
ar
X

iv
:2

20
8.

05
23

7v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

R
A

] 
 1

0 
A

ug
 2

02
2

COMMUTATORS IN REES MATRIX SEMIGROUPS

JELENA RADOVIĆ AND NEBOJŠA MUDRINSKI
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Abstract. We study the centralizing condition and commutators on Rees
matrix semigroups. We obtain a complete characterization of the binary com-
mutator on Rees matrix semigroups, and use it to study other properties of
the commutator. Consequently, we deduce that a Rees matrix semigroup is
nilpotent (solvable) if and only if its maximal subgroup is nilpotent (solvable).
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1. Introduction

Let S = (S, ·) denote a semigroup, that is, an algebra with a associative binary
operation · on a nonempty set S. We say that an algebra A satisfies the term
condition, in abbreviation A is a TC algebra, if for every (n + 1)-ary term t =
t(x,y), and for every a, b ∈ A, c,d ∈ An we have t(a, c) = t(a,d) =⇒ t(b, c) =
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t(b,d). The term condition for algebras has been introduced by R. McKenzie in
[6]. TC algebras have also been called abelian algebras, since the TC condition
can be translated to the centralizing condition C(1A, 1A; 0A), that is, the equality
[1A, 1A] = 0A, where 1A denotes the full relation and 0A denotes the equality
relation on the set A. R. McKenzie [7] has described TC semigroups of finite
exponent, where we say that a semigroup S has exponent n if it satisfies the
identity xn ≈ x2n. W. Taylor [9] has also studied TC condition for semigroups.
R.J. Warne has obtained a complete characterization of TC semigroups, and
more specifically, regular TC semigroups, in [10] and [11]. Among other results,
it has been proved [10, Corollary 2.6] that a regular semigroup S satisfies the
term condition if an only if S ≃ H ×A×B, where H is an abelian group, A is a
left zero semigroup and B is a right zero semigroup.

In this paper we will study a generalization of the term condition, the cen-
tralizing condition, and commutators in a special class of regular semigroups –
completely simple semigroups. A semigroup S is completely simple if it has no
proper ideals, and it contains a primitive idempotent. A primitive idempotent is
the element e that uniquely satisfies the equations ex = xe = x on x. Let us recall
that a nonempty set I ⊆ S is an ideal in a semigroup S if SI ⊆ I and IS ⊆ I,
and the ideal I is proper if I 6= S. Completely simple semigroups are described
with Rees matrix semigroups, more precisely, any completely simple semigroup
S is isomorphic to a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ], see Proposition 2.1.
Any semigroup is built of its principal factors, which are either null or a 0-simple
semigroup. In a finite semigroup, all non-null principal factors are completely
0-simple. Therefore, by studying Rees matrix semigroups we can obtain infor-
mation about building blocks of any semigroup. The following theorems are the
main results of the paper, and they are proved in Sections 5 and 6.

Theorem 1.1. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. Let ρ, σ be
congruences on S. Then [ρ, σ] corresponds to the linked triple (0I , [ρG, σG] ∨
Θρ,σ, 0Λ).

Here Θρ,σ denotes the congruence determined by the matrix P and components
of ρ and σ on the index sets I and Λ, see Definition 5.6. As a corollary, we deduce
that the binary commutator on Rees matrix semigroups behaves as in congru-
ence modular algebras: every congruence above it, centralizes the congruences
in the commutator (Proposition 6.1), the commutator is symmetric (Proposition
6.2) and agrees with the join of congruences (Proposition 6.3). We also prove
the equivalence between the nilpotency (solvability) of a Rees matrix semigroup
M[G; I,Λ;P ] and the group G.

Theorem 1.2. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroupM[G; I,Λ;P ], then:

(a) semigroup S is nilpotent if and only if G is a nilpotent group;
(b) semigroup S is solvable if and only if G is a solvable group.
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2. Preliminaries from semigroup theory

We will denote the set of all term functions over a semigroup S by Term(S),
while the set of all polynomials over S will be denoted by Pol(S). Furthermore,
by Termk(S) we will denote the set of all term functions of arity k, k ∈ N.
Similarly, we will use the notation Polk(S) for the set of all polynomials over S

of arity k, k ∈ N. Recall also that a term t = t(x1, . . . , xn) of semigroup type is a
word over the alphabet {x1, . . . , xn}, while a polynomial term p = p(x1, . . . , xn)
of semigroup type is a word over the alphabet {x1, . . . , xn, c1, . . . , cm}, for some
constants c1, . . . , cm.

A relation ρ on a semigroup S is left compatible if for every s, t, a ∈ S we
have s ρ t =⇒ as ρ at. Similarly, a relation ρ ⊆ S × S is right compatible if
for every s, t, a ∈ S we have s ρ t =⇒ sa ρ ta. We say that a relation ρ is
compatible if for every s, s′, t, t′ ∈ S we have s ρ t, s′ ρ t′ =⇒ ss′ ρ tt′. If ρ is
an equivalence relation, and ρ is left (right) compatible, then ρ is a left (right)
congruence. A compatible equivalence relation is called a congruence. A relation
ρ on a semigroup S is a congruence if and only if it is both a left and a right
congruence. By Con(S) we denote the lattice of all congruences on the semigroup
S.

We say that elements a, b ∈ S are L (R) related if there exist x, y ∈ S1, such
that xa = b, yb = a (ax = b, by = a). Elements a, b are J related if there exist
x, y, u, v ∈ S1 such that xay = b and ubv = a. We also consider the relations
D = L ∨ R and H = L ∩ R, which together with L,R and J , are called the
Green’s equivalences on semigroup S ([4], page 45). It should be noted that
Green’s equivalences are not necessarily congruences on S. More precisely, L is
always a right congruence, while R is always a left congruence. Recall also thatR
and L commute, that is D = R∨L = R◦L = L◦R [4, Proposition 2.1.3]. Green’s
equivalences are the basis for researching the properties of any class of semigroups.
Completely simple semigroups have been extensively studied, and their Green’s
equivalences structure is well known. If S is a completely simple semigroup,
then it’s only J -class is S itself, and also D = J = 1S. Green’s equivalences L
and R on a completely simple semigroup S are congruences ([3], Exercise 2.7.9).
Consequently, their intersection H is also a congruence. Structure of completely
simple semigroups is entirely characterized by Rees-Suschtkewitsch’s theorem.
Here we present the normalized version of this theorem.

Proposition 2.1. ([4] Theorem 3.3.1, Theorem 3.4.2) Let G be a group, let I,Λ
be non-empty sets, and let P = [pλi] be a Λ × I matrix with entries in G. Let
S = I ×G× Λ, and define multiplication on S by

(i, g, λ) · (j, h, µ) = (i, gpλjh, µ).

Then (S, ·) is a completely simple semigroup. Conversely, every completely simple
semigroup is isomorphic to a semigroup constructed in this way. Moreover, every
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completely simple semigroup is isomorphic to a semigroupM[G; I,Λ;P ] in which
the structure matrix P is normal, that is p1i = e = pλ1 for every i ∈ I, λ ∈ Λ,
where e is the identity element of group G.

The semigroup S =M[G; I,Λ;P ] defined by Proposition 2.1 is called the Rees
matrix semigroup.

