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ABSTRACT In this paper the 3-hypergraph semigroups and 3-hypergraph
semirings from 3-hypergraphs H are introduced and the varieties generated
by them are studied. It is shown that all 3-hypergraph semirings Sy are non-
finitely based and subdirectly irreducible. Also, it is proved that each variety
generated by 3-hypergraph semirings is equal to a variety generated by 3-
uniform hypergraph semirings. It is well known that both variety V(S.(abc))
(see, J. Algebra 611: 211-245, 2022 and J. Algebra 623: 64-85, 2023) and
variety V(Sy) play key role in the theory of variety of ai-semirings, where
3-uniform hypergraph H is a 3-cycle. They are shown that each variety gener-
ated by 2-robustly strong 3-colorable 3-uniform hypergraph semirings is equal
to variety V(S.(abc)), and each variety generated by so-called beam-type hy-
pergraph semirings or fan-type hypergraph semirings is equal to the variety
V(Sy) generated by a 3-uniform 3-cycle hypergraph semiring S;. Finally, an
infinite ascending chain is provided in the lattice of subvarieties of the vari-
ety generated by all 3-uniform hypergraph semirings. This implies that the
variety generated by all 3-uniform hypergraph semirings has infinitely many
subvarieties.
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1 Introduction

A semiring means an algebra with two associative binary operations +, -, in which +
is commutative and - distributes over + from the left and right. A semiring S is called
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commutative if ab = ba for all a,b € S. An additively idempotent semiring( ai-semiring for
short) is a semiring whose additive reduct is a commutative idempotent semigroup. Recall
that a variety is said to be finitely based if it can be defined by finitely many identities;
otherwise is said to be nonfinitely based. For any semiring S, we shall use V(5) to denote
the variety generated by S. A semiring S is said to be finitely based (resp., nonfinitely
based) if the variety V(S) is finitely based (resp., nonfinitely based). Ai-semiring varieties
have been frequently studied in the literature (see, [6,9HI517,19-26]).

By a flat semiring we mean an ai-semiring S such that its multiplicative reduct has a
zero element 0 and a + b = 0 for all distinct elements a and b of S. Such operation is
called the flat addition. In other words, a nontrivial ai-semiring is flat if and only if its
additive reduct is a semilattice of height one and the top element is 0. Some progress
about flat algebras or flat semirings has been made by Jackson, Zhao, Ren, Wu and Kun
(see, [5L6,[8L11L20L21L25]). Recall that if S is a semigroup (or semiring) with 0, we say
that it satisfies the 0-cancellative laws if for any a, b, c € S,

ab=ac#0=b=c, and ba =ca#0=b=c.

It is well known that a semigroup with 0 is the multiplicative reduct of a flat semiring if
and only if it satisfies the 0-cancellative laws (see, [6, Lemma 2.2]).

We know that the two classes of flat semirings play important roles in the theory
of semiring. One class of flat semirings is S.(W) (see, [6]). Let X[ denote the free
commutative semigroup on some alphabet X, and let W be a nonempty subset of X . If
S.(W) denotes the set of all nonempty subwords of words in W with an additional symbol
0 and define an operation on S.(W) by the rule (Vu,v € S.(W))

— if uv € S.(W)\ {0};
B 0, otherwise.

Then S.(W) forms a semigroup with a zero element 0. It is easy to see that the semigroup
S.(W) is 0-cancellative. So the semigroup S.(W) becomes a flat semiring if the zero
element is taken as the top element. If W consists of a single word w, then S.(W) will be
denoted by S.(w).

Another class of flat semirings are hypergraph semirings. Some basic background and
related concepts on hypergraphs see [1,B/18]. Jackson, Zhao et al. in [6] constructed a
flat semiring Sy from a k-uniform hypergraph H of girth m > 5 (k > 3), which is referred
as hypergraph semirings. The generators of Sy consist of the multiplicative and additive
zero element 0 and the elements a, for each vertex v of H. The multiplicative part of the
semiring is subject to four rules (see, [0, p. 225]). The addition on Sy is defined by the
flat semiring addition. On the other hand, to study the varieties of semigroup, Jackson et
al.in [7] also defined some 3-uniform hypergraph semigroups from 3-uniform hypergraphs
of girth at least 4.



