s)∗s′∗ = s′+s′′+ss′∗

= s′′+s′+ss′∗ = s′′+s′ = c0.

It follows that c∗0 ≤ a
∗
0 . Similarly, we have d+0 ≤ b

+
0 . Assume then that n ≥ 1.

By the assumption of the induction, we have c∗n−1 ≤ a∗n−1 and d+n−1 ≤ b+n−1.
Since

cna
∗
n = c0d

+
n−1(a0b

+
n−1)

∗ = c0(a0b+n−1)
∗d+n−1 = c0(a0b

+
n−1)

∗b+n−1d
+
n−1

= s′′+s′(a0b+n−1)
∗b+n−1d

+
n−1 = s

′′+s′
+
ss′
∗(a0b+n−1)

∗b+n−1d
+
n−1

= s′+s′′+sb+n−1(a0b
+
n−1)

∗d+n−1s
′∗ = s′+a0b

+
n−1(a0b

+
n−1)

∗d+n−1s
′∗

= s′+a0b+n−1d
+
n−1s

′∗ = s′+a0d+n−1s
′∗ = s′+s′′+sd+n−1s

′∗

= s′′+s′+ss′∗d+n−1 = s
′′+s′d+n−1 = c0d

+
n−1 = cn,

we have c∗n ≤ a
∗
n. Similarly, we have d+n ≤ b

+
n.

Since s′′
ε(s′′+s,tt′′∗)

♯ t′′ ≠ 0, we have

(3) s′′
∗ = t′′+ = ε(s′′+s, tt′′∗).
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Now, we prove, by induction on n, that

(4) s′′
∗ ≤ c∗n, d

+
n,

for every 0 ≤ n. Since

s′′c∗0 = s
′′+s′s′′

∗(s′′+s′)∗ = s′′+s′(s′′+s′)∗s′′∗ = s′′+s′s′′∗ = s′′,

we have s′′
∗ ≤ c∗0 . Similarly, we have s′′

∗ ≤ d+0 .
Now, assume then that n ≥ 1. By the assumption of the induction, we

have s′′
∗ ≤ c∗n−1, d

+
n−1. Since

s′′c∗n = s
′′(c0d+n−1)

∗ = s′′(c0d+n−1)
∗d+n−1 = s

′′+s′s′′
∗(s′′+s′d+n−1)

∗d+n−1

= s′′+s′d+n−1(s
′′+s′d+n−1)

∗s′′
∗ = s′′+s′d+n−1s

′′∗ = s′′+s′s′′∗d+n−1 = s
′′d+n−1

= s′′s′′∗d+n−1 = s
′′s′′∗ = s′′,

we have s′′
∗ ≤ c∗n. Similarly, we have s′′

∗ ≤ d+n.
By (2), (3), (4), there exists an integer m such that am = bm = cm = dm =

s′′
∗. The result follows. �

In Lemma 4.7, the converse may not hold that s′′
ε(s′′+s′,t′t′′∗)

♯ t′′ ≠ 0 and

s′′
ε(s′′+s,tt′′∗)

♯ t′′ = 0 (see Example 5.8). Moreover, it may be the case

s′′
∗ = t′′+ = ε(s′′+s′, t′t′′∗)

and s′′ ♯ t′′ = 0, but ε(s′′+s, tt′′∗) ≠ s′′∗ (see Example 5.9).

Lemma 4.8. Let s, t ∈ S and e, f ∈ E(S) with t+ ≤ e and s∗ ≤ f . We have

ε(s, t) = ε(se, t) = ε(s, ft) = ε(se, ft).

