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ON SETS OF LENGTHS IN MONOIDS OF PLUS-MINUS WEIGHTED

ZERO-SUM SEQUENCES OVER ABELIAN GROUPS

ALFRED GEROLDINGER AND FLORIAN KAINRATH

Abstract. Let G be an additive abelian group. A sequence S = g1 · . . . ·gℓ of terms from G is a plus-minus
weighted zero-sum sequence if there are ε1, . . . , εℓ ∈ {−1, 1} such that ε1g1+ . . .+ εℓgℓ = 0. We study sets
of lengths in the monoid B±(G) of plus-minus weighted zero-sum sequences over G. If G is finite, then
sets of lengths are highly structured. If G is infinite, then every finite, nonempty subset of N≥2 is the set
of lengths of some sequence S ∈ B±(G).

1. Introduction

Let G be an additive abelian group. By a sequence over G, we mean a finite sequence of terms from G,
where the order of terms is disregarded and repetition is allowed. We consider sequences as elements of
the (multiplicatively written) free abelian monoid F(G) with basis G (the multiplication of sequences in
F(G) means the concatenation of sequences in combinatorial language). A sequence S = g1 · . . . · gℓ, with
terms g1, . . . , gℓ from G, is a zero-sum sequence if g1+ . . .+gℓ = 0 and it is a plus-minus weighted zero-sum
sequence if ε1g1 + . . .+ εℓgℓ = 0 for some ε1, . . . , εℓ ∈ {−1, 1}.

Weighted zero-sum sequences (from fully weighted sequences to plus-minus weighted sequences) have
been studied in additive combinatorics since the last two decades. Among others, many of the classical
zero-sum invariants (such as the Davenport constant, Gao’s constant, and others) gave rise to weighted
analogs (for a sample see [21, Chapter 16], [1, 24, 27, 23, 22, 26]).

The monoid B(G) of all zero-sum sequences over G is a Krull monoid and it plays a universal role in the
arithmetic study of general Krull monoids. Pushed forward by this connection, algebraic and arithmetic
properties of B(G) are central topics in the factorization theory of rings and monoids. The study of
the monoid B±(G) of plus-minus weighted zero-sum sequences over G, from an algebraic viewpoint, was
initiated only a couple of years ago by Schmid and his coauthors. Algebraic topics include questions when
monoids of weighted zero-sum sequences are Krull, Mori, or finitely generated. Arithmetic topics deal with
questions on (various types of) Davenport constants and on invariants controlling the structure of sets of
lengths. The isomorphism problem asks whether, for given abelian groups G1 and G2, the monoids B±(G1)
and B±(G2) are isomorphic if and only if the groups G1 and G2 are isomorphic (for all these topics see
[4, 15, 7, 29]).

In the present paper, we study sets of lengths in monoids of plus-minus weighted zero-sum sequences.
To fix notation, let H be a commutative and cancellative monoid. For an element a ∈ H , we denote by
LH(a) ⊂ N0 the set of lengths of a, and by L(H) = {L(a) : a ∈ H} the system of sets of lengths of H (for
details, see Section 2).

We formulate our main result (more information on AAMPs and on the set of minimal distances
∆∗

(
B±(G)

)
will be given in Section 5).
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2 ALFRED GEROLDINGER AND FLORIAN KAINRATH

Theorem 1.1. Let G be an abelian group.

1. If G is finite, then there is a bound M(G) ∈ N0 such that, for every plus-minus weighted sequence
S ∈ B±(G), its set of lengths LB±(G)(S) is an AAMP with difference d ∈ ∆∗

(
B±(G)

)
and bound

M(G).

2. If G is infinite, then, for every finite, nonempty subset L ⊂ N≥2 and every map f : L→ N, there is
an S ∈ B(G) with the following properties.
(a) S is squarefree in F(G).
(b) LB±(G)(S) = LB(G)(S) = L.
(c) |ZB±(G),k(S)| ≥ |ZB(G),k(S)| ≥ f(k) for all k ∈ L. Moreover, both inequalities are equalities for

k > minL.

Before we discuss the statements in detail, consider a transfer homomorphism θ : H → B between
monoids H and B (definitions are given in Section 2). The existence of such a homomorphism implies that
L(H) = L(B). Krull domains, Krull monoids, and transfer Krull monoids (see the examples discussed in
the survey [19]) allow transfer homomorphisms to monoids of zero-sum sequences over subsets of abelian
groups. Thus, sets of lengths in such monoids and domains can be studied in monoids of zero-sum se-
quences. Similarly, monoids of plus-minus weighted zero-sum sequences occur as target monoids of transfer
homomorphisms which start, for example, from norm monoids of orders in Galois number fields. On the
other hand, (apart from a trivial exceptional case) there is no transfer homomorphism from a monoid of
plus-minus weighted zero-sum sequences to any Krull monoid ([7, Corollary 3.5]). This demonstrates that
we cannot get the above result via transfer homomorphisms from an associated result on Krull monoids.

The first statement of Theorem 1.1 is a simple consequence of known results and it is formulated to
highlight the difference between finite and infinite groups (see Section 5 for more on ∆∗

(
B±(G)

)
). The

Characterization Problem (for monoids of plus-minus weighted zero-sum sequences) asks which finite abelian
groupsG1 have the property that the equality of systems of sets of lengths L

(
B±(G1)

)
= L

(
B±(G2)

)
implies

that the groups G1 and G2 are isomorphic, for any finite abelian group G2 (see [7, 29]). All work in this
direction is based on the structural description given in Theorem 1.1.1.

The second statement of Theorem 1.1 implies, in particular, that every finite, nonempty subset of N≥2

occurs as a set of lengths. Thus, the monoid H = B±(G) satisfies the property

(1.1) L
(
H
)
=

{
{0}, {1}

}
∪
{
L ⊂ N≥2 : L is finite and nonempty

}
,

and hence L
(
B±(G1)

)
= L

(
B±(G2)

)
for any two infinite abelian groups G1 and G2.

Property (1.1) was first proved by Kainrath for Krull monoids with infinite abelian class group and
prime divisors in all classes ([25]). Since then Property (1.1) was shown to hold true for various classes
of integer-valued polynomials ([11, 12, 10, 8]), for some classes of primary monoids ([20, Theorem 3.6]),
and others ([9]). Furthermore, there are monoid algebras which satisfy the ascending chain condition on
principal ideals (whence they are atomic) and which have the property that every (not necessarily finite)
nonempty subset of N≥2 occurs as a set of lengths ([13]).

After the first result in [25], several distinct constructions realizing sets of lengths in Krull monoids were
given (for a realization result in numerical monoids see [16]).

(i) A realization theorem for a single finite, nonempty subset L ⊂ N≥2 in an abstract finitely generated
Krull monoid HL ([14, Proposition 4.8.3]; note if L is a family of finite subsets, then all sets of L
are sets of lengths in the coproduct

∐

L∈LHL, and this coproduct is Krull again).
(ii) A realization theorem for a single finite, nonempty subset L ⊂ N≥2 in a monoid of zero-sum sequences

over a finite abelian group ([32]).
(iii) A realization theorem for all finite, nonempty subsets L ⊂ N≥2 in a monoid of zero-sum sequences

over an abelian group containing an element of infinite order ([2, Theorem 3]).
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Our proof of Theorem 1.1 follows the ideas given in [25]. We recapitulate the whole construction, which
allows us to prove not only Property (1.1) for B±(G), but the stronger Properties (a), (b), and (c) of
Theorem 1.1. Moreover, this increases the readability of the present paper.

We obtain the following corollary, which should be seen against the background of the above mentioned
Characterization Problem (for related results see [33, Theorem 4], [17, Theorem 3.7]).

