arXiv:2205.08854v2 [math.GR] 10 Nov 2022

On the rational subsets of the monogenic free inverse monoid

Pedro V. Silva

Centro de Matemática, Faculdade de Ciências, Universidade do Porto, R. Campo Alegre 687, 4169-007 Porto, Portugal email: pvsilva@fc.up.pt

September 13, 2023

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 20M18, 20M35, 68Q45, 68Q70

Keywords: free inverse monoid, monogenic, rational subset, equality problem, rational submonoid

ABSTRACT We prove that the equality problem is decidable for rational subsets of the monogenic free inverse monoid F . It is also decidable whether or not a rational subset of F is recognizable. We prove that a submonoid of F is rational if and only if it is finitely generated. We also prove that the membership problem for rational subsets of a finite J -above monoid is decidable, covering the case of free inverse monoids.

1 Introduction

Inverse semigroups have a special place in semigroup theory: if semigroups are represented through transformations of a set and groups through permutations, inverse semigroups are represented through partial permutations of a set (the Vagner-Preston representation). This simple fact makes them almost ubiquituous in Mathematics. In this paper, we work with inverse monoids for commodity, but all the results hold for inverse semigroups as well (we only need to remove the identity element).

Inverse monoids constitute a variety of algebras of signature (2, 1, 0), so free inverse monoids are bound to exist. We denote by F IM_A the free inverse monoid on the alphabet A. However, normal forms (and consequently a solution of the word problem) were only obtained in the early seventies, through the independent work of Munn and Scheiblich [8, 12]. We will favour in this text the elegant solution provided by Munn, using a special type of finite automata known as Munn trees.

The monogenic case was settled earlier by Gluskin in 1957 [4]. The monogenic free inverse monoid, which will be denoted by F , is a noncommutative monoid which can be quite challenging in comparison with other monogenic free objects such as N or Z. It is the most studied monogenic inverse monoid alongside with the famous bicyclic monoid, introduced by Lyapin in 1953 [7]. The latter can be described through the inverse monoid presentation ⟨a | aa^{−1} = 1⟩, or as the transformation monoid generated by the shift map σ : N → N \ {0} n → n + 1 and its inverse. It also plays an important role in ring theory [10].

Which other decidability results can we consider for free inverse monoids? In [9], Oliveira and the author proved that every finitely generated inverse submonoid of F is finitely presented. As a consequence, the isomorphism problem for F is decidable.

But the word problem can be generalized in a different direction using the concept of rational subset. Rational subsets of a monoid can be viewed as finitely generated subsets in some precise sense, admitting also a description in terms of finite automata. With respect to connections between free inverse monoids and automata theory, see [14].

With increasing level of difficulty, classical problems are the membership problem and the equality problem for rational subsets. The equality problem is in general a tough problem, often undecidable. As far as free inverse monoids are concerned, the membership problem is relatively easy to settle for arbitrary alphabets, the equality problem is harder. But we can solve it in the monogenic case.

The main obstacle here is that there is no obvious normal form for describing rational subsets of F . In the case of rational languages, we have minimal automata, and the bicyclic case follows from a generalization of Benois’s Theorem due to Sénizergues [13], which outputs also a minimal finite automaton. But no such normal form is known for rational subsets of F .

Still, we succeed on proving decidability theorems for F . The membership problem for rational subsets follows from a general result on finite J -above monoids, proved in Section 3. Then in Section 4 we prove the technical cut and paste lemma as preparation for the decision algorithm for inclusion in Section 5, which solves also the equality problem.

Given a finite generated monoid M, its recognizable subsets are rational, but the converse does not hold in general. This is an important concept in language theory because it collects those subsets which can be recognized through a finite monoid. In Section 6 we show that it is decidable whether or not a rational subset of F is recognizable.

Anisimov and Seifert proved in 1975 that a subgroup of a free group is rational if and only if it is finitely generated [1]. We generalize their theorem in Section 7 proving that a submonoid of F is rational if and only if it is finitely generated. Finally, we propose in Section 8 a couple of open problems.

2 Preliminaries

We assume that 0 ∈ N. For every n ≥ 1, we write [n] = {1, . . . , n}.

The reader is assumed to have basic knowledge of inverse semigroup theory and automata theory, being respectively referred to [5] and [3, 11] for that purpose.

2.1 Rational subsets

Given a finite alphabet A, an A-automaton is a structure of the form A = (Q, I, T, E), where:

• Q is the set of vertices,

• I, T ⊆ Q are the subsets of initial and terminal vertices, respectively,

• E ⊆ Q × A × Q is the set of edges.

This automaton is finite if Q is finite. Its language is defined as

L(A) = {u ∈ A^∗ | there exists some path I ∋ i^u−→ t ∈ T in A}.

In pictures, we will identify initial vertices by an incoming arrow → · or ∘, and terminal vertices by an outgoing arrow · → or •.

We say that L ⊆ A^∗ is a rational language if L can be obtained from finite subsets of A^∗ using finitely many times the operators union, product and star: (X, Y ) → X ∪ Y, (X, Y ) → XY, X → X^∗, where X^∗ = ⋃ n≥0 X^n.

The classical Kleene’s Theorem states that an A-language L is rational if and only if L = L(A) for some finite A-automaton A.

Given a monoid M, we say that K ⊆ M is a rational subset of M if K can be obtained from finite subsets of M using finitely many times the operators union, product and star. We denote by Rat(M) the set of all rational subsets of M. A rational submonoid of M is a rational subset which is also a submonoid of M.

Fix an alphabet A and a surjective homomorphism θ : A^∗ → M. Then K ⊆ M is a rational subset of M if and only if K = Lθ for some rational language L ⊆ A^∗. We consider the following classical decidability problems for M, of increasing difficulty:

• Word problem: Is there an algorithm which decides, on input u, v ∈ A^∗, whether or not uθ = vθ? • Membership problem for rational subsets: Is there an algorithm which decides, on input u ∈ A^∗ and L ∈ Rat(A^∗), whether or not uθ ∈ Lθ?

• Equality problem for rational subsets: Is there an algorithm which decides, on input K, L ∈ Rat(A^∗), whether or not Kθ = Lθ?

If M is finitely generated, the alphabet A can be chosen to be finite. Then decidability of any of these problems does not depend on the finite alphabet A or the surjective homomorphism θ.

2.2 Free inverse monoids

Let A be a nonempty alphabet. We extend^{−1} : A → A^{−1} : a → a^{−1} to an involution on the free monoid ~A^∗ through

(a^{−1})^{−1} = a, 1^{−1} = 1, (ua)^{−1} = a^{−1}u^{−1} (u ∈ ~A^∗; a ∈ ~A) .

The free inverse monoid on A is the quotient F IM_A = ~A^∗/ν, where ν is the congruence on ~A^∗ generated by the relation {(ww^{−1}w, w) | w ∈ ~A^∗} ∪ {(uu^{−1}vv^{−1}, vv^{−1}uu^{−1}) | u, v ∈ ~A^∗}. known as the Wagner congruence on ~A^∗.

W. D. Munn provided in [8] an elegant solution to the word problem for F IM_A using automata (see also [12] by Scheiblich), which we now describe.

Given w = a_1 . . . a_n ∈ ~A^∗ (a_i ∈ ~A), let Lin(w) denote the linear automaton of w:

// q_0

a_1 )) q_1

a_2 (( a^{−1}_1 ii . . . a^{−1}_2 ii a_n ** q_n // a^{−1}_n jj

Departing from Lin(w), Munn proceeds to successively identifying distinct edges of the form p^a←− q^a−→ r for all a ∈ ~A. Since the number of edges decreases at each identification, this procedure will eventually terminate. Munn proved that the final automaton is independent of the sequence of identifications.

Ten years later, after Stallings seminal paper [15], this folding operation would become known in combinatorial group theory as Stallings foldings.

The automaton obtained by folding Lin(w) became known as the Munn tree of w, and it will be denoted by MT(w). It can be viewed as a legitimate tree if we view each pair of edges p a (( q a^{−1} hh

as a single undirected edge. We denote by MT^o(w) the underlying graph of MT(w).

In the graphical representation of both Lin(w) and MT(w), it suffices to depict those edges with label in A:

Example 2.1 Let w = ab^2b^{−1}a^{−1}a^2a^{−1}. Then Lin(w) is the automaton

∘^a // ·^b // ·^b // · ·^boo ·^aoo^a // ·^a // · •^aoo

and MT(w) is the automaton · a fflffl ∘^a // ·^b // • a fflffl b // ·

· Munn trees provide the following solution for the word problem of F IM_A:

Theorem 2.2 [8] For all u, v ∈ ~A^∗, the following conditions are equivalent: (i) uν = vν; (ii) MT(u) ∼= MT(v).

