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On some classes of generalized numerical
semigroups

Carmelo Cisto and Francesco Navarra

Abstract

A generalized numerical semigroup is a submonoid of Nd with finite
complement in it. In this work we study some properties of three dif-
ferent classes of generalized numerical semigroups defined starting from
numerical semigroups. In particular, we prove that the class of the
so called T -stripe generalized numerical semigroups satisfies a general-
ization of Wilf’s conjecture. Some partial results for the generalized
Wilf’s conjecture, together with characterizations for the properties of
quasi-irreducibility and quasi-symmetry, are obtained for the so called T -
graded semigroups and for the generalized numerical semigroups S ⊆ Nd

such that elements of Nd \ S belong to the coordinate axes.

1 Introduction

Let N be the set of non negative integers and d ≥ 1 be an integer. A monoid S
contained in Nd is called a generalized numerical semigroups if the set Nd \ S
is finite. This notion is introduced in [11] as a generalization of the well known
definition of a numerical semigroup, that is a submonoid of N having finite
complement in it. Numerical semigroups are studied in several papers and
constitute an active area of research. For a collection of the fundamental con-
cepts and the main results related to this matter, refer to the monographs
[1, 16]. The introduction of generalized numerical semigroups leads to the
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natural goal of studying, in the new context, some concepts related to nu-
merical semigroups. This is the intent of [11], where the authors also provide
some definitions and procedures obtained extending some arguments known
for numerical semigroups. Successively, other papers on generalized numerical
semigroups have appeared, introducing new properties and results. We will
recall, along this paper, some of these properties and results that are useful for
the purpose of this work. For other recent developments in such a matter see
also [2, 3, 7, 14, 17]. One of the main questions provided in [11] is to general-
ize a well known conjecture on numerical semigroups, called Wilf ’s conjecture,
introduced for the first time in [18]. Although such a conjecture is proved to
be true for many classes of numerical semigroups, it is still an open problem to
prove it in its full generality. See [9] for an exhaustive survey on this argument.
Addressed to the previous question, a generalization of Wilf’s conjecture for
generalized numerical semigroups is introduced in [4], referred as generalized
Wilf ’s conjecure (see also [13] for a different extension of Wilf’s conjecture in
a more general context), and it is proved to be true for some particular classes
of generalized numerical semigroups. So a natural direction of research is to
investigate other classes of generalized numerical semigroups, studying their
main properties and verifying the generalized Wilf’s conjecture for them. In
this work we follow this direction, introducing some families of such a kind of
submonoids of Nd, with the aim of providing the main invariants and studying
their properties. Focusing on generalized Wilf’s conjecture, we prove that it
holds for all monoids belonging to one of the family introduced, with the help
of a condition obtained by an extension of a known result for numerical semi-
groups. For the other families, we provide only some partial results about the
conjecture. Anyway, we find no counterexample. So, the problem of studying
the generalized Wilf’s conjecture remains open and a deeper investigation of
these particular families can be an active goal for future works in this line of
research.
We briefly summarize now, more in detail, the content of this paper. In Sec-
tion 2 we recall the generalized Wilf’s conjecture and the arguments related
to it, together with all useful concepts for the rest of this paper. In particu-
lar, a sufficient condition is introduced for a generalized numerical semigroup
in order to verify the generalized Wilf’s conjecture, involving a particular in-
variant called the type. In Section 3, we introduce the concept of T -stripe
generalized numerical semigroup, that is a semigroup in Nd, d ≥ 2, related
to a fixed numerical semigroup T . We prove some properties of it depending
on the fixed numerical semigroup T and, using the sufficient condition intro-
duced in Section 2, we prove that all generalized numerical semigroups of such
a class satisfy the generalized Wilf’s conjecture. Other two classes of gener-
alized numerical semigroups in Nd are introduced in Section 4 and Section 5,
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that are the T -graded GNSs, where T is a fixed numerical semigroup, and
the Axis(S1, . . . , Sd) GNSs, where S1, . . . , Sd are numerical semigroups. In
particular, we prove some properties of them, as the quasi-irriducibility and
the quasi-simmetry, and we verify the generalized Wilf’s conjecture in some
particular cases. The two classes of semigroups introduced in Section 3 and
Section 4 are partially inspired, in a certain sense, by some semigroups in N2

depicted in [15]. We conclude with some remarks and open questions, one of
them provided by Shalom Elihaou, after a personal communication with him.

2 Preliminaries

Recall that a numerical semigroup S is a submonoid of N such that N \ S
is a finite set. We denote by m(S) = min(S \ {0}) the multiplicity of S,
and F(S) = max(Z \ S) the Frobenius number of S. We consider in this
paper a straightforward generalization of the concept of a numerical semigroup,
provided for the first time in [11], named generalized numerical semigroup
(GNS for short), that is a submonoid of Nd having finite complement in it.
In particular all definitions we introduce for GNSs can be trivially considered
also for numerical semigroups.
So, let S ⊆ Nd be a GNS. We consider the following notations:

• H(S) = Nd \ S is the set of gaps of S and g(S) = |H(S)| is called the
genus of S.

• PF(S) = {x ∈ H(S) | x + s ∈ S for all s ∈ S \ {0}} is the set of
pseudo-Frobenius elements of S and t(S) = |PF(S)| is called the type of
S.

• SG(S) = {x ∈ PF(S) | 2x ∈ S} is the set of special gaps of S.

It is known that a numerical semigroup S is irreducible if and only if
SG(S) = {F(S)}, and in such a case it can occur either PF(S) = {F(S)} or
PF(S) = {F(S),F(S)/2}. In the first case S is called symmetric, in the second
case S is called pseudo-symmetric (see [16, Chapter 3]). Irreducible GNSs are
studied in [5].
We say that the set A ⊆ Nd generates S if S = {

∑e
i=1 niai | ai ∈ A,ni ∈

N for all i ∈ [e], e ∈ N}, where as usual we denote [e] = {1, 2, . . . , e} for
e ∈ N. If no proper subset of A generates S then A is called a minimal system
of generators of S. It has been proved that every GNS has a unique finite
minimal system of generators (see [6, Proposition 2.3]).
In Nd we consider the natural partial order: x ≤ y if and only if y − x ∈ Nd,
x,y ∈ Nd. We recall that a total order ≺ in Nd is a monomial order if:
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1. 0 ≺ u, for all u ∈ Nd.