Note that representation of a completely simple semigroup as a Rees matrix
semigroup is not unique. However, the second part of the Proposition 2.1 allows
us to assume, without loss of generality, that every completely simple semigroup
S with which we will be working is presented with a Rees matrix semigroup
M[G; I,Λ;P ] that has a normal structure matrix P . Without loss of generality,
we will also assume that both index sets I and Λ contain the element 1. The
neutral element of the group G will be denoted by e. Recall that sets I and Λ are
in one-to-one correspondence with the sets of R and L-classes in S, respectively.
Also each H-class Hiλ, i ∈ I, λ ∈ Λ, is the maximal subgroup of the semigroup
S, and it is isomorphic to the group G.

Definition 2.2. Let ρ be a congruence on a completely simple semigroup S =
M[G; I,Λ;P ]. We define equivalence relations ρI and ρΛ on sets I and Λ, respec-
tively, by

ρI = {(i, j) ∈ I2 : (∀λ ∈ Λ)(i, p−1
λi , λ) ρ (j, p−1

λj , λ)},

ρΛ = {(λ, µ) ∈ Λ2 : (∀i ∈ I)(i, p−1
λi , λ) ρ (i, p−1

µi , µ)}.

A congruence ρ on a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ] is uniquely deter-
mined by its associated linked triple (ρI , Nρ, ρΛ) [4, Theorem 4.23]. Here Nρ de-
notes the normal subgroup of G defined with Nρ = {g ∈ G : (1, g, 1) ρ (1, e, 1)}.
Equivalences ρI , ρΛ and normal subgroup Nρ satisfy the following condition: if
i ρI j or λ ρΛ µ, then qλµij := pλip

−1
µi pµjp

−1
λj ∈ Nρ, which is the defining property

of a linked triple.

Since we have a one-to-one correspondence between normal subgroups of group
G and its congruences, we will use a modified definition of linked triples. The
normal subgroup Nρ determines a congruence ρG on group G by a ρG b ⇐⇒
ab−1 ∈ Nρ. The condition ab−1 ∈ Nρ is equivalent with (1, ab−1, 1) ρ (1, e, 1).
This is further equivalent with (1, a, 1) = (1, ab−1, 1) · (1, b, 1) ρ (1, e, 1) · (1, b, 1) =
(1, b, 1). Therefore, instead of with the linked triple (S, N, T ) we will work with
the ordered triple (S, γ, T ) where γ is a congruence on the group G, S and T
are equivalence relations on I and Λ, respectively, such that qλµij γ e, whenever
i S j or λ T µ. Such a triple will also be called a linked triple. Recall that
qλµij = pλip

−1
µi pµjp

−1
λj , therefore, the condition qλµij γ e can also be written as

pλip
−1
µi γ pλjp

−1
µj .

Proposition 2.3. Let S =M[G; I,Λ;P ] be a completely simple semigroup. The
mapping Ψ : α 7→ (αI , αG, αΛ) is an order-preserving bijection from the set of all
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congruences on S onto the set of all linked triples. The inverse map is defined in
the following way: a linked triple (S, γ, T ) determines the congruence ρ ∈ Con(S)
such that (i, g, λ) ρ (j, h, µ) if and only if

(1) i S j and λ T µ,
(2) pξigpλxp

−1
µxh

−1p−1
ξj γ e for some x ∈ I and some ξ ∈ Λ.

Proof. From [4, Theorem 4.23] we know that the map Φ : α 7→ (αI , Nα, αΛ) is
an order preserving bijection from the set of all congruences on S onto the set of
all linked triples. On the other hand, we know that there is an isomorphism Θ
from the lattice of normal subgroups of G onto Con(G). Therefore, the mapping

Θ̃ : (αI , Nα, αΛ) 7→ (αI , αG, αΛ) is also an order preserving bijection. Hence, the
mapping Ψ = Φ ◦ Θ̃ : α 7→ (αI , αG, αΛ) is a lattice isomorphism. �

Proposition 2.3 establishes an isomorphism between the lattice of all congru-
ence on a completely simple semigroup S = M[G; I,Λ;P ], and the lattice of
all linked triples on M[G; I,Λ;P ]. Therefore, we can identify the congruence
ρ ∈ Con(S) and its linked triple (ρI , ρG, ρΛ). Also note that the congruence H is
uniquely determined with the linked triple (0I , 1G, 0Λ), while congruences L and
R are determined by linked triples (1I , 1G, 0Λ) and (0I , 1G, 1Λ), respectively.

Lemma 2.4. Let S =M[G; I,Λ;P ] be a completely simple semigroup. Let ρ be
a congruence on S, and i, j ∈ I, g, h ∈ G, λ, µ ∈ Λ. Then (i, g, λ) ρ (j, h, µ) if
and only if i ρI j, λ ρΛ µ and g ρG h.

Proof. Assume that (i, g, λ) ρ (j, h, µ). Then [4, Lemma 3.5.3, 3.5.4] implies i ρI j
and λ ρΛ µ. If we multiply the relation (i, g, λ) ρ (j, h, µ) with (1, e, 1) on the left
and on the right, we obtain (1, p1igpλ1, 1) ρ (1, p1jhpµ1, 1). By definition of the
congruence ρG, it follows that p1igpλ1 ρG p1jhpµ1. However, since the matrix P

is normal, that is p1k = e = pξ1 for every k ∈ I, ξ ∈ Λ, it follows that g ρG h.

Now assume that i ρI j, λ ρΛ µ and g ρG h. From Definition 2.2, and the
normality of matrix P , it follows that (i, e, 1) ρ (j, e, 1) and (1, e, λ) ρ (1, e, µ),
respectively. On the other hand, g ρG h implies (1, g, 1) ρ (1, h, 1). Using the
compatibility of the congruence ρ and the equality p11 = e, we obtain

(i, g, λ) = (i, e, 1)(1, g, 1)(1, e, λ) ρ (j, e, 1)(1, h, 1)(1, e, µ) = (j, h, µ).

�

3. Centralizing condition

In this section we study the centralizing condition for congruences on semi-
groups. For n ∈ N and A 6= ∅ we denote an arbitrary element of An by x and
its coordinates by x1, . . . , xn, therefore x = (x1, . . . , xn). If A is an algebra and
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θ a congruence of A we write a θ b for a,b ∈ An, n ∈ N if ai θ bi for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Definition 3.1. ([8], Definition 4.148) Let A be an algebra, and α, β, δ congru-
ences on A. We say that α centralizes β modulo δ, in abbreviation C(α, β; δ), if
for all t ∈ Termn+1(A), n ∈ N and for all a, b ∈ A, c,d ∈ An such that a α b,
c β d, the following implication is true:

(3.1) t(a, c) δ t(a,d) =⇒ t(b, c) δ t(b,d).

Note that the above definition will not be restricted if we demand an equiva-
lence in (3.1), due to the symmetry of congruence α.

Definition 3.2. ([8], Definition 4.150) Let A be an algebra. The commuta-
tor [α, β] of congruences α, β ∈ Con(A) is the least congruence δ such that α

centralizes β modulo δ.

Proposition 3.3. ([5], Proposition 3.4) Let A be an algebra and α, β ∈ Con(A).
Then we have
(i) [α, β] ≤ α ∧ β;
(ii) if α1 ≤ α and β1 ≤ β, then [α1, β1] ≤ [α, β].

