arXiv:2309.12372v1 [math.AC] 21 Sep 2023

THE FURSTENBERG PROPERTY IN PUISEUX MONOIDS

ANDREW LIN, HENRICK RABINOVITZ, AND QIAO ZHANG

Abstract. Let M be a commutative monoid. The monoid M is called atomic if every non-invertible element of M factors into atoms (i.e., irreducible elements), while M is called a Furstenberg monoid if every non-invertible element of M is divisible by an atom. Additive submonoids of Q consisting of nonnegative rationals are called Puiseux monoids, and their atomic structure has been actively studied during the past few years. The primary purpose of this paper is to investigate the property of being Furstenberg in the context of Puiseux monoids. In this direction, we consider some properties weaker than being Furstenberg, and then we connect these properties with some atomic results which have been already established for Puiseux monoids.

1. Introduction

An element in a commutative monoid is atomic if it is invertible or it factors into atoms (i.e., irreducible elements). Following Cohn [10], we say that a commutative monoid is atomic if every element is atomic. Before 1990, atomicity was studied in its own only sporadically and mainly in connection to ascending chains of principal ideals (see, for instance, [25,30]). A more systematic study of atomicity started right after the paper [1], where the authors introduced some notions stronger than atomicity and provided the first dedicated investigation of factorizations in the context of integral domains. Divisibility properties weaker than atomicity have also been considered in recent years: see, for instance, [4,13] and the more recent paper [28]. The Furstenberg property, which is one of the divisibility properties we consider here, was coined by Clark [9]. A commutative monoid is said to be Furstenberg if every non-invertible element is divisible by an atom. It follows directly from the definitions that every atomic monoid is Furstenberg. The Furstenberg property has been recently considered in [24,28] in the context of integral domains, in [21] for rings of integer-valued polynomials, and in [22] in the context of polynomial semidomains.

The primary purpose of this paper is to provide a better understanding of the atomic structure of non-atomic Puiseux monoids, and we do so by studying some weaker notions of the Furstenberg property, which were already considered in [28] for integral domains. A Puiseux monoid is a subset of Q that consists of nonnegative rationals, contains 0, and is

Date: September 25, 2023.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 20M13, 11Y05; Secondary: 20M14, 06F05. Key words and phrases. Furstenberg monoid, atomic monoid, Puiseux monoid, nearly Furstenberg, almost Furstenberg, quasi-Furstenberg. 1

2 A. LIN, H. RABINOVITZ, AND Q. ZHANG

closed under addition. Although Puiseux monoids played some isolated roles in the 1990s in the setting of factorizations in integral domains (see, for instance, [1, Example 2.1] and [2, Example 7]), they were not systematically considered in the literature after the appearance of the paper [17], where Puiseux monoids are first investigated in their own right. Puiseux monoids are perhaps the most elementary algebraic structures showing an intricate atomic structure. Because of this, Puiseux monoids have been actively considered in recent years as more interest in the atomic theory of algebraic structures has emerged (see [14] and references therein). It is worth emphasizing that although the atomic structure of atomic Puiseux monoids has been actively investigated during the past few years, the same cannot be said for non-atomic Puiseux monoids, even though some useful and interesting Puiseux monoids are not atomic (see, for instance, [24, Example 4.11] and [23, Section 4]).

Besides being studied in their own right, Puiseux monoids have found applications and been investigated beyond semigroup theory. Perhaps the first relevant application of Puiseux monoids goes back to the 1970s, where the Puiseux monoid generated by the sequence

(_1

2^np_n ) n≥1 was used by Grams [25] as the main ingredient to construct the first atomic integral domain that does not satisfy the ascending chain condition on principal ideals. Most of the applications of Puiseux monoids can be found in semigroup algebras: for instance, they have been used by Coykendall and Gotti [12, Theorem 5.4] to show that atomicity does not ascend from monoids to monoid algebras, and they have been used by Gotti and Zafrullah [24, Example 4.11] to argue that the irreducible-divisor-finite property (introduced by Grams and Warner in [26]) does not ascend from monoids to monoid algebras. In addition, the paper [18] is devoted to the study of factorizations in monoid algebras constructed from Puiseux monoids. Recent constructions in commutative ring theory involving Puiseux monoids can be found in [20]. Finally, Puiseux monoids were investigated by Baeth and Gotti [3] in the setting of factorization of matrices, while Puiseux monoids were considered by Bras-Amorós [5] in connection with music theory.

Let M be a commutative monoid. Following Coykendall, Dobbs, and Mullins [11], we say that M is antimatter if the set of atoms of M is empty. The monoid M is called nearly Furstenberg if there exists c ∈ M such that for all non-invertible b ∈ M there exists an atom a ∈ M such that a divides bc in M but a does not divide c in M. Also, M is called quasi-Furstenberg (resp., almost Furstenberg) if for each non-invertible b ∈ M, there exists an element c ∈ M (resp., an atomic element c ∈ M) and an atom a ∈ M such that a divides bc in M but a does not divide c in M. It follows directly from the given definitions that every Furstenberg monoid is both nearly Furstenberg and almost Furstenberg and also that every nearly or almost Furstenberg monoid is quasi-Furstenberg. The implications in Diagram (1.1) illustrate this observations (for simplicity, we have use the non-standard acronyms FM, NFM, AFM, and QFM in the same diagram for Furstenberg, nearly Furstenberg, almost Furstenberg, and quasi-Furstenberg monoids, respectively).

THE FURSTENBERG PROPERTY IN PUISEUX MONOIDS 3

The weaker notions of the Furstenberg property we have introduced in this paragraph were all introduced and first studied by Lebowitz-Lockard in [28].

(1.1)

FM NFM

AFM QFM non-antimatter /

/ /

/

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce and briefly discuss most of the notation, terminology, and known non-standard results relevant to the development of the subsequent sections of content. In Section 3, we study in the setting of Puiseux monoids the properties shown in Diagram (1.1). Among other findings, we show that none of the implications represented by broken (red) arrows in Diagram (1.1) hold in the class of Puiseux monoids. We also prove a result that yields as a corollary that every Puiseux monoid that is not antimatter must be quasi-Furstenberg, which is represented in Diagram (1.1) by the rightmost horizontal reversed (red) arrow. Note that the parallel rightmost horizontal black arrow assumes that the monoid is not a group. In Section 4, we provide further examples to help our audience understand the inter-connection of the properties already studied in Section 3 with the atomic structure of non-atomic Puiseux monoids. We construct a Puiseux monoid that is Furstenberg but not almost atomic as well as a Puiseux monoid that is nearly atomic but not Furstenberg (see Section 4 for the definitions of nearly and almost atomicity).