2. If u,v ∈ N and u ≺ v, then u + w ≺ v + w for all w ∈ Nd.

Different examples of monomial orders are provided in [11]. Consider now
the following definitions:

• Let G(S) be the set of minimal generators of S and e(S) = |G(S)|, called
embbeding dimension.

• Let N(S) = {s ∈ S | s ≤ h for some h ∈ H(S)} and denote n(S) =
|N(S)|.

• Let c(S) = |{n ∈ Nd | n ≤ h for some h ∈ H(S)}|

The three invariants defined above are involved in the generalization for
GNSs of a well known conjecture on numerical semigroups, called Wilf’s con-
jecture, that states e(S) n(S) ≥ F(S) + 1. This is still an open problem (see
[9] for a survey). Such a conjecture has been generalized for GNSs in [4] as:

Conjecture 2.1 (Generalized Wilf’s conjecture). Let S ⊆ Nd be a GNS.
Then

e(S) n(S) ≥ d c(S) or equivalently (e(S)− d) n(S) ≥ d g(S).

We want to consider a sufficient condition for a GNS to satisfy the gener-
alized Wilf’s conjecture, introduced for the first time in the Ph.D thesis of the
first author, that we report here with its proof for completeness. To obtain
such a condition we need to consider the following property:

Proposition 2.2. Let S ⊆ Nd be a GNS and let t(S) = |PF(S)|. Then
g(S) ≤ t(S) n(S).

Proof. Consider in Nd a monomial order ≺. Let x ∈ H(S), we define fx =
min≺{f ∈ PF(S) | x ≤S f}. The previous set is not empty by [5, Proposition
1.3]. So we can consider the function

φ : H(S) −→ PF(S)×N(S), x 7 −→ (fx, fx − x)

. It is easy to see that φ is injective so g(S) ≤ t(S) n(S).

Since c(S) = g(S) + n(S), then c(S) ≤ (t(S) + 1) n(S). So we can state
the following:

Corollary 2.3. Let S ⊆ Nd be a GNS and t(S) = |PF(S)|. If e(S) ≥
d(t(S) + 1) then S satisfies generalized Wilf ’s conjecture.
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Actually, the previous property is a generalization of a well known property
of numerical semigroups (see [10]) and we do not know till now any general
class of GNSs satisfying it. In the next section we introduce a class of GNSs
whose semigroups satisfy the condition of the above corollary. The following
lemma will be useful.

Lemma 2.4. Let α1 ≥ α2 ≥ · · · ≥ αd be elements in N such that
∑d

i=1 αi > g,
where g is a nonzero integer. Then there exist β1, β2, . . . , βd ∈ N such that
αi − βi ∈ N and

∑d
i=1 βi = g.

Proof. If there exists j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} such that αj ≥ g then we can consider
βj = g and βi = 0 for every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}\{j}. If αi < g for all i = 1, 2, . . . , d
then let r(1) ∈ {1, . . . , d} such that αi = 0 for all i = r(1) + 1, r(1) + 2, . . . , d.
If r(1) ≥ g then we fix βi = 1 for i = 1, . . . , g and βj = 0 for j = g + 1 . . . , d.

So αi − βi ≥ 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d} and
∑d

i=1 βi = g. If r(1) < g we consider
the following steps:

First step. Put γ
(1)
i = 1 for i ∈ {1, . . . , r(1)} and γ

(1)
j = 0 for j ∈ {r(1) +

1, . . . , d}. Let α
(1)
i = αi − γ

(1)
i ≥ 0 for i = 1, . . . , d and 4(1) = g − r(1).

Observe that

d∑
i=1

α
(1)
i =

d∑
i=1

αi −
d∑

i=1

γ
(1)
i > g − r(1) > 0,

in particular there exists j ∈ {1, . . . , d} such that α
(1)
j 6= 0.

Second step. Let r(2) ∈ {1, . . . , r(1)} such that α
(1)
i = 0 for i ∈ {r(2)+1, . . . , d}.

If r(2) ≥ 4(1) then we fix γ
(2)
i = 1 for i = 1, . . . ,4(1) and γ

(2)
j = 0 for

j = 4(1) + 1, . . . , d. We consider βi = γ
(1)
i + γ

(2)
i for i = 1, . . . , d and we have

αi−βi = α
(1)
i −γ

(2)
i ≥ 0 for every i ∈ {1, . . . , d} and

∑d
i βi = r(1)+4(1) = g. If

r(2) < 4(1) we define γ
(2)
i = 1 for i = 1, . . . , r(2), γ

(2)
j = 0 for j = r(2)+1, . . . , d

and α
(2)
i = α

(1)
i − γ(2)i ≥ 0 for i = 1, . . . , d. We put 4(2) = 4(1) − r(2) =

g − r(1) − r(2) > 0 and observe that
∑d

i α
(2)
i > g − r(1) − r(2) > 0, so there

exists j ∈ {1, . . . , d} such that α
(2)
j 6= 0. Therefore we can repeat the procedure

from the beginning of the second step, considering the greatest index r(3) ∈
{1, . . . , r(2)} such that α

(2)
i = 0 for i ∈ {r(3) + 1, . . . , d} and considering the

two cases r(3) ≥ 4(2) (and in this case we conclude) or r(3) < 4(2), and so
on. After a finite number h of steps, it occurs that r(h) ≥ 4(h−1) (because it
is impossible to obtain g− r(1)− · · ·− r(h) > 0 for infinitely many steps) since

r(j) > 0 for every j. Since r(h) ≥ 4(h−1), we obtain βi =
∑h

j=1 γ
(j)
i for every

i = 1, . . . , d and these elements satisfy the requested condition.
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The following example shows the procedure in the proof of the previous lemma.

Example 2.5. Let d = 4, g = 10 and consider α1 = 8, α2 = 7, α3 = 3, α4 = 2.
We have

∑4
i=1 αi = 20 > g. Moreover αi < g for i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

We have r(1) = 4 < g. So we define γ
(1)
i = 1 for i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and consider the

following positive integers:

• α(1)
1 = α1 − γ(1)1 = 7

• α(1)
2 = α2 − γ(1)2 = 6

• α(1)
3 = α3 − γ(1)3 = 2

• α(1)
4 = α4 − γ(1)4 = 1.

We have 4(1) = g − r(1) = 6 and put r(2) = 4 < 4(1). So in the second step

we consider γ
(2)
i = 1 for i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and the following:

• α(2)
1 = α

(1)
1 − γ

(2)
1 = 6

• α(2)
2 = α

(1)
2 − γ

(2)
2 = 5

• α(2)
3 = α

(1)
3 − γ

(2)
3 = 1

• α(2)
4 = α

(1)
4 − γ

(2)
4 = 0.