Proposition 3.4. (cf. [5], Proposition 4.2) Let A be an algebra from a congru-
ence modular variety and let α, β, δ ∈ Con(A). Then C(α, β; δ) if and only if
[α, β] ≤ δ.

If we replace term function t with a polynomial of the same arity in the Defi-
nition 3.2, we obtain the same centralizing condition, as stated in [8, Excercises
4.156.2] and proved in [1].

Lemma 3.5. Let A be an algebra, and let α, β, δ ∈ Con(A). Then C(α, β; δ)
if and only if for every polynomial p ∈ Poln+1(A), n ∈ N and for all a, b ∈ A,
c,d ∈ An, n ∈ N such that a α b and c β d, the following implication is true:

(3.2) p(a, c) δ p(a,d) =⇒ p(b, c) δ p(b,d).

Motivated by conditions (TC1), (TC2) and (TC3) that are equivalent to the
term condition for semigroups (see [10]), we introduce the following definition.

Definition 3.6. Congruences α, β, δ on a semigroup S satisfy

(C1) if ac δ ad⇒ bc δ bd;
(C2) if ca δ da⇒ cb δ db;
(C3) if c1ac2 δ d1ad2 ⇒ c1bc2 δ d1bd2;

for all a, b, c, d, c1, d1, c2, d2 ∈ S such that a α b, c β d, c1 β d1, c2 β d2.

Proposition 3.7. Let S be a semigroup, and let α, β, δ ∈ Con(S). Then we have
C(α, β; δ) if and only if α, β and δ satisfy (C1), (C2) and (C3).
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Proof. (→) Assume that we have C(α, β; δ). We obtain (C1), (C2) and (C3)
using Definition 3.1 for terms t1(x, y) = xy, t2(x, y) = yx and t3(x, y, z) = yxz,
respectively. (←) Now assume that the conditions (C1), (C2) and (C3) are
satisfied in the semigroup S. We proceed using Lemma 3.5. Let p ∈ Poln+1(S),
n ∈ N and let a, b ∈ S and c,d ∈ Sn be such that a α b and c β d. We note that
for any polynomial f ∈ Poln+1(S) and g ∈ Poln(S), we have f(b, c) β f(b,d) and
g(c) β g(d). Assume that p(a, c) δ p(a,d). We will prove that p(b, c) δ p(b,d) by
induction on the number k, k ≥ 0 of appearances of x in the corresponding word
of polynomial p(x,y). First, let k = 0, then p(x,y) = q(y) where q ∈ Poln(S).
Therefore, we have q(c) δ q(d), which trivially implies p(b, c) δ p(b,d). Now
assume that the statement is true for every polynomial p ∈ Poln+1(S), n ∈ N,
with less than k occurrences of x in the corresponding polynomial word, k ≥ 1
and let p(x,y) be a polynomial over S, with exactly k occurrences of x in the
corresponding word of p(x,y). Let us observe the first occurrence of x in the
corresponding word of p(x,y). We have the following three possibilities:

(i) p(x,y) = x · q(x,y), where q has exactly k − 1 occurrences of x in the
corresponding word of q(x,y). Define the polynomial r(x,y) = a · q(x,y).
Then we have r(a, c) = a · q(a, c) = p(a, c) δ p(a,d) = a · q(a,d) = r(a,d).
Since r(x,y) has k − 1 occurrences of x in the corresponding word, we obtain
a · q(b, c) = r(b, c) δ r(b,d) = a · q(b,d) by the inductive hypothesis. Hence
we have p(b, c) = b · q(b, c) δ b · q(b,d) = p(b,d) using q(b, c) β q(b,d) and the
condition (C1).

(ii) p(x,y) = q(y) · x. Let us note that in this case q has exactly 0 occurrences
of x and our assumption simplifies to q(c) · a δ q(d) · a. Therefore, we have
p(b, c) = q(c) · b δ q(d) · b = p(b,d) using q(c) β q(d) and the condition (C2).

(iii) p(x,y) = q1(y) · x · q2(x,y), where x does not occur in the corresponding
word of q1 and q2 has k − 1 occurrences of x in its corresponding word. Define
the polynomial s(x,y) = q1(y) · a · q2(x,y). Then we have

s(a, c) = q1(c) · a · q2(a, c) = p(a, c) δ p(a, c) = q1(d) · a · q2(a,d) = s(a,d).

Since s has k− 1 occurrences of x in the corresponding word, we obtain q1(c) · a ·
q2(b, c) = s(b, c) δ s(b,d) = q1(d) · a · q2(b,d) by the inductive hypothesis. Hence
we have p(b, c) = q1(c) ·b ·q2(b, c) δ q1(d) ·b ·q2(b,d) = p(b,d) using q1(c) β q1(d),
q2(b, c) β q2(b,d) and the condition (C3). �

In the next proposition we obtain that similar equivalent conditions for C(α, β; δ)
are true for congruences on groups. It follows directly from [2, Proposition 5.4].

Proposition 3.8. Let G = (G, ·,−1 , e) be a group, and let α, β, δ ∈ Con(G).
Then C(α, β; δ) if and only if α, β and δ satisfy (C3).
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4. Centralizing condition on Rees matrix semigroups

Similarly as in the case when a semigroup S is a group, the condition C(ρ, σ; θ)
can be simplified for all congruences ρ, σ, θ on a Rees matrix semigroup S =
M[G; I,Λ;P ].

Proposition 4.1. Let S = M[G; I,Λ;P ] and let ρ, σ, θ be congruences on S.
Then the condition C(ρ, σ; θ) is true if and only if ρ, σ and θ satisfy (C3).

Proof. If we assume C(ρ, σ; θ), then (C3) is true by Proposition 3.7. Now as-
sume that ρ, σ, θ are congruences on S such that (C3) is true. According to
Proposition 3.7, it suffices to show that the conditions (C1) and (C2) are also
satisfied. To prove (C1) we let a, b, c, d ∈ S be such that a ρ b and c σ d,
where a = (i1, f1, λ1), b = (i2, f2, λ2) and c = (j, g, µ), d = (k, h, ν). Assume
that ac θ ad, then we have eac θ ead, where e = (1, e, 1). By (C3) we obtain
ebc θ ebd, because e σ e. Hence, we have (1, p1i2f2pλ2jg, µ) θ (1, p1i2f2pλ2kh, ν),
that is (1, f2pλ2jg, µ) θ (1, f2pλ2kh, ν) since p1i2 = e. If we multiply both sides of
the last relation on the left with (i2, e, 1) and use the equality p11 = e we obtain
bc = (i2, f2pλ2jg, µ) θ (i2, f2pλ2kh, ν) = bd. Hence, the condition (C1) is satisfied.
Analogously, we can prove (C2). Therefore, the condition C(ρ, σ; θ) is true. �

Hence, it is not necessary to check conditions (C1) and (C2) in order to check
whether C(ρ, σ; θ) is true for some congruences ρ, σ, θ on a Rees matrix semigroup.
However, we should not disregard them, since their alternative formulations will
be used for the description of the commutator.

Proposition 4.2. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroupM[G; I,Λ;P ], and let ρ, σ, θ
be congruences on S. Then ρ, σ and θ satisfy (C1) if and only if

(RC1) for every λ, µ ∈ Λ, i, j ∈ I such that λ ρΛ µ and i σI j, we have
pµip

−1
λi θG pµjp

−1
λj .