2. Background

In this section, we introduce some terminology and definitions mostly related to the atomicity of cancellative commutative monoids.

2.1. General Notation. We use N and N_0 to denote the sets of positive and nonnegative integers, respectively. Also, we let P denote the set of primes. Following standard notation, we let Z, Q , and R denote the sets of integers, rationals, and real numbers, respectively. For r ∈ R and X ⊆ R, we set X_{≥r} := {x ∈ X | x ≥ r}. For a, b ∈ R with a ≤ b, we set �a, b� := {n ∈ Z | a ≤ n ≤ b}. For q ∈ Q_{>0} , we let n(q) and d(q) denote the unique pair of elements of N satisfying gcd(n(q), d(q)) = 1 and q =^{n(q)}_{d(q)} : in this case, we call n(q) and d(q) the numerator and denominator of q, respectively. For a subset Q of Q_{>0} , we call the set

{p ∈ P | p divides d(q) for some q ∈ Q}

the prime support of Q. For p ∈ P and n ∈ N, the value v_p(n) is the exponent of the maximal power of p dividing n. In addition, the p-adic valuation is the map v_p : Q → Z defined by v_p(q) = v_p(−q) = v_p(n(q)) − v_p(d(q)) for q ∈ Q_{>0} and v_p(0) = ∞. For any

4 A. LIN, H. RABINOVITZ, AND Q. ZHANG

two sets S and T , we let SΔT denote the symmetric difference of S and T ; that is, SΔT = (S \ T ) ∪ (T \ S). 2.2. Commutative Monoids. Over the course of this paper, the word monoid will refer to a cancellative commutative monoid. Let M be a monoid. Since M is assumed to be commutative, we will always use additive notation: “+” denotes the operation of M and 0 denotes the identity element (note the contrast with the multiplicative notation we have used in the introduction). If M = {0}, then we say that M is trivial. We denote the set M \ {0} as M^•. The group consisting of all invertible elements of M is denoted by U (M). The monoid M is called reduced if U (M) = {0}. A submonoid of M is a subset of M that contains 0 and is closed under addition. We say that M is generated by a subset S provided that the smallest submonoid (under inclusion) of M containing S is M itself: in this case, we write M = ⟨S⟩. If there exists a finite subset S of M such that M = ⟨S⟩, then M is called finitely generated. For general background in commutative monoids, see [27].

An element a ∈ M \ U (M) is called an atom (or an irreducible) if when the equality a = x + y holds for some x, y ∈ M, then either x ∈ U (M) or y ∈ U (M). We let A (M) denote the set of atoms of M. When A (M) is empty, we say that M is antimatter. An element b ∈ M is called atomic if either b ∈ U (M) or b can be written as a sum of atoms. The monoid M is called atomic if every element of M is atomic. For b, c ∈ M, we say that c divides b in M if there exists d ∈ M such that b = c + d, in which case, we write c |_M b. An element b ∈ M is called a Furstenberg element if either b ∈ U (M) or b is divisible by an atom in M. The monoid M is called a Furstenberg monoid provided that every element of M is a Furstenberg element. It follows directly from the definitions that every atomic element is a Furstenberg element and, therefore, every atomic monoid is a Furstenberg monoid.

A Puiseux monoid is an additive submonoid of Q_{≥0} . The atomic structure of Puiseux monoids have been systematically investigated during the past few years (see [7,14] and references therein). A special subclass of Puiseux monoids is that consisting of numerical monoids: a numerical monoid is an additive submonoid N consisting of nonnegative integers such that N_0 \N is finite. Although every numerical monoid is finitely generated, and so atomic in light of [15, Proposition 2.7.8], the same does not hold for Puiseux monoids in general. For instance, Q_{≥0} is a non-atomic Puiseux monoid with no atoms, while {0} ∪ Q_{≥1} is an atomic Puiseux monoid whose set of atoms is the infinite set Q ∩ [1, 2). In addition, not every Puiseux monoid is Furstenberg (as it is the case of Q_{≥0} ) and there are Puiseux monoids that are Furstenberg but not atomic, as we shall see in Section 4. See [8] for a survey on the atomicity of Puiseux monoids.

One can check that if φ: M → M^′ is a homomorphism between two Puiseux monoids M and M^′, then there must exist q ∈ Q_{≥0} such that M^′ = qM; that is, the homomorphisms between Puiseux monoids are given by rational multiplication. Using this, we can argue the following lemma, which will be referenced several times throughout the paper.

THE FURSTENBERG PROPERTY IN PUISEUX MONOIDS 5

Lemma 2.1. Let M and M^′ be two isomorphic Puiseux monoids, and let P and P^′ be the prime supports of M^• and M^{′•} respectively. Then the following statements hold. (1) |P ΔP^′| < ∞. (2) inf v_p(M^•) = −∞ if and only if inf v_p(M^{′•}) = −∞ for every p ∈ P.

Proof. (1) Since M and M^′ are isomorphic Puiseux monoids, [19, Proposition 3.2] guarantees the existence of q ∈ Q_{>0} such that M^′ = qM (if q = 0, then both M and M^′ must be trivial monoids and then we can replace q be any positive rational). Therefore M^{′•} = qM^•, and so v_p(M^{′•}) = v_p(q) + v_p(M^•) for any prime p. Now, if p ∈ P ΔP^′, then one of the sets v_p(M^•) and v_p(M^{′•}) is a subset of N_0 and the other is not; in particular, v_p(M^•) ≠ v_p(M^{′•}) = v_p(q)+v_p(M^•), so v_p(q) ≠ 0. As there are only finitely many primes p such that v_p(q) ≠ 0, the symmetric difference P ΔP^′ must be finite.

(2) Fix a prime p. From the fact that v_p(M^{′•}) = v_p(q) + v_p(M^•), we obtain that inf v_p(M^{′•}) = v_p(q) + inf v_p(M^•). Thus, if one of inf v_p(M^{′•}) and inf v_p(M^•) is greater than −∞, then so is the other. □

3. Furstenbergness

3.1. Quasi-Furstenberg Puiseux Monoids. Let M be a monoid. We say that M is quasi-Furstenberg if for each b ∈ M \ U (M), there exists c ∈ M and a ∈ A (M) such that a |_M b + c but a ∤_M c. We say that an element b ∈ M is quasi-atomic if there exists an element c ∈ M such that b + c is atomic. The monoid M is called quasi-atomic if every element of M is quasi-atomic. The notion of quasi-atomicity was introduced by Boynton and Coykendall [4].

It turns out that there is a large amount of quasi-Furstenberg Puiseux monoids. Indeed, as the following proposition shows, every Puiseux monoid containing at least one atom is quasi-atomic, and every quasi-atomic (Puiseux) monoid is quasi-Furstenberg.