Given a monoid M, the J -order on M is defined by u ≤_J v if u ∈ MvM and we write u J v if u ≤_J v and v ≤_J u. Proposition 2.3 [8] Let u, v ∈ ~A^∗. Then:

(i) uν ≤_J vν if and only if MT^o(v) embeds into MT^o(u); (ii) uν J vν if and only if MT^o(u) ∼= MT^o(v).

We consider now the monogenic case. We denote by F the free inverse monoid on the set {a} and let π : F → Z be the homomorphism defined by aπ = 1. The underlying graph of a Munn tree in F is necessarily of the form ·^a // ·^a // ·^a // . . .^a // ·^a // · and then we must specify the initial and the terminal vertex (if they coincide, we have an idempotent). It follows easily that every u ∈ F admits a unique factorization of the form u = a^{−m}a^{m+k}a^{−k}a^{uπ} with m, k ∈ N and −m ≤ uπ ≤ k. We shall write uλ = −m and uρ = k. It is routine to check that (uv)λ = min{uλ, uπ + vλ}, (uv)ρ = max{uρ, uπ + vρ}, (uv)π = uπ + vπ (1) holds for all u, v ∈ F . We shall abuse notation by writing wξ = wθξ for all w ∈ A^∗ and ξ ∈ {λ, ρ, π}.

The norm of w ∈ F is defined as ||w|| = wρ−wλ. This is the number of positive edges in MT(w). It is clear that ||uv|| ≥ ||u||, ||v|| holds for all u, v ∈ F . 3 Finite J -above monoids

For every u ∈ M, let uγ = {v ∈ M | u ≤_J v}. We say that M is finite J -above if uγ is finite for every u ∈ M.

Theorem 3.1 Let M be a finitely generated, finite J -above monoid such that:

(i) M has decidable word problem; (ii) the J -order on M is decidable.

Then the membership problem for rational subsets of M is decidable.

Proof. Since M is finitely generated, there exists some finite alphabet A and some surjective homomorphism θ : A^∗ → M. Let A = (Q, I, T, E) be a finite A-automaton and let u ∈ M. We present an algorithm to decide whether or not u ∈ (L(A))θ. Since L(A) = ⋃ q_0∈I ⋃ t∈T L(Q, q_0, t, E),

we may assume that I = {q_0} and T = {t}.

We build a finite sequence (r_0, u_0), . . . , (r_m, u_m) on Q × uγ under the following rules: • (r_0, u_0) = (q_0, 1);

• if (r_0, u_0), . . . , (r_i, u_i) are defined, and there exist j ∈ {0, . . . , i}, a ∈ A and q ∈ Q such that – (r_j , a, q) ∈ E, – u_j (aθ) ∈ uγ, – (q, u_j (aθ)) /∈ {(r_0, u_0), . . . , (r_i, u_i)}, we choose (r_{j+1}, u_{j+1}) = (q, u_j (aθ)).

Since Q and uγ are both finite and all the terms of the sequence are distinct, every such sequence (which we do not claim to be unique) is necessarily finite (so the procedure described above is bound to terminate). In view of our decidability conditions, we can compute such a sequence. Moreover, we prove by induction that, for i = 0, . . . , m, there exist some s ≥ 0, 0 = k_0 < k_1 < . . . < k_s = i and a path r_{k0}^{a1}−→ r_{k1}^{a2}−→ . . .^{as}−→ r_{ks} in A such that (a_1 . . . a_j )θ = u_{kj} for j = 0, . . . , s.

Indeed, the claim holds trivially for i = 0. Let i ∈ [m] and assume it holds for 0, . . . , i − 1. It follows from the construction of the sequence that there exist some ℓ < i and some a ∈ A such that (r_ℓ, a, r_i) ∈ E and u_ℓ(aθ) = u_i. By the induction hypothesis, there exist some s ≥ 0, 0 = k_0 < k_1 < . . . < k_s = ℓ and a path r_{k0}^{a1}−→ r_{k1}^{a2}−→ . . .^{as}−→ r_{ks} in A such that (a_1 . . . a_j )θ = u_{kj} for j = 0, . . . , s. Now we consider 0 = k_0 < k_1 < . . . < k_s = ℓ < i and the path r_{k0}^{a1}−→ r_{k1}^{a2}−→ . . .^{as}−→ r_{ks} = r_ℓ^a−→ r_i in A. We have (a_1 . . . a_j)θ = u_{kj} for j = 0, . . . , s. On the other hand,

(a_1 . . . a_sa)θ = u_{ks} (aθ) = u_ℓ(aθ) = u_i,

hence our induction is complete.

Now we show that

u ∈ (L(A))θ if and only if (t, u) = (r_i, u_i) for some i ∈ {0, . . . , m}. (2)

Suppose first that u ∈ (L(A))θ. Then u = vθ for some v ∈ L(A). Write v = a_1 . . . a_k with a_1, . . . , a_k ∈ A. Then there exists some path q_0^{a1}−→ q_1^{a2}−→ . . .^{ak}−→ q_k = t in A. We prove by induction that ∀i ∈ {0, . . . , k} ∃j ∈ {0, . . . , m} : (q_i, (a_1 . . . a_i)θ) = (r_j , u_j ). (3) This holds trivially for i = 0. Assume now that i ∈ [k] and the claim holds for i − 1. Then (q_{i−1}, (a_1 . . . a_{i−1})θ) = (r_j , u_j ) for some j ∈ {0, . . . , m}. Since (a_1 . . . a_i)θ ≥_J vθ = u, we have (a_1 . . . a_i)θ ∈ uγ. Now it follows from the definition of the sequence (r_0, u_0), . . . , (r_m, u_m) that (q_i, (a_1 . . . a_i)θ) = (r_k, u_k) for some k ∈ {0, . . . , m} and so (3) holds.

In particular, (t, u) = (q_k, (a_1 . . . a_k)θ) = (r_s, u_s) for some s ∈ {0, . . . , m}. Therefore the direct implication of (2) holds.

Conversely, suppose that (t, u) = (r_i, u_i) for some i ∈ {0, . . . , m}. By our previous claim, there exist some s ≥ 0, 0 = k_0 < k_1 < . . . < k_s = i and a path

q_0 = r_0 = r_{k0}^{a1}−→ r_{k1}^{a2}−→ . . .^{as}−→ r_{ks} = r_i = t

in A such that (a_1 . . . a_j )θ = u_{kj} for j = 0, . . . , s. In particular,

u = u_i = u_{ks} = (a_1 . . . a_s)θ ∈ (L(A))θ and so (2) holds.

Since the sequence (r_0, u_0), . . . , (r_m, u_m) is computable and M has decidable word problem, we can decide whether or not (t, u) = (r_i, u_i) for some i ∈ {0, . . . , m}. By (2), we can decide whether or not u ∈ (L(A))θ. Therefore the membership problem for rational subsets of M is decidable. □

Corollary 3.2 The membership problem for rational subsets of a free inverse monoid is decidable.

Proof. Let L be a rational subset of F IM_A. Only finitely many letters of A occur in L, hence we may assume that A is a finite alphabet. By Theorem 2.2, F IM_A has decidable word problem. And it follows easily from Proposition 2.3 that F IM_A is finite J above and the J -order on F IM_A is decidable. Therefore the claim follows from Theorem 3.1. □

4 Cut and paste

The main goal of this section is to prove a helpful cut and paste lemma.

From now on, we write A = {a, a^{−1}} and let θ : A^∗ → F be the canonical homomorphism. The next result is a basic tool which will be used implicitly throughout the paper without further reference.

Lemma 4.1 Let v ∈ A^∗ and let p be an integer such that vθλ ≤ p ≤ vθρ. Then there exists some prefix w of v such that wθπ = p.

Proof. Write v = v_1 . . . v_k with v_1, . . . , v_k ∈ A. Let w_i = v_1 . . . v_i for i = 0, . . . , k. If p = 0, then w_0θπ = p. Suppose now that p > 0. Since |w_iθρ − w_{i−1}θρ| ≤ 1 for every i, and p ≤ w_kθρ, there exists some j such that w_jθρ = p. Assume that j is minimum. Then w_jθρ = w_{j−1}θρ + 1 and this can only happen if w_j θπ = p. The case p < 0 is treated similarly, replacing ρ by λ. □

We introduce the automorphism α : F → F which permutes a and a^{−1}, and β : F → F defined by wβ = (wα)^{−1}. This is an anti-automorphism of order 2, since β^2 = 1 and (uv)β = (vβ)(uβ) for all u, v ∈ F . We can describe the action of β in terms of Munn trees, distinguishing the cases uπ ≥ 0 and uπ ≤ 0:

MT(u) :^{ai} // ∘^{aj} // •^{ak} //

MT(uβ) : •^{ai}oo ∘^{aj}oo^{ak}oo

MT(v) :^{ai} // •^{aj} // ∘^{ak} //

MT(vβ) : ∘^{ai}oo •^{aj}oo^{ak}oo

Now it follows easily that, for every u ∈ F such that uπ ≥ 0, we have uβλ = −k = −(uρ − uπ), uβρ − uβπ = i = −uλ, uβπ = j = uπ. (4)

Similarly, if vπ ≤ 0, we have vβλ − vβπ = −k = −vρ, vβρ = i = −(vλ − vπ), vβπ = −j = vπ. (5) Note that we can easily produce a finite A-automaton recognizing Lβ by reversing the arrows in A and exchanging the initial with the terminal vertices.