Different from [6] and [7], in this paper we shall introduce a hypergraph semigroup
SGy from a 3-hypergraph H of girth m > 3 (which need not be either 3-uniform or
of girth m > 4). We shall prove that each such 3-hypergraph semigroup SGy is 0-
cancellative. Thus SGy becomes a flat semiring by adding the flat semiring addition,
which is also written Sy and called 3-hypergraph semirings. We shall show that all 3-
hypergraph semirings Sy are subdirectly irreducible and nonfinitely based in Section 2.
Also, it will be proved that for a 3-hypergraph H, there exists a 3-uniform hypergraph
H' such that V(Sy) = V(Sw). That is to say, each variety generated by 3-hypergraph
semirings is equal to a variety generated by 3-uniform hypergraph semirings. In Section
3, we shall introduce and study the 2-robustly strong 3-colorable 3-uniform hypergraph,
such as 3-uniform n-cycle (n > 4) and 3-uniform hyperforest, and hypergraph semirings
defined from them. It will be shown that each variety generated by 2-robustly strong 3-
colorable 3-uniform hypergraph semirings is equal to V(S.(abc)). Of course, both variety
V(Sc(abc)) (see, [6,11]) and variety V(Sy) play key role in the theory of variety of ai-
semirings, where 3-uniform hypergraph H is a 3-cycle. We shall show that each variety
generated by so-called beam-type hypergraph semirings or fan-type hypergraph semirings
is equal to the variety V(Sy) in Section 4. Also, we shall provide an infinite ascending
chain in the lattice of subvarieties of the variety generated by all 3-uniform hypergraph
semirings. This implies that the variety generated by all 3-uniform hypergraph semirings
has infinitely many subvarieties.

Throughout this paper, 3-hypergraph mentioned is always finite, linear and contains
no isolated vertices and loops, and every hyperedge of degree 2 can not be adjacent with
other hyperedges. For other notations and terminologies on semigroup and equational
theory not given in this paper, the reader is referred to the books [2], [4] and [16].

2 3-hypergraph semigroups and semirings

In this section we shall introduce and study 3-hypergraph semigroups and 3-hypergraph
semirings. Some properties of them are given. For this, the following related concepts on
hypergraphs are needed.

Let V = {vy,va,...,v,} be a finite set and E = {ey,es,...,6,} a family of subsets of
V. The pair H = (V, E) is called a hypergraph with the vertex set V and the hyperedge set
E (see, [ILBI18]). The elements vy, vy, ..., v, are called vertices and the sets ey, e, ..., €y
are called hyperedges. In a hypergraph, two vertices are said to be adjacent if there is a
hyperedge e € E that contains both vertices. Two hyperedges are said to be adjacent if
their intersection is not empty. A vertex is called isolated if it does not belong to any
hyperedge. A hyperedge e € E such that |e] =1 is a loop.

Some hyperedges may be the subsets of some other hyperedges; in this case they are
called included. A hypergraph is called simple if it contains no included hyperedges.
Two simple hypergraph H; and H, are called isomorphic if there exists a one-to-one
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correspondence between their vertex sets such that any subset of vertices form a hyperedge
in Hj if and only if the corresponding subset of vertices forms a hyperedge in Hs,.

A subset of a hyperedge is called a subhyperedge of H. Two subhyperedges are said
to be linked if there is a single vertex that completes both of the subhyperedges to full
hyperedges of H. Any hypergraph H' = (V’, E’) such that V' C V and E' C E is called a
subhypergraph of H. In such case, we write H' C H. A hypergraph H' = (V' E’) is called
an induced subhypergraph of H if V' C V and all hyperedges of H completely contained
in V’ form the family E’. Sometimes we say that H’ is a subhypergraph induced by
V’. A hypergraph H' = (V’, E') is called a partial subhypergraph of H if E' C E and
U{e; | e; € E'} C V' C V. Notice that we may have V' =V or U{e; | ¢; € E'}.

A cycle is a sequence vy, €g, V1, €1,...,U,_1, 6,1 alternating between distinct vertices
Vo, - - -, Up—1 and distinct hyperedges e, ..., e, 1, such that v; € e; N e;41 (with addition
in the subscript taken modulo n), and n is called the length of this cycle. We denote
the cycle with the length being equal to n by n-cycle. The girth of a hypergraph H is
the length of the shortest cycle if there exists at least a cycle in H, denoted by ¢(H).
A hyperforest means a hypergraph without cycles, which girth is regarded as infinite. A
hypergraph is said to be n-cycle hypergraph if it is exactly a n-cycle.