Proposition 3.1. The following statements hold.

(1) Every quasi-atomic monoid is quasi-Furstenberg. (2) Every Puiseux monoid is antimatter or quasi-atomic.

(3) A nontrivial Puiseux monoid is quasi-Furstenberg if and only if it is quasi-atomic.

Proof. (1) Suppose that M is a quasi-atomic monoid. If M is a group, then it follows directly from the definition that M is quasi-Furstenberg. Therefore we assume that M is not a group. Fix a non-invertible element b ∈ M. As M is quasi-atomic, we can choose c ∈ M such that the element b + c is atomic. We can assume that we have chosen a c that minimizes the number of atoms (counting repetitions) in an atomic decomposition of b + c. Now take the minimum k ∈ N such that b + c = a_1 + · · · + a_k for some a_1, . . . , a_k ∈ A (M). The minimality of both c and k guarantees that a_1 ∤_M c. Hence a_1

6 A. LIN, H. RABINOVITZ, AND Q. ZHANG

is an atom of M such that a_1 |_M b + c but a_1 ∤_M c. As a result, we can conclude that M is quasi-Furstenberg.

(2) Let M be a Puiseux monoid. Assume that M is not antimatter, and let a be an atom of M. It is clear that 0 is a quasi-atomic element. Thus, fix a nonzero element b ∈ M, and let us argue that b is quasi-atomic. To do so, first observe that the equality n(b)d(a)a = n(a)d(b)b holds. Then, after setting c := (n(a)d(b) − 1)b, we find that b + c = n(a)d(b)b = n(b)d(a)a. Since a ∈ A (M), the element b + c is atomic and, therefore, b is quasi-atomic. Hence M is a quasi-atomic Puiseux monoid.

(3) The direct implication follows directly from part (2) as every quasi-Furstenberg monoid that is not a group must contain at least one atom. The reverse implication follows from part (1). □

Part (2) of Proposition 3.1 does not hold for classes different from the class of Puiseux monoids. The following example illustrates this observation.

Example 3.2. Consider the additive submonoid

M := (N_0 × {0}) ∪ (Z × N)

of Z^2, which is actually the nonnegative cone of Z^2 when the latter is considered as a totally ordered group with respect to the lexicographical order with priority in the second coordinate. The element a := (1, 0) is the minimum nonzero element of M with respect to the order of Z^2 and, therefore, a ∈ A (M). As a is the minimum element of M^•, which is the positive cone of Z^2, it follows that a |_M b for every b ∈ M^•. Thus, M is a Furstenberg monoid with A (M) = {a}. Observe that for each b ∈ M, the second coordinate of (0, 1) + b is positive and so (0, 1) + b /∈ N_0 a. As a consequence, M is not quasi-atomic. Hence M is neither antimatter nor quasi-atomic.

We can use Proposition 3.1 to construct Puiseux monoids that are quasi-Furstenberg but not atomic.

Example 3.3. Consider the Puiseux monoid M :=

⟨_1 2 ,^1_{3n} | n ∈ N ⟩ . Observe that^1_2 is an atom of M as it is the only defining generating element whose denominator is divisible by the prime 2. Since A (M) ⊆

{_1 2 ,^1_{3n} | n ∈ N } and^1_{3n} = 3 ·^1_{3n+1} for every n ∈ N_0 , it follows that A (M) =

{_1 2 } . Then M is a quasi-Furstenberg monoid by Proposition 3.1.

However, M is not atomic as, for instance,^1_3 /∈ ⟨^1_2 ⟩ = N_0^1_2 .

3.2. Almost Furstenberg and Nearly Furstenberg Puiseux Monoids. An element b ∈ M is called almost Furstenberg if either b ∈ U (M) or if there exists an atomic element c ∈ M and a ∈ A (M) such that a |_M b + c but a ∤_M c. The monoid M is called almost Furstenberg if every element of M is an almost Furstenberg element. It follows directly from the definitions that every Furstenberg monoid is almost Furstenberg and also that every almost Furstenberg monoid is quasi-Furstenberg.

THE FURSTENBERG PROPERTY IN PUISEUX MONOIDS 7

Proposition 3.4. Let M be a Puiseux monoid. If |A (M)| = 1, then M is almost Furstenberg if and only if M ∼= (N_0 , +).

Proof. Assume that |A (M)| = 1, and let a be the only atom of M. The reverse implication is straightforward as the monoid (N_0 , +) is atomic. For the direct implication, suppose that M is almost Furstenberg. Then, since the only atom of M is a, for any nonzero b ∈ M, there exists an atomic element c ∈ M such that a |_M b + c but a ∤_M c. However, for any atomic element c ∈ M such that a ∤_M c we see that c is atomic yet divisible by no atoms (since a is the only atom of M), hence c = 0. This means that for every nonzero b ∈ M, we must have a |_M b + 0 = b. Since a is an atom of M, it is positive. Now fix a nonzero b ∈ M. Let na be the largest multiple of a that divides b in M. Observe that n must be a positive integer. Now, b − na is an element of M that is not divisible by a, and we have proved that the only such element is 0, so b = na. Hence M ⊆ N_0 a. The reverse inclusion follows from the fact that a ∈ M. Thus, M = N_0 a, which is isomorphic to (N_0 , +). □

Motivated by Example 3.3, we can use Proposition 3.4 to construct quasi-Furstenberg Puiseux monoids that are not almost Furstenberg.

Corollary 3.5. There are infinitely many non-isomorphic Puiseux monoids that are quasi-Furstenberg but not almost Furstenberg.

Proof. For each odd prime p, consider the Puiseux monoid M_p :=

⟨_1 2 ,^1_{pn} | n ∈ N ⟩ . Fix p ∈ P \ {2}. We can proceed as in Example 3.3 to verify that M_p is a quasi-Furstenberg non-atomic monoid with A (M_p) =

{_1 2 } . Since |A (M_p)| = 1 and M_p is not finitely generated, it follows from Proposition 3.4 that M_p is not almost Furstenberg. Finally, observe that if q is an odd prime with q ≠ p, then inf v_p(M^•_p ) = −∞ while inf v_p(M^•_q ) = 0, and so it follows from part (2) of Lemma 2.1 that M_p and M_q are not isomorphic Puiseux monoids. □

As the following proposition indicates, the class of almost Furstenberg non-Furstenberg Puiseux monoid is nonempty.

Proposition 3.6. There are infinitely many non-isomorphic Puiseux monoids that are almost Furstenberg but not Furstenberg.