Proof. (C1) → (RC1) Assume that the condition (C1) is satisfied for congru-
ences ρ, σ, θ. Let λ, µ ∈ Λ, i, j ∈ I be such that λ ρΛ µ and i σI j. By
the definition of ρΛ, it follows that (i, p−1

λi , λ) ρ (i, p−1
µi , µ). Similarly, we ob-

tain (i, p−1
λi , λ) σ (j, p−1

λj , λ) by definition of σI . If we denote (i, p−1
λi , λ) by a and

(i, p−1
µi , µ) by b then we have a ρ b. We take c = a and d := (j, p−1

λj , λ) and obtain

c σ d. Now we have ac = a2 = a = ad and therefore ac θ ad. Condition (C1)
then gives us bc θ bd, that is,

(i, p−1
λi , λ) = (i, p−1

µi , µ)(i, p
−1
λi , λ) = bc θ bd = (i, p−1

µi , µ)(j, p
−1
λj , λ) = (i, p−1

µi pµjp
−1
λj , λ).

From Lemma 2.4 it follows p−1
λi θG p−1

µi pµjp
−1
λj , which further implies pµip

−1
λi θG pµjp

−1
λj .

(RC1) → (C1) Let a, b, c, d ∈ S be such that a ρ b, c σ d, where a = (i, f, λ),
b = (i′, f ′, λ′), c = (j, g, µ), d = (k, h, ν). Assume that ac θ ad, that is,
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(i, fpλjg, µ) θ (i, fpλkh, ν). By Lemma 2.4 it follows that fpλjg θG fpλkh, that is,
pλjg θG pλkh. From a ρ b and c σ d, again by Lemma 2.4, it follows that λ ρΛ λ′

and j σI k, respectively. Condition (RC1) then gives us pλ′jp
−1
λj θG pλ′kp

−1
λk . Since

θG is a group congruence, the two obtained relations imply

(4.1) pλ′jg = pλ′jp
−1
λj pλjg θG pλ′kp

−1
λk pλkh = pλ′kh.

If we multiply the relation (4.1) by f ′ on the left, we obtain f ′pλ′jg θG f ′pλ′kh.
By Lemma 2.4, from relation ac θ ad we have i′ θI i′ and µ θΛ ν, which further
on gives us bc = (i′, f ′pλ′jg, µ) = (i′, f ′pλ′kh, ν) = bd. Hence, we have proved that
the condition (C1) follows from (RC1). �

Analogously to the Proposition 4.2, we can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroupM[G; I,Λ;P ], and let ρ, σ, θ
be congruences on S. Then ρ, σ and θ satisfy (C2) if and only if

(RC2) for every i, j ∈ I, λ, µ ∈ Λ such that i ρI j and λ σΛ µ, we have
pµip

−1
λi θG pµjp

−1
λj .

Proposition 4.4. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroupM[G; I,Λ;P ]. Let ρ, σ, θ, τ
be congruences on S such that θG = τG. Then C(ρ, σ; θ) if and only if C(ρ, σ; τ).

Proof. Assume that C(ρ, σ; θ) is true. By Proposition 4.1, it suffices to prove the
condition (C3) for congruences ρ, σ and τ . Let a, b, cs, ds ∈ S, s = 1, 2 be such
that a ρ b and cs σ ds, s = 1, 2. Here we denote a = (i1, f1, λ1), b = (i2, f2, λ2)
and cs = (js, gs, µs), ds = (ks, hs, νs), s = 1, 2. Assume that c1ac2 τ d1ad2, that is,
(j1, g1pµ1i1f1pλ1j2g2, µ2) τ (k1, h1pν1i1f1pλ1k2h2, ν2). By Lemma 2.4, the last rela-
tion is equivalent with j1 τI k1, µ2 τΛ ν2 and g1pµ1i1f1pλ1j2g2 τG h1pν1i1f1pλ1k2h2.
Since we have τG = θG, it follows that g1pµ1i1f1pλ1j2g2 θG h1pν1i1f1pλ1k2h2. By
definition of θG, the last relation is equivalent with

(1, g1pµ1i1f1pλ1j2g2, 1) θ (1, h1pν1i1f1pλ1k2h2, 1).

Since P is a normal matrix, we have p1j1 = p1k1 = e = pµ21 = pν21. Therefore, we
can write the previous relation as ec1 ·a·c2e θ ed1 ·a·d2e, where e = (1, e, 1). Since
σ is a congruence, from c1 σ d1 and c2 σ d2 we obtain ec1 σ ed1 and c2e σ d2e.
Then the condition C(ρ, σ; θ) gives us ec1 · b · c2e θ ed1 · b · d2e, that is,

(1, g1pµ1i2f2pλ2j2g2, 1) θ (1, h1pν1i2f2pλ2k2h2, 1).

From the definition of θG and the equality θG = τG, we obtain

g1pµ1i2f2pλ2j2g2 τG h1pν1i2f2pλ2k2h2.

Since we also have j1 τI k1 and µ2 τΛ ν2, Lemma 2.4 gives us

c1bc2 = (j1, g1pµ1i2f2pλ2j2g2, µ2) τ (k1, h1pν1i2f2pλ2k2h2, ν2) = d1bd2.
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Hence, we have proved that c1bc2 τ d1bd2 follows from c1ac2 τ d1ad2, that is, the
condition (C3) is true. Therefore, from Proposition 4.1 it follows that C(ρ, σ; τ)
is true. Analogously, we obtain that C(ρ, σ; τ) implies C(ρ, σ; θ). �

5. Commutators on Rees matrix semigroups

Using the results of the previous section, we can give the first description of
the commutator of two congruences on a Rees matrix semigroup. First we need
to prove that (0I , [ρ, σ]G, 0Λ) is always a linked triple.

Lemma 5.1. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroupM[G; I,Λ;P ]. Let ρ, σ ∈ Con(S)
and let τ be a congruence of G. Then (0I , τ, 0Λ) is a linked triple.

Proof. Let i, j ∈ I and λ, µ ∈ Λ. As described in Section 2 and Proposition 2.3,
we need to check whether qλµij τ e. First assume that i 0I j, that is i = j. Then
qλµij = pλip

−1
µi pµjp

−1
λj = pλip

−1
µi pµip

−1
λi = e, therefore, the condition qλµij τ e is

trivially true. Similarly, if λ 0Λ µ, that is λ = µ, then qλµij = e, which implies
qλµij τ e. Hence, (0I , τ, 0Λ) is a linked triple. �

As a consequence of the proposition 4.1 and characterization of the Green’s
relation H in a completely simple semigroup, we obtain the following property.

Proposition 5.2. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ] and let ρ, σ
be congruences on S. Then C(ρ, σ;H), and consequently [ρ, σ] ≤ H.