For every n ≥ 1, write • G_{n,1} = {u ∈ F | uπ ≥ 0, uλ ≤ −n}, • G_{n,2} = {u ∈ F | uπ ≥ n}, • G_{n,3} = {u ∈ F | uπ ≥ 0, uρ − uπ ≥ n}. Let i ∈ [3]. We define a function ξ_{n,i} : G_{n,i} → F as follows. Let u ∈ G_{n,i} and write u^′ = uξ_{n,i}.

• If i = 1, then u^′λ = uλ + n, u^′ρ = uρ and u^′π = uπ: MT(u) :^{ai} // ∘^{aj} // •^{ak} //

MT(u^′) :^{ai−n} // ∘^{aj} // •^{ak} // • If i = 2, then u^′λ = uλ, u^′ρ = uρ − n and u^′π = uπ − n: MT(u) :^{ai} // ∘^{aj} // •^{ak} //

MT(u^′) :^{ai} // ∘^{aj−n} // •^{ak} // • If i = 3, then u^′λ = uλ, u^′ρ = uρ − n and u^′π = uπ: MT(u) :^{ai} // ∘^{aj} // •^{ak} //

MT(u^′) :^{ai} // ∘^{aj} // •^{ak−n} // Note that ξ_{n,1}β = βξ_{n,3} and ξ_{n,3}β = βξ_{n,1}. (6) We prove next the cut and paste lemma:

Lemma 4.2 Let L ∈ Rat(F ). Then there exist some computable n^′ ≥ n ≥ 1 such that u ∈ L ⇔ uξ_{n,i} ∈ L (7) holds for all i ∈ [3] and u ∈ G_n′_{,i}.

Proof. Assume that L = (L(A))θ for the finite A-automaton A = (Q, I, T, E). Write m = |Q|. We consider three cases. We can always identify the case we are in because Lπ ∈ Rat(Z) and by Benois’ Theorem we can always build a finite automaton recognizing the reduced forms of Lπ [2, Theorem 4.3].

Case 1: Lπ ∩ N is finite.

Let K = {u ∈ L | uπ ≥ 0}. Let n = 2m and n^′ = 4m.

Let u ∈ K and x ∈ uθ^{−1} ∩ L(A). Suppose that ||u|| ≥ n = 2m. Then there exists a path in A of the form I ∋ q_0^{x′}−→ p_0^{x1}−→ p_1^{x2}−→ . . .^{xm}−−→ p_m^{x′′}−→ t ∈ T (8) with x = x^′x_1 . . . x_mx^{′′} and x_j π = 1 for j ∈ [m]. By the Pigeonhole Principle, there exist 0 ≤ j_1 < j_2 ≤ m such that p_{j1} = p_{j2} . Now

y_k = x^′x_1 . . . x_{j1} (x_{j1+1} . . . x_{j2} )^kx_{j2+1} . . . x_mx^{′′} ∈ L(A)

for every k ≥ 1. Moreover, y_kπ = uπ +(k −1)(j_2 −j_1), a contradiction in Case 1. Therefore ||u|| < n.

Let u ∈ G_{2n,i}. Then u ∈ L implies u ∈ K and so ||u|| < n, a contradiction. Similarly, uξ_{n,i} ∈ L implies uξ_{n,i} ∈ K, hence ||uξ_{n,i}|| < n and so ||u|| < 2n, also a contradiction. Therefore (7) holds in this case.

Case 2: Lπ ∩ (−N) is finite.

Let n = m! and n^′ = (m + 3)m!. Adapting the argument used in Case 1, we see that every u ∈ L must satisfy uλ > −m and uρ − uπ < m. Hence L ∩ (G_n′_{,i} ∪ G_n′_{,i}ξ_{n,i}) = ∅ for i = 1, 3 and so (7) holds for i = 1, 3. Thus we only have to deal with the case i = 2.

We start showing that if uξ_{n,2} ∈ G_{3n,2} ∩ L, then u ∈ L. (9)

Indeed, take x ∈ uξ_{n,2}θ^{−1} ∩ L(A). Then there exists a path in A of the form (8) with x = x^′x_1 . . . x_mx^{′′}, x^′π = m and x_jπ = 1 for j ∈ [m]. Hence there exist 0 ≤ j_1 < j_2 ≤ m such that p_{j1} = p_{j2} . Let k =^n_{j2−j1} . Then

y = x^′x_1 . . . x_{j1} (x_{j1+1} . . . x_{j2} )^{k+1}x_{j2+1} . . . x_mx^{′′} ∈ L(A).

Clearly, yπ = xπ + k(j_2 − j_1) = xπ + n. We remark that no factor w of a word in L(A) can satisfy wπ ≤ −m, otherwise by inserting loops as we did before we would end up contradicting Case 2. Hence x^′π = m implies that yλ = x^′λ = uλ. Since x^{′′}π = xπ − (x^′x_1 . . . x_m)π = uξ_{n,2}π − 2m ≥ 3n − 2m ≥ m, a similar argument yields yρ − yπ = x^{′′}ρ − x^{′′}π = uρ − uπ. Hence yθ = u and so u ∈ L. Therefore (9) holds.

Now let u ∈ G_n′_{,2} ⊆ G_{3n,2}. If uξ_{n,2} ∈ L, then u ∈ L by (9).

Conversely, assume that u ∈ L. Take x ∈ uξ_{n,2}θ^{−1} ∩ L(A). Then there exists a path in A of the form (8) with x = x^′x_1 . . . x_mx^{′′}, x^′π = m and x_j π = m! for j ∈ [m]. Hence there exist 0 ≤ j_1 < j_2 ≤ m such that p_{j1} = p_{j2} . Write k = j_2 − j_1. Then y = x^′x_1 . . . x_{j1} x_{j2+1} . . . x_mx^{′′} ∈ L(A) and as in the direct implication we get yλ = x^′λ = uλ and yρ − yπ = x^{′′}ρ − x^{′′}π = uρ − uπ. On the other hand, yπ = uπ − km! ≥ (m + 3)n − nm = 3n.

Hence uξ^k_{n,2} = yθ ∈ L. By applying (9) k − 1 times, we get uξ_{n,2} ∈ L. Therefore (7) holds in this case.

Case 3: Lπ ∩ N and Lπ ∩ (−N) are both infinite. Let P^+ = {p ∈ Q | there exists some loop p w_p pp in A with w_pπ > 0},

P^− = {p ∈ Q | there exists some loop p w_p pp in A with w_pπ < 0}.

Let p ∈ Q. Then

p ∈ P^+ if and only if (L(Q, p, p, E))π ∩ (N \ {0}) ≠ ∅.

Since Rat(Z) is closed under intersection [2, Corollary 4.4] and emptiness is decidable, we can decide whether or not this intersection is nonempty, and in that case we can compute one of its elements. Therefore we can compute P^+ and the corresponding w_p. The same holds for P^−.

Let n ≥ 1 be the least common multiple of all the w_pπ (p ∈ P^+ ∪ P^−). Then:

• for every p ∈ P^+ there exists some loop p z_p pp in A with z_pπ = n,

• for every p ∈ P^− there exists some loop p z^′_p pp in A with z′_pπ = −n. Let r = max({m} ∪ {||z_p|| | p ∈ P^+} ∪ {||z^′_p|| | p ∈ P^−}) and n^′ = 2(m^4n + r).

Since P^+ and P^− are computable, also r and n^′ are computable.