Proof. Let a0 = s, b0 = t, c0 = se, and d0 = t. Since

edn = ec∗n−1t = c
∗
n−1et = c

∗
n−1et

+t = c∗n−1t = dn,

we have d+n ≤ e, for every n ≥ 0. We show by induction on n that a2n+1 = c2n+1
and b2n = d2n, for every n ≥ 0. We have a1 = st+ and c1 = set+. Since t+ ≤ e,
we have a1 = c1. Assume then that n > 0, and that the result holds for
smaller values of 2n + 1. We have a2n+1 = sb+

2n and c2n+1 = sed+
2n. Since

d+
2n ≤ e and b+

2n = d
+
2n, we have a2n+1 = c2n+1. Now, as a2n+1 = c2n+1, we have

b2n+2 = a∗2n+1t = c
∗
2n+1t = d2n+2.

Therefore, we have ε(s, t) = ε(se, t). Similarly, we have ε(s, t) = ε(s, ft).
As s∗ ≤ f , we get that sf = s. Hence, we have sef = se and, thus,

(se)∗ ≤ f . Now, as mentioned above, we have ε(se, t) = ε(se, ft).
The result follows. �

By Lemma 4.8, the following corollary holds.

Corollary 4.9. Let s′ ≪ s and t′ ≪ t with s′
∗ = t′+. We have

ε(s′+s, t′) = ε(s′, tt′∗) = s′∗.
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Let s, t ∈ S. We have

s = ∑
s′≪s

µS(s′, s)Z(s′) and t = ∑
t′≪t

µS(t′, t)Z(t′).

Then, we get that

s ∗ t = ∑
s′≪s,
t′≪t

µS(s′, s)µS(t′, t)Z(s′) ∗Z(t′)

= ∑
s′≪s,
t′≪t

µS(s′, s)µS(t′, t)( ∑
s′′≪s′,
t′′≪t′

(s′′
ε(s′′+s′,t′t′′∗)

♯ t′′))

= ∑
s′′≪s,
t′′≪t

[ ∑
s′′≪s′≪s,
t′′≪t′≪t,

s′′
ε(s′′

+
s
′
,t
′
t
′′∗)

♯ t′′≠0

(µS(s′, s)µS(t′, t))]s′′t′′

= ∑
s′′≪s,
t′′≪t

[ ∑
t′′≪t′≪t

( ∑
s′′≪s′≪s,

s′′
ε(s′′

+
s
′
,t
′
t
′′∗)

♯ t′′≠0

µS(s′, s))µS(t′, t)]s′′t′′.

We define the function ξ∶S(s) × S(t) → C, where S(s) = {s′′ ∈ S ∣ s′′ ≪ s}, for
every s ∈ S, as follows:

ξ(s′′, t′′) = ∑
t′′≪t′≪t

( ∑
s′′≪s′≪s,

s′′
ε(s′′

+
s
′
,t
′
t
′′∗)

♯ t′′≠0

µS(s′, s))µS(t′, t)

= ∑
s′′≪s′≪s

( ∑
t′′≪t′≪t,

s′′
ε(s′′

+
s
′
,t
′
t
′′∗)

♯ t′′≠0

µS(t′, t))µS(s′, s),

for every s′′ ∈ S(s) and t′′ ∈ S(t).

Lemma 4.10. Let s′′ ∈ S(s) and t′′ ∈ S(t) with s′′ ♯ t′′ ≠ 0. If s∗ ≠ t+ then
ξ(s′′, t′′) = 0.

Proof. Since s∗ ≠ t+, we have s∗ /≤ t+ or t+ /≤ s∗. By symmetry, we may
assume that s∗ /≤ t+. Hence, we have st+ ≠ s. Since s′′ ♯ t′′ ≠ 0, we get
that s′′

∗ = t′′
+. Now, as t′′ ≪ t, we have s′′

∗ ≤ t+ and, thus, we obtain
s′′ ≪ st+ ≪ s. Hence, we have s′′ ≠ s.

Let t′′ ≪ t′ ≪ t. We prove that ( ∑
s′′≪s′≪s,

s′′
ε(s′′

+
s
′
,t
′
t
′′∗)

♯ t′′≠0

µS(s′, s)) = 0, thereby

completing the proof of the lemma.
If ε(s′′+s′, t′t′′∗) = s′′∗, for all s′′ ≪ s′ ≪ s, and considering that s′′ ≠ s, it

follows that ∑
s′′≪s′≪s

µS(s′, s) = 0.