We have 4(2) = 4(1) − r(2) = g − r(1) − r(2) = 2 and define r(3) = 3 > 4(2).

So the next step is the last, in which γ
(3)
1 = 1, γ

(3)
2 = 1, γ

(3)
3 = 0, γ

(3)
4 = 0.

We conclude defining:

• β1 = γ
(1)
1 + γ

(2)
1 + γ

(3)
1 = 3

• β2 = γ
(1)
2 + γ

(2)
2 + γ

(3)
2 = 3

• β3 = γ
(1)
3 + γ

(2)
3 + γ

(3)
3 = 2

• β4 = γ
(1)
4 + γ

(2)
4 + γ

(3)
4 = 2.

In the following we denote by e1, e2, . . . , ed the standard basis vectors of the
vector space Rd. Let x = (x(1), x(2), . . . , x(d)) ∈ Nd. Simplifying our notation,

we define along the paper |x| := ||x||1, that is |x| =
∑d

i=1 x
(i). Moreover, if

S is a submonoid of Nd, we denote by S∗ the set S \ {0}. Finally, recall that
the set {x ∈ Nd | |x| = i}, has cardinality

(
i+d−1
d−1

)
.
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3 T -stripe GNSs

Definition 3.1. Let T be a numerical semigroup. Let H0 = {x ∈ Nd : 0 <
|x| < m(T )} and Hi = {hei : h ∈ H(T )} for i ∈ [d]. We set H = ∪di=0 Hi. It
is trivial to see that S = Nd\H is a generalized numerical semigroup that we
call T -stripe GNS.

If S is a T -stripe GNS then we denote K(S) = H0 \ ∪di=1 Hi.

Proposition 3.2. Let S be the T -stripe GNS. Then

PF(S) =

d⋃
i=1

{fei : f ∈ PF(T )} ∪K(S).

In particular t(S) = |H0 | − d(m− 1) + d · t(T ).

Proof. We set L =
⋃d

i=1{fei : f ∈ PF(T )}∪K(S). We prove that PF(S) ⊆ L.
Consider x ∈ PF(S). Then x ∈ H(S) and x + s ∈ S∗ for all s ∈ S∗. Since
x ∈ H(S), we have x ∈ H0 or x ∈ Hi for some i ∈ [d]. Suppose that x ∈ Hi,
for some i ∈ [d]. Then x = hei for some h ∈ H(T ). Set s ∈ T ∗, then sei ∈ S∗
and x + sei = (h + s)ei ∈ S∗. So it is easy to obtain that h + s ∈ T ∗ for all
s ∈ T ∗, that is h ∈ PF(T ). In particular x ∈ {fei : f ∈ PF(T )}. Assume
that x /∈ Hi for all i ∈ [d], so x ∈ H0. Then trivially x ∈ K(S). Now we prove
that L ⊆ PF(S). Let x ∈ L and s ∈ S∗. Observe that x + s /∈ H0, because
|x + s| = |x| + |s| ≥ |x| + m ≥ m. In particular if x ∈ K(S) we have also
x + s /∈ Hi for all i ∈ [d], that is x + s ∈ S. Assume that x = fei for some
i ∈ [d] and f ∈ PF(T ). Suppose that x + s ∈ H(S)\H0. Then x + s ∈ Hi \H0

for some i, in particular s = sei with s ∈ T ∗, that leads to a contradiction
since we obtain f+s ∈ H(T ) but f ∈ PF(T ). Hence x+s ∈ S∗, so x ∈ PF(S).
The last statement on t(S) easily follows.

In the following, for i ∈ N, as usual we denote Nei = {xei | x ∈ N}.

Proposition 3.3. Let S be the T -stripe GNS in Nd. Let A0 = {x ∈ Nd | m ≤
|x| ≤ 2m−1,x /∈ Nei ∀i ∈ [d]} and Ai = {tei | t ∈ G(T )} for all i ∈ [d]. Then

G(S) =
⋃d

i=0Ai, and in particular

e(S) =

2m−1∑
i=m

(
i+ d− 1

d− 1

)
− d[m− e(T )].

Proof. Firstly we prove that
⋃d

i=0Ai ⊆ G(S). Let x ∈
⋃d

i=0Ai. We may
assume that x ∈ A0, because the other case is trivial. If we suppose that there
exist y, z ∈ S∗ such that x = y + z, then |x| = |y + z| ≥ 2m, a contradiction



ON SOME CLASSES OF GENERALIZED NUMERICAL SEMIGROUPS 160

since |x| ≤ 2m − 1. Hence x ∈ G(S). Now we prove that G(S) ⊆
⋃d

i=0Ai.

Let x = (x(1), . . . , x(d)) ∈ G(S). We suppose that x /∈
⋃d

i=0Ai. Obviously x
cannot be on the i-th axis of Nd because it is generated by Ai and in such a case
x cannot be a minimal generator of S. Then x /∈ ∪di=1Nei and |x| ≥ 2m. From
Lemma 2.4 it follows that there exists b ∈ Nd with |b| = m such that x−b ∈
Nd, so x = a+b where a ∈ Nd and |a| = |x−b| ≥ m. Observe that b ∈ S since
|b| = m. If a ∈ S then x /∈ G(S), a contradiction. Then a /∈ S, in particular
a ∈ ∪di=1 Hi because |a| ≥ m. Assume that a ∈ Hi for some i ∈ [d], so a = aiei

with ai ≥ m. As a consequence, since x = a + b, we have x(i) ≥ m. In such a
case let w = x−mei. Observe that |w| = |x−mei| ≥ m. We distinguish two
cases. In the first, suppose that x has more than two non-null components.
Then w has at least two non-null components , since x = w + mei, and
therefore w ∈ S. Then x /∈ G(S), a contradiction. In the second case suppose
that x has only two non-null components, so w = x(k)ek+(x(i)−m)ei for some
k ∈ [d] \ {i}. If x(i) > m then w ∈ S∗, hence x /∈ G(S) since x = w +mei, a
contradiction. If x(i) = m, then x(k) ≥ m because |x| ≥ 2m. Let r = min{j ∈
N : jm > x(k)}. Then x = u+v, where u = (x(k)−m)ek+(rm−x(k))ei) ∈ S∗
and v = mek + (x(k) − (r − 1)m)ei ∈ S∗. Hence x /∈ G(S), a contradiction
again. All cases lead to a contradiction, so necessarily x ∈ ∪di=0Ai. The
embedding dimension can be easily computed.