We prove that (7) holds for i = 1. We start by showing that

if uξ_{n,1} ∈ G_{m+2r,1} ∩ L, then u ∈ L. (10)

Let x ∈ uξ_{n,1}θ^{−1} ∩ L(A), say x = a_1 . . . a_s with a_1, . . . , a_s ∈ A. Then there exists a path in A of the form I ∋ q_0^{a1}−→ q_1^{a2}−→ . . .^{as}−→ q_s ∈ T. (11) There exists some ℓ ∈ [s] such that (a_1 . . . a_ℓ)π = uξ_{n,1}λ ≤ −m − 2r. Then there exist some 1 ≤ j_0 < . . . < j_m < ℓ such that (a_1 . . . a_{jh} )π = −r − h for h = 0, . . . , m. We can assume that j_0 is largest possible. Similarly, there exist some ℓ < j^′_m < . . . < j^′_0 ≤ s such that (a_1 . . . a_j′_h )π = −r − h for h = 0, . . . , m. We can assume that j^′_0 is smallest possible. Now there exist some 0 ≤ b < b^′ ≤ m such that q_{jb} = q_{jb′} , hence p^′ = q_{jb} ∈ P^−. Similarly, there exist some 0 ≤ c < c^′ ≤ m such that q_j′_c = q_j′_{c′} , hence p = q_{jc} ∈ P^+. Let y = a_1 . . . a_{jb} z^′_p′ a_{jb+1} . . . a_j′_c z_pa_j′_{c+1} . . . a_s ∈ L(A).

We claim that yθ = xθ. Clearly, yπ = xπ + z^′_p′ π + z_pπ = xπ − n + n = xπ. We have yρ ≤ xρ because the insertion of z^′_p′ decreases π and (a_1 . . . j_b)π ≤ −r (and the insertion of z_p cannot increase ρ either). We actually have yρ = xρ by maximality of j_0 and minimality of j^′_0: this ensures that xρ is reached outside the interval [j_0, j^′_0]. Finally, yλ = xλ − n follows from the fact that xλ is reached at q_ℓ and so we benefit from the insertion of z^′_p′ which decreases π by n. Thus yθ = xθ = u and so u ∈ (L(A))θ = L. Therefore (10) holds.

Now let u ∈ G_n′_{,1} ⊆ G_{m+2r,1}. If uξ_{n,1} ∈ L, then u ∈ L by (10).

Conversely, suppose that u ∈ L. Let x ∈ uθ^{−1} ∩ L(A), say x = a_1 . . . a_s with a_1, . . . , a_s ∈ A. Then there exists a path in A of the form (11).

Write J = {j ∈ [s] | (a_1 . . . a_j )π = −m^2n}, J^′ = {j ∈ [s] | (a_1 . . . a_j)π = −2m^4n}. Since n^′ > 2m^4n > m^2n, both J and J^′ are nonempty. Consider the elements of J ∪ J^′ listed under the usual ordering. Since uπ ≥ 0, the first and last elements of the list belong to J. Now we remove from the list:

• all the elements of J which are not adjacent to an element of J^′;

• all the elements of J^′ which are not adjacent to an element of J.

Thus our list takes the form

j_0 < j^′_1 ≤ j^′_2 < j_3 ≤ j_4 < j^′_5 ≤ j^′_6 < j_7 ≤ . . . ≤ j_{4k} < j^′_{4k+1} ≤ j^′_{4k+2} < j_{4k+3},

with j_ℓ ∈ J and j^′_ℓ ∈ J^′. Since uλ < −2m^4n, there exists some t_0 ∈ {0, . . . , k} such that uλ = (a_1 . . . a_j )π with j^′_{4t0 +1} ≤ j ≤ j^′_{4t0 +2}. Indeed, any other possibility would imply the existence of another element of J^′ that should not have been removed from the list!

There exist

j_{4t0} = i_0 < i_1 < . . . < i_m2 < j^′_{4t0 +1} ≤ j^′_{4t0+2} < i^′_m2 < . . . < i^′_1 < i^′_0 = j_{4t0 +3}

such that (a_1 . . . a_{iℓ} )π = (a_1 . . . a_i′_ℓ )π = −(m^2 + ℓ)n (12)

for ℓ = 0, . . . , m^2. Hence there exist 0 ≤ ℓ_1 < ℓ_2 ≤ m^2 such that (q_{iℓ1} , q_i′_{ℓ1} ) = (q_{iℓ2} , q_i′_{ℓ2} ). Now we remove from x the factors a_{iℓ1 +1} . . . a_{iℓ2} and a_i′_{ℓ2 +1} . . . a_i′_{ℓ1} to get a word x^′ ∈ L(A).

It follows from (12) that x^′π = xπ. On the other hand, we removed before all those elements from the list J ∪J^′ to ensure that removing these two factors does not alter ρ because (a_1 . . . a_h)π ≤ −m^2n whenever j_{4t0} ≤ h ≤ j_{4t0 +3}. What about λ? In what refers to the interval [j_{4t0} , j_{4t0 +3}], λ would increase by (ℓ_2 − ℓ_1)n. But we must control what happens in other intervals too, i.e. we must ensure that λ will increase at least as much.

Thus let t ∈ {0, . . . , k} \ {t_0}. There exist

j_{4t} = i_0 < i_1 < . . . < i_m2 < j^′_{4t+1} ≤ j^′_{4t+2} < i^′_m2 < . . . < i^′_1 < i^′_0 = j_{4t+3} such that (a_1 . . . a_{iℓ} )π = (a_1 . . . a_i′_ℓ )π = −m^2(1 + ℓ)n for ℓ = 0, . . . , m^2. Similarly to the case of t_0, there exist 0 ≤ ℓ^′_1 < ℓ^′_2 ≤ m^2 such that (q_{iℓ′1} , q_i′_{ℓ′1} ) = (q_{iℓ′2} , q_i′_{ℓ′2} ). Now we remove from x the factors a_{iℓ′1 +1} . . . a_{iℓ′2} and a_i′_{ℓ′2 +1} . . . a_i′_{ℓ′1} . Performing this operation for all t, we still get a word x^{′′} ∈ L(A).

For the same reasons invoked for x^′, we have x^{′′}π = x^′π = xπ and x^{′′}ρ = x^′ρ = xρ. In what refers to the interval [j_{4t}, j_{4t+3}], λ would increase by (ℓ^′_2 − ℓ^′_1)m^2n ≥ (ℓ_2 − ℓ_1)n, hence x^{′′}λ is reached in the interval [j_{4t0} , j_{4t0 +3}] and so x^{′′}λ = xλ + (ℓ_2 − ℓ_1)n. Thus uξ^{ℓ2−ℓ1}_{n,1} = x^{′′}θ ∈ L.

Now u ∈ G_n′_{,1} implies uξ^{ℓ2−ℓ1}_{n,1} ∈ G_n′_{−(ℓ2−ℓ1)n,1} ⊆ G_n′_{−m}2_{,1} ⊆ G_{m+2r,1}. Applying (10) ℓ_2 − ℓ_1 − 1 times, we get uξ_{n,1} ∈ L. Therefore (7) holds also in this final case.

Assume now that i = 3. Since Lβ ∈ Rat(F ), we already know that there exist some computable n, n^′ ≥ 1 such that u ∈ Lβ ⇔ uξ_{n,1} ∈ Lβ (13) holds for every u ∈ G_n′_{,1}.

Let u ∈ G_n′_{,3}. Then uβ ∈ G_n′_{,1}. Since β^2 = 1, it follows from (6) and (13) that u ∈ L ⇔ uβ ∈ Lβ ⇔ uβξ_{n,1} ∈ Lβ ⇔ uξ_{n,3}β ∈ Lβ ⇔ uξ_{n,3} ∈ L, hence (7) holds for i = 3.

The case i = 2 is dealt with similarly to the case i = 1. This time we take

J = {j ∈ [s] | (a_1 . . . a_j)π = m^2n}, J^′ = {j ∈ [s] | (a_1 . . . a_j)π = 2m^4n}.

The first element of the list built from J ∪ J^′ belongs to J, the last belongs to J^′. We omit the details. □

The following corollary will allow us to assume extra conditions on n and n^′. Corollary 4.3 Let L ∈ Rat(F ). For all k > 1 and n^{′′} ≥ n^′ + kn, we can replace the constants n, n^′ ≥ 1 of Lemma 4.2 by kn, n^{′′}.

Proof. Let i ∈ [3] and u ∈ G_n′′_{,i}. Since n^{′′} − kn ≥ n^′, we may apply (7) k times to get uξ^{j−1}_{n,i} ∈ L ⇔ uξ^j_{n1,i} ∈ L for j ∈ [k]. By transitivity, we get u ∈ L ⇔ uξ^k_{n,i} ∈ L ⇔ uξ_{kn,i} ∈ L. Thus (7) holds for kn, n^{′′}. □

5 Deciding equality

We prove in this section that inclusion and equality are decidable within Rat(F ).

Given L ⊆ A^∗, let L^+ = L ∩ Nπ^{−1} and L^− = L ∩ (−N)π^{−1} .