Proof. For each ℓ ∈ N, let P_ℓ be an infinite set consisting of odd primes. Furthermore, assume that P_k ∩P_ℓ is empty for all k, ℓ ∈ N with k ≠ ℓ. For each ℓ ∈ N, we will construct a Puiseux monoid M_ℓ that is almost Furstenberg but not Furstenberg is such a way that the prime support of M_ℓ is an infinite subset of {2} ∪ P_ℓ. Then for any distinct k, ℓ ∈ N the symmetric difference of the prime supports of M_k and M_ℓ will be an infinite set and, therefore, the Puiseux monoids M_k and M_ℓ will not be isomorphic in light of part (1) of Lemma 2.1.

To do so, fix ℓ ∈ N. The set N_0

[_1 2 ] >1, consisting of all dyadic rationals greater than 1, is countable. Hence we can pick a sequence (b_n)_{n≥1} of positive integers and a sequence

8 A. LIN, H. RABINOVITZ, AND Q. ZHANG

(k_n)_{n≥1} of nonnegative integers such that N_0

[_1 2 ] >1 = {_{bn} 2^{kn} | n ∈ N } . For each n ∈ N, set r_n :=^{bn}_{2kn} . Let (p_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence of primes in P_ℓ such that p_n > b_n for every n ∈ N. Now, consider the Puiseux monoid

M_ℓ := ⟨ N_0 [1 2 ] ⋃ { r_n p_n | | | n ∈ N }⟩ . We proceed to show that M_ℓ is almost Furstenberg but not Furstenberg. First, we will argue the following claim. Claim: A (M_ℓ) = {_{rn} p_n | n ∈ N } . Proof of Claim: Fix a ∈ A (M_ℓ). Since M_ℓ is a reduced monoid, either a ∈ N_0

[_1 2 ]_• or a ∈ {_{rn} p_n | n ∈ N } . However, observe that if a ∈ N_0

[_1 2 ]_• , then we could write a =^c_{2k} for some c ∈ N and k ∈ N_0 and so the equality a =^c_{2k+1} +^c_{2k+1} would contradict that a is an atom. Thus, a ∈ {_{rn} p_n | n ∈ N} and, as a result, the inclusion A (Mℓ) ⊆ {_{rn} p_n | n ∈ N } holds. We proceed to argue the reverse inclusion. Assume, for the sake of a contradiction, that^{rj}_{pj} /∈ A (M_ℓ) for some j ∈ N, and write

(3.1) b_j 2^{kj} p_j = c_0 b 2^k + n∑ i=1 c_{si} b_{si} 2^{ks}i p_{si} for n ∈ N and some subindices s_1, . . . , s_n ∈ N \ {j} such that s_1 < · · · < s_n and some coefficients c_{s1} , . . . , c_{sn} ∈ N. Since the p_{s1} -adic valuation of the left-hand side of (3.1) is nonnegative, p_{s1} | c_{s1} . This implies that c_{s1} ≥ p_{s1} . However, that means the right-hand side of the equality (3.1) is at least^{bs1}_{2ks1} > 1 while the left-hand side of the same equality is^{bj}_{2kj pj} <^1_{2kj} ≤ 1, a contradiction. Therefore A (M_ℓ) ⊇ {_{rn} p_n | n ∈ N } , and the claim is established.

Proving that M_ℓ is not a Furstenberg monoid amounts to arguing that 1 is not divisible by any atom. Assume, by way of contradiction, that 1 is divisible by^{rj}_{pj} for some j ∈ N. Let m be the largest positive integer such that 1 − m^{rj}_{pj} ∈ M. Therefore 1 − m^{rj}_{pj} can be written as a sum of a dyadic rational and rational numbers of the form^{rk}_{pk} for positive integers k ≠ j, which have nonnegative p_j-adic valuations. As a result, 1 − m^{rj}_{pj} has nonnegative p_j -adic valuation. Since v_{pj} (r_j) = v_{pj} (^{bj}_{2kj} ) = 0 by construction, we find that p_j | m. Thus, 1 − m^{rj}_{pj} ≤ 1 − r_j < 0, which is a contradiction. Hence 1 is not divisible in M_ℓ by any atom, and so M_ℓ is not a Furstenberg monoid.

Finally, we argue that M_ℓ is almost Furstenberg. To do this, fix q ∈ M_ℓ. If q is divisible by an atom a, then we are done: in this case, q + 0 is divisible by a in M_ℓ while 0 is not. Otherwise, q must be a dyadic rational. Let c be any dyadic rational with c > 1, and take i, j ∈ N such that r_i = c and r_j = q + c. Then, q + c is divisible by the atom r_j p_j in Mℓ. Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that c is also divisible by the atom r_j p_j in M_ℓ. Let m be the largest positive integer such that c − m^{rj}_{pj} ∈ M_ℓ. Then, c − m^{rj}_{pj}

THE FURSTENBERG PROPERTY IN PUISEUX MONOIDS 9

can be written as a sum of a dyadic rational and rational numbers of the form^{rk}_{pk} for positive integers k ≠ j, which have nonnegative p_j -adic valuations. Thus, c − m^{rj}_{pj} has

nonnegative p_j-adic valuation. Since v_{pj} (r_j) = v_{pj} (^{bj}_{2kj} ) = 0 by construction, we obtain that p_j | m. As a result, c − m^{rj}_{pj} ≤ c − r_j = −q, a contradiction. Hence we conclude that M_ℓ is an almost Furstenberg Puiseux monoid that is not Furstenberg, which completes the proof. □

The monoid M is called nearly Furstenberg if there exists c ∈ M such that for all b ∈ M \ U (M) there exists a ∈ A (M) such that a |_M b + c but a ∤_M c. It follows directly from the definitions that every Furstenberg monoid is nearly Furstenberg. However, the converse of this statement does not hold: actually, there are Puiseux monoids that are both nearly Furstenberg and almost Furstenberg but not Furstenberg. The following theorem, which generalizes Proposition 3.6, sheds some light upon this observation.

Theorem 3.7. There are infinitely many non-isomorphic Puiseux monoids that are both almost Furstenberg and nearly Furstenberg but not Furstenberg.