Example 3.4. Let T be the numerical semigroup generated by 5, 6 and 13.
Observe that T = N\{1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 9, 13, 14}. The T -stripe GNS in N2 is
generated by (5, 0), (6, 0), (13, 0), (0, 5), (0, 6), (0, 13), (4, 1), (3, 2), (2, 3), (1, 4),
(5, 1), (4, 2), (3, 3), (2, 4), (1, 5), (6, 1), (5, 2), (4, 3), (3, 4), (2, 5), (1, 6), (7, 1),
(6, 2), (5, 3), (4, 4), (3, 5), (2, 6), (1, 7), (8, 1), (7, 2), (6, 3), (5, 4), (4, 5), (3, 6),
(2, 7), (1, 8).
In Figure 1 we provide a graphical view of S: the red points are the holes of
S, the grey ones are the minimal generators. The blue points represent other
elements of S.

Now we want to study the generalized Wilf’s conjecture for T -stripe GNSs,
proving that for all numerical semigroups T and for all d ≥ 2 the T -stripe GNS
S satisfies the inequality e(S) ≥ d(t(S) + 1).
First of all set Bd(m) =

(
m+d−1
d−1

)
, in order to simplify our notations. Applying

repeatedly the known equality
(
n
k

)
=
(

n
k−1
)

+
(
n−1
k−1
)
, it is easy to obtain that

Bd(m) =
∑m

i=0Bd−1(i).
Let T be a numerical semigroup having multiplicity m and S be the T -stripe
GNS in Nd, d ≥ 2. We denote by e and t respectively the embedding dimension
and the type of T . From the previous considerations and from Proposition 3.2
and 3.3 it follows that the inequality e(S) ≥ d(t(S) + 1) is equivalent to the
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Figure 1

following
Bd+1(2m− 1)− (d+ 1)Bd+1(m− 1) ≥ Θd

where Θd := d[m− e− d(m− 1− t)].
Our aim is to prove the previous inequality for every choice of the numerical
semigroup T and for all d ∈ N with d ≥ 2.

Remark 3.5. Consider the numerical semigroup T = N \ {1, . . . ,m− 1}. It is
well known that e(T ) = m. The T -stripe GNS S in Nd has n(S) = 1, so by
[4, Theorem 5.7] it follows that S satisfies the generalized Wilf’s conjecture,

hence that e(S) ≥ d c(S). In particular
∑2m−1

i=m

(
i+d−1
d−1

)
≥ d

∑m−1
j=0

(
j+d−1
d−1

)
,

equivalently Bd+1(2m − 1) − (d + 1)Bd+1(m − 1) ≥ 0 for m ≥ 2 and d ≥ 2.
This means that the left hand side of the inequality, which we want to prove,
is always positive.

We recall that for a numerical semigroup T we have e(T ) ≤ m(T ) and
t(T ) ≤ m(T ) − 1. Moreover e(T ) = m(T ) if and only if t(T ) = m(T ) − 1
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and in such a case T is said to have maximal embedding dimension (see [16,
Corollary 3.2]).

Lemma 3.6. Let T be a numerical semigroup. Suppose that one of the fol-
lowing conditions holds:

1. e(T ) ∈ {2, 3};

2. T is a numerical semigroup with maximal embedding dimension;

3. m(T ) = 2.

Then the T -stripe GNS S satisfies e(S) ≥ d(t(S) + 1).

Proof. (1) Assume that e(T ) = 2. Then T is symmetric and by [16, Corollary
10.22] t(T ) = 1, so Θd = d(1− d)(m− 2) ≤ 0. Assume e(T ) = 3, then t(T ) ∈
{1, 2} by [16, Corollary 10.22]. If t(T ) = 1, then Θd = d[m−3−d(m−2)] ≤ 0.
If t(T ) = 2, then Θd = d[m− 3− d(m− 3)] ≤ 0.
(2) If T is a numerical semigroup with maximal embedding dimension then
t(T ) = m(T )− 1 and e(T ) = m(T ), so Θd = 0.
(3) In this case e(T ) = 2, and the assertion follows from (1).
In all the previous cases we have e(S) ≥ d(t(S) + 1) by Remark 3.5.

Now we need a refinement of the inequality in Remark 3.5.

Lemma 3.7. Let m ≥ 3 and d ≥ 2 be two integers. Then

Bd+1(2m− 1)− (d+ 1)Bd+1(m− 1) ≥ d(d− 1).

Proof. Let T = N \ {1, 2, . . . ,m − 1} and S the T -stripe GNS in Nd as in
Remark 3.5. We prove that e(S)−d c(S) ≥ d(d−1), then the conclusion follows
arguing as in Remark 3.5. Let M = {mei + h | h ∈ H(S) ∪ {0}, i ∈ [d]} and
observe that |M | = d c(S). MoreoverM ⊆ G(S), so e(S)−d c(S) = |G(S)\M |.
Consider the set A = {(m − 1)ei + ej | i, j ∈ [d], i 6= j} and observe that
A ⊆ G(S) and A ∩M = ∅. Furthermore |A| = d(d − 1), so we obtain our
claim.

Remark 3.8. From the proof of the previous lemma it follows that if S is
the T -stripe GNS in Nd with T = N \ {1, 2, . . . ,m − 1}, m ≥ 2, then we
can estimate a lower bound for the difference e(S) − d c(S). Such a proof
is inspired by some arguments contained in the proof of [4, Proposition 8.1].
In the case d = 2 indeed we obtain a class of GNSs for which we can apply
directly [4, Proposition 8.1], obtaining the exact value of e(S)− 2 c(S). In the
framework of [4, Section 5], since n(S) = 1, then S is a monomial semigroup
with correspondent ideal I = (xn1

1 · · ·x
nd

d | (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ S \ {0}) in R =
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K[x1, . . . , xd], K a field. Consider also the ideal J = (xa1
1 , . . . , x

ad

d ) where
a1, . . . , ad are the smallest integers such that xai

i ∈ I for each i ∈ [d]. It is easy
to see that ai = m for all i ∈ [d]. To apply [4, Proposition 8.1] we have to verify
that I2 = IJ . Observe that IJ ⊆ I2. The converse is true if and only if for all
α = (α1, . . . , αd),β = (β1, . . . , βd) ∈ Nd such that |α| ≥ m and |β| ≥ m the
equality α+β = γ+mei holds for some i ∈ [d] and γ ∈ Nd, equivalently there
exists i ∈ [d] such that αi +βi ≥ m. It is not difficult to see that this is true if
d = 2, not for d > 2. In fact if d = 3, m = 7, α = 5e1 +2e3 and β = 5e2 +2e3,
it is not αi + βi ≥ 7 for any i ∈ [3]. So for T = N \ {1, 2, . . . ,m− 1}, m ∈ N,
S the T -stripe in N2, we obtain e(S)− d c(S) = m2 − c(S).