Given n, n^′ ≥ 1, we define a mapping η_{n,n}′ : Z → Z as follows. Given m ≥ 0, let mη_{n,n}′ = { m if m < n^′ max{i ∈ {0, n^′ − 1} | i ≡ m (mod n)} otherwise and (−m)η_{n,n}′ = −(mη_{n,n}′ ). Let W_n′ = {u ∈ F | uλ > −n^′, 0 ≤ uπ < n^′, uρ − uπ < n^′}. We define also a mapping ζ_{n,n}′ : F^+ → W_n′ as follows. Given u ∈ F^+, then uζ_{n,n}′ λ = (uλ)η_{n,n}′ , uζ_{n,n}′ π = (uπ)η_{n,n}′ , uζ_{n,n}′ ρ − uζ_{n,n}′ π = (uρ − uπ)η_{n,n}′ . That is, uζ_{n,n}′ is obtained from u by successively:

• applying ξ_{n,1} while the value of λ is ≤ −n^′;

• applying ξ_{n,2} while the value of π is ≥ n^′;

• applying ξ_{n,3} while the value of ρ − π is ≥ n^′.

It is immediate that ζ^2_{n,n}′ = ζ_{n,n}′ .

Theorem 5.1 Let L ∈ Rat(F ). Then there exist computable n^′ ≥ n ≥ 1 such that:

(i) L^+ = L^+ζ_{n,n}′ ζ^{−1}_{n,n′} = (L ∩ W_n′ )ζ^{−1}_{n,n′} ;

(ii) L^− = ((L^−)^{−1}ζ_{n,n}′ ζ^{−1}_{n,n′} )^{−1} = ((L^{−1} ∩ W_n′ )ζ^{−1}_{n,n′} )^{−1}.

Proof. First we note that L^{−1} ∈ Rat(F ): if A = (Q, I, T, E) is a finite A-automaton such that (L(A))θ = L, then L^{−1} = (L(A^′))θ for the automaton A^′ obtained from A by replacing each edge p^{aε}−→ q by q^{a−ε}−−→ p and exchanging the initial with the terminal vertices.

Let n^′_1 ≥ n_1 ≥ 1 (respectively n^′_2 ≥ n_2 ≥ 1) be the (computable) constants given in Lemma 4.2 for L (respectively L^{−1}). Let n = n_1n_2 and let n^′ = max{n^′_1, n^′_2} + n. By Corollary 4.3, we may replace both n_1, n^′_1 and n_2, n^′_2 by n, n^′.

Write η = η_{n,n}′ and ζ = ζ_{n,n}′ .

Let u ∈ L^+ζζ^{−1}. Then uζ = vζ for some v ∈ L^+. There exist i, j, k ≥ 0 such that vζ = vξ^i_{n,1}ξ^j_{n,2}ξ^k_{n,3}. Suppose that i > 0. Then (vλ)η = vζλ > vλ and so −n^′ < (vλ)η ≤ −(n^′ − n). Thus v ∈ G_n′_{,1}. Similarly, j > 0 implies v ∈ G_n′_{,2}, and k > 0 implies v ∈ G_n′_{,3}. Therefore we may apply Lemma 4.2 and get vζ ∈ L.

On the other hand, vζ = uζ = uξ^{i′}_{n,1}ξ^{j′}_{n,2}ξ^{k′}_{n,3} for some i^′, j^′, k^′ ≥ 0. The same argument allows us to use Lemma 4.2 and get u ∈ L. Thus u ∈ L ∩ F^+ = L^+. Therefore L^+ζζ^{−1} ⊆ L^+. Since the opposite inclusion holds trivially, we obtain L^+ = L^+ζζ^{−1}.

To complete the proof of (i), it suffices to show that L^+ζ = L ∩ W_n′ . Let u ∈ L^+. Clearly, uζ ∈ W_n′ . On the other hand, uζ^2 = uζ ∈ L^+ζ, hence uζ ∈ L^+ζζ^{−1} = L^+ and so L^+ζ ⊆ L^+ ∩ W_n′ ⊆ L ∩ W_n′ .

Conversely, let u ∈ L ∩ W_n′ . Then u ∈ L^+ and so u = uζ ∈ L^+ζ. Thus L^+ζ = L ∩ W_n′ and (i) holds.

Since (L^−)^{−1} = (L^{−1})^+, we get (ii) by applying (i) to L^{−1} ∈ Rat(F ). □

We can now prove that inclusion and equality are decidable in Rat(F ). Theorem 5.2 Let K, L ∈ Rat(F ). Then it is decidable whether or not:

(i) K ⊆ L;

(ii) K = L.

Proof. (i) In view of Lemma 4.2 and Corollary 4.3, there exist computable constants n^′ ≥ n ≥ 1 such that (7) holds for both K and L. Let ζ = ζ_{n,n}′ . We claim that

K^+ ⊆ L^+ if and only if K ∩ W_n′ ⊆ L ∩ W_n′ . (14)

The direct implication follows from W_n′ ⊆ F^+. The converse follows from Theorem 5.1(i). Thus (14) holds.

Since K ∩ W_n′ and L ∩ W_n′ are finite and effectively computable in view of Corollary 3.2, we can decide whether or not K^+ ⊆ L^+. Now K ⊆ L ⇔ (K^+ ⊆ L^+ ∧ K^− ⊆ L^−) ⇔ (K^+ ⊆ L^+ ∧ (K^{−1})^+ ⊆ (L^{−1})^+), hence we can decide whether or not K ⊆ L.

(ii) Follows from (i). □

Corollary 5.3 Let L ∈ Rat(F ). Then it is decidable whether or not L is a submonoid of F . Proof. Indeed, L is a submonoid of F if and only if L^∗ = L, and this equality is decidable by Theorem 5.2. □

Theorem 5.1 also yields the following corollary:

Corollary 5.4 Let L ∈ Rat(F ). Then there exist computable n^′ ≥ n ≥ 1 and W, W^′ ⊆ W_n′ such that L = W ζ^{−1}_{n,n′} ∪ (W^′ζ^{−1}_{n,n′} )^{−1}.

Could this provide a characterization of Rat(F )? The following example settles the question in the negative, showing also that Rat(F ) is not closed under complementation. Example 5.5 Let L = F aa^{−1} and W = {1, a, a^{−1}a, a^{−1}a^2} ⊆ W_2. Then L ∈ Rat(F ) but F \ L = W ζ_{1,2} /∈ Rat(F ).

Indeed, L ∈ Rat(F ) obviously. Suppose that F \ L ∈ Rat(F ). Then F \ L = (L(A))θ for some finite A-automaton A = (Q, I, T, E). Let m = |Q| and u = a^{−m}a^m ∈ A^+. Since uθ ∈ F \ L, there is some path I ∋ q_0^v−→ t ∈ T in A with vθ = uθ.

Since vθλ = −m, there exists some factorization v = v_1 . . . v_mv^′ such that v_iθπ = −1 for j ∈ [m]. And we have a path I ∋ q_0^{v1}−→ q_1^{v2}−→ . . .^{vm}−−→ q_m^{v′}−→ t ∈ T in A. Since m = |Q|, there exist some 0 ≤ i < j ≤ m such that q_i = q_j. Hence (v_{i+1} . . . v_j )θπ = i − j < 0. Let w = v_1 . . . v_i(v_{i+1} . . . v_j )^2v_{j+1} . . . v_mv^′ ∈ L(A). Since wπ = i − j < 0, we get wθ ∈ L, contradicting wθ ∈ (L(A))θ = F \ L. Therefore F \ L /∈ Rat(F ) as claimed.

The elements of F \ L are those u ∈ F which have a Munn tree of the form

·^{ai} // ∘^{aj} // •

for some i, j ≥ 0. It is easy to check that

uζ_{1,2} =

1 if i = j = 0 a if i = 0 < j a^{−1}a if i > 0 = j a^{−1}a^2 if i, j > 0

and F \ L = W ζ_{1,2}.

6 Recognizable subsets

We prove in this section that it is decidable whether or not a given rational subset of M is recognizable.

Given a subset L of a monoid M, we define the syntactic congruence of L as the congruence ∼_L on M defined by u ∼_L v if ∀x, y ∈ M (xuy ∈ L ⇔ xvy ∈ L). We say that L is recognizable if ∼_L has finite index (i.e. if M/ ∼_L is a finite monoid). Equivalently, L is recognizable if there exists some homomorphism φ from M onto a finite monoid N such that L = Lφφ^{−1}. We denote by Rec(M) the set of all recognizable subsets of M. If M is finitely generated, then Rec(M) ⊆ Rat(M). See [3] for more details on recognizable languages.

The next example shows that Rec(F ) ⊂ Rat(F ): Example 6.1 Let L = a^∗ ⊂ F . Then L ∈ Rat(F ) \ Rec(F ).

Obviously, L ∈ Rat(F ), so it suffices to show that a^m ∼_L a^n implies m = n for all m, n ≥ 0. Indeed, if m < n, then a^ma^{−n}a^n = a^{−(n−m)}a^n /∈ L but a^na^{−n}a^n = a^n ∈ L.