Proof. We will prove that the condition (C3) is satisfied for congruences ρ, σ and
H. Let a, b, cs, ds ∈ S, s = 1, 2 be such that a ρ b and cs σ ds, s = 1, 2. Here we de-
note a = (i1, f1, λ1), b = (i2, f2, λ2) and cs = (js, gs, µs), ds = (ks, hs, νs), s = 1, 2.
Assume that c1ac2 H d1ad2, that is (j1, g1pµ1i1f1pλ1j2g2, µ2) H (k1, h1pν1i1f1pλ1k2h2, ν2).
Then we have j1 = k1 and µ2 = ν2, because HI = 0I and HΛ = 0Λ. Since two
triples fromM[G; I,Λ;P ] are H-related if and only if their left and right coordi-
nates coincide, it follows that (j1, g1pµ1i2f2pλ2j2g2, µ2) H (k1, h1pν1i2f2pλ2k2h2, ν2),
that is c1bc2 H d1bd2. From Proposition 4.1 we obtain C(ρ, σ;H). Definition of
the commutator then implies [ρ, σ] ≤ H. �

Corollary 5.3. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. If ρ, σ ∈
Con(S), then [ρ, σ] is determined by the linked triple (0I , [ρ, σ]G, 0Λ).

Proof. From Proposition 5.2 we have [ρ, σ] ≤ H. By Proposition 2.3 it follows
that [ρ, σ]I ≤ HI = 0I and [ρ, σ]Λ ≤ HΛ = 0Λ. Hence, we must have [ρ, σ]I = 0I
and [ρ, σ]Λ = 0Λ, that is, [ρ, σ] is the linked triple (0I , [ρ, σ]G, 0Λ). �

Hence, for any two congruences ρ, σ ∈ Con(S), the I and Λ components of
the linked triple ([ρ, σ]I , [ρ, σ]G, [ρ, σ]Λ) are trivial, and the commutator [ρ, σ] is
completely determined by [ρ, σ]G.
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Proposition 5.4. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. If ρ, σ are
congruences on S, then C(ρG, σG; [ρ, σ]G).

Proof. By Proposition 3.8, it suffices to prove that the condition (C3) is satisfied
for congruences ρG, σG and [ρ, σ]G on group G. Let a, b, cs, ds ∈ G, s = 1, 2
be such that a ρG b, and cs σG ds, s = 1, 2. By definition of ρG and σG it
follows that (1, a, 1) ρ (1, b, 1) and (1, cs, 1) σ (1, ds, 1), s = 1, 2. Assume that
c1ac2 [ρ, σ]G d1ad2, that is (1, c1ac2, 1) [ρ, σ] (1, d1ad2, 1). Since the matrix P is
normal, we have p11 = e. Therefore, we can write the last relation as

(1, c1, 1)(1, a, 1)(1, c2, 1) [ρ, σ] (1, d1, 1)(1, a, 1)(1, d2, 1)

Hence, the condition C(ρ, σ; [ρ, σ]) implies

(1, c1, 1)(1, b, 1)(1, c2, 1) [ρ, σ] (1, d1, 1)(1, b, 1)(1, d2, 1).

Therefore, we have finally obtained (1, c1bc2, 1) [ρ, σ] (1, d1bd2, 1), which fur-
ther implies c1bc2 [ρ, σ]G d1bd2. Since we have proved (C3), it follows that
C(ρG, σG; [ρ, σ]G). �

Since the commutator [ρG, σG] is the least congruence which centralizes ρG
modulo σG, previous proposition directly implies the following statement.

Corollary 5.5. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. If ρ, σ are
congruences on S, then [ρG, σG] ≤ [ρ, σ]G.

Now we will give a complete description of the group part of the commutator
[ρ, σ]. First, Propositions 4.2 and 4.3 motivate the following notion.

Definition 5.6. Let S =M[G; I,Λ;P ] and let ρ, σ, θ be congruences on S. By
Θρ,σ we denote the congruence on S generated by all ordered pairs (pµip

−1
λi , pµjp

−1
λj )

where i, j ∈ I and λ, µ ∈ Λ are such that i ρI j and λ σΛ µ, or λ ρΛ µ and i σI j.

Corollary 5.7. Let S =M[G; I,Λ;P ] and let ρ, σ, θ be congruences on S. Then
Θρ,σ ≤ [ρ, σ]G.

Proof. Since C(ρ, σ; [ρ, σ]), by Proposition 3.7 it follows that the conditions (C1)
and (C2) are true for congruences ρ, σ and [ρ, σ]. Propositions 4.2 and 4.3 then
imply that pµip

−1
λi [ρ, σ]G pµjp

−1
λj for all i, j ∈ I and λ, µ ∈ Λ such that i ρI j and

λ σΛ µ, or λ ρΛ µ and i σI j. Therefore, we have the inequality Θρ,σ ≤ [ρ, σ]G,
by Definition 5.6. �

Corollary 5.8. If S = M[G; I,Λ;P ] is a Rees matrix semigroup and ρ, σ ∈
Con(S), then Θρ,σ ∨ [ρG, σG] ≤ [ρ, σ]G.

Proof. From Corollary 5.7 it follows that Θρ,σ ≤ [ρ, σ]G, while Corollary 5.5
implies [ρG, σG] ≤ [ρ, σ]G. Therefore, we have Θρ,σ ∨ [ρG, σG] ≤ [ρ, σ]G. �
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Lemma 5.9. Let S =M[G; I,Λ;P ] be a Rees matrix semigroup and let ρ, σ, δ ∈
Con(S). Then C(ρ, σ; δ) if and only if Θρ,σ ∨ [ρG, σG] ≤ δG.

Proof. (→) From Corollary 5.8 it follows that Θρ,σ ∨ [ρG, σG] ≤ [ρ, σ]G. By the
definition of the commutator, condition C(ρ, σ; δ) implies [ρ, σ] ≤ δ. Proposition
2.3 then gives us [ρ, σ]G ≤ δG, which further implies Θρ,σ ∨ [ρG, σG] ≤ δG.

(←) Assume now that Θρ,σ∨ [ρG, σG] ≤ δG. By Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 5.1

we know that C(ρ, σ; δ) is equivalent with C(ρ, σ; δ) where δ is the linked triple
(0I , δG, 0Λ). Therefore, it is sufficient to prove that C(ρ, σ; δ). By Proposition
4.1 it suffices to show that (C3) is true for ρ, σ and δ. Let a, b, cs, ds ∈ S, be
such that a ρ b, cs σ ds, s = 1, 2, where a = (i1, f1, λ1), b = (i2, f2, λ2) and
cs = (js, gs, µs), ds = (ks, hs, νs), for s = 1, 2. Assume that c1ac2 δ d1ad2, that is,
(j1, g1pµ1i1f1pλ1j2g2, µ2) δ (k1, h1pν1i1f1pλ1k2h2, ν2). By Lemma 2.4 it follows that
j1 = k1, µ2 = ν2 and

(5.1) g1pµ1i1f1pλ1j2g2 δG h1pν1i1f1pλ1k2h2.

We introduce the following notation:

A′

1 = p−1
µ1i2

pµ1i1f1pλ1j2p
−1
λ2j2

A′′

1 = p−1
ν1i2

pν1i1f1pλ1k2p
−1
λ2k2

A2 = f2

B1
1 = g1pµ1i2, B

2
1 = pλ2j2g2

B1
2 = h1pν1i2 , B

2
2 = pλ2k2h2.

Then the relation (5.1) can be written as

(5.2) t(A′

1, B
1
1 , B

2
1) = B1

1A
′

1B
2
1 δG B1

2A
′′

1B
2
2 = t(A′′

1, B
1
2 , B

2
2),

where t(x, y, z) = yxz is a ternary term over variables x, y, z.