Lemma 3.9. Let m ≥ 7, d ≥ 2 be two integers. Then

Bd+1(2m− 1)− (d+ 1)Bd+1(m− 1) ≥ d(m− 6).

Proof. Fix d ≥ 2. Define the sequence am = Bd+1(2m−1)− (d+ 1)Bd+1(m−
1) − d(m − 6) for all m ≥ 7. In order to obtain our claim it suffices to prove
that the sequence {am}m≥7 is increasing and a7 ≥ 0.
Firstly we show that {am}m≥7 is increasing. For all m ≥ 7 we have to prove
that am+1 ≥ am, that is

Bd+1(2m+ 1)− (d+ 1)Bd+1(m)− d(m− 5) ≥
Bd+1(2m− 1)− (d+ 1)Bd+1(m− 1)− d(m− 6)

Since Bd(m) =
∑m

i=0Bd−1(i), we obtain that Bd+1(2m+1)−Bd+1(2m−1) =
Bd(2m+ 1) +Bd(2m) and Bd+1(m)−Bd+1(m− 1) = Bd(m), so we have the
following equivalent inequality

Bd(2m+ 1) +Bd(2m)− (d+ 1)Bd(m)− d ≥ 0

It is trivially true for d = 2. For d = 3 it is equivalent to 5m2 + m − 8 ≥ 0
that is also true for m ≥ 7. For d ≥ 4 we can rewrite the left hand side
of the previous inequality as Bd(2m + 1) − dBd(m) − d + Bd(2m) − Bd(m).
By Lemma 3.7, we have Bd(2m + 1) − dBd(m) ≥ (d − 1)(d − 2), obtained
considering d− 1 instead of d and m+ 1 instead of m. Moreover, since d ≥ 4,
we have also (d−1)(d−2) ≥ d so Bd(2m+ 1)−dBd(m)−d ≥ 0. Moreover for
m ≥ 7 and d ≥ 4 then Bd(2m)− Bd(m) ≥ 0. Hence we have the first desired
claim. It remains to prove that a7 ≥ 0, that is Bd+1(13)− (d+ 1)Bd+1(6) ≥ d,
but this follows from Lemma 3.7 for m = 7.

Now we can state the following general result.

Theorem 3.10. Let T be a numerical semigroup and S be the T -stripe GNS
in Nd, d ≥ 2. Then e(S) ≥ d(t(S) + 1). In particular S satisfies generalized
Wilf ’s conjecture.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.6 we can consider e(T ) ≥ 4 and t(T ) ≤ m(T )− 2. Under
these assumptions, we have Θd ≤ d[m− 4− d(m− 1) + dt] ≤ d[m− 4− d(m−
1) + d(m− 2)] ≤ d(m− 4− d) ≤ d(m− 6). So, in:

Bd+1(2m− 1)− (d+ 1)Bd+1(m− 1) ≥ d(m− 6) ≥ Θd.

the second inequality is true by our assumption and the left hand side of the
first inequality is always positive by Remark 3.5. So the first inequality is
trivially true for m ≤ 6, for m ≥ 7 by Lemma 3.9. So it is always Bd+1(2m−
1)− (d+ 1)Bd+1(m− 1) ≥ Θd and this concludes our proof.

4 T-graded GNSs

We introduce another class of generalized numerical semigroups related to a
numerical semigroup T . In this section we denote by Gi the set Gi = {x ∈
Nd | |x| = i}. It is well known that |Gi| =

(
i+d−1
d−1

)
.

Let T be a numerical semigroup. We put S = {a ∈ Nd | |a| ∈ T}. It is easy
to prove that S is a generalized numerical semigroup in Nd.

Definition 4.1. Let T be a numerical semigroup. We call S = {a ∈ Nd |
|a| ∈ T} a T -graded GNS.

Remark 4.2. If S ⊆ Nd is a T -graded GNS then

H(S) = {a ∈ Nd | |a| /∈ T} =
⋃

i∈H(T )

Gi and g(S) =
∑

i∈H(T )

(
i+ d− 1

d− 1

)

Moreover if x ∈ Nd then x ∈ S if and only if |x| ∈ T .

Theorem 4.3. Let T be a numerical semigroup such that G(T ) = {n1, . . . , nr}
and let S ⊆ Nd be the T -graded GNS. Then G(S) =

⋃r
i=1Gni

.

Proof. Denote G =
⋃r

i=1Gni
. We prove that any a ∈ S can be written as

sum of elements in G. In particular |a| =
∑r

j=1 λjnj , with λj ∈ N for every
j = 1, . . . , r. If |a| = nk for some k ∈ {1, . . . , r} there is nothing to prove.
Otherwise there exists k ∈ {1, . . . , r} such that |a| > nk and λk > 0. In such a
case, by Lemma 2.4, there exists b ∈ Nd such that |b| = nk and a−b ∈ Nd. So
there exists c ∈ Nd such that a = b+c, moreover |c| =

∑
j 6=k λjnj+(λk−1)nk,

in particular c ∈ S. Now, if |c| = nh for some h ∈ {1, . . . , r} then c ∈ G,
otherwise there exists h ∈ {1, . . . , r} such that |c| > nh and we can apply
the same argument to c. The computation stops after a finite number of steps
because |c| < |a|. So every element of S can be expressed as a sum of elements
in G, that is G is a set of generators for S.
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Finally, if a,b ∈ G then the sum of coordinates of a + b is sum of at least two
elements in T , hence |a+b| is not a minimal generator of T , that is a+b /∈ G.
So the set of generators G is minimal for S.