Theorem 6.2 Let L ∈ Rat(F ). Let n, n^′ ≥ 1 and W, W^′ ⊆ W_n′ be such that L^+ = W ζ^{−1}_{n,n}′ and L^− = (W^′ζ^{−1}_{n,n}′ )^{−1}. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) L ∈ Rec(F );

(ii) a^{3n′+n} ∼_L a^{3n′} .

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii). Write ζ = ζ_{n,n}′ and τ = ∼_L. Since L ∈ Rec(F ), there exist m, p ≥ 1 such that a^m τ a^{m+p}. We show that

if ||w|| ≥ m, then there exists k_0 ∈ N such that w τ a^{wπ+kp} for every k ≥ k_0. (15)

Indeed, take some k_0 such that wπ +k_0p ≥ m. Let k ≥ k_0 and write u = a^{wπ+kp}. Since ||w|| ≥ m, then w = w_1a^mw_2 for some w_1, w_2 ∈ F . Let v = w_1a^{m+kp}w_2. Since a^m τ a^{m+p}, we get a^m τ a^{m+kp} and consequently w τ v. Now v = vv^{−1}a^{vπ} = vv^{−1}u.

By [6, Lemma 4.6], the minimal ideal of any finite monogenic inverse monoid is a cyclic group. Let K denote the minimal ideal of A^∗/τ. In view of the relation a^m τ a^{m+p}, we have necessarily a^mτ ∈ K. Since ||u||, ||v|| ≥ m, we have uτ, vτ ∈ K. Hence wτ = vτ = (vv^{−1}u)τ = uτ and (15) holds.

We show next that if w ∈ F^+ is such that ||w|| ≥ 3n^′, then there exists some w ∈ F^+ such that ||w|| ≥ m, wζ = wζ and wπ ≡ wπ (mod n). Since ||w|| ≥ 3n^′, then w ∈ G_n′_{,i} for some i ∈ [3]. It is straightforward to check that all the conditions are satisfied by w = wξ^m_{n,i}.

By taking inverses, we see also that, if w ∈ F^− is such that ||w|| ≥ 3n^′, then there exists some w ∈ F^− such that ||w|| ≥ m, w^{−1}ζ = w^{−1}ζ and wπ ≡ wπ (mod n). The next step is to show that

if ||u||, ||v|| ≥ m and uπ ≡ vπ (mod n), then u ∈ L if and only if v ∈ L. (16)

We may assume that uπ > vπ, hence uπ = vπ + rn for some r ≥ 1. By (15), there exists some k ∈ N such that vπ + kp ≥ n^′, u τ a^{uπ+kp} and v τ a^{vπ+kp}. Now a^{uπ+kp}ζ = a^{vπ+kp+rn}ζ = a^{vπ+kp}ζ, hence u ∈ L ⇔ a^{uπ+kp} ∈ L ⇔ a^{uπ+kp}ζ ∈ W ⇔ a^{vπ+kp}ζ ∈ W ⇔ a^{vπ+kp} ∈ L ⇔ v ∈ L and (16) holds. Now let x, y ∈ F . Since ||xa^{3n′+n}y||, ||xa^{3n′} y|| ≥ 3n^′, we have ||xa^{3n′+n}y||, ||xa^{3n′} y|| ≥ m and it follows from (16) that xa^{3n′+n}y ∈ L if and only if xa^{3n′} y ∈ L. (17)

On the other hand, we have xa^{3n′+n}y ∈ L^+ ⇔ (xa^{3n′+n}y)ζ ∈ W ⇔ xa^{3n′+n}yζ ∈ W ⇔ xa^{3n′+n}y ∈ L^+ and xa^{3n′+n}y ∈ L^− ⇔ (xa^{3n′+n}y)^{−1}ζ ∈ W^′ ⇔ xa^{3n′+n}y^{−1}ζ ∈ W^′ ⇔ xa^{3n′+n}y ∈ L^−, hence xa^{3n′+n}y ∈ L if and only if xa^{3n′+n}y ∈ L. Similarly, xa^{3n′} y ∈ L if and only if xa^{3n′} y ∈ L.

Together with (17), this implies that xa^{3n′+n}y ∈ L ⇔ xa^{3n′+n}y ∈ L ⇔ xa^{3n′} y ∈ L ⇔ xa^{3n′} y ∈ L. Therefore a^{3n′+n} ∼_L a^{3n′} .

(ii) ⇒ (i). It is immediate that, for every w ∈ F^+, there exists some w^′ ∈ F^+ such that ||w^′|| ≤ 3(3n^′ + n) and w^′τw. By taking inverses, this also holds for w ∈ F^−, therefore F/τ is finite and so L ∈ Rec(M). □

We can now prove the announced decidability result:

Theorem 6.3 Given L ∈ Rat(F ), it is decidable wether or not L ∈ Rec(F ). Proof. By Corollary 5.4, we can compute n, n^′ ≥ 1 and W, W^′ ⊆ W_n′ such that L = W ζ^{−1}_{n,n′} ∪ (W^′ζ^{−1}_{n,n′} )^{−1}. By Theorem 6.2, it suffices to show that it is decidable whether or not a^{3n′+n} ∼_L a^{3n′} .

Let M be the inverse monoid defined by the inverse monoid presentation ⟨a | a^{3n′+n} = a^{3n′} ⟩ (i.e., M is the quotient of F by the congruence generated by (a^{3n′+n}, a^{3n′} )). By the argument used to prove the second implication of Theorem 6.2, M is finite. Let φ : F → M and π : F/ ∼_L be the canonical homomorphisms. We show that

a^{3n′+n} ∼_L a^{3n′} if and only if L = Lφφ^{−1}. (18)

Suppose first that a^{3n′+n} ∼_L a^{3n′} . Then a^{3n′+n}π = a^{3n′} π and so there exists a homomorphism ψ : M → F/∼_L such that φψ = π.

Let u ∈ Lφφ^{−1}. Then uφ = vφ for some v ∈ L and so uπ = uφψ = vφψ = vπ. Thus u ∼_L v. Since v ∈ L, this yields u ∈ L. Therefore L = Lφφ^{−1}.

Conversely, L = Lφφ^{−1} implies L ∈ Rec(F ) because M is finite and so a^{3n′+n} ∼_L a^{3n′} in view of Theorem 6.2. Therefore (18) holds.

Thus it suffices to show that the equality L = Lφφ^{−1} is decidable. But Lφ is a computable subset of the finite monoid M and so Lφφ^{−1} is a computable recognizable subset of F . Since F is finitely generated, we get Lφφ^{−1} ∈ Rat(F ). Therefore we can decide L = Lφφ^{−1} by Theorem 5.2 and we are done. □

7 Rational submonoids

The main goal of this section is to prove a version of the Anisimov and Seifert Theorem valid for the monogenic free inverse monoid F .

We start by proving a couple of lemmas.

Lemma 7.1 Let M be a rational submonoid of F such that Mπ contains both positive and negative integers. Then Mπ = nZ for some computable n ∈ N \ {0}.

Proof. The subgroup of Z generated by Mπ is necessarily cyclic, say nZ, for some n ≥ 1. Rational subgroups of free groups are finitely generated by Anisimov and Seifert’s theorem [2, Theorem 4.1] and a finite generating set can always be computed. Thus n is computable.

Now there exist m_1, . . . , m_k ∈ Mπ \ {0} and x_1, . . . , x_k ∈ Z such that n = m_1x_1 + . . . + m_kx_k. Without loss of generality, we may assume that m_1 > 0 and m_k < 0 because some x_i can be chosen to be zero. Now assume that the number j of negative x_i is minimum. Suppose that j > 0. Take some x_i < 0.

Suppose that m_i < 0. By replacing x_1 by x_1 + m_ix_i and x_i by x_i − m_1x_i, we get an alternative decomposition of n which contradicts the minimality of j since x_1 +m_ix_i > x_1 and x_i −m_1x_i ≥ 0 > x_i.

Hence m_i > 0. Now we replace instead x_i by x_i + m_kx_i and x_k by x_k − m_ix_i, yielding an alternative decomposition of n which contradicts the minimality of j since x_i + m_kx_i ≥ 0 > x_i and x_k − m_ix_i > x_k. Thus j = 0 and so n ∈ Mπ.

It is easy to see that M^{−1} is itself a rational monoid. In what concerns rationality, this follows from (X ∪ Y )^{−1} = X^{−1} ∪ Y^{−1}, (XY )^{−1} = Y^{−1}X^{−1}, (X^∗)^{−1} = (X^{−1})^∗.