Corollary 1.2. Let L ⊂ N≥2 be a finite, nonempty subset. Then there are only finitely many pairwise
non-isomorphic finite abelian groups G such that L /∈ L

(
B±(G)

)
.

In Section 2, we put together the background on factorizations and on monoids of (weighted) zero-sum
sequences. A crucial step in the proof of Theorem 1.1 will be done in Section 3 and a further reduction
step will be handled in Section 4. Finally, we complete the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and of Corollary 1.2 in
Section 5. Along our way, we oftentimes (as in Theorem 1.1) consider sequences S ∈ B(G) and find out
that the set of lengths or even all factorizations of S in B(G) are the same as in B±(G). Needless to say,
that this is far from being true in general (for a striking difference see Proposition 5.2) but holds true only
in well-constructed exceptional cases.

2. Prerequisites

By a monoid, we mean a commutative, cancellative semigroup with identity element, and we use multi-
plicative notation throughout. For integers a, b ∈ Z, let [a, b] = {x ∈ Z : a ≤ x ≤ b} be the discrete interval
between a and b. For a set P , we denote by F(P ) the free abelian monoid with basis P . An element
a ∈ F(P ) has a unique representation in the form

a =
∏

p∈P

pvp(a) ,

where vp : F(P ) → N0 is the p-adic valuation of a. Then |a| =
∑

p∈P vp(a) ∈ N0 denotes the length of a

and supp(a) = {p ∈ P : vp(a) > 0} ⊂ P the support of a.
Let H be a monoid. We denote by H× its group of invertible element and by Hred = {aH× : a ∈ H}

the associated reduced monoid of H . An element a ∈ H is said to be irreducible (or an atom) if a /∈ H×

and a = bc, with b, c ∈ H , implies that b ∈ H× or c ∈ H×. We denote by A(H) the set of atoms of
H , by Z(H) = F

(
A(Hred)

)
the factorization monoid of H , and by π : Z(H) → Hred the factorization

homomorphism, defined by π(u) = u for all u ∈ A(Hred). For an element a ∈ H and k ∈ N0, let

(i) ZH(a) = Z(a) = π−1(a) ⊂ Z(H) be the set of factorizations of a,
(ii) ZH,k(a) = Zk(a) = {z ∈ Z(a) : |z| = k} be the set of factorizations of a, which have length k, and
(iii) LH(a) = L(a) = {|z| : z ∈ Z(a)} ⊂ N0 be the set of lengths of a.

Thus, by definition, L(a) = {1} if and only if a is an atom and L(a) = {0} if and only if a ∈ H×. We say
that H is

(i) atomic if Z(a) 6= ∅ for all a ∈ H (equivalently, every a ∈ H \H× can be written as a finite product
of atoms),

(ii) an FF-monoid (finite-factorization monoid) if Z(a) is finite and nonempty for all a ∈ H , and
(iii) a BF-monoid (bounded-factorization monoid) if L(a) is finite and nonempty for all a ∈ H .

Let H be a BF-monoid. We denote by

L(H) = {L(a) : a ∈ H}

the system of sets of lengths of H . A submonoid S ⊂ H is called divisor-closed if a ∈ H and b ∈ S with
a | b implies that a ∈ S. If a ∈ S, then

ZS(a) = ZH(a) and LS(a) = LH(a) .
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Let G be an additive abelian group and let G0 ⊂ G be a subset. For every m ∈ N, we set mG =
{mg : g ∈ G}. The elements of F(G0) are called sequences over G0. Let S ∈ F(G0). Then we write

S = g1 · . . . · gℓ =
∏

g∈G0

gvg(S) ,

and in this notation we tacitly assume that ℓ ∈ N0 and g1, . . . , gℓ ∈ G0. If ϕ : G → G′ is a group
homomorphism, then ϕ(S) = ϕ(g1) · . . . · ϕ(gℓ), −S = (−g1) · . . . · (−gℓ),

|S| = ℓ =
∑

g∈G0

vg(S) ∈ N0

is the length of S, and
σ(S) = g1 + . . .+ gℓ ∈ G

is the sum of S. We say that S is

(i) squarefree (in F(G0)) if g
2 ∤ S for all g ∈ G0,

(ii) a zero-sum sequence if σ(S) = 0, and
(iii) a plus-minus weighted zero-sum sequence if there are ε1, . . . , εℓ ∈ {−1, 1} such that

ε1g1 + . . .+ εℓgℓ = 0.

We denote by B(G0) the set of zero-sum sequences over G0 and by B±(G0) the set of plus-minus weighted
zero-sum sequences over G0. These are submonoids of F(G0) with the obvious inclusions

B(G0) ⊂ B±(G0) ⊂ F(G0) .

Whenever we speak of a squarefree sequence, we mean that the sequence is squarefree in F(G). If G1 ⊂ G0

is a subset, then B(G1) ⊂ B(G0) and B±(G1) ⊂ B±(G0) are divisor-closed submonoids. If every non-zero
element g ∈ G0 has order two, then B(G0) = B±(G0). Both monoids, B(G0) and B±(G0), are FF-monoids
and hence BF-monoids. Since the inclusion B(G0) →֒ F(G0) is a divisor homomorphism, B(G0) is a Krull
monoid.

A monoid homomorphism θ : H → B is said to be a transfer homomorphism if the following two condi-
tions are satisfied.

(T 1) B = θ(H)B× and θ−1(B×) = H×.
(T 2) If u ∈ H , b, c ∈ B and θ(u) = bc, then there exist v, w ∈ H such that u = vw, θ(v) ∈ bB×, and

θ(w) ∈ cB×.

A transfer homomorphism allows to pull back various arithmetic properties from B to H . In particular,
we have L(H) = L(B). The classic example of a transfer homomorphism stems from the theory of Krull
monoids. They allow a transfer homomorphism to monoids of zero-sum sequences B(G0), where G0 is a
subset of the class group of the Krull monoid ([14]). A monoid is said to be transfer Krull if it allows a
transfer homomorphisms to a Krull monoid (equivalently, to a monoid of zero-sums sequences) (see [19, 3]
for examples of transfer Krull monoids that are not Krull). If G is an abelian group, then for the monoid
of plus-minus weighted zero-sum sequences, we have the following characterizations ([7, Corollary 3.5]).
There are equivalent.

(a) B±(G) is Krull.
(b) B±(G) is transfer Krull.
(c) G is an elementary 2-group.

On the other hand, in [15, Theorems 3.2 and 3.5], it was proved that norm monoids of Galois number
fields and monoids of positive integers, which can be represented by certain binary quadratic forms, allow
transfer homomorphisms to monoids of plus-minus weighted zero-sum sequences. More on this direction
can be found in [24, 4, 6].

We end this section with a simple lemma, dealing with the relationship of atoms in B(G) and in B±(G).
Clearly, we have

(2.1) A
(
B±(G)

)
∩ B(G) ⊂ A

(
B(G)

)
.
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The next lemma guarantees the reverse implication for groups with trivial 2-torsion (for finite groups see
[4, Theorem 6.1]).

Lemma 2.1. Let G be an abelian group and suppose that there is no g ∈ G with ord(g) = 2. Then
A
(
B(G)

)
= A

(
B±(G)

)
∩ B(G). In particular, we have LB(G)(B) ⊂ LB±(G)(B) for all B ∈ B(G).