By Lemma 2.4, from a ρ b it follows that i1 ρI i2 and λ1 ρΛ λ2. On the other
hand, again by Lemma 2.4, from cs σ ds, s = 1, 2 it follows that j2 σI k2
and µ1 σΛ ν1. By definition of Θρ,σ we have pλ1j2p

−1
λ2j2

Θρ,σ pλ1k2p
−1
λ2k2

and

pµ1i1p
−1
ν1i1

Θρ,σ pµ1i2p
−1
ν1i2

. Since Θρ,σ ≤ δG, it follows

(5.3) pλ1j2p
−1
λ2j2

δG pλ1k2p
−1
λ2k2

and

(5.4) pµ1i1p
−1
ν1i1

δG pµ1i2p
−1
ν1i2

.

If we multiply both sides of the the relation (5.4) with p−1
µ1i2

on the left, and with
pν1i1 on the right, we obtain

(5.5) p−1
µ1i2

pµ1i1 δG p−1
ν1i2

pν1i1 .



COMMUTATORS IN REES MATRIX SEMIGROUPS 13

Since δG is a congruence, relations (5.5) and (5.3) give us

(5.6) A′

1 = p−1
µ1i2

pµ1i1 · f1 · pλ1j2p
−1
λ2j2

δG p−1
ν1i2

pν1i1 · f1 · pλ1k2p
−1
λ2k2

= A′′

1.

Furthermore, after multiplying the last relation with B1
1 on the left, and B2

1 on the
right, we obtain B1

1A
′
1B

2
1 δG B1

1A
′′
1B

2
1 . Now, by the transitivity of the congruence

δG, previous relation and (5.2) imply

(5.7) t(A′′

1, B
1
1 , B

2
1) = B1

1A
′′

1B
2
1 δG B1

2A
′′

1B
2
2 = t(A′′

1, B
1
2 , B

2
2).

Let us return to the condition (i1, f1, λ1) = a ρ b = (i2, f2, λ2). If we multiply
the relation a ρ b with (1, e, ν1) on the left, and with (k2, e, 1) on the right, we
obtain (1, pν1i1f1pλ1k2, 1) ρ (1, pν1i2f2pλ2k2, 1). From definition of ρG it follows
pν1i1f1pλ1k2 ρG pν1i2f2pλ2k2, that is,

(5.8) A′′

1 = p−1
ν1i2

pν1i1f1pλ1k2p
−1
λ2k2

ρG f2 = A2.

On the other hand, if we multiply the relation (j1, g1, µ1) σ (j1, h1, ν1) with
(i2, e, 1) on the right, we obtain (j1, g1pµ1i2, 1) σ (k1, h1pν1i2 , 1). From Lemma 2.4
it follows

(5.9) B1
1 = g1pµ1i2 σG h1pν1i2 = B1

2 .

Similarly, when we multiply the relation (j2, g2, µ2) σ (k2, h2, µ2) with (1, e, λ2)
on the left, we obtain (1, pλ2j2g2, µ2) σ (1, pλ2k2h2, ν2). Again from Lemma 2.4 we
obtain pλ2j2g2 σG pλ2k2h2. Therefore,

(5.10) B2
1 = pλ2j2g2 σG pλ2k2h2 = B2

2 .

Since the group G belongs to a congruence modular variety, by Proposition
3.4, from [ρG, σG] ≤ δG it follows that C(ρG, σG; δG). In (5.8), (5.9), (5.10) and
(5.7) we have proved the following relations: A′′

1 ρG A2, B
1
1 σG B1

2 , B
2
1 σG B2

2 ,
and t(A′′

1, B
1
1 , B

2
1) δG t(A′′

1, B
1
2 , B

2
2), hence the condition C(ρG, σG; δG) implies

t(A2, B
1
1 , B

2
1) δG t(A2, B

1
2 , B

2
2), that is,

(5.11) g1pµ1i2f2pλ2j2g2 δG h1pν1i2f2pλ2k2h2.

By Lemma 2.4, j1 = k1, µ2 = ν2 and relation (5.11) imply

(j1, g1pµ1i2f2pλ2j2g2, µ2) δ (k1, h1pν1i2f2pλ2k2h2, ν2),

that is, c1bc2 δ d1bd2. Therefore, the condition (C3) is satisfied for ρ, σ and δ,
which completes the proof of the other implication. �

Previous proposition gives us the complete description of the binary commu-
tator in Rees matrix semigroups.

Proof of Theorem 1.1.
Denote by θ the congruence determined by the linked triple (0I ,Θρ,σ∨[ρG, σG], 0Λ).
Lemma 5.9 directly implies C(ρ, σ; θ). By the definition of the commutator, it
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follows that [ρ, σ] ≤ θ. In Corollary 5.3 we have proved that the commutator
[ρ, σ] is determined by the linked triple (0I , [ρ, σ]G, 0Λ). Proposition 2.3 then im-
plies that [ρ, σ]G ≤ θG = Θρ,σ ∨ [ρG, σG]. On the other hand, Corollary 5.8 gives
us Θρ,σ∨ [ρG, σG] ≤ [ρ, σ]G. Therefore, [ρ, σ]G is equal to [ρG, σG]∨Θρ,σ, and con-
sequently, [ρ, σ] = θ is determined by the linked triple (0I , [ρG, σG]∨Θρ,σ, 0Λ). �

Example 5.10. Let us calculate the commutator of Green’s relations L and R.
By Theorem 1.1 we have [L,R]G = [LG,RG]∨ΘL,R = [1G, 1G]∨ΘL,R. Here ΘL,R

is the congruence generated by all ordered pairs (pµip
−1
λi , pµjp

−1
λj ), where i, j ∈ I,

λ, µ ∈ Λ are such that i LI j and λ RΛ µ, or i RI j and λ LΛ µ. Recall that the
congruences L and R correspond to linked triples (1I , 1G, 0Λ) and (0I , 1G, 1Λ),
respectively. Hence, in the case i LI j and λ RΛ µ we obtain all possible pairs
(pµip

−1
λi , pµjp

−1
λj ), while in the case that i RI j and λ LΛ µ we obtain the pair

(e, e). Therefore, the congruence ΘL,R is equal to Θ1,1, and the commutator
[L,R] equals the commutator [1S, 1S], which corresponds to the linked triple
(0I , [1G, 1G] ∨Θ1,1, 0Λ).

Remark 5.11. Let S =M[G; I,Λ;P ] be a Rees matrix semigroup. The congru-
ence Θ1,1 is generated by all pairs (pµip

−1
λi , pµjp

−1
λj ), where i, j ∈ I, λ, µ ∈ Λ, by

Definition 5.6. Let λ ∈ Λ and i ∈ I be arbitrary, and µ = 1, j = 1. Then we have
p1ip

−1
λi Θ1,1 p11p

−1
λ1 , which implies p−1

λi Θ1,1 e, since P is a normal matrix. Hence,
we have pλi Θ1,1 e for all λ ∈ Λ, i ∈ I. Therefore, the set P = {pλi : λ ∈ Λ, i ∈ I}
is contained in the Θ1,1-class of element e. Hence, if we assume that the set P
equals G, then we have [e]Θ1,1

= G, that is Θ1,1 = 1G.