Clearly, the subgroup of Z generated by M^{−1}π is still nZ, so it follows from what we have already proved that n ∈ M^{−1}π. Thus −n ∈ Mπ and so Mπ = nZ. □

Lemma 7.2 Let L ∈ Rat(F ). Then there exists some computable K ∈ N such that, for all s ≥ 1 and u ∈ L^+ such that uρ − uπ ≥ K, there exists some v ∈ L such that vλ − vπ ≥ uλ − uπ, −s − K < vπ ≤ −s and vρ = uρ. (19) Proof. Let A = (Q, I, T, E) be a finite A-automaton such that (L(A))θ = L. Let K = |Q|. Fix x ∈ uθ^{−1} ∩ L. Then there exists a path in A of the form I ∋ q_0^{x′}−→ p_0^{x1}−→ p_1^{x2}−→ . . .^{xK}−−→ p_K^{x′′}−→ t ∈ T (20) with x = x^′x_1 . . . x_K x^{′′}, x^′π = xπ + K and x_rπ = −1 for r = 1, . . . , K. We may assume that x^′, x_1, . . . , x_K are successively chosen as having maximum length. This amounts to say that the enhanced occurrences of each p_r in (20) are the last occurrences of each such vertex in the path.

There exist 0 ≤ r_1 < r_2 ≤ K such that p_{r1} = p_{r2} . Let y = x_1 . . . x_{r1} , y^′ = x_{r1+1} . . . x_{r2} and y^{′′} = x_{r2+1} . . . x_K x^{′′}. Then x = x^′yy^′y^{′′}. Since r_2 − r_1 ∈ [K], there exists some n ∈ N such that −s − K < uπ − (n − 1)(r_2 − r_1) ≤ −s. Then x^′y(y^′)^ny^{′′} ∈ L(A). We define v = (x^′y(y^′)^ny^{′′})θ ∈ L. Note that vπ = uπ + (y^′)^{n−1}π = uπ − (n − 1)(r_2 − r_1) ∈ {−s − K + 1, . . . , −s}. The following picture depicts the general situation in terms of Munn trees, where the dotted lines are potential lines:

MT(u) : ∘ • p_{r2} p_{r1}

MT(x^′y) : ∘ •

MT(y^′) : • ∘

MT(y^{′′}) : • ∘

MT(v) : • ∘

Note that the shapes of MT(x^′y), MT(y^′) and MT(y^{′′}) follow from the enhanced occurrences of each p_r in (20) being the last occurrences of each such vertex in the path. And uρ = x^′ρ = vρ follows from x^′, x_1, . . . , x_K having maximum length.

Finally, note that uλ − uπ = (x^′yy^′y^{′′})λ − (x^′yy^′y^{′′})π. Each insertion of y^′ decreases π by y^′π and λ by at most y^′π. Thus vλ − vπ ≥ uλ − uπ and we are done. □

We can now prove the main result of this section. We will consider some cases and subcases. Theorem 7.3 Let M be a rational submonoid of F . Then M is finitely generated and we can compute a finite generating set for M.

Proof. Let A = (Q, I, T, E) be a finite A-automaton such that (L(A))θ = L. After introducing β, we remarked that there exists an automaton (Q, T, I, E^′) recognizing Mβ. Thus Mβ is also a rational submonoid of F . By the proof of Lemma 7.2, the same constant K = |Q| works for both M and Mβ if we need to apply the lemma. For technical reasons, it is sometimes convenient for us to deal simultaneously with M and Mβ. Note that βπ = π.

Let n^′ ≥ n ≥ 1 be the constants provided by Lemma 4.2 for M. By Corolary 4.3, we may assume that n, n^′ hold for Mβ as well.

We consider three cases. It is easy to know which case we are in since Mπ is clearly computable. Case 1: Mπ = {0}.

By Lemma 7.2, we have uρ < K for every u ∈ M. Since βπ = π, we may also apply Lemma 7.2 to Mβ and get uβρ < K. By (4), we get uβρ = −uλ, hence uλ > −K. Thus M is finite and consequently finitely generated. Computability follows from Corollary 3.2. Case 2: Mπ ≠ {0}, and either M = M^− or M = M^+.

Replacing M by M^{−1} if necessary, we may assume that M = M^+. We consider X = {x ∈ M | | ||x|| ≤ (n + 1)n^′ + n^2 + 2K}. This is a finite computable set by Corollary 3.2. Hence it suffices to show that M ⊆ X^∗. Since X^∗β = (Xβ)^∗, this is equivalent to have Mβ ⊆ (Xβ)^∗. We prove both inclusions simultaneously by induction on the norm of v ∈ M ∪ Mβ.

Assume then that k > (n + 1)n^′ + n^2 + 2K and: • if w ∈ M and ||w|| < k, then w ∈ X^∗; • if w ∈ Mβ and ||w|| < k, then w ∈ (Xβ)^∗. We have to show that:

(a) if v ∈ M and ||v|| = k, then v ∈ X^∗; (b) if v ∈ Mβ and ||v|| = k, then v ∈ (Xβ)^∗.

Since β is an involution of F , then we could interchange (a) and (b) by replacing M by Mβ. It is therefore enough to consider v ∈ M with ||v|| = k.

Adapting the argument of Case 1, we have zρ − zπ < K and vλ > −K (21) for every z ∈ M. Hence vπ > (n + 1)n^′ + n^2. Let r = max{i ≥ 1 | vπ − in ≥ n^′}. By (7), we have w = vξ^r_{n,2} ∈ M. Also n^′ ≤ wπ < n^′ + n. Let z = vξ^{wπ}_{n,2}. Then vπ − n(wπ) > (n + 1)n^′ + n^2 − n(n^′ + n) = n^′ and it follows easily from (7) that z ∈ M. Since ||w||, ||z|| < k, we have w, z ∈ X^∗. Note that wλ = zλ = vλ and wρ−wπ = zρ−zπ = vρ−vπ. On the other hand, (w^{n−1}zw)π = n(wπ)+zπ = vπ. Since w, z ∈ M^+, we get v = w^{n−1}zw ∈ X^∗ as desired. Case 3: Mπ contains both positive and negative integers.

By Lemma 7.1, we have Mπ = pZ for some computable p ∈ N \ {0}. Let u, u^′ ∈ M be such that uπ = p and u^′π = −p. Then uu^′ ∈ E(M) and it follows easily that u^′uu^′ = (uu^′u)^{−1}. Since (uu^′u)π = p, we can replace u by uu^′u and assume that u, u^{−1} ∈ M.

By Corollary 4.3, we may assume that p | n and n^′ ≥ ||u|| + n, K. We consider X = {x ∈ M | | ||x|| ≤ 18n^′}. This is a finite computable set by Corollary 3.2. Hence it suffices to show that M ⊆ X^∗. Out of symmetry, it is enough to show that M^+ ⊆ X^∗. Since X^∗β = (Xβ)^∗, this is equivalent to have M^+β ⊆ (Xβ)^∗. We prove both inclusions simultaneously by induction on the norm of v ∈ M^+∪M^+β.

Assume then that k > 18n^′ and: • if w ∈ M^+ and ||w|| < k, then w ∈ X^∗; • if w ∈ M^+β and ||w|| < k, then w ∈ (Xβ)^∗.

By a similar reduction to the one we performed in Case 2, it is enough to consider v ∈ M^+ with ||v|| = k. We split the discussion into three subcases, since ||v|| = k > 18n^′ ⇒ v ∈ G_{8n}′_{,1} ∪ G_{2n}′_{,2} ∪ G_{8n}′_{,3}. Subcase 1: v ∈ G_{2n}′_{,2}.

Let r = min{i ≥ 1 | vπ − in ≤ n^′}. By (4.2), we have w = vξ^r_{n,2} ∈ M^+. Since ||w|| < k, we have w ∈ X^∗. Since Mπ = pZ, we have vπ − 2(wπ) = jp for some j ≥ 0. We claim that wu^j w = v.

Indeed, (wu^j w)π = 2(wπ) + jp = vπ. On the other hand, −uλ ≤ ||u|| ≤ n^′ − n ≤ wπ yields (wu^j w)λ = wλ = vλ. Similarly, uρ − uπ ≤ ||u|| ≤ n^′ − n ≤ wπ yields (wu^j w)ρ − (wu^j w)π = wρ − wπ = vρ − vπ. Thus v = wu^j w ∈ X^∗. Subcase 2: v ∈ G_{8n}′_{,3}.

We may assume that vπ < 2n^′, otherwise we are covered by Subcase 1. Let r = max{i ≥ 1 | vρ − vπ − in ≥ n^′}. By (4.2), we have w = vξ^r_{n,3} ∈ M^+. Also n^′ ≤ wρ − wπ = vρ − rn − vπ < n^′ + n. Since ||w|| < k, we have w ∈ X^∗.