Next, suppose that there is an element s′′ ≪ x≪ s such that ε(s′′+x, t′t′′∗) ≠
s′′
∗. By Lemma 4.7, there exist pairwise distinct elements s′′ ≪ s1, . . . , sn ≪

s such that the following conditions hold:
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(1) ε(s′′+si, t′t′′
∗) ≠ s′′∗, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n;

(2) if u≪ si with u ≠ si, then ε(s′′+u, t′t′′∗) = s′′∗, for all s′′ ≪ u≪ s;
(3) if ε(s′′+u, t′t′′∗) ≠ s′′

∗, for some s′′ ≪ u ≪ s, then there exists an
integer i such that si ≪ u.

Since t′ ≪ t, we have t′
+ ≤ t+. Then, by Lemma 4.8, we have

ε(s′′+si, t′t′′
∗) = ε(s′′+si, t+t′t′′

∗) = ε(s′′+sit+, t′t′′
∗).

Now, as sit+ ≪ si, applying the second condition mentioned above, we con-
clude that sit+ = si. It follows that si ≪ st+, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Let Xi = {s′′ ≪ x ≪ s ∣ si ≪ x}, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Consider integers
i1, . . . , im and elements x, y ∈ Xi1 ⋂⋯⋂Xim . Let u = x+y+sx∗y∗. Since
x, y ≪ s, we have u ≪ x, y. Let 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Since sij ≪ x, y, we have s+ij ≤
x+, y+ and s∗ij ≤ x

∗, y∗. Hence, we obtain that s+ijx
+y+sx∗y∗s∗ij = s

+
ij
ss∗ij = sij .

Then, we have sij ≪ u. It follows that the subset Xi1 ⋂⋯⋂Xim has a
minimum element xi1,...,im regarding the relation ≪. Now, as the distinct
elements s and st+ are in the subset Xi1 ⋂⋯⋂Xim , we have

∑
s′′≪x≪s

x∈Xi1 ⋂⋯⋂Xim

µS(x, s) = ∑
xi1,...,im

≪x≪s

µS(x, s) = 0.

Therefore, we conclude that ( ∑
s′′≪x≪s

ε(s′′+x,t′t′′∗)≠s′′∗

µS(x, s)) = 0 and, thus, we de-

duce ξ(s′′, t′′) = 0. �

Now, considering Lemma 4.10, we proceed to the following theorem.

Theorem 4.11. Let s, t ∈ S. If s∗ ≠ t+, then we have s ∗ t = 0.

Let Xe = {xs ∈ X ∣ s ∈ L̃eR̃e}. Let θe(Xe) be the determinant of the
submatrix L̃e× R̃e of the Cayley table (Z(S),∗), for every idempotent e ∈ S.

Theorem 4.12. Let S ∈ ECOM. For s ∈ S, put ys = ∑
t≪s

µS(t, s)xt. Then,

we have
θS(X) = ± ∏

e∈E(S)

θ̃e(Ye)

where Ye = {ys ∣ s ∈ L̃eR̃e}. Moreover, the determinant of S is non-zero if
and only if θ̃e(Ye) ≠ 0, for every idempotent e.

Proof. Since CS ≅ Z(CS), by Theorem 4.6, we can take the set

X = {x1, . . . , x∣S∣}

as the base of Z(CS). Let M be a matrix that by rearranging and shifting
the rows and columns of C(X) so that the elements of the subset L̃e being
adjacent rows and the elements of the subset R̃e being adjacent columns
for every idempotent e ∈ E(S). If s ∈ L̃e and t ∈ R̃e′ , for some distinct
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idempotents e and e′, then we have xs ∗ xt = 0. Then, the determinant of
the matrix M is equal to ∏

e∈E(S)
θ̃e(Xe) and, thus, we have

θ(Z(CS),X) = ± ∏
e∈E(S)

θ̃e(Xe).