If we assume some additional conditions on congruences ρ and σ, the group
part of the commutator [ρ, σ] simplifies, as we can see in the following result.

Corollary 5.12. Let S =M[G; I,Λ;P ] be a Rees matrix semigroup and let ρ, σ
be congruences on S. If at least one of the following conditions:

(i) ρI = σI = 0I;
(ii) ρΛ = σΛ = 0Λ;
(iii) ρI = 0I and ρΛ = 0Λ;
(iv) σI = 0I and σΛ = 0Λ.

is satisfied, then [ρG, σG] = [ρ, σ]G.

Proof. By Theorem 1.1, it follows that [ρ, σ]G = [ρG, σG]∨Θρ,σ, where Θρ,σ is the
congruence generated by ordered pairs (pµip

−1
λi , pµjp

−1
λj ), where i, j ∈ I, λ, µ ∈ Λ

are such that i ρI j and λ σΛ µ, or i σI j and λ ρΛ µ. Let i, j ∈ I and λ, µ ∈ Λ,
and assume that i ρI j and λ σΛ µ, or i σI j and λ ρΛ µ.

(i) If ρI = σI = 0I , then we must have i = j. Hence, pµip
−1
λi = pµjp

−1
λj .

(ii) If ρΛ = σΛ = 0Λ, then we must have λ = µ. We obtain pµip
−1
λi = e = pµjp

−1
λj .

(iii) Assume that ρI = 0I and ρΛ = 0Λ. Then, if the condition i ρI j and λ σΛ µ
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is satisfied, we have i = j, hence pµip
−1
λi = pµjp

−1
λj . Otherwise, we have i σI j and

λ ρΛ µ, which implies λ = µ and pµip
−1
λi = e = pµjp

−1
λj .

(iv) Finally, asssume that σI = 0I and σΛ = 0Λ. Then, if the condition i ρI j and
λ σΛ µ is satisfied, we have λ = µ, hence pµip

−1
λi = e = pµjp

−1
λj . Otherwise, we

have i σI j and λ ρΛ µ, which implies i = j and pµip
−1
λi = pµjp

−1
λj .

In all the cases, we obtain that Θρ,σ is generated with pairs of equal elements,
hence Θρ,σ = 0G, which further implies [ρ, σ]G = [ρG, σG]. �

Example 5.13. We can use Corollary 5.12 to determine the commutator [ρ, σ]
when ρ = σ are Green’s relations H,L and R.
(a) First observe the case when ρ = H = σ, then we can apply the Corollary
5.12(iii), which gives us [H,H]G = [HG,HG] = [1G, 1G]. Therefore, the commu-
tator of [H,H] is equal to (0I , [1G, 1G], 0Λ).
(b) If we have ρ = σ = L, then we can apply the Corollary 5.12(ii), which gives
us [L,L]G = [LG,LG] = [1G, 1G]. Hence, the commutator [L,L] corresponds to
(0I , [1G, 1G], 0Λ).
(c) Similarly to (b), from Corollary 5.12(i) it follows that [R,R] also corresponds
to (0I , [1G, 1G], 0Λ).

6. Applications

Let us recall that congruence lattice of a Rees matrix semigroup is semi-
modular [4, Theorem 3.6.2]. However, Lemma 5.9 and Theorem 1.1 allows us
to prove some properties of the commutator which are satisfied in modular vari-
eties. First, Lemma 5.9 directly gives us the following result.

Proposition 6.1. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroupM[G; I,Λ;P ]. Let ρ, σ, δ ∈
Con(S), then C(ρ, σ; δ) if and only if [ρ, σ] ≤ δ.

Proposition 6.2. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. Let ρ, σ ∈
Con(S), then [ρ, σ] = [σ, ρ].

Proof. We have previously observed that the definition of congruence Θρ,σ is
symmetric, that is, Θρ,σ = Θσ,ρ. On the other hand, since groups form a con-
gruence modular variety, by Proposition 3.4 in G we have [ρG, σG] = [σG, ρG].
Theorem 1.1 then implies that [ρ, σ]G = [σ, ρ]G. Therefore, we have the equality
[ρ, σ] = [σ, ρ]. �

Proposition 6.3. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. Let ρ and
σi, i ∈ I be congruences on S. Then [ρ,

∨

i∈I σi] =
∨

i∈I [ρ, σ].

Proof. The proof of this proposition follows the same steps as the proof of Propo-
sition 4.3 ([5]). From Proposition 3.3 (ii) we obtain

∨

i∈I [ρ, σi] ≤ [ρ,
∨

i∈I σi]. We
use Propositions 6.1 in place of Proposition 4.2 ([5]) to prove that C(ρ,

∨

i∈I σi;
∨

i∈I [ρ, σi]).
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Therefore [ρ,
∨

i∈I σi] ≤
∨

i∈I [ρ, σi], which completes the proof of the equality from
the statement. �

Definition 6.4. (cf.[5], Definition 6.1) Let S be a semigroup, and let α, β ∈
Con(S). We define the series of congruences (α, β](k) = [α, [α, . . . , [

︸ ︷︷ ︸

k

α, β] . . . ]], for

k ∈ N. Semigroup S is n-nilpotent, n ∈ N if we have the equality (1S, 1S]
(n) = 0S.

Similarly, we define a series of congruences [α](k), k ∈ N where [α](1) = [α, α] and
[α](k) = [[α, α](k−1), [α, α](k−1)] for k ≥ 2. Semigroup S is n-solvable, n ∈ N if we
have the equality [1S]

(n) = 0S.

From Proposition 6.2, inductively it follows that the left (ρ, σ](n) and right
[ρ, σ)(n) central series are equal, therefore, in Rees matrix semigroups, notions of
left n-nilpotency and right n-nilpotency are equivalent.

Lemma 6.5. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. Then for every
k ∈ N, k ≥ 2 we have the equalities

(1S, 1S]
(k)
G = (1G, [1G, 1G] ∨Θ1,1]

(k−1);(6.1)

[1S]
(k)
G = [[1G, 1G] ∨Θ1,1]

(k−1).(6.2)

Proof. First note that from Theorem 1.1 it follows that [1S, 1S] is determined by
the linked triple (0I , [1G, 1G] ∨Θ1,1, 0Λ).
(i) Since [1S, 1S]I = 0I and [1S, 1S]Λ = 0Λ from Corollary 5.12(iv) we obtain that

(1S, 1S]
(2)
G = [1S, [1S, 1S]]G = [1G, [1S, 1S]G] = (1G, [1G, 1G] ∨ Θ1,1]

(1). Inductively,

by using the equalities (1S, 1S]
(k)
I = 0I and (1S, 1S]

(k)
Λ = 0Λ obtained from Corol-

lary 5.3, by Corollary 5.12(iv) we obtain (1S, 1S]
(k)
G = (1G, [1G, 1G]∨Θ1,1]

(k−1), for
all k ∈ N, k ≥ 2.
(ii) Since [1S, 1S]I = 0I and [1S, 1S]Λ = 0Λ, from Corollary 5.12(iii) it follows that

[1S]
(2)
G = [[1S, 1S], [1S, 1S]]G = [[1S, 1S]G, [1S, 1S]G] = [[1S, 1S]G]

(1). Inductively,

using the equalities [1S]
(k)
I = 0I and [1S]

(k)
Λ = 0Λ obtained from Corollary 5.3,

by Corollary 5.12(iii), we obtain [1S]
(k)
G = [[1G, 1G] ∨ Θ1,1]

(k−1), for all k ∈ N,
k ≥ 2. �

Proposition 6.6. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. Then for
every n ∈ N, we have

(a) if the semigroup S is n-nilpotent, then the group G is also n-nilpotent;
(b) if the semigroup S is n-solvable, then the group G is also n-solvable.