Since vρ > 2n^′, there exists a path in A of the form I ∋ q_0^{x1}−→ q_1^{x2}−→ . . .^{x2n′}−−→ q_{2n}′^{x′}−→ t ∈ T with v = (x_1 . . . x_{2n}′ x^′)θ and x_j π = x_jρ = 1 for each j ∈ [2n^′]. Then there exists some path q_{2n}′^{x′′}−→ t with |x^{′′}| < K ≤ n^′. Let v^′ = (x_1 . . . x_{2n}′ x^{′′})θ. It it is easy to check that v^′ ∈ M^+, v^′λ ≥ vλ and n^′ ≤ v^′π ≤ v^′ρ < 2n^′ + K. (22) On the other hand, it follows from (7) that there is some s ≥ 0 such that w^′ = wξ^s_{n,1} ∈ M^+ and w^′λ > −n^′. By Lemma 7.2, there exists some w^{′′} ∈ M such that w^{′′}λ − w^{′′}π ≥ w^′λ − w^′π, −n^′ − K < w^{′′}π ≤ −n^′ and w^{′′}ρ = w^′ρ. (23) We have ||v^′|| = v^′ρ − v^′λ < 2n^′ + K − vλ < ||v|| = k and so v^′ ∈ X^∗. On the other hand, ||w^{′′}|| = w^{′′}ρ − w^{′′}λ ≤ w^′ρ − w^′λ + w^′π − w^{′′}π < wρ + n^′ + wπ + n^′ + K < 2(wπ) + 5n^′ = 2(vπ) + 5n^′ < 9n^′, hence w^{′′} ∈ X. Thus it suffices to show that v = wv^′u^jwu^{−ℓ}w^{′′} for some j, ℓ ≥ 0. (24) Let j =^{vρ−wπ−v′π−wρ} p . Since n divides vρ − wρ and Mπ = pZ, we have j ∈ Z. On the other hand, we have that vρ − wπ − v^′π − wρ > vρ − vπ − 2n^′ − K − n^′ − n − wπ ≥ 8n^′ − 7n^′, hence jp > n^′ and j > 0. We claim that vλ = (wv^′u^jw)λ and vρ = (wv^′u^jw)ρ. (25) Indeed, wλ = vλ and v^′, u, w ∈ M^+. Since v^′λ ≥ wλ and uλ ≥ −n^′ ≥ −v^′π, we get vλ = (wv^′u^jw)λ. On the other hand, (wv^′u^jw)ρ ≥ (wv^′u^j)π + wρ = wπ + v^′π + jp + wρ = vρ. Now v^′ρ − v^′π ≤ n^′ + K ≤ 2n^′ < jp + wρ ≤ (u^j w)ρ and uρ ≤ n^′ ≤ wρ. Since v^′, u, w ∈ M^+, we must have vρ = (wv^′u^j w)ρ. Therefore (25) holds.

Take ℓ = j + wπ + v^′π + w^{′′}π p . Since Mπ = pZ, we have ℓ ∈ Z. On the other hand, we have ℓ > n^′ + n^′ − (n^′ + K) p ≥ 0 and vπ = (wv^′u^jwu^{−ℓ}w^{′′})π.

By (25), we have (wv^′u^jwu^{−ℓ}w^{′′})ρ ≥ vρ. Since u^{−1} ∈ M^− and u^{−1}ρ ≤ n^′ ≤ wρ, we get (wv^′u^jwu^{−ℓ})ρ = vρ. Finally, we note that (wv^′u^j wu^{−ℓ})π + w^{′′}ρ = 2(wπ) + v^′π + (j − ℓ)p + w^′ρ = 2(vπ) + v^′π − (vπ + v^′π + w^{′′}π) + wρ = vπ − w^{′′}π + wρ < vπ + n^′ + K + n^′ + n + vπ < 8n^′ < vρ, hence (wv^′u^j wu^{−ℓ}w^{′′})ρ = vρ. It is straightforward to check that (25) yields vλ = (wv^′u^jwu^{−ℓ})λ. Now our preceding computation yields (wv^′u^jwu^{−ℓ})π + w^{′′}λ = wπ − w^{′′}π + w^{′′}λ ≥ wπ − w^′π + w^′λ ≥ wπ − wπ + wλ = wλ = vλ, thus (wv^′u^jwu^{−ℓ}w^{′′})λ = vλ and consequently v = wv^′u^jwu^{−ℓ}w^{′′} ∈ X^∗. Subcase 3: v ∈ G_{8n}′_{,1}.

Then vβ ∈ G_{8n}′_{,3}. In view of the induction hypothesis and Subcase 2 (with respect to Mβ), we obtain vβ ∈ (Xβ)^∗ = X^∗β. Thus v ∈ X^∗ and therefore M = X^∗ as desired. □ Now we can use Theorem 7.3 to derive a simplified description of Rat(F ):

Theorem 7.4 Let L ⊆ F . The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) L ∈ Rat(F );

(ii) L is a finite union of subsets of the form u_0X^∗_1 u_1X^∗_2 u_2 . . . X^∗_nu_n for n ∈ N, u_0, . . . , u_n ∈ F and finite X_1, . . . , X_n ⊂ F .

Proof. Let X consist of all the subsets of F satisfying condition (ii). It is immediate that X ⊆ Rat(F ) and contains all the finite subsets of F . Thus it suffices to show that X is closed under (finite) union, product and the star operator.

Let K, K^′ ∈ X . It is obvious that K ∪ K^′, KK^′ ∈ X . On the other hand, K^∗ = X^∗ for some finite X ⊂ F by Theorem 7.3. □ This is equivalent to say that L ∈ Rat(F ) if and only if L = Kθ for some K ∈ Rat(A^∗) of star height 1 (see [11, Section I.6]).

8 Open problems

The natural open problems in this context involve possible generalizations from the monogenic case to the finitely generated case, namely:

• are inclusion and equality decidable for rational subsets of F IM_X ? • is it decidable whether a rational subset of F IM_X is recognizable? With respect to Theorem 7.3, it is easy to produce a counterexample:

Example 8.1 Let X = {a, b} and L = (ab^∗)^∗ ∈ Rat(F IM_X ). Then L is not finitely generated.

Indeed, suppose that L is finitely generated. Then L ⊆ {a, ab, . . . , ab^m}^∗ for some m ≥ 1. However, using Munn trees it is easy to see that ab^{m+1} /∈ {a, ab, . . . , ab^m}^∗, thus L cannot be finitely generated.

Acknowledgement

The author thanks the anonymous referee for his/her comments. The author was partially supported by CMUP, which is financed by national funds through FCT – Fundação para a Ciência e a Tecnologia, I.P., under the project with reference UIDB/00144/2020.

References

[1] A. W. Anisimov and F. D. Seifert, Zur algebraischen Charakteristik der durch kontext-freie Sprachen definierten Gruppen, Elektron. Informationsverarbeit. Kybernetik 11(10–12) (1975), 695–702.

[2] L. Bartholdi and P, V. Silva, Rational subsets of groups, Chapter 23 of the Handbook of Automata Theory (ed. by J.-E. Pin), EMS Press, Berlin, 2021.

[3] J. Berstel, Transductions and context-free languages, B. G. Teubner, Stuttgart, 1979. [4] L. M. Gluskin, Elementary generalized groups, Matem. Sbornik 41 (1957), 23–36 (Russian). [5] M. V. Lawson, Inverse semigroups, the theory of partial symmetries, World Scientific, 1998. [6] J. Leech, Inverse monoids with a natural semilattice ordering, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 70 (1995), 146–182.

[7] E. S. Lyapin, Canonical form of elements of an associative system given by defining relations, Leningrad Gos. Ped. Inst. Uch. Zap. 89 (1953) 45–54 (Russian).

[8] W. D. Munn, Free inverse semigroups, Proc. London Math. Soc. 29(3) (1974), 385–404. [9] A. Oliveira and P. V. Silva, Inverse subsemigroups of the monogenic free inverse semigroup, Comm. Algebra 33 (2005), 3887–3917.

[10] M. Petrich and P. V. Silva, On directly infinite rings, Acta Math. Hungarica 85 (1–2) (1999), 153–165.

[11] J. Sakarovitch, Elements of Automata Theory, Cambridge University Press, 2009. [12] H. E. Scheiblich, Free inverse semigroups, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 38 (1973), 1–7. [13] G. Sénizergues, Some decision problems about controlled rewriting systems, Theoret. Comput.

Sci. 71 (1990) 281–346.

[14] P, V. Silva, On free inverse monoid languages, RAIRO Theoret. Inf. Appl. 30(4) (1996), 349–378. [15] J. R. Stallings, Topology of finite graphs, Inventiones Math. 71(3) (1983), 551–565.