Proof. Clearly, it suffice to show that statement on the atoms. Then the ’in particular’ on sets of lengths
follows immediately. Let A ∈ A

(
B(G)

)
and suppose that there are B1, B2 ∈ B±(G) with A = B1B2 and

with B1 6= 1. We assert that B1 = A.
Since B1, B2 ∈ B±(G), there are B+

1 , B
−
1 , B

+
2 , B

−
2 ∈ F(G) such that

B1 = B+
1 B

−
1 , B2 = B+

2 B
−
2 , σ(B

+
1 ) = σ(B−

1 ), and σ(B+
2 ) = σ(B−

2 ) .

By symmetry, we may suppose without restriction that B+
1 6= 1. Then it follows that

0 = σ(A) = σ(B+
1 ) + σ(B−

1 ) + σ(B+
2 ) + σ(B−

2 ) = 2
(
σ(B+

1 ) + σ(B+
2 )

)
.

Since, by assumption, G has no elements of order two, we infer that σ(B+
1 ) + σ(B+

2 ) = 0, whence 1 6=
B+

1 B
+
2 ∈ B(G). Since A ∈ A

(
B(G)

)
, it follows that A = B+

1 B
+
2 , whence B−

1 = B−
2 = 1 and so B1 = A.

This implies that A
(
B(G)

)
⊂ A

(
B±(G)

)
, and hence the asserted equality holds by Relation (2.1). �

3. On the construction of a group having a given L with minL = 2 as a set of lengths

The goal in this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let R be a commutative ring, let L ⊂ N≥2 be a finite subset with 2 ∈ L, and let
f : L → N be a map with

∑

k∈L f(k) ≥ 3. Then there exist a finitely generated free R-module G and a
sequence B ∈ B(G) with the following properties.

(a) B is squarefree in F(G).
(b) LB±(G)(B) = LB(G)(B) = L.
(c) |ZB±(G),k(B)| ≥ |ZB(G),k(B)| ≥ f(k) for all k ∈ L. Moreover, both inequalities are equalities for

k > minL.

We proceed in three subsections. First, we put together the setting in which G and B are defined. Then
we study the atoms in B(G) and in B±(G). In the third subsection, we give the proof of Proposition 3.1

3.1. On the construction of the R-module G and the wanted sequence B ∈ B(G).
As said in the introduction, the R-module G and the sequence B are the same as in [25]. We carefully

provide all definitions and gather all the required properties. The proofs of these properties can be found
in [25] and in [14, Chapter 7.4].

Let R be a commutative ring, let L ⊂ N≥2 be a finite subset with 2 ∈ L, and let f : L → N be a map
with s :=

∑

k∈L f(k) ≥ 3. We consider a tuple of finite sets (X1, . . . , Xs) such that

(3.1) L = {|X1|, . . . , |Xs|} and f(k) =
∣
∣
{
i ∈ [1, s] : |Xi| = k

}∣
∣ for every k ∈ L .

We set

X =

s∏

j=1

Xj and XJ =
∏

j∈J

Xj for ∅ 6= J ⊂ [1, s] .

For ∅ 6= J ⊂ [1, s], let pJ : X → XJ be the canonical projection and, for j ∈ [1, s], let pj = p{j} : X → Xj .
For z = (z1, . . . , zs) ∈ X , i ∈ [1, s], and a nonempty subset J ⊂ [1, s], we define

X
(z)
i = Xi \ {zi} and X

(z)
J =

∏

j∈J

X
(z)
j .

Furthermore, for two subsets M,N ⊂ X , let

∆(M,N) = (M \N) ∪ (N \M)
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denote the symmetric difference of M and N . For two elements x = (x1, . . . , xs), y = (y1, . . . , ys) ∈ X , we
set ∆(x, y) = {i ∈ [1, s] : xi 6= yi}.

Now let RX be the R-algebra of all maps X → R, with pointwise addition, pointwise multiplication, and
with scalar multiplication by elements from R. For a subset M ⊂ X , let χM ∈ RX be the characteristic
function of M , defined by

χM (x) =

{

1 , if x ∈M ,

0 , if x /∈M .

For an element x ∈ X , we set χx = χ{x} ∈ RX , and 1 = χX is the constant function with value 1 ∈ R.
Next, we define the wanted finitely generated free R-module. We set

(3.2) V =
〈
{χp−1

i
(y) : i ∈ [1, s] , y ∈ Xi}

〉

R
, G = RX/V ,

and, for every z ∈ X ,

Wz =
〈{
χp−1

J
(y) : J ⊂ [1, s] , |J | ≥ 2 , y ∈ X

(z)
J

}〉

R
.

We have that V =
〈
{1}∪ {χp−1

i
(y) : i ∈ [1, s] , y ∈ X

(z)
i }

〉

R
, RX = V ⊕Wz, and so G is a finitely generated

free R-module. We denote by Pz : R
X = V ⊕Wz → V the associated projection. If M ⊂ X \ {z}, then

(3.3) Pz(χz) = 1−
s∑

i=1

∑

y∈X
(z)
i

χp−1
i

(y) , Pz(χx) =

{

χp−1
i

(xi)
, if ∆(z, x) = {i} ,

0 , if |∆(z, x)| ≥ 2 ,

and

(3.4) Pz(χM ) =

s∑

i=1

χp−1
i (Yi)

,

where, for each i ∈ [1, s], Yi is a subset of X
(z)
i .

For a subset M ⊂ X , we set

(3.5) BM =
∏

x∈M

(χx + V ) ∈ F(G) and B := BX

Since χx − χz /∈ V for any two distinct elements of X , all sequences BM are squarefree. If M, M ′, M ′′ are
subsets of X , then BM = BM ′BM ′′ if and only if M =M ′ ⊎M ′′. Since

σ(BM ) =
∑

x∈M

(χx + V ) = χM + V ,

we have BM ∈ B(G) if and only if χM ∈ V . In particular, 1 = χX ∈ V implies B ∈ B(G) ⊂ B±(G).
Moreover, for every divisor T of B in F(G) there is a unique subset M ⊂ X with T = BM .

3.2. On the atoms of B(G) and B±(G).

Lemma 3.2.

1. If i ∈ [1, s], Yi ⊂ Xi and M = p−1
i (Yi), then BM ∈ B(G), and BM ∈ A

(
B(G)

)
if and only if |Yi| = 1.

2. If char(R) 6= 2, M ⊂ X, and BM ∈ B(G), then M = p−1
i (Yi) for some i ∈ [1, s] and some Yi ⊂ Xi.

3. Let char(R) = 2, M ( X and BM ∈ B(G). Then, for every i ∈ [1, s], there is a set Yi ⊂ Xi such
that

M =
{
(x1, . . . , xs) ∈ X : |{i ∈ [1, s] : xi ∈ Yi}| is odd

}
.

If BM /∈ A
(
B(G)

)
, then M = p−1

i (Yi) for some i ∈ [1, s] and some subset Yi ⊂ Xi. Moreover, if

M ′ ⊂ X is such that BM ′ ∈ B(G) and BM ′ |BM , then M ′ = p−1
i (Y ′

i ) for some subset Y ′
i ⊂ Yi.
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Proof. 1. If i ∈ [1, s], Yi ⊂ Xi and M = p−1
i (Yi), then

χM =
∑

y∈Yi

χp−1
i

(y) ∈ V

and thus BM ∈ B(G). Clearly, B∅ = 1 ∈ B(G). If i, j ∈ [1, s], ∅ 6= Yi ⊂ Xi and ∅ 6= Y ′
j ⊂ Xj, then

p−1
i (Yi) ⊂ p−1

j (Y ′
j ) if and only if i = j and Yi ⊂ Y ′

j . Hence BM ∈ A
(
B(G)

)
if and only if |Yi| = 1.