Let P be the S×S matrix of Z with respect to the bases of CS and CZ(S).
Since the relation ≪ is a partial order, the determinant of P is equal to 1.
Now, we apply Theorem 2.1. Since Z is an isomorphism and, as discussed
above, we have

θS(X) = Z̃−1(θ(Z̃(CS),X)) = Z̃
−1(± ∏

e∈E(S)

θ̃e(Xe)) = ± ∏
e∈E(S)

Z̃−1(θ̃e(Xe)).

By applying Möbius inversion, we have Z(ys) = xs. Therefore, we get that

θS(X) = ± ∏
e∈E(S)

θ̃e(Ye).

�

Note that in Theorem 4.12, the sign of ∏
e∈E(S)

θ̃e(Ye) is contingent on

whether the number of rearrangements and shifts applied to the rows and
columns of C(X) in order to construct the matrix M is odd or even. Exam-
ple 5.11 utilizes Theorem 4.12 to demonstrate that the determinant of the
semigroup S9 is non-zero.

5. Appendix A

In Appendix, we provide examples of the semigroups that the paper dis-
cusses. We present detailed information for each semigroup, including its
Cayley table and contracted semigroup determinants. In the examples pro-
vided, we exclude the element zero from the rows and columns of the Cayley
table. If the multiplication of two non-zero elements in the Cayley table
results in zero, we represent it with a dot.

Example 5.1.
S1 y z u t

y . . . y

z . . z z

u y . u u

t y z u t

θ̃S1
(XS1

) = −x2yx
2
z.

We have y∗ = t and y+ = u.

Example 5.2.
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S2 y z u t w v q

y . . . . . y y

z . . . . . . z

u . . . y y y u

t . . z . z t t

w . . z y y t w

v y . u y u v v

q y z u t w v q

θ̃S2
(XS2

) = x3yx
4
z.

We have t≪ w, u≪ w and z = tu /≪ ww = y.

Example 5.3.
S3 a b s′ t′ s t e f

a . . . . . . a a

b . . . . . . b b

s′ . . . a . a s′ s′

t′ . . . . . . t′ t′

s . . . a . b s′ s

t . . . . . . t t

e a b s′ t′ s t′ e e

f a b s′ t′ s t e f

θS3
(XS3

) = 0.
We have s′ ≪ s, t′ ≪ t, s′t′ = a, st = b and a /≪ b.

Example 5.4. In the semigroup S1 (Example 5.1), we have I∗t = {0, z, u}
and I∗t is not an ideal.

Example 5.5.
S4 y z u t w v

y . . . . . y

z . . . . z .
u . . . u u u

t . z . t t t

w y z . t w t

v . z u t t v

θ̃S4
(XS4

) = −x2yx
2
zx

2
u.

We have wS4w = {0, z, t,w}, vS4v = {0, u, t, v}, I∗w = {0, u, t}, I
+
v = {0, z, t},

I∗w /⊂ wS4w and I+v /⊂ vS4v.

Example 5.6. Let S5 be a semigroup defined as follows.

S5 = ⟨0, s, t, e, f, g, h,1 ∣ se = s, ft = t, e2 = e, f2 = f, g2 = g,h2 = h,
ef = fe, gh = hg = 0, ge = eg = g, gf = fg = g,

he = eh = h,hf = fh = h, sgt = sht = st,

0 is the zero of S5 and 1 is the identity of S5⟩,
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θS5
(XS5

) = 0.
We have s∗ = e, t+ = f , Est = {g,h, ef} and g,h are minimal in Est. Also,
we have

(st)∗ = t∗ = (et)∗ = (ht)∗ = (gt)∗ = 1

and

(st)+ = s+ = (sf)+ = (sh)+ = (sg)+ = 1.

Example 5.7.