Proof. Let the sequences (P_ℓ)_{ℓ≥1} and (M_ℓ)_{ℓ≥1} be as in the proof of Proposition 3.6. In light of the same proof, it suffices to argue that M_ℓ is nearly Furstenberg for every ℓ ∈ N. To do so, fix ℓ ∈ N, and then recall that (r_n)_{n≥1} is a sequence of rationals and (p_n)_{n≥1} is a sequence of primes in P_ℓ such that N_0

[_1 2 ] >1 = {r_n | n ∈ N} and p_n > n(r_n) for every n ∈ N. Also, recall that

M_ℓ := ⟨ N_0 [1 2 ] ⋃ { r_n p_n | | | n ∈ N }⟩ . To argue that M_ℓ is nearly Furstenberg, fix a nonzero q ∈ M_ℓ, and let us check that 1 + q is divisible by an atom in M_ℓ (we have already seen in the proof of Proposition 3.6 that 1 is not divisible by any atom in M_ℓ). If q is divisible by an atom in M_ℓ, then 1 + q is also divisible by an atom in M_ℓ. Otherwise, q must be a dyadic rational. However, any dyadic rational greater than 1 is a multiple of some atom, so 1 + q must be divisible by an atom in M_ℓ. Thus, the Puiseux monoid M_ℓ is nearly Furstenberg, which completes our proof. □

Remark 3.8. In the context of ring theory, an example of an integral domain that is both nearly Furstenberg and almost Furstenberg but not Furstenberg was constructed in [28, Example 15].

It follows directly from the definitions that every almost Furstenberg monoid is quasi- Furstenberg and also that every nearly Furstenberg monoid is quasi-Furstenberg. We conclude this subsection revisiting Example 3.3, and showing that the quasi-Furstenberg Puiseux monoid discussed in the same is neither almost Furstenberg nor nearly Furstenberg.

Example 3.9. Consider the Puiseux monoid M :=

⟨_1 2 ,^1_{3n} | n ∈ N_0 ⟩ . We have already seen in Example 3.3 that M is a quasi-Furstenberg non-atomic Puiseux monoid with

10 A. LIN, H. RABINOVITZ, AND Q. ZHANG

A (M) =

{_1 2 } . We claim that M is neither almost Furstenberg nor nearly Furstenberg.

Observe that each nonzero atomic element of M must be divisible by^1_2 in M because 1 2 is the only atom of M. This, along with the fact that^1_3 is not a Furstenberg element in M, ensures that^1_3 is not almost Furstenberg in M. Therefore M is not an almost Furstenberg Puiseux monoid.

Now assume, towards a contradiction, that there exists c ∈ M such that^1_2 ∤_M c but 1 2 |_M b + c for all nonzero b ∈ M. Set N :=

⟨_1

3^n | n ∈ N 0 ⟩ , which is a submonoid of M. Observe that c ∈ N. Also, because^1_2 ∤_M c, we see that c < 1. Now we can choose b ∈ N sufficiently small such that b + c ∈ N and b + c < 1. Then we find that b + c is not divisible by^1_2 in M: this is because b + c −^1_2 <^1_2 = min

(_1 2 + M ) and b + c −^1_2 /∈ N.

This gives the needed contradiction. Hence we conclude that the Puiseux monoid M is a quasi-Furstenberg monoid that is neither an almost Furstenberg nor a nearly Furstenberg monoid.

3.3. Almost Furstenberg VS Nearly Furstenberg. In this subsection, we will show that there is no inclusion relation between the class of almost atomic Puiseux monoids and the class of nearly atomic Puiseux monoids. Let us start by showing that there are Puiseux monoids that is nearly Furstenberg but not almost Furstenberg.

Theorem 3.10. There are infinitely many non-isomorphic Puiseux monoids that are nearly Furstenberg but not almost Furstenberg.

Proof. For each p ∈ P with p ≥ 7, consider the Puiseux monoid

M_p := ⟨{ 1 p } ⋃ N_0 [1 2 ]_• ⋃ (1 2 − 1 p + N_0 [1 2 ]_•)⟩ . We claim that A (M_p) =

{_1 p } . Since N_0

[_1 2 ] ⊆ M_p, it follows that none of the elements in N_0

[_1 2 ] is an atom of M_p. In addition, for any^1_2 −^1_p +^b_{2c} , where b ∈ N and c ∈ N_0 , we can write 1 2 − 1 p + b 2^c = (1 2 − 1 p + b 2^{c+1} ) + b 2^{c+1} , from which we can infer that^1_2 −^1_p +^b_{2c} is not an atom of M_p. We proceed to argue that^1_p is an atom of M_p. Write^1_p = q + r for some q, r ∈ M_p and assume, without loss of generality, that p | d(q). Since inf

(_1 2 −^1_p + N_0

[_1 2 ]_•) =^1_2 −^1_p >^1_p , we see that q, r /∈^1_2 −^1_p + N_0

[_1 2 ]_• . This, along with the fact that p | d(q), ensures that q ∈ N_0^1_p .

Therefore q ∈ { 0,^1_p } , and so^1_p is an atom. Thus, A (M_p) =

{_1 p } . Since |A (M_p)| = 1, it follows from Proposition 3.4 that M_p is not almost Furstenberg.

In order to argue that M_p is nearly Furstenberg, we need to prove first the following claim.

Claim:^1_p ∤_{Mp}^1_2 .

THE FURSTENBERG PROPERTY IN PUISEUX MONOIDS 11

Proof of Claim: This is equivalent to showing that^1_2 −^1_p does not belong to M_p. Suppose, towards a contradiction, that this is not the case. Hence^1_2 −^1_p can be written as a nonnegative integer linear combination of defining generators. Since^1_2 −^1_p is strictly less than any element in the set^1_2 −^1_p + N_0

[_1 2 ]_• , we see that^1_2 −^1_p ∈ ⟨{_1 p } ⋃ N_0

[_1 2 ]⟩ . Then we can write^1_2 = c_0^1_p +^b_{2c} for some c_0 ∈ N and b, c ∈ N_0 . As the p-adic valuation of^1_2 is 0, it follows that p | c_0, which implies that the right-hand side of^1_2 = c_0^1_p +^b_{2c} is at least 1, a contradiction. Thus, the claim is established.

We are now in a position to prove that M_p is nearly Furstenberg. It suffices to show that^1_p |_{Mp}^1_2 +m for each of the defining generators m ∈

{_1 p } ⋃ N_0

[_1 2 ]_• ⋃ (_1 2 −^1_p +N_0

[_1 2 ]_•) . It is clear that^1_p |_{Mp}^1_2 +^1_p . In addition, for each m ∈ N_0

[_1 2 ]_• , the fact that^1_2 −^1_p + m ∈ 1 2 −^1_p + N_0

[_1 2 ]_• ⊆ M_p ensures that^1_p |_{Mp}^1_2 + m. Lastly, suppose that m =^1_2 −^1_p +^b_{2c} for some b, c ∈ N. In this case, we see that m + 1 2 − 1 p = (1 2 − 1 p + b 2^{c+1} ) + (1 2 − 1 p + b 2^{c+1} ) ∈ M_p, which implies that^1_p |_{Mp}^1_2 + m. Hence M_p is a nearly Furstenberg Puiseux monoid that is not almost Furstenberg.