2. Clearly, we have X = p−1
1 (X1). Now suppose that M ( X and χM ∈ V . If z ∈ X \M , then by (3.4),

χM = Pz(χM ) =

s∑

i=1

χp−1
i

(Yi)
,

where Yi ⊂ Xi for each i ∈ [1, s]. Since

χM = χ2
M =

s∑

i=1

χp−1
i

(Yi)
+ 2

s∑

i,j=1
i<j

χp−1
i

(Yi)
χp−1

j
(Yj)

,

it follows that

0 = 2

s∑

i,j=1
i<j

χp−1
i

(Yi)
χp−1

j
(Yj)

= 2

s∑

i,j=1
i<j

∑

y∈Yi×Yj

χp−1
{i,j}

(y) .

By (3.3), this can happen only if Yi×Yj = ∅ for all distinct i, j ∈ [1, s]. Hence there is at most one i ∈ [1, s]
with Yi 6= ∅.

3. Let z ∈ X \M . If BM ∈ B(G), then (3.4) implies

χM = Pz(χM ) =

s∑

i=1

χp−1
i

(Yi)
,

where Yi ⊂ X
(z)
i for all i ∈ [1, s]. For x = (x1, . . . , xs) ∈ X we have

χM (x) =

s∑

i=1

χp−1
i

(Yi)
(x) =

∣
∣{i ∈ [1, s] : xi ∈ Yi}

∣
∣ 1R ,

and therefore M =
{
(x1, . . . , xs) ∈ X : |{i ∈ [1, s] : xi ∈ Yi}| is odd

}
.

If BM /∈ A
(
B(G)

)
, then there is a set ∅ 6= M ′ ( M such that BM ′ ∈ B(G). For every i ∈ [1, s], let

Y ′
i ⊂ X

(z)
i be such that

M ′ =
{
(x1, . . . , xs) ∈ X : |{i ∈ [1, s] : xi ∈ Y ′

i }| is odd
}
.

If j ∈ [1, s] and y ∈ Y ′
j , then (z1, . . . , zj−1, y, zj+1, . . . , zs) ∈ M ′ ⊂ M , and thus y ∈ Yj . Hence we obtain

Y ′
j ⊂ Yj for all j ∈ [1, s], and M ′ ( M implies Y ′

i ( Yi for some i ∈ [1, s], say Y ′
1 ( Y1. We assert that

Yj = Y ′
j = ∅ for all j ∈ [2, s]. It suffices to do the proof for j = 2. Assume the contrary. If Y ′

2 6= ∅, let
y1 ∈ Y1 \ Y ′

1 and y2 ∈ Y ′
2 . Then (y1, y2, z3, . . . , zs) ∈M ′ \M , a contradiction. Hence Y ′

2 = ∅. If Y2 6= ∅, let
y1 ∈ Y ′

1 and y2 ∈ Y2. Then (y1, y2, z3, . . . , zs) ∈M ′ \M , again a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that char(R) 6= 2. For a subset M ⊂ X, the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) BM ∈ B±(G) \ B(G) and BM divides B in B±(G).
(b) There are i, j ∈ [1, s] distinct and ∅ 6= Yi ( Xi, ∅ 6= Yj ( Xj such that M = ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)).

Proof. (b) =⇒ (a) We have

M = ∆(p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)) =

(
p−1
i (Yi) \ p

−1
j (Yj)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

M+

∪
(
p−1
j (Yj) \ p

−1
i (Yi)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

M−

.
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Then M = M+ ∪M+ and χM+ − χM− = χp−1
i

(Yi)
− χp−1

j
(Yj)

∈ V , whence
∏

x∈M p(χx) ∈ B±(G). The

complement X \M has the same form, whence it also lies in B±(G) and so BM is a divisor of B in B±(G).
Assume to the contrary that

∏

x∈M p(χx) ∈ B(G). Then χM+ + χM− = 0 = χM+ − χM− , whence

2χM+ = 2χM− = 0. Since char(R) 6= 2, it follows that M+ =M− = ∅ and so M = ∅. On the other hand,
∅ 6= Yi ( Xi and ∅ 6= Yj ( Xj implies that M = ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)) 6= ∅, a contradiction.

(a) =⇒ (b) We distinguish two cases (these cases have a large overlap).

CASE 1: char(R) 6= 3.
Let BM ∈ B±(G)\B(G). Since

∏

x∈M p(χx) ∈ B±(G), there areM
+,M− ⊂M such thatM+⊎M− =M

and χM+ − χM− ∈ V . Since
∏

x∈M p(χx) /∈ B(G), we have M+ 6= ∅, M− 6= ∅, and M 6= X .
Let z ∈ X \M be given. By (3.3), we have, for every x ∈M , that

χx ≡

{

0 |∆(x, z)| ≥ 2 mod Wz

χp−1
i

(xi)
∆(x, z) = {i} mod Wz

Therefore, it follows that

χM+ − χM− =
∑

x∈M+

χx −
∑

x∈M−

χx ≡
∑

x∈M+,|∆(x,z)|=1

χx −
∑

x∈M−,|∆(x,z)|=1

χx

=

s∑

i=1

∑

x∈M+,∆(x,z)={i}

χp−1
i

(xi)
−

s∑

i=1

∑

x∈M−,∆(x,z)={i}

χp−1
i

(xi)
mod Wz .

For every i ∈ [1, s], we define

Y +
i = {yi ∈ Xi : (z1, . . . , zi−1, yi, zi+1, . . . , zn) ∈M+} and

Y −
i = {yi ∈ Xi : (z1, . . . , zi−1, yi, zi+1, . . . , zn) ∈M−}

and obtain that

χM+ − χM− ≡
s∑

i=1

χp−1
i

(Y +
i

) −
s∑

i=1

χp−1
i

(Y −
i

) mod Wz .

Since χM+ − χM− ,
∑s

i=1 χp−1
i

(Y +
i

), and
∑s

i=1 χp−1
i

(Y −
i

) are in V , it follows that

χM+ − χM− =

s∑

i=1

χp−1
i

(Y +
i

) −
s∑

i=1

χp−1
i

(Y −
i

) .

Assume to the contrary that there are distinct i, j ∈ [1, s] such that Y +
i 6= ∅ and Y +

j 6= ∅. We pick u ∈ X

with ui ∈ Y +
i , uj ∈ Y +

j , and uk = zk for all k ∈ [1, s] \ {i, j}. Since z /∈ M , we have zk /∈ Y +
k ∪ Y −

k and
therefore

u /∈ p−1
k (Y +

k ) ∪ p−1
k (Y −

k ) for any k ∈ [1, s] \ {i, j} .

Since M+ ∩M− = ∅, we obtain that Y +
k ∩ Y −

k = ∅ for all k ∈ [1, s]. This implies that u /∈ p−1
k (Y −

k ) for all

k ∈ [1, s], but u ∈ p−1
i (Y +

i ) and u ∈ p−1
j (Y +

j ). Therefore, we obtain that

2 =

s∑

k=1

χp−1
k

(Y +
k

)(u)−
s∑

k=1

χp−1
k

(Y −
k

)(u) = χM+(u)− χM−(u) ∈ {−1, 0, 1} ,

a contradiction to char(R) 6= 3.
The same arguments yield a contradiction, if we assume that there are distinct i, j ∈ [1, s] such that

Y −
i 6= ∅ and Y −

j 6= ∅.
Therefore, there are i, j ∈ [1, s] with

χM+ − χM− = χp−1
i (Y +

i ) − χp−1
j (Y −

j ) = χp−1
i (Y +

i )\p−1
j (Y −

j ) − χp−1
j (Y −

j )\p−1
i (Y +

i ) .
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This implies that

M+ = p−1
i (Y +

i ) \ p−1
j (Y −

j ) and M− = p−1
j (Y −

j ) \ p−1
i (Y +

i ) ,

whence
M = ∆

(
p−1
i (Y +

i ), p−1
j (Y −

j )
)
.