Proof. (a) Note that for all congruences α, β ∈ Con(G), such that α ≤ β we
have (1, α](k) ≤ (1, β](k) by Proposition 3.3 (ii). Then for α = [1G, 1G] and
β = [1G, 1G] ∨ Θ1,1, it follows (1G, 1G]

(k) = (1G, [1G, 1G]]
(k−1) ≤ (1G, [1G, 1G] ∨

Θ1,1]
(k−1), for all k ∈ N, k ≥ 2. Also note that (1G, 1G]

(1) = α ≤ β = (1S, 1S]
(1)
G .
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Therefore, from the equality (6.1) we obtain (1G, 1G]
(k) ≤ (1S, 1S]

(k)
G for every

k ∈ N. Consequently, if we have (1S, 1S]
(n) = 0S for some n ∈ N, then from

Corollary 5.3 it follows that (1S, 1S]
(n)
G = 0G. Hence, (1G, 1G]

(n) = 0G, that is, the
group G is n-nilpotent.

(b) Similarly as in (a), note that for all α, β ∈ Con(G) such that α ≤ β we have
[α](k) ≤ [β](k) for all k ∈ N, by Proposition 3.3 (ii). Therefore, for α = [1G, 1G]
and β = [1G, 1G] ∨Θ1,1, we obtain [1G]

(k) = [[1G, 1G]]
(k−1) ≤ [[1G, 1G] ∨Θ1,1]

(k−1),

for all k ∈ N, k ≥ 2. Also note that α = [1G]
(1) and β = [1S]

(1)
G . Then, from

equality (6.2) we obtain [1G]
(k) ≤ [1S]

(k)
G for every k ∈ N. Therefore, if we have

[1S]
(n) = 0S for some n ∈ N, then from Corollary 5.3 it follows that [1S]

(n)
G = 0G.

Hence, [1G]
(n) = 0G, that is, the group G is n-solvable. �

Proposition 6.7. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. Then for
every n ∈ N, we have

(a) if the group G is n-nilpotent, then the semigroup S is (n + 1)-nilpotent;
(b) if the group G is n-solvable, then the semigroup S is (n + 1)-solvable.

Proof. (a) Since [1G, 1G]∨Θ1,1 ≤ 1G, applying the Proposition 3.3(ii) inductively,
we obtain that (1G, [1G, 1G]∨Θ1,1]

(k−1) ≤ (1G, 1G]
(k−1). Therefore, using (6.1) we

have

(6.3) (1S, 1S]
(k)
G ≤ (1G, 1G]

(k−1), for every k ∈ N, k ≥ 2.

Now assume that the group G is n-nilpotent, where n ∈ N. Then we have

(1G, 1G]
(n) = 0G. From inequality (6.3) it follows that (1S, 1S]

(n+1)
G ≤ 0G. There-

fore, from Corollary 5.3 we obtain that (1S, 1S]
(n+1) = 0S, that is, semigroup S is

(n+ 1)-nilpotent.

(b) From inequality [1G, 1G] ∨ Θ1,1 ≤ 1G, inductively applying Proposition
3.3(ii) we obtain that [[1G, 1G] ∨ Θ1,1]

(k−1) ≤ [1G]
(k−1) for every k ∈ N, k ≥ 2.

Therefore, using (6.2) we have

(6.4) [1S]
(k)
G ≤ [1G]

(k−1), for every k ∈ N, k ≥ 2.

Now assume that the group G is n-solvable, where n ∈ N. Then we have

[1G]
(n) = 0G. From inequality (6.4) it follows that [1S]

(n+1)
G ≤ 0G. Therefore,

from Corollary 5.3 we obtain that [1S]
(n+1) = 0S, that is, semigroup S is (n+ 1)-

solvable. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2:
Theorem 1.2 follows directly from Proposition 6.6 and Proposition 6.7. �
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We finish the section with remark that the class of nilpotency (solvability) of
the semigroup S = M[G; I,Λ;P ] and the group G can be the same, under a
special condition.

Proposition 6.8. Let S be a Rees matrix semigroup M[G; I,Λ;P ]. If Θ1,1 ≤
[1G, 1G] then for every n ∈ N, we have

(a) if the group G is n-nilpotent, then the semigroup S is n-nilpotent;
(b) if the group G is n-solvable, then the semigroup S is n-solvable.

Proof. First note that from Θ1,1 ≤ [1G, 1G], we obtain [1G, 1G] ∨ Θ1,1 = [1G, 1G].

Hence, we have (1S, 1S]
(1)
G = [1G, 1G] = (1G, 1G]

(1) and [1S]
(1)
G = [1G, 1G] = [1G]

(1).
Therefore, (a) and (b) are true for n = 1.

(a) By equality (6.1) it follows (1S, 1S]
(k)
G = (1G, [1G, 1G]]

(k−1) = (1G, 1G]
(k) for

every k ∈ N, k ≥ 2. Hence, if the group G is n-nilpotent, for n ∈ N, n ≥ 2 then

(1S, 1S]
(n)
G = (1G, 1G]

(n) = 0G, and consequently S is also n-nilpotent.

(b) Similarly to (a), from equality (6.2) it follows that [1S]
(k)
G = [[1G, 1G]]

(k−1) =
[1G]

(k) for every k ∈ N, k ≥ 2. Hence, if the group G is n-solvable, for n ∈ N,

n ≥ 2 then [1S]
(n)
G = [1G]

(n) = 0G, and consequently S is also n-solvable. �

In the next example we show that the condition Θ1,1 ≤ [1G, 1G] can not be
omitted from the statement of Proposition 6.8.

Example 6.9. Let G be the dihedral group D3 = 〈ρ, σ|ρ
3 = e = σ2, ρσ = σρ2〉.

We know that the group D3 is 2-solvable, and consequently also 3-solvable. Let
I = {1, 2, 3, 4} = Λ, and let P be a normal matrix, such that all elements of
the group D3 appear in P . Now let us consider the Rees matrix semigroup
S = M[D3; I,Λ;P ]. Since group D3 is 2-solvable, by Proposition 6.7 it follows
that the semigroup S is 3-solvable. However, the condition Θ1,1 ≤ [1G, 1G] is
not satisfied, since Θ1,1 = 1G by Remark 5.11, and [1G, 1G] is the congruence
corresponding to the proper normal subgroup [G,G] = {e, ρ, ρ2} 6= G.

Let us note that if we take in the previous example the quaternion group Q8,
or other 2-nilpotent group instead of D3, then we obtain a 3-nilpotent semigroup
S =M[G; I,Λ;P ] and also Θ1,1 = 1G > [1G, 1G]. Here [1G, 1G] is the congruence
corresponding to the proper normal subgroup [Q8, Q8] = {1,−1}.
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