Finally, suppose, towards a contradiction, that p and q are two distinct primes in P_{≥7} such that the Puiseux monoids M_p and M_q are isomorphic. Since isomorphism between Puiseux monoids are given by rational multiplication we can take b, c ∈ N with gcd(b, c) = 1 such that cM_p = bM_q. Since^1_p ∈ M_p, it follows that^c_p ∈ bM_q, which implies that p | c because the p-adic valuation of any element of M_q is nonnegative. Now since 1 ∈ M_q, we can take r ∈ M_p such that cr = b. Since gcd(b, c) = 1, no prime distinct from 2 and p can divide c (as it would also divide b), and so c = 2^sp for some s ∈ N_0 . Thus, M_q =^c_b M_p = 2^{s−t p}_q M_p and, after taking N ∈ N large enough so that 2^{N+s−t} > p, we obtain an element r :=^p_{2N+s−tq} ∈ M_q such that r <^1_q and q | d(r), which is a contradiction (see the definition of M_q). Hence if p and q are distinct primes in P_{≥7}, then the Puiseux monoids M_p and M_q are not isomorphic. □

Let us turn now to show that there are almost Furstenberg Puiseux monoids that are not nearly Furstenberg.

Theorem 3.11. There are infinitely many non-isomorphic Puiseux monoids that are almost Furstenberg but not nearly Furstenberg.

Proof. For each ℓ ∈ N, we let P_ℓ be an infinite set of odd primes such that the sets P_k and P_ℓ are disjoint for all k, ℓ ∈ N with k ≠ ℓ. For each ℓ ∈ N, we will construct a Puiseux monoid M_ℓ whose prime support is an infinite subset of {2} ∪ P_ℓ such that M_ℓ is almost Furstenberg but not nearly Furstenberg. Since for any distinct k, ℓ ∈ N the symmetric difference of the prime supports of M_k and M_ℓ is an infinite set, it will follow from part (1) of Lemma 2.1 that the Puiseux monoids M_k and M_ℓ will not be isomorphic.

12 A. LIN, H. RABINOVITZ, AND Q. ZHANG

Fix ℓ ∈ N, and let (p_n)_{n≥1} be a sequence whose terms are pairwise distinct primes in P_ℓ such that p_n ∤ 2^n − 1 for every n ∈ N. Now consider the Puiseux monoid

M_ℓ := ⟨ 1 2^n , 1 p_n ( 1 − 1 2^n ) | | n ∈ N ⟩ . For each n ∈ N, observe that the only defining generator of M_ℓ having negative p_n-adic valuation is^1_{pn} (1 −^1_{2n} ). Therefore^1_{pn} (1 −^1_{2n} ) ∈ A (M_ℓ) for every n ∈ N. This, along with the fact that the rest of the defining generators (namely, the elements of

{_1 2^n | n ∈ N}) are not atoms, ensures that

A (M_ℓ) := { 1 p_n ( 1 − 1 2^n ) | | n ∈ N } . Set a_n :=^1_{pn} (1 −^1_{2n} ). We proceed to argue that M_ℓ is almost Furstenberg. To do so, we first prove that the non-Furstenberg elements of M_ℓ are the elements in Z

[_1 2 ] ∩ ( 0,^1_2 ) . First, note that N_0

[_1 2 ] ⊆ M_ℓ. Observe that if an element of M_ℓ is not Furstenberg, then it must be generated by the set

{_1 2^n | n ∈ N } and so it must be contained in N_0

[_1 2 ] . We can see, on the other hand, that every element in N_0

[_1 2 ] ≥1/2 is divisible by 1 2 in M_ℓ, and so the fact that^1_2 is a Furstenberg element of M_ℓ (indeed,^1_2 = p_1a_1) implies that every element in N_0

[_1 2 ] ≥1/2 is a Furstenberg element. Hence every non-Furstenberg element

of M_ℓ belongs to Z

[_1 2 ] ∩ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Conversely, suppose that q ∈ M_ℓ is a Furstenberg element, and write

(3.2) q = c_0 2^k + N∑ i=1 c_ia_i for some N ∈ N and k, c_0, . . . , c_N ∈ N_0 such that ∑_N i=1 c_i ≥ 1. Take j ∈ �1, N� such that c_j ≥ 1. In this case, after applying p_j -adic valuation to both sides of the equality (3.2), we find that p_j | c_j (2^j − 1) and so p_j | c_j. As a result, q ≥ c_ja_j ≥ 1 −^1_{2j} ≥^1_2 . Hence no Furstenberg element of M_ℓ can be contained in Z

[_1 2 ] ∩ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Hence we conclude that set of non-Furstenberg elements of M_ℓ is Z

[_1 2 ] ∩ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Since each non-Furstenberg element is divisible by^1_{2n} for some n ∈ N, arguing that M_ℓ is an almost Furstenberg element amounts to showing that^1_{2n} is an almost Furstenberg element for every n ∈ N. Fix n ∈ N, and let us show that^1_{2n} is an almost Furstenberg element. Observe that c := 1 −^1_{2n} is atomic because it is the sum of p_n copies of the atom a_n. In addition, the atom a_{n+1} divides the element c +^1_{2n} = 1 in M_ℓ: indeed, 1 = p_{n+1}a_{n+1} +^1_{2n+1} . Therefore we only need to verify that a_{n+1} ∤_{Mℓ} c. It is enough to observe that if c =^{c0}_{2k} + ∑_N i=1 c_ia_i for some index N ≥ n + 1 and k, c_0, . . . , c_N , then after applying p_{n+1}-adic valuation to both sides of this equality we will find that p_{n+1} | c_{n+1}, and so the inequality c < p_{n+1}a_{n+1} will ensure that c_{n+1} = 0. Hence a_{n+1} ∤_{Mℓ} c. As a result, M_ℓ is almost Furstenberg.