Assume to the contrary that i = j. Then we obtain

M = ∆
(
p−1
i (Y +

i ), p−1
i (Y −

i )
)
= p−1

i (∆(Y +
i , Y −

i )) ,

which implies that χM ∈ V and hence
∏

x∈M p(χx) ∈ B(G), a contradiction.

Assume to the contrary that Y +
i = ∅ or that Y +

i = Xi. This implies that

M = ∆
(
p−1
i (Y +

i ), p−1
j (Y −

j )
)
= p−1

j (Y −
j ) ,

which yields
∏

x∈M p(χx) ∈ B(G), a contradiction. The same argument shows that ∅ 6= Y −
j 6= Xj.

CASE 2: char(R) is either zero or odd.
Since BM divides B, there are pairwise disjoint sets M+,M−, N+, N− ⊂ X with

M+ ⊎M− ⊎N+ ⊎N− = X

and with σ(BM+) = σ(BM− ) and σ(BN+) = σ(BN−). This implies that

0 = σ(B) = σ(BM+⊎M−⊎N+⊎N−) = σ(BM+) + σ(BM−) + σ(BN+) + σ(BN−) = 2
(
σ(BM+ ) + σ(BN+)

)
.

Since char(R) is either zero or odd, it follows that σ(BM+)+σ(BN+) = 0. Thus, BM+BN+ ∈ B(G), whence
M+ ∪N+ = p−1

i (Yi) for some i ∈ [1, s] and some Yi ⊂ Xi. For its complement, we get M \ (M+ ∪N+) =

M− ∪N− = p−1
i (Xi \ Yi). Similarly, we get, for some j ∈ [1, s] and some Wj ⊂ Xj ,

M+ ∪N− = p−1
j (Xj \Wj) and M− ∪N+ = p−1

j (Wj) .

Therefore, M− = (M− ∪N−) ∩ (M− ∪N+) = p−1
i (Xi \ Yi) ∩ p

−1
j (Wj) and

M =M+ ∪M− = ∆
(
p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Wj)

)
. �

Lemma 3.4. Let i, j ∈ [1, s] distinct, ∅ 6= Yi ( Xi, ∅ 6= Yj ( Xj and M = ∆(p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)). Then

BM ∈ A
(
B±(G)

)
.

Proof. Let N ⊂M be a nonempty subset with BN ∈ B±(G). We have to show that N =M and to do so,
we distinguish two cases.

CASE 1: BN ∈ B(G).
By Lemma 3.2, there are k ∈ [1, s] and Wk ⊂ Xk such that N = p−1

k (Wk). Since ∅ 6= N 6= X , we obtain
that ∅ 6=Wk ( Xk, whence

p−1
k (Wk) ⊂ ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)) .

CASE 1.1: k ∈ {i, j}, say k = i.

Let xi ∈ Wi. We choose yj ∈ Xj \Yj and u ∈ X with ui = wi and uj = yj. Then we have u ∈ p−1
k (Wk) ⊂

∆(p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)). Since yj /∈ Yj , it follows that wi = ui ∈ Yi, whence Wi ⊂ Yi. Now we pick some

u ∈ X with ui ∈Wi ⊂ Yi and uj ∈ Yj . This implies that

u ∈ p−1
i (Wi) but u /∈ ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)) ,

a contradiction.

CASE 1.2: k /∈ {i, j}.
We pick some u ∈ X with uk ∈Wk, ui ∈ Yi, and uj ∈ Yj . Then

u ∈ p−1
k (Wk) but u /∈ ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)) ,

a contradiction.
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CASE 2: BN /∈ B(G).
By Lemma 3.2, there are k, ℓ ∈ [1, s] distinct, ∅ 6= Wk ( Xk, and ∅ 6= Wℓ ( Xℓ such that N =

∆(p−1
k (Wk), p

−1
ℓ (Wℓ)), and we obtain that

∆(p−1
k (Wk), p

−1
ℓ (Wℓ)) ⊂ ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)) .

We distinguish three cases.

CASE 2.1: {k, ℓ} ∩ {i, j} = ∅.
We pick u ∈ X with uk ∈Wk, uℓ /∈Wℓ, ui ∈ Yi, and uj ∈ Yj . Then

u ∈ ∆(p−1
k (Wk), p

−1
ℓ (Wℓ)) but u /∈ ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)) ,

a contradiction.

CASE 2.2: |{k, ℓ} ∩ {i, j}| = 1, say k = i.
Let wi ∈Wi. We choose u ∈ X with ui = wi, uℓ /∈Wℓ, and uj /∈ Yj . Then

u ∈ ∆(p−1
i (Wi), p

−1
ℓ (Wℓ)) and u ∈ ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)) .

Since uj /∈ Yj , it follows that wi = ui ∈ Yi, and hence Wi ⊂ Yi.
Now we choose u ∈ X with ui ∈Wi, uℓ /∈Wℓ, and uj ∈ Yj . Then

u ∈ ∆(p−1
i (Wi), p

−1
ℓ (Wℓ)) but u /∈ ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
ℓ (Wℓ)) ,

a contradiction.

CASE 2.3: {k, ℓ} = {i, j}, say k = i and ℓ = j.
Then

∆
(
p−1
i (Wi), p

−1
j (Wj)

)
⊂ ∆

(
p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)

)
.

Since Wi is nonempty, we have Wi 6⊂ Yi or Wi 6⊂ Xi \ Yi. Since

∆
(
p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)

)
= ∆

(
p−1
i (Xi \ Yi), p

−1
j (Xj \ Yj)

)
,

we may assume that Wi 6⊂ Xi \ Yi. We choose

xj ∈ Xj \Wj , xi ∈Wi ∩ Yi, and u ∈ X with ui = xi and uj = xj .

Then u ∈ ∆(p−1
i (Wi), p

−1
j (Wj)) and hence u ∈ ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)). Since ui = xi ∈ Yi, we obtain that

xj = uj ∈ Xj \ Yj . Thus, it follows that Xj \Wj ⊂ Xj \ Yj and so Yj ⊂Wj .
Now we choose some wi ∈Wi. Let u ∈ X with ui = wi and uj ∈ Xj \Wj . Thus,

u ∈ ∆(p−1
i (Wi), p

−1
j (Wj)) and hence u ∈ ∆(p−1

i (Yi), p
−1
j (Yj)) ,

and, because uj ∈ Xj \Wj , we finally obtain that wi = ui ∈ Yi. Summing up, we obtained that Wi ⊂ Yi.
Since ∅ 6= Yj ⊂Wj , we have that Wj 6⊂ Xj \ Yj .

Interchanging i and j in the above arguments, we also obtain that Yi ⊂ Wi and Wj ⊂ Yj . Thus, we
obtain that Wi = Yi and Wj = Yj , whence M = N . �

Lemma 3.5. Let A ∈ A
(
B(G)

)
be a divisor of B in B(G). Then A ∈ A

(
B±(G)

)
.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, there are k ∈ [1, s] and xk ∈ Xk such that A =
∏

x∈p−1
k

(xk)
p(χx). Assume to the

contrary that there is C ∈ B±(G) with 1 6= C 6= A such that C |A (in B±(G)). Since A ∈ A
(
B(G)

)
, it

follows that C /∈ B(G). Thus, Lemma 3.3 implies that there are i, j ∈ [1, s] distinct and ∅ 6= Yi ( Xi,
∅ 6= Yj ( Xj such that

C = BM with M = ∆(p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)) .