Example 4.4. Let T = 〈4, 6, 7〉 = N \ {1, 2, 3, 5, 9} and let S be the T -graded
generalized numerical semigroup in N2. Then S is generated by the set G =
{(4, 0), (3, 1), (2, 2), (1, 3), (0, 4), (6, 0), (5, 1), (4, 2), (3, 3), (2, 4), (1, 5), (0, 6),
(7, 0), (6, 1), (5, 2), (4, 3), (3, 4), (2, 5), (1, 6), (0, 7)}, and H(S) = {(1, 0), (0, 1),
(2, 0), (1, 1), (0, 2), (3, 0), (2, 1), (1, 2), (0, 3), (5, 0), (4, 1), (3, 2), (2, 3), (1, 4),
(0, 5), (9, 0), (8, 1), (7, 2), (6, 3), (5, 4), (4, 5), (3, 6), (2, 7), (1, 8), (0, 9)}.

y
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2

2
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3

4

4
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Figure 2

Figure 2 provides a graphical view of S: black points are the holes of S, while
the red points are the minimal generators. The other points are all elements
in S.

Pseudo-Frobenius elements and special gaps are described in the following:
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Proposition 4.5. Let T be a numerical semigroup and S ⊆ Nd be the T -
graded GNS. Then:

1. PF(S) =
⋃

i∈PF(T )Gi.

2. SG(S) =
⋃

i∈SG(T )Gi.

Proof. 1) Let x ∈ Gi with i ∈ PF(T ), then x ∈ H(S). If s ∈ S, then
|x + s| = i+ |s| ∈ T since |s| ∈ T , so x + s ∈ S. Conversely, let x ∈ PF(S) and
i = |x|. In particular x ∈ Gi and i ∈ H(T ). We prove that i ∈ PF(T ). Let
t ∈ T \ {0}, then tej ∈ S and x + tej ∈ S for any j ∈ {1, . . . , d}. This means
that |x + tej | ∈ T , that is i+ t ∈ T .
2) From 1) we know that x ∈ PF(S) if and only if |x| ∈ PF(T ). So x ∈
SG(S)⇔ 2x ∈ S ⇔ |2x| ∈ T ⇔ 2|x| ∈ T ⇔ |x| ∈ SG(T ).

Proposition 4.6. Let T be a numerical semigroup and S ⊆ Nd be the T -
graded GNS. Then n(S) =

∑
i∈N(T ) |Gi|.

Proof. Trivial.

Observe that if m ≥ 2 is an integer and T = N \ {1, . . . ,m − 1} then the
T -graded and T -stripe are the same GNS. For GNSs associated to numer-
ical semigroups generated by two elements we can compute the embedding
dimension and the type.

Corollary 4.7. Let T = 〈m,n〉 be a numerical semigroup of embedding di-
mension 2 and S ⊆ Nd be the T -graded GNS. Then:

a) e(S) =
(
m+d−1
d−1

)
+
(
n+d−1
d−1

)
.

b) t(S) =
(
mn−m−n+d−1

d−1
)

Proof. The first statement easily follows from Theorem 4.3. Since PF(T ) =
{F (T )} and F (T ) = mn−m− n the second statement follows from Proposi-
tion 4.5.

If T = 〈m,n〉 and S ⊆ N2 is the T -graded GNS in N2 then the inequality
e(S) ≥ 2 (t(S) + 1) is equivalent to 2mn ≤ 3(m+n)− 2 and it is true only for
m = 2 and n = 3. Now we fix m = 2 and consider the numerical semigroups
T = 〈2, n〉, with n > 3 an odd number.

Proposition 4.8. Let T = 〈2, n〉, n an odd integer, n ≥ 5, and let S ⊆ Nd be
the T -graded GNS. Then S satisfies the generalized Wilf ’s conjecture.
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Proof. In such a case we have H(T ) = {1, 3, 5, . . . , n− 2} and, by Proposition
4.6, N(T ) = {0, 2, 4, n − 3}. We consider the generalized Wilf’s conjecture in
its equivalent expression (e(S)− d) n(S) ≥ d g(S), that leads to the following
inequality:(
d(d− 1)

2
+

(
n+ d− 1

d− 1

))
·
∑

k∈H(T )

(
k − 1 + d− 1

d− 1

)
≥ d ·

∑
k∈H(T )

(
k + d− 1

d− 1

)

In particular it suffices to prove the following inequality for all k ∈ {1, 3, . . . , n−
2}: (

n+ d− 1

d− 1

)
·
(
k − 1 + d− 1

d− 1

)
≥ d ·

(
k + d− 1

d− 1

)
Such an inequality is equivalent to the following:

(n+ d− 1)(n+ d− 2) · · · (n+ 1) · (k − 1 + d− 1)(k − 1 + d− 2) · · · k ≥
d! ·(k + d− 1)(k + d− 2) · · · (k + 1)

that reduces to (n+ d− 1)(n+ d− 2) · · · (n+ 1) · k ≥ d! ·(k + d− 1). Observe
that for all k ∈ H(T ) we have n+ d− 1 ≥ k + d− 1, moreover the inequality
(n+ d− 2)(n+ d− 3) · · · (n+ 1) ≥ d(d− 1) · · · 2 holds since n+ d− 2 ≥ d and
n+ d− i ≥ d− i, for 3 ≤ i ≤ d− 1.

Finally we want to provide another property that a T -graded GNS inherits
by the numerical semigroup T . Let ≤ be the natural partial order in Nd. If
S ⊆ Nd is a GNS we define FA(S) = Maximals≤H(S) and denote τ(S) =
|FA(S)|. In [17] the authors define S quasi-irreducible if for all x ∈ H(S) then
2x ∈ FA(S) or there exists F ∈ FA(S) such that F − x ∈ S and S quasi-
symmetric if τ(S) = t(S). Observe that if S is a T -graded GNS then it has
in general two or more maximals in H(S) with respect to ≤, so it is never
irreducible ([5]). We want to describe conditions on T such that the T -graded
GNS is quasi-irreducible or quasi-symmetric. We first provide the following
generalization of [5, Proposition 2.5].

Proposition 4.9. Let S ⊆ Nd be a GNS. Then S is quasi-irreducible if and
only if FA(S) = SG(S).