THE FURSTENBERG PROPERTY IN PUISEUX MONOIDS 13

Finally, we will argue that M_ℓ is not nearly Furstenberg. Fix an arbitrary nonzero c ∈ M_ℓ, and then write

(3.3) c = d_c + N∑ i=1 c_ia_i for some d_c ∈ N_0

[_1 2 ] and c_1, . . . , c_N ∈ N_0 . We can further assume that c_k < p_k for every k ∈ �1, N� (otherwise, while c_k ≥ p_k for some k ∈ �1, N�, we could just take away p_k of these atoms, add their sum to d_c). Now take i ∈ N such that none of the terms of the sequence ( 1 −^1_{2n} ) n≥1 belongs to the interval ( d_c, d_c +^1_{2i} ] (this is possible because the sequence ( 1 −^1_{2n} ) n≥1 is strictly increasing). We will argue that c +^1_{2i} is not divisible in M_ℓ by any atom that does not divide c. To do so, take an atom a_j such that a_j ∤_{Mℓ} c and suppose, by way of contradiction, that a_j |_{Mℓ} c +^1_{2i} . Let m be the largest positive integer such that ma_j |_{Mℓ} c +^1_{2i} . Since a_j ∤_{Mℓ} c, it follows that v_{pj} (c) ≥ 0, which implies that v_{pj} ( c +^1_{2i} ) ≥ 0. Therefore p_j | m, and so from the fact that ma_j |_{Mℓ} c +^1_{2i} we infer that 1 −^1_{2j} |_{Mℓ} c +^1_{2i} . On the other hand, the fact that a_j ∤_{Mℓ} c ensures that 1 −^1_{2j} ∤_{Mℓ} c. Since 1 −^1_{2j} ∤_{Mℓ} c, the inequality d_c < 1 −^1_{2j} . As none of the terms of the sequence ( 1 −^1_{2n} ) n≥1 belongs to the interval ( d_c, d_c +^1_{2i} ] , it follows that d_c +^1_{2i} < 1 −^1_{2j} . Since 1 −^1_{2j} |_{Mℓ} c +^1_{2i} , we can write c +^1_{2i} as in the second equality of the expression

(3.4) ( d_c + 1 2^i ) + N∑ i=1 c_ia_i = c + 1 2^i

= d^′ + N^′∑

i=1 c^′_ia_i, where d^′ ∈ N_0

[_1 2 ] and c^′_1, . . . , c^′_N ′ ∈ N_0 satisfy that d^′ ≥ 1 −^1_{2j} and c^′_k < p_k for every k ∈ �1, N^′� (after inserting zero coefficients if necessary, we can assume that N^′ ≥ N). After applying p_i-adic valuation to (3.4) for every i ∈ �1, N^′�, we find that c^′_i = c_i for every i ∈ �1, N� and also that c^′_i = 0 for every i ∈ �N +1, N^′�. Hence d^′ = d_c +^1_{2i} < 1−^1_{2j} , which is a contradiction. Hence a_j ∤_{Mℓ} c +^1_{2i} . Since every atom that does not divide c in M_ℓ cannot divide c +^1_{2i} in M_ℓ, the fact that c was arbitrarily chosen guarantees that M_ℓ is not nearly Furstenberg. Thus, we conclude that the Puiseux monoid M_ℓ is almost Furstenberg but not nearly Furstenberg. □

4. Two Final Examples in Connection with Atomicity

Let M be a monoid. We say that an element b ∈ M is almost atomic if there exists an atomic element c ∈ M such that b + c is atomic. Observe that every invertible element is almost atomic. The monoid M is called almost atomic if every element of M is almost atomic. Also, the monoid M is called nearly atomic if there exists c ∈ M such that for each b ∈ M \ U (M), the element b + c is atomic. We can mimic the proof of [28, Lemma 7] to obtain that every nearly atomic monoid is almost atomic. The notion

14 A. LIN, H. RABINOVITZ, AND Q. ZHANG

of almost atomicity was introduced by Boynton and Coykendall [4], while the notion of near atomicity was introduced by Lebowitz-Lockard [28].

The property of being Furstenberg and that of being nearly atomic are both weaker than the property of being atomic. It is natural to wonder whether one of the two former properties implies the other one in the class of Puiseux monoids. As the next two examples show, none of these properties implies the other one. In the following example we exhibit a Furstenberg monoid that is not even almost atomic (in particular, it is not nearly atomic).

Example 4.1. First we construct a Puiseux monoid that is Furstenberg but not nearly atomic (we have already seen in Example 3.2 a Furstenberg monoid that is not even quasi-atomic; however, the corresponding monoid is not a Puiseux monoid). Consider the Puiseux monoid M := ⟨1 p | | | p ∈ P≥3 ⟩ ⋃ Q_{≥1} .

Observe that none of the elements in Q_{≥1} can be an atom of M because they are each divisible by^1_p in M for sufficiently large odd primes p. On the other hand,^1_p ∈ A (M) for every p ∈ P_{≥3} because^1_p is the smallest element whose p-adic valuation is negative and, therefore, it cannot be written as the sum of smaller elements. Thus,

A (M) = { 1 p | | p ∈ P_{≥3} } . Therefore each nonzero element of M is divisible by an atom in M, which implies that M is a Furstenberg monoid. On the other hand, observe that M is almost atomic if and only if every element of M can be written as the difference of two atomic elements. In addition, note that differences of atomic elements will have nonnegative 2-adic valuations as atoms have have nonnegative 2-adic valuations. As a result, we infer that^3_2 is not a difference of atomic elements and, therefore, M is not almost atomic. We conclude that the Puiseux monoid M is Furstenberg but not almost atomic (and so not nearly atomic).

We proceed to construct a nearly atomic Puiseux monoid that is not Furstenberg.

Example 4.2. For each x ∈ N, we let ℓ_2(x) denote the largest power of 2 less than x. Let (o_n)_{n≥1} denote the strictly increasing sequence whose terms are the odd positive integers greater than 1, and let (p_n)_{n≥1} denote the strictly increasing sequence whose terms are the primes greater than 3. Notice that o_i < p_i for every i ∈ N as prime numbers greater than 3 are a subset of the odd numbers. Now consider the Puiseux monoid

M := ⟨ 1 3 , 1 2^n , o_n ℓ_2(o_n)p_n | | n ∈ N ⟩ . Let us argue first that A (M) =

{_1 3 ,^{on}_{ℓ2(on )pn} | n ∈ N } . For all i ∈ N, the inequality o_i < p_i ensures that the defining generator^{on}_{ℓ2(on)pn} has a prime factor p in the denominator that is not shared by any other defining generator: therefore^{on}_{ℓ2(on)pn} is the only defining

THE FURSTENBERG PROPERTY IN PUISEUX MONOIDS 15

generator with negative p-adic valuation, and so it must belong to A (M). The same argument can be invoked to show that^1_3 ∈ A (M). On the other hand, for each n ∈ N_0 , the fact that^1_{2n} =^1_{2n+1} +^1_{2n+1} guarantees that^1_{2n} /∈ A (M). As a result,

A (M) = { 1 3 , o_n ℓ_2(o_n)p_n | | n ∈ N } . Let us prove now that M is nearly atomic. To do so, first observe that 1 is an atomic element: indeed, 1 is the sum of three copies of the atom^1_3 . Thus, proving that M is nearly atomic amounts to showing that 1 +^x_{2y} is atomic for all x ∈ N and y ∈ N_0 (as adding any of the other defining generators will preserve the atomic condition). Fix x ∈ N and y ∈ N_0 , and note that 1 +^x_{2y} can be written as^a_{2b} for some a, b ∈ N_0 such that a > 2^b and a ∈ 2N_0 + 1. Suppose that a is the n-th term of the sequence (o_n)_{n≥1}, and consider the defining generator^a_{ℓ2(a)pn} , which is an atom of M. It follows from the definition of ℓ_2(a) that 2^b | ℓ_2(a) and, therefore,^a_{2b} is a multiple of the atom^a_{ℓ2(a)pn} . Thus, M is nearly atomic.