This implies that

∆(p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)) ⊂ p−1

k (xk) .
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If k /∈ {i, j}, then we choose u ∈ X with ui ∈ Yi, uj /∈ Yj , and uk 6= xk (note that |Xk| ≥ 2). This implies
that

u ∈ ∆(p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)) and u /∈ p−1

k (xk) ,

a contradiction. Thus, we infer that k ∈ {i, j}, say k = i, and then

∆(p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)) ⊂ p−1

i (xi) .

Now we pick some yi ∈ Yi and some u ∈ X with ui = yi and uj /∈ Yj . Then u ∈ p−1
i (xi), whence

yi = ui = xi and thus Yi = {xi}. Now we choose some u ∈ X with ui 6= xi and uj ∈ Yj . Then

u ∈ ∆(p−1
i (Yi), p

−1
j (Yj)) but u /∈ p−1

i (xi) ,

a contradiction. �

3.3. Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let R be a commutative ring, let L ⊂ N≥2 be a finite subset with 2 ∈ L,
and let f : L → N be a map with s :=

∑

k∈L f(k) ≥ 3. Furthermore, let all notation be as in (3.1). In
particular, we have

L = {|X1|, . . . , |Xs|} and f(k) =
∣
∣
{
i ∈ [1, s] : |Xi| = k

}∣
∣ for every k ∈ L .

and

X =

s∏

j=1

Xj and XJ =
∏

j∈J

Xj for ∅ 6= J ⊂ [1, s] .

For every i ∈ [1, s], we have

X =
⊎

y∈Xi

p−1
i (y) , hence B =

∏

y∈Xi

Bp−1
i

(y) .

By Lemma 3.2, all Bp−1
i

(y) are atoms of B(G) and by Lemma 3.5 they are atoms of B±(G). Thus,

(3.6) Zi =
∏

y∈Xi

Bp−1
i

(y) is a factorization of B in B(G)

and
Z±,i =

∏

y∈Xi

Bp−1
i

(y) is a factorization of B in B±(G) .

This implies that

ZB(G)(B) ⊃ {Z1, . . . , Zs} and ZB±(G)(B) ⊃ {Z±,1, . . . , Z±,s}

We continue with the following assertion.

A. If there exists some Z ∈ ZB(G)(B) \ {Z1, . . . , Zs} or some Z ′ ∈ ZB±(G)(B) \ {Z±,1, . . . , Z±,s} then
2 = |Z| = |Z ′|.

Suppose that A holds. Since 2 ∈ L and since, for all i ∈ [1, s], |Xi| = |Zi| = |Z±,i|, it follows that

LB(G)(B) = {|X1|, . . . , |Xs|} = L = LB±(G)(B) .

Furthermore, for all k ∈ L \ {2}, we have

|ZB(G),k(B)| = |ZB±(G),k(B)| = |
{
i ∈ [1, s]

∣
∣ |Xi| = k

}∣
∣ = f(k) .

If k = 2 = minL, then Lemma 3.5 implies that |ZB(G),k(B)| ≤ |ZB±(G),k(B)| and A implies that

|ZB(G),2(B)| ≥
∣
∣
{
i ∈ [1, s] : |Xi| = 2

}∣
∣ = f(2).

Proof of A. We proceed in two steps.
(i) First, we deal with B(G).

Let Z ∈ ZB(G)(B) \ {Z1, . . . , Zs}. If i, j ∈ [1, s] are distinct, yi ∈ Xi and yj ∈ Xj , then p−1
i (yi) ∩

p−1
j (yj) 6= ∅, and since B is squarefree, it follows that Bp−1

i (yi)
Bp−1

j (yj)
∤ B. Hence there exists some
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A ∈ A
(
B(G)

)
\{Bp−1

i
(y) | i ∈ [1, s] , y ∈ Xi} with A |Z. By Lemma 3.2, this can only hold for char(R) = 2.

We assert also that V = A−1B ∈ A
(
B(G)

)
. If this holds, then we get |Z| = 2, whence we are done. Indeed,

if V ∈ B(G) \ A
(
B(G)

)
, then Lemma 3.2 implies that V = Bp−1

i
(Yi)

for some i ∈ [1, s] and Yi ⊂ Xi, and

consequently A = V −1B = Bp−1
i

(Xi\Yi)
. But, then Lemma 3.2 implies that |Xi \ Yi| = 1, a contradiction

to the choice of A.

(ii) Next, we deal with B±(G), and we may assume that char(R) 6= 2.
Let Z ′ = A1 · . . . · Am ∈ ZB±(G)(B) \ {Z±,1, . . . , Z±,s}. If A1, . . . , Am ∈ B(G), then they are atoms in

B(G) by Relation (2.1), whence Z ′ ∈ ZB(G)(B) \ {Z1, . . . , Zs} and so |Z ′| = 2 by (i). Now suppose that
there is k ∈ [1,m] with Ak /∈ B(G), say k = 1. Then A2 · . . . · Am ∈ B±(G) \ B(G). Then Lemmas 3.3 and
3.4 imply that A2 · . . . ·Am ∈ A

(
B±(G)

)
, whence |Z ′| = m = 2. �

4. On the construction of a group having a given L as a set of lengths

The goal in this section is to prove the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Let R be a commutative ring, let L ⊂ N≥2 be a finite, nonempty subset, and let f : L→ N
be a map. Then there exist a finitely generated free R-module G and some S ∈ B(G) with the following
properties.

(a) S is squarefree in F(G).
(b) LB±(G)(S) = LB(G)(S) = L.
(c) |ZB±(G),k(S)| ≥ |ZB(G),k(S)| ≥ f(k) for all k ∈ L. Moreover, both inequalities are equalities for

k > minL.

Proof. We set s =
∑

k∈L f(k) and distinguish several cases. Throughout, we use Relation (2.1) and Lemma
2.1 without further mention.

CASE 1: s = 1 and L = {2}.
We set G = R4 and choose an R-basis (e1, e2, f1, f2) of G. Then U1 = e1f1(−e1 − f1) and U2 =

e2f2(−e2 − f2) are atoms of B(G) and of B±(G). Thus, S = U1U2 ∈ B(G) ⊂ B±(G) is squarefree with
LB(G)(S) = LB±(G)(S) = {2}, and with |ZB(G),2(S)| = |ZB±(G),2(S)| = f(2) = 1.

CASE 2: s = 2, L = {2}, and char(R) 6= 2.
We set G = R3 and choose an R-basis (e1, e2, e3) of G. Then

U1 = (−e1)e1 , U2 = e2e3(e1 − e3)(−e1 − e2) , U3 = e1e2(−e1 − e2) , and U4 = (−e1)e3(e1 − e3)

are atoms of B(G) and of B±(G). Thus, S = U1U2 = U3U4 ∈ B(G) ⊂ B±(G) is squarefree with LB(G)(S) =
LB±(G)(S) = {2}, and with |ZB(G),2(S)| = |ZB±(G),2(S)| = f(2) = 2.

CASE 3: s = 2, L = {2}, and char(R) = 2.
We set G = R4 and choose an R-basis (e1, e2, e3, e4) of G. We define e0 = e1 + e2 + e3 + e4 and consider

S =
(
(e1 + e2)(e3 + e4)e0

)(
e1e2e3(e0 + e4)

)

=
(
e1e2(e1 + e2)

)(
e3(e0 + e4)(e3 + e4)e0

)

=
(
(e1 + e2)e3(e0 + e4)

)(
e1e2(e3 + e4)e0

)
.

Then S ∈ B(G) = B±(G) is squarefree, LB(G)(S) = LB±(G)(S) = 2, and |ZB(G),2(S)| = |ZB±(G),2(S)| = 3 >
2 = f(2).