S6 y z u t w v q

y . . z z z y y

z . . . . . z z

u z . y y y u u

t z . y y y u t

w z . y y y w w

v y z u t u v v

q y z u t w v q

θS6
(XS6

) = 0.
We have (u ♯ t) ♯w ≠ u ♯(t ♯w), since u ♯ t = 0 and u ♯(t ♯w) = utw.

Example 5.8. Let S7 be the semigroup generated with the letters

0, s, s1, s2, t, t1, t2, s3, t3, s4, s5,

defined as follows

⟨xy = yx and x2 = x, for all x, y ∈ {s1, s2, t1, t2, s3, t3, s4, s5},
s3 < s1, t3 < t2, s4 < s5 < s2, s5 < t1,
s1s = s, ss2 = s, t1t = t, tt2 = t, s3ss5 = s3s, s5tt3 = tt3,

{s2, s4, s5, t1, t2, t3}s, s{s1, s3, t2, t3},{s1, s3, t2, t3}t, t{s1, s2, s3, s4, s5, t1} = 0,
ss, ts, tt = 0, and 0 is the zero of S7⟩.

With the help of GAP [8], the semigroup S7 has been identified, and the
following conditions have been verified.

s1 = s+, s2 = s∗, t1 = t+, t2 = t∗,

s3 = s′
+
, t3 = t′

∗
, s4 = s′

∗ = t′+, where s′ = s3ss4 and t′ = s4tt3,

s5 = (s′
+
s)∗ = (tt′∗)∗.

Then, we have s′ ≪ s and t′ ≪ t. We deduce s′ ♯ t′ ≠ 0, ε(s′+s, tt′∗) = (s′+s)∗,
and ε(s′, t′) = s′∗ with (s′+s)∗ ≠ s′∗.

Example 5.9.
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S10 y z u t w v q

y . . . . . y y

z . . . . z z z

u . . . . z u u

t . . . . z u t

w y . y y w w w

v y z u u w v v

q y z u t w v q

θS8
(XS8

) = 0.
We have z ≤ u, y ≤ t and

ε(z+z, yy∗)(= z∗ = y+ = w) ≠ ε(z+u, ty∗)(= v).

Also, we have z ♯ y = 0.

Example 5.10.
S9 y z u t w v q

y . . . . . y y

z . . . . . . z

u . . . y y . u

t . . z . z t t

w . . z y y t w

v y . u . u v v

q y z u t w v q

The relations t≪ w and u≪ w are irreducible, t∗ = u+(= v) and w∗ = w+(=
q). We have ε(t+w,wu∗)(= q) ≠ t∗.
Example 5.11. Consider the semigroup S9 in Example 5.10.
The table of the semigroup Z(S9) with the multiplication ∗ is as follows:

(Z(S9),∗) y z u t u + t +w v v + q

y . . . . . y y

z . . . . . . z

u . . . y y . u

t . . z . z t t

u + t +w . . z y y t u + t +w

v y . u . u v v

v + q y z u t u + t +w v v + q

By Theorem 4.6, the table on the left side can be used for Z(S9).
(Z(S9),∗) y z u t w v q

y . . . . . y .
z . . . . . . z

u . . . y . . u

t . . z . . t .
w . . . . −z . w

v y . u . . v .
q . z . t w . q

M y u v z t w q

y . . y . . . .
t . z t . . . .
v y u v . . . .
z . . . . . . z

u . . . . y . u

w . . . . . −z w

q . . . z t w q
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The table M is on the right side that by rearranging and shifting the rows
and columns of Z(S9) so that the elements of the subset L̃e being adjacent
rows and the elements of the subset R̃e being adjacent columns for every
idempotent e ∈ E(S9). Then, it is easy to compute that the determinant of
the matrix M is non-zero and equal to −x3yx

4
z. Consequently, the determinant

of θ̃S9
(XS9

) is also non-zero, with a value of x3yx
4
z.
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