Finally, we verify that M is not a Furstenberg monoid. It suffices to show that^1_2 is not divisible by any atom in M. Suppose, for the sake of a contradiction, that a_0 |_M^1_2 for some a_0 ∈ A (M). Let p_0 ∈ P be the odd prime dividing d(a_0). Since a_0 |_M^1_2 , we can write^1_2 =^b_{2c} + ∑_N i=0 c_ia_i for distinct atoms a_0, . . . , a_N and coefficients c_0, . . . , c_N ∈ N_0 such that c_0 ≠ 0. Since the atoms a_0, . . . , a_N are pairwise distinct, after applying p_0-adic valuation to both sides of the equality^1_2 =^b_{2c} + ∑_N i=0 c_ia_i, we find that p_0 | c_0. Hence c_0a_0 ≥ p_0a_0 ≥ 1 >^1_2 , which is a contradiction. Hence we conclude that M is a nearly atomic (and so a nearly Furstenberg) Puiseux monoid that is not Furstenberg.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank our mentor Dr. Felix Gotti for guiding us in both our research and the writing process of this paper. We would also like to thank the MIT PRIMES program for the research opportunity.

References

[1] D. D. Anderson, D. F. Anderson, and M. Zafrullah: Factorizations in integral domains, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 69 (1990) 1–19.

[2] D. D. Anderson and B. Mullins: Finite factorization domains, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 124 (1996) 389–396.

[3] N. R. Baeth and F. Gotti: Factorizations in upper triangular matrices over information semialgebras, J. Algebra 562 (2020) 466–496.

[4] J. G. Boynton and J. Coykendall: On the graph divisibility of an integral domain, Canad. Math.

Bull. 58 (2015) 449–458.

[5] M. Bras-Amorós: Increasingly enumerable submonoids of R: Music Theory as a Unifying Theme, Amer. Math. Monthly 127 (2020) 33–44.

16 A. LIN, H. RABINOVITZ, AND Q. ZHANG

[6] M. Bras-Amorós and M. Gotti: Atomicity and density of Puiseux monoids, Comm. Algebra 49 (2021) 1560–1570.

[7] S. T. Chapman, F. Gotti, and M. Gotti: Factorization invariants of Puiseux monoids generated by geometric sequences, Comm. Algebra 48 (2020) 380–396.

[8] S. T. Chapman, F. Gotti, and M. Gotti: When is a Puiseux monoid atomic?, Amer. Math. Monthly 128 (2021) 302–321.

[9] P. L. Clark: The Euclidean Criterion for irreducibles, Amer. Math. Monthly 124 (2017) 198–216. [10] P. M. Cohn: Bezout rings and and their subrings, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 64 (1968) 251–264. [11] J. Coykendall, D. E. Dobbs, and B. Mullins: On integral domains with no atoms, Comm. Algebra 27 (1999) 5813–5831.

[12] J. Coykendall and F. Gotti: On the atomicity of monoid algebras, J. Algebra 539 (2019) 138–151. [13] J. Coykendall and M. Zafrullah: AP-domains and unique factorization, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 189 (2004) 27–35.

[14] A. Geroldinger, F. Gotti, and S. Tringali: On strongly primary monoids, with a focus on Puiseux monoids, J. Algebra 567 (2021) 310–345.

[15] A. Geroldinger and F. Halter-Koch: Non-unique Factorizations: Algebraic, Combinatorial and Analytic Theory, Pure and Applied Mathematics Vol. 278, Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, 2006.

[16] A. Geroldinger and Q. Zhong: Factorization theory in commutative monoids, Semigroup Forum 100 (2020) 22–51.

[17] F. Gotti: On the atomic structure of Puiseux monoids, J. Algebra Appl. 16 (2017) 1750126. [18] F. Gotti: On semigroup algebras with rational exponents, Comm. Algebra 50 (2022) 3–18. [19] F. Gotti: Puiseux monoids and transfer homomorphisms, J. Algebra 516 (2018) 95–114. [20] F. Gotti and B. Li: Divisibility and a weak ascending chain condition on principal ideals. Submitted.

Preprint on arXiv: https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.06213.

[21] F. Gotti and B. Li: Divisibility in rings of integer-valued polynomials, New York J. Math 28 (2022) 117–139.

[22] F. Gotti and H. Polo: On the subatomicity of polynomial semidomains. In: Algebra and Polynomials: Algebraic, Number Theoretic, and Topological Aspects of Ring Theory (Eds. J. L. Chabert, M. Fontana, S. Frisch, S. Glaz, and K. Johnson). Springer Nature, Switzerland. (to appear) Proceeding of the 2022 Graz Conference in Polynomials and Factorizations.

[23] F. Gotti and J. Vulakh: On the atomic structure of torsion-free monoids, Semigroup Forum (to appear). Preprint available on arXiv: https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.08347.

[24] F. Gotti and M. Zafrullah: Integral domains and the IDF property, J. Algebra 614 (2023) 564–591. [25] A. Grams: Atomic rings and the ascending chain condition for principal ideals, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 75 (1974) 321–329.

[26] A. Grams and H. Warner: Irreducible divisors in domains of finite character, Duke Math. J. 42 (1975) 271–284.

[27] P. A. Grillet: Commutative Semigroups. Advances in Mathematics, vol. 2. Springer, Dordrecht 2001.

[28] N. Lebowitz-Lockard: On domains with properties weaker than atomicity, Comm. Algebra 47 (2019) 1862–1868.

[29] M. Roitman: Polynomial extensions of atomic domains, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 87 (1993) 187–199. [30] A. Zaks: Atomic rings without a.c.c. on principal ideals, J. Algebra 80 (1982) 223–231.

THE FURSTENBERG PROPERTY IN PUISEUX MONOIDS 17

Hopewell Valley Central High School, Pennington, NJ 08534 Email address: andrewlin@hvrsd.org Melrose High School, Melrose, MA 02176 Email address: hrey77@gmail.com Sierra Canyon School, Chatsworth, CA 91311 Email address: tigerzhang343@gmail.com