CASE 4: s = 2, L = {2, r} with r ≥ 3, and char(R) 6= 2.
We set G = Rr−1 and choose an R-basis (e1, . . . , er−1) of G. Then U = e0e1 · . . . · er−1, with e0 =

−(e1 + . . .+ er−1), and Ui = (−ei)ei, with i ∈ [0, r], are atoms of B(G) and of B±(G). Thus,

S = (−U)U = U0 · . . . · Ur−1 ∈ B(G) ⊂ B±(G)

is squarefree, LB(G)(S) = LB±(G)(S) = {2, r} and |ZB(G),k(S)| = |ZB±(G),k(S)| = f(k) = 1 for every k ∈ L.
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CASE 5: s = 2, L = {2, r} with r ≥ 3, and char(R) = 2.
We set G = R2r−1 and choose an R-basis (e1, . . . , e2r−1) of G. With e0 = e1+ . . .+ e2r−2, the sequences

U1 = e1 · . . . · e2r−1(e0 + e2r−1), U2 = (e1 + e2)(e3 + e4) · . . . · (e2r−3 + e2r−2)e0 ,

V1 = e1 · . . . · e2r−2e0, and V2 = (e1 + e2)(e3 + e4) · . . . · (e2r−3 + e2r−2)e2r−1(e2r−1 + e0)

are in B(G) = B±(G). We define

S = U1U2 = V1V2 =
(
e1e2(e1 + e2)

)
· . . . ·

(
e2r−3e2r−2(e2r−3 + e2r−2)

)(
e2r−1e0(e2r−1 + e0)

)
.

By construction, S ∈ B(G) = B±(G) is squarefree and, obviously, LB(G)(S) = LB±(G)(S) = {2, r},
|ZB(G),2(S)| = |ZB±(G),2(S)| = 2 > 1 = f(2), and |ZB(G),r(S)| = |ZB±(G),r(S)| = 1 = f(r).

CASE 6: s ≥ 3 and 2 ∈ L.
This follows from Proposition 3.1.

CASE 7: 2 /∈ L.
We set m = −2 + minL, L0 = −m+ L ⊂ N≥2, and we define

f0 : L0 → N by f0(k) = f(k +m) for every k ∈ L0 .

Since 2 ∈ L0, the previous cases imply that there exist a finitely generated free R-module G1 and some
S1 ∈ B(G1) ⊂ B±(G1) satisfying Properties (a), (b), and (c). In particular, LB(G)(S1) = LB±(G)(S1) = L0.

Now we set G = G1 ⊕R2m and we choose an R-basis (e1, f1, . . . , em, fm) of R2m. Then

S2 =

m∏

j=1

(
eifi(−ei − fi)

)
∈ B(R2m) ⊂ B±(R

2m)

has unique factorization in B(R2m) and in B±(R
2m), say ZB(R2m)(S2) = ZB±(R2m)(S2) = {y} with |y| = m.

Now we consider the sequence

S = S1S2 ∈ B(G1)×B(R2m) ⊂ B(G) ⊂ B±(G) .

Clearly, S is squarefree in F(G), ZB(G)(S) = {yz : z ∈ ZB(G1)(S1)} and ZB±(G)(S) = {yz : z ∈ ZB±(G1)(S1)},
which implies that

LB±(G)(S) = |y|+ LB±(G1)(S1) = m+ L0 = L = LB(G)(S)

and, for every k ∈ L,

|ZB±(G),k(S)| = |ZB±(G1),k−m(S1)| and |ZB(G),k(S)| = |ZB(G1),k−m(S1)| ,

Thus, S ∈ B(G) satisfies Properties (a), (b), and (c). �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1 and of Corollary 1.2

For an abelian group G, we denote by T(G) its torsion subgroup.

Proposition 5.1. Let G be a finitely generated abelian group of torsionfree rank r ∈ N and let S ∈ B±(G).
Then there are N ∈ N and homomorphisms

ϕ0 : G→ G0 := Z× T(G), ϕn : G→ Gn := (Z/nZ)r × T(G) for all n ≥ N ,

such that the following properties hold for all n ∈ {0} ∪ N≥N .

1. If S is squarefree in F(G), then ϕn(S) is squarefree in F(Gn).

2. The map ϕn induces a bijective map ϕn : ZB±(G)(S) → ZB±(Gn)(ϕn(S)) such that the following three
properties hold.
(a) |z| = |ϕn(z)| for all z ∈ ZB±(G)(S).
(b) LB±(G)(S) = LB±(Gn)(ϕn(S)).

(c)
∣
∣
{
z ∈ ZB±(G)(S) : |z| = k

}∣
∣ =

∣
∣
{
z ∈ ZB±(Gn)(ϕn(S)) : |z| = k

}∣
∣ for every k ∈ LB±(G)(S).
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3. If S ∈ B(G), then ϕn induces a bijective map ϕ′
n : ZB(G)(S) → ZB(Gn)(ϕn(S)) such that the

Properties (a) - (c) of Part 2 hold for B(G) and B(Gn).

Proof. We may suppose that G = Zr × T(G) and let p : G → Zr denote the projection. We set S =
g1 · . . . · gℓ, where ℓ ∈ N0 and g1, . . . , gℓ ∈ G. It suffices to show that there are N ∈ N and homomorphisms
ϕn : G→ (Z/nZ)r × T(G), for every n ∈ {0} ∪ N≥N , which are injective on the set

Σ(S) =
{∑

ν∈I

gν : ∅ 6= I ⊂ [1, ℓ] , for all ν ∈ I
}

,

which settles Part 3., and on the set

Σ±(S) =
{∑

ν∈I

ενgν : ∅ 6= I ⊂ [1, ℓ] , εν ∈ {−1, 1} for all ν ∈ I
}

,

which settles Part 2. (in case when S ∈ B(G)). Clearly, Σ(S) ⊂ Σ±(S) and the set

E =
{
m− n : m, n ∈ p(Σ±(S)), m 6= n

}
⊂ Zr \ {0}

is finite, say E = {n(1), . . . ,n(d)}. We assert that there is a homomorphism ψ : Zr → Z such that ψ(n(ν)) 6=
0 for all ν ∈ [1, d]. If this holds, then we set ϕ0 : G→ G0 by ϕ0(u, g) = (ψ(u), g), and obviously ϕ0 has the
required property.

For j ∈ [1, d], let n(j) = (n
(j)
1 , . . . , n

(j)
r ), and consider the non-zero polynomial

f =

d∏

j=1

( r∑

i=1

n
(j)
i Xi

)

∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xr] .

If (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Zr is such that f(a1, . . . , ar) 6= 0, then ψ : Zr → Z, defined by ψ(x1, . . . , xr) = a1x1+ . . .+
arxr, is a non-zero homomorphism satisfying ψ(n(j)) 6= 0 for all j ∈ [1, d].

For n ∈ N, let ψn : Z
r → (Z/nZ)r be the canonical epimorphism. Then there exists some N ∈ N such

that ψn | p(Σ±(S)) is injective for all n ≥ N and the homomorphism ϕn = ψn × idT(G) : G → Gn has the
required property. �

We recall the definition of almost arithmetic multiprogressions (AAMPs) and of the set of minimal
distances of a monoid. To begin with AAMPs, let d ∈ N, M ∈ N0 and {0, d} ⊂ D ⊂ [0, d]. Then L is called
an almost arithmetic multiprogression (AAMP for short) with difference d, period D, and bound M , if

L = y + (L′ ∪ L∗ ∪ L′′) ⊂ y +D + dZ

where

• L∗ is finite and nonempty with minL∗ = 0 and L∗ = (D + dZ) ∩ [0,maxL∗],
• L′ ⊂ [−M,−1] and L′′ ⊂ maxL∗ + [1,M ], which are called the initial part and the end part of L,
and

• y ∈ Z.