Proof. ⇒) Observe that FA(S) ⊆ SG(S). Let x ∈ SG(S) and suppose x /∈
FA(S). By hypotheses there exists F ∈ FA(S) such that F − x ∈ S \ {0},
in particular there exists s ∈ S \ {0} such that x + s = F /∈ S, that is a
contradiction.
⇐) Let x ∈ H(S) such that 2x /∈ FA(S). We prove that there exists F ∈ FA(S)
such that F − x ∈ S. By hypotheses we can assume x /∈ SG(S), so we have
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two possibilities:
1) 2x /∈ S and for all s ∈ S\{0} we have x+s ∈ S. Observe that, in such a case,
for all i ∈ N then ix + s ∈ S for all s ∈ S and if k = max{i ∈ N | ix /∈ S} then
k ≥ 3 and kx ∈ SG(S) = FA(S). Since 2(k − 1) > k then 2(k − 1)x ∈ S, that
is (k− 1)x ∈ SG(S) = FA(S), but this is a contradiction since (k− 1)x ≤ kx.
2) There exists s1 ∈ S \ {0} such that x + s1 /∈ S. If x + s1 ∈ SG(S) we have
finished. Otherwise put f1 = x + s1 then, arguing as in the proof of (1) of
[5, Proposition 2.6] we obtain an element f2 /∈ S such that f2 = x + s2 with
s2 ∈ S \ {0} and f2 > f1. If f2 ∈ SG(S) we have finished, otherwise by the
same argument we obtain a sequence of elements fi /∈ S, for i > 1, such that
fi = x + si with si ∈ S \ {0} and fi > fi−1. By the finiteness of H(S) there
exists k ∈ N such that fk ∈ SG(S), that allows to conclude the proof.

Corollary 4.10. Let T be a numerical semigroup and S be the T -graded GNS
in Nd. Then

• S is quasi-irreducible if and only if T is irreducible.

• S is quasi-symmetric if and only if T is symmetric.

Proof. It is not difficult to see that FA(S) = {a ∈ Nd | |a| = F(T )}. So, by
Proposition 4.5, it follows that FA(S) = SG(S) if and only if SG(T ) = {F(T )},
equivalently T is irreducible. Furthermore τ(S) = t(S), that is FA(S) =
PF(S), if and only if PF(T ) = {F(T )}, equivalently T is symmetric.

Remark 4.11. The analogous of the previous result does not occur for T -stripe
GNSs. In fact if T is a numerical semigroup with multiplicity m ≥ 4 and S is
the T -stripe GNS in Nd then, h = e1 + (m − 3)e2 ∈ SG(S) but h /∈ FA(S),
since e1 + (m− 2)e2 ∈ H(S).

5 GNSs having gaps only in the axes

Definition 5.1. Let d ∈ N and S1, S2, . . . , Sd be d numerical semigroups
different from N. Set H =

⋃d
i=1{hei | h ∈ H(Si)}. It is easy to verify that

S = Nd \H is a GNS, that we call Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd).

In order to characterize the minimal generators of Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd) con-
sider the following sets:

• F1 =
⋃d

i=1{nei | n is a minimal generator of Si}

• F2 = {ei + hej | 2 ≤ h ≤ m(Sj); i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, i 6= j}.

• F3 = {ei + ej | i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, i < j}
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• F4 = {ei + ej + ek | i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, i < j < k}

Moreover if d = 2 we assume conventionally that F4 = ∅ and
(
d
3

)
= 0.

Proposition 5.2. Let S be the Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd) GNS. Then the set G =⋃4
`=1 F` is the minimal system of generators of S. In particular

e(S) =

d∑
i=1

e(Si) + (d− 1)

d∑
i=1

(m(Si)− 1) +

(
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
Proof. Observe that G ⊆ S. We first prove that each s ∈ S \ (G ∪ {0}) is a
sum of elements in G. If s = λei for some i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, that is s belongs to
i-th axis, then it is not difficult to check that s is generated by the elements in
F1. Suppose s = ei +λej , with λ 6= 0 and i 6= j. If 1 ≤ λ ≤ m(Sj) then s ∈ G,
so we suppose λ > m(Sj). Let k = max{n | nm(Sj) < λ}, then s = ei+λej =
ei + (λ − km(Sj))ej + km(Sj)ej , where ei + (λ − km(Sj))ej ∈ F2 ∪ F3 and
km(Sj)ej is generated by the set F1. So ei + λej is a sum of elements in G
for all λ ∈ N and for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, i 6= j. Suppose that s = γei + λej ,
γ, λ ∈ N \ {0}. If γ = 1 or λ = 1 we are done, otherwise we can write
s = ej+(γ−1)ei+ei+(λ−1)ej . It is easy to check that it is a sum of elements in
G by the previous argument. So for all γ, λ ∈ N\{0} we obtain s = γei+λej as
a sum of elements in G. Suppose s = αei+βej +γek with α, β, γ ∈ N\{0} and
i < j < k. If α = β = γ = 1 then s ∈ F4, otherwise we can suppose without
loss of generality that α > 1 and, in such a case, s = [(α−1)ei+βej ]+[ei+γek],
that is a sum of elements in G. So, αei + βej + γek is a sum of elements in G
for all α, β, γ ∈ N \ {0} and for all i < j < k. Finally consider s =

∑r
i=1 λieki

,
r > 3, {k1, . . . , kr} ⊆ {1, . . . , d} and λi ∈ N \ {0} for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r}. In such

a case, if r is even we consider s =
∑r/2

i=1(λ2i−1ek2i−1 + λ2iek2i), if r is odd we

consider s =
∑(r−3)/2

i=1 (λ2i−1ek2i−1
+λ2iek2i

)+(λr−2ekr−2
+λr−1ekr−1

+λrekr
).

In both cases it is easy to argue that s is a sum of elements in G. So each
s ∈ S \ (G∪{0}) is sum of elements in G, in particular all generators of S are
contained in G. Moreover all elements in G cannot be expressed as a sum of
non zero elements of S, so every element of G is a minimal generator of S.

Proposition 5.3. Let S be the Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd) GNS. Then PF(S) =⋃d
i=1{fei | f ∈ PF(Si)}. In particular t(S) =

∑d
i=1 t(Si).

Proof. Trivial.

Remark 5.4. Let S be the Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd) GNS. Then:

1. n(S) =
∑d

i=1 n(Si)− (d− 1)
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2. c(S) =
∑d

i=1 c(Si)− (d− 1)

3. t(S) =
∑d

i=1 t(Si)

In fact all gaps belong to the coordinate axes of Nd, the term (d − 1) occurs

since 0 belongs to all coordinate axes and obviously PF(S) =
⋃d

i=1{fei | f ∈
PF(Si)}.

Proposition 5.5. Let S be the Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd) GNS and suppose that Si

satisfies Wilf ’s conjecture, that is e(Si) n(Si) ≥ c(Si), for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d}.
Then S satisfies the generalized Wilf ’s conjecture.