In particular, AAMPs are finite and nonempty subsets of the integers. For an overview of monoids and
domains, whose sets of lengths are AAMPs with global bounds on all parameters, we refer to [14, Chapter
4]. Schmid proved that for Krull monoids with finite class group the description of sets of lengths as AAMPs
is best possible ([32]).

Next we recall the concept of minimal distances. For a finite, nonempty subset L = {m0, . . . ,mk} ⊂ Z
with m0 < . . . < mk, let ∆(L) = {mi −mi−1 : i ∈ [1, k]} ⊂ N denote its set of distances. Now let H be a
BF-monoid. Then every divisor-closed submonoid S ⊂ H is a BF-monoid and

∆(S) =
⋃

a∈S

∆
(
LS(a)

)
⊂ N
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denotes the set of distances of S. Then

∆∗(H) = {min∆(S) : S ⊂ H is a divisor-closed submonoid with ∆(S) 6= ∅} ⊂ ∆(H)

is the set of minimal distances of H . In the next lemma, we gather some simple properties, which highlight
the differences between ∆∗

(
B(G)

)
and ∆∗

(
B±(G)

)
and which shows how different ∆∗

(
B±(G)

)
can be for

different groups. Let

D
(
B±(G)

)
= max

{
|S| : S ∈ A

(
B±(G)

)}

denote the plus-minus weighted Davenport constant of G, which is studied, among others, in [28, 27, 24].

Proposition 5.2. Let G be an abelian group.

1. If G is finite with |G| > 2, exponent n ≥ 2, and rank r ≥ 1, then max∆∗
(
B(G)

)
= max{r−1, n−2}

and max∆∗
(
B±(G)

)
≤ D

(
B±(G)

)
− 2.

2. If G is infinite, then ∆∗
(
B(G)

)
= N.

3. If G is a finite elementary 2-group of rank r, then ∆∗
(
B(G)

)
= ∆∗

(
B±(G)

)
= [1, r − 1].

4. If G is an elementary 3-group (finite or infinite), then ∆∗
(
B±(G)

)
= {1}.

Proof. 1. For the first statement see [18], and for the second see [29].
2. See [5, Theorem 1.1].
3. Since B(G) = B±(G), we have ∆∗

(
B(G)

)
= ∆∗

(
B±(G)

)
. The equality ∆∗

(
B(G)

)
= [1, r − 1] follows

from [14, Corollary 6.8.3].
4. Let S ⊂ B±(G) be a divisor-closed submonoid with ∆(S) 6= ∅. Then there is a nonempty subset

G0 ⊂ G with B±(G0) = S. Let g ∈ G0 be a nonzero element. Then ord(g) = 3, A = g3 and U = g2 are
atoms in B±(G0). Since A

2 = U3, it follows that 1 ∈ ∆(S), whence min∆(S) = 1. �

We refer to [18, 34, 30] for recent progress on ∆∗
(
B(G)

)
. For the monoid B±(G), its set of minimal

distances was recently studied by Schmid et al. [29], and it turned out, as already indicated by Proposition
5.2, that the structure of ∆∗

(
B±(G)

)
is in general quite different from the structure of ∆∗

(
B(G)

)
.

Before completing the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and of Corollary 1.2, let us compare the statements of Part
1 and of Part 2 of Theorem 1.1 for elementary 3-groups. Let G be an elementary 3-group. If G ∼= Cr

3 with
r ∈ N, then, apart from a globally bounded initial and end part, all sets of lengths in B±(G) are intervals by
Theorem 1.1.1 and by Proposition 5.2.4. Nevertheless, if G is infinite, then every finite, nonempty subset
of N≥2 occurs as a set of lengths. This shows that the bounds M(Cr

3 ), occurring in Theorem 1.1.1, tend to
infinity as r tends to infinity.

An abelian group G is said to be bounded if there is m ∈ N such that mG = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let G be an abelian group.
1. By [7, Theorem 3.7], B±(G) is finitely generated if and only if G is finite. Thus, if G is finite, then

Theorem 4.4.11 in [14] implies that there is someM ∈ N0 such that, for every plus-minus weighted zero-sum
sequence S over G, its set of lengths LB±(G)(S) is an AAMP with difference in ∆∗

(
B±(G)

)
and bound M .

2. Now suppose that G is infinite. Let L ⊂ N≥2 be a finite, nonempty subset and let f : L → N be a
map. We show that there is an abelian group G1, which is isomorphic to a subgroup of G2 ⊂ G, and some
S ∈ B(G1) having the required properties. If this holds, then the assertion follows because B±(G2) is a
divisor-closed submonoid of B±(G).

We distinguish three cases.

CASE 1: G is not a torsion group.
Then G has a subgroup isomorphic to Z. By Proposition 4.1, there exist some r ∈ N and some S′ ∈ B(Zr)

such that S′ satisfies the Properties (a), (b), and (c) in Proposition 4.1. By Proposition 5.1, there exists
some S ∈ B(Z) satisfying the same Properties (a), (b), and (c).

CASE 2: G is an unbounded torsion group.
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By CASE 1, there exists some S′ ∈ B(Z) satisfying the Properties (a), (b), and (c) in Proposition 4.1.
By Proposition 5.1, there exists some N ∈ N such that for every n ≥ N there is some Sn ∈ B±(Z/nZ)
with the required properties. Since G contains a cyclic subgroup of order n for some n ≥ N , the assertion
follows.

CASE 3: G is bounded.
By [31, Chapter 4], G is a direct sum of cyclic groups. Hence there is some n ∈ N≥2 such that G contains

a subgroup isomorphic to (Z/nZ)(N). In particular, for every r ∈ N, G contains a subgroup isomorphic to
(Z/nZ)r , whence the assertion follows by Proposition 4.1. �

Proof of the Corollary 1.2. Let L ⊂ N≥2 be a finite, nonempty subset. For a prime p and r ∈ N, let Cr
p

denote an elementary p-group of rank r. We prove the following two claims.

C1 There is N ∈ N such that L ∈ L
(
B±(Z/nZ)

)
for all n ≥ N .

C2 For every prime p there is sp ∈ N such that L ∈ L
(
B±(C

s
p)
)
for all s ≥ sp.

Suppose that C1 and C2 hold and let G be a finite abelian group with L /∈ L
(
B±(G)

)
. Then C1 shows

that exp(G) < N and C2 implies that the p-rank of G is bounded above by sp for all primes p dividing
exp(G). Thus, the assertion follows.

Proof of C1. By Theorem 1.1, there is some S = m1 · . . . ·mℓ ∈ B(Z) such that L = LB±(Z)(S). We set

N = 1 +
∑ℓ

i=1 |mi|. Let n ∈ N with n ≥ N and let ϕn : Z → Z/nZ denote the canonical epimorphism.
If A ∈ F(Z) with A |S in F(Z), then A ∈ B±(Z) if and only if ϕn(A) ∈ B±(Z/nZ). This implies that
LB±(Z)(S) = LB±(Z/nZ)(ϕn(S)).

Proof of C2. Let p be a prime and let G be an elementary p-group of infinite rank. By Theorem 1.1, there
is some S ∈ B(G) such that LB±(G)(S) = L. Clearly, G1 = 〈supp(S)〉 ⊂ G is an elementary p-group of
finite rank, S ∈ B(G1), and L = LB±(G1)(S). Thus, C2 holds with sp being the p-rank of G1. �
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