Proof. Considering the previous results, by a direct computation we obtain:

e(S) n(S) =

(
d∑

i=1

e(Si)

) d∑
j=1

n(Sj)− (d− 1)


+

 d∑
j=1

n(Si)− (d− 1)

[(d− 1)

d∑
i=1

(m(Si)− 1) +

(
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)]
=

=

d∑
i=1

e(Si) n(Si) + (d− 1)

d∑
i=1

n(Si) m(Si) +
∑
i 6=j

e(Si) n(Sj)

+ (d− 1)
∑
i 6=j

n(Sj) m(Si) +

(
d∑

i=1

n(Si)− (d− 1)

)((
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
− d(d− 1)

)

− (d− 1)2
d∑

i=1

m(Si)− (d− 1)

d∑
i=1

e(Si)

Since for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d} we have m(Si) ≥ e(Si), n(Si) ≥ 1, by hypotheses
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e(Si) n(Si) ≥ c(Si), (2) of Remark 5.4, we can continue the argument:

e(S) n(S) ≥ d
d∑

i=1

c(Si) + d
∑
i6=j

e(Si) n(Sj)

+

((
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
− d(d− 1)

)
− (d2 − d)

d∑
i=1

e(Si) =

= d c(S) + d(d− 1) + d

e(S1)

d∑
j 6=1

n(Sj) + · · ·+ e(Sd)

d∑
j 6=d

n(Sj)


+

((
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
− d(d− 1)

)
− (d2 − d)

d∑
i=1

e(Si) ≥

≥ d c(S) + d(d− 1)

d∑
i=1

e(Si) +

(
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
− (d2 − d)

d∑
i=1

e(Si) =

= d c(S) +

(
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
> d c(S).

As for T -graded GNSs, we can prove:

Proposition 5.6. Let S be the Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd) GNS, then the following
hold:

1. S is quasi-irreducible if and only if Si is irreducible for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

2. S is quasi-symmetric if and only if Si is symmetric for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

Proof. The claim (1) easily follows from Proposition 4.9, since SG(Si) =
{F(Si)} for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d} if and only if FA(S) = SG(S) = {F(Si)ei | i ∈
{1, . . . , d}}. The claim (2) follows since PF(Si) = {F(Si)} for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d}
if and only if FA(S) = PF(S) = {F(Si)ei | i ∈ {1, . . . , d}}.

Remark 5.7. It is known ([17]) that if S ⊆ Nd is a quasi-irreducible GNS then
τ(S) ≤ t(S) ≤ 2τ(S). We can observe that it is possible to produce a GNS
such that t(S) is any desired value between τ(S) and 2τ(S). In fact, let r ∈ N
such that d ≤ d+ r ≤ 2d and consider S1, . . . , Sr pseudo-symmetric numerical
semigroups (in particular PF(Si) = {F(Si),F(Si)/2} for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r}),
and Sr+1, . . . , Sd symmetric numerical semigroups (in particular PF(Sj) =
{F(Sj)} for all j ∈ {r+ 1, . . . , d}). So the semigroup S = Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd)
is quasi-irreducible with τ(S) = d and t(S) = τ(S) + r.
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6 Concluding remarks

We conclude with some questions and possible developments arising from this
paper:

• In this paper we consider, for a GNS S, the inequality e(S) ≥ d(t(S)+1)
and we provide a class of GNSs whose elements satisfy such an inequality.
It could be interesting to find other different classes of GNSs that satisfy
the inequality.

• For a T -graded GNS we prove the generalized Wilf’s conjecture in the
case T = 〈m,n〉, n ≥ 3 odd integer. In general it seems very difficult
to prove the conjecture for T = 〈m,n〉 with m > 2 and n > m. So
generalized Wilf’s conjecture for such a class remains open.

• We describe how some invariants and properties of a T -stripe and a
T -graded GNS are related to the invariants and properties of the nu-
merical semigroup T . We ask if there are other properties of a T -stripe
or a T -graded GNS related to the properties of the associated numer-
ical semigroup T . The same question can be considered for the GNS
Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd), with respect to the related numerical semigroups
S1, . . . , Sd.

Finally we mention that in order to prove the generalized Wilf’s conjec-
ture for every GNS Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd) and d ≥ 2, we attempt also to use
Corollary 2.3. We observe that if S is the Axis(S1, S2, . . . , Sd) GNS and if
e(Si) + m(Si) ≥ 2 t(Si) + 2 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, then S satisfies the gen-
eralized Wilf’s conjecture. In fact we have that t(Si) ≤ m(Si) − 1 for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Moreover in such a case we can suppose t(Sj) < m(Sj)− 1 for
some j, since if t(Si) = m(Si)−1 for all i then each Si has maximal embedding
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dimension and satisfies Wilf’s conjecture. So we obtain:

e(S) =

d∑
i=1

e(Si) + (d− 1)

d∑
i=1

(m(Si)− 1) +

(
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
=

=

d∑
i=1

(e(Si) + m(Si)− 1) + (d− 2)

d∑
i=1

(m(Si)− 1) +

(
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
≥

≥
d∑

i=1

(2 t(Si) + 1) + (d− 2)

d∑
i=1

t(Si) +

(
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
=

= d

d∑
i=1

t(Si) + d+

(
d

2

)
+

(
d

3

)
>

> d

d∑
i=1

t(Si) + d = d

(
d∑

i=1

t(Si) + 1

)
= d(t(S) + 1)

We have checked by brute force, using the GAP ([12]) package numericalsgps

([8]), that every numerical semigroup S of genus g ≤ 26 satisfies e(Si) +
m(Si) ≥ 2 t(Si) + 2. But this is not true in general. In fact, in a per-
sonal communication, Shalom Eliahou provided us different numerical semi-
groups of higher genus not verifying the previous inequality. For instance,
if S =< 17, 18, 20, 22, 24, 25 >, then g(S) = 27, m(S) = 17, e(S) = 6 and
t(S) = 11, hence m(S) + e(S) − 2(t(S) + 1) = −1. He suggested also the
following interesting question:

Question:
Let m be a positive integer and M(m) be the set of all numerical semigroups
of multiplicity m. Set

g(m) = inf
S∈M(m)

{m+ e(S)− 2(t(S) + 1)}

so g(m) belongs to Z ∪ {−∞}. From some computational tests, it is verified
that g(m) ≤ 0 for 2 ≤ m ≤ 16, g(17) ≤ −1, g(18) ≤ −1, g(19) ≤ −3. We do
not know if these bounds are sharp.
We ask if g(m) is always an integer. In such a case, it would be very interesting
to determine the behavior of g(m) as a function of m.
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