The number |e;| is called the degree of the hyperedge e;. The rank of a hypergraph H
is 7(H) = max{|e;| | es € E}. A hypergraph (resp., hyperforest) is called r-hypergraph
(resp., r-hyperforest) if its rank is r. If || = k for all e € E, then H is a k-uniform
hypergraph. A hypergraph is linear if any two of its hyperedges intersect in at most one
vertex. Note that for a hypergraph without loops, we always have the following property.

Proposition 2.1. Let H be a hypergraph without loops. Then H is linear if and only if
g(H) > 3.

Proof. As g(H) > 2, we only need to prove that H is not linear if and only if g(H) = 2.
For necessity, suppose that H is not linear. It follows that there exists two distinct
hyperedges e; and es in H such that |e; Ney| > 2. Assume that e; Uey = {vq,..., 0},
er = {v1,..., Uk, Un} and es = {V1, V611, Vm_1,VUn}. It is clear that the sequence
U1, €1, U, €2 is a 2-cycle. This implies that g(H) = 2, since H has no loops.

For sufficiency, suppose that g(H) = 2. Then there exists a 2-cycle vy, ey, vy, €2, Where
e1 # ey and vy # v,,. Thus {v,v,} C e; Nes. This means that H is not linear. O

In the following we shall introduce and study the 3-hypergraph semigroups. A 3-
hypergraph semigroup SGy defined from 3-hypergraph H = (V| F) is expressed as (X | R),
where the generator set X is equal to {a, | u € V} U {0} and the relation R is equal to
the union of the following subsets of X+ x X*:

{(a,a,,a,a,) |u,v € V}, {(ay, ...ay,a) | {ul,...,ux} € E, a#0},
{(a,a,ap,,0) | {u,v,h} ¢ E}, {(a,a,,0) | u=v or {u,v} is not a subhyperedge},
{(0a,,0), (a,0,0), (00,0) [u € V}, {(ayay,,aw,ay) | {u,u;} and {u,,w} are linked }.
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It is well-known that the semigroup SG;; is isomorphic to X */R#, where R* denotes
the semigroup congruence on free semigroup X generated by R. To prove that the
semigroup X+ /R# is 0-cancellative, the following lemma is needed for us.

Lemma 2.2. In the semigroup X+ /R¥ the following are true:

(i) {u;,u;} is not a subhyperedge of H if and only if auiauj/R# = 0/R*.

)
(4) {us,uj,w} is not a hyperedge of H if and only if a,,a,,a,,/R* = 0/R¥.
(43i) ay,au, - -a, /R* = 0/R* (1> 4).

)

(iv) Let {uy,...,u;} and {vy,...,v;} be distinct subhyperedges €, and e, of H, respec-
tively. Then ay, - --a,,/R* = a,, ---a,,/R" if and only if both €| and €y are hyper-
edges, or they are linked.

Proof. Clearly, (i) and (i7) are valid.

(7) We only need to show that there exists at least one 3-element subset A of {uy, ug - - - u;}
such that A is not a hyperedge (I > 4). Suppose that all 3-element subsets of {uy, ug - - - u;}
are hyperedges. Thus {uy, us, uz} and {us, us,us} are hyperedges, a contradiction.

(v) Supose ay, ---a,,/R* = a,, ---a,, /R¥. Since the degree of a hyperedge in H is 2
or 3, without loss of generality, we have following six cases.

Case 1. ¢} = {u;} and €}, = {v1}. Then a,,/R* = a,,/R*, which is contrary to a,,
and a,, being different. Hence the assumption does not hold in this case.

Case 2. ¢ = {uy} and €}, = {v, v2}.

(1) If €, is a hyperedge, then a,, a,,/R* = a/R* = a,, /R¥. Thus {u,} is a hyperedge,
a contradiction. Hence the assumption does not hold at this point.

(2) If €} is a proper subhyperedge, then there exists a vertex vz € V such that {vq, vy, v3}
is a hyperedge. Since a,,/R* = a,a,,/R*, we have that a, a,a,/R* = a/R* =
a,,a,,/R?. Thus {u;,vs3} is a hyperedge, a contradiction. Hence the assumption does
not hold at this point.

Case 3. ¢} = {u;} and e}, = {vy,vq,v3}. Clearly, €} is a hyperedge. Then a,, a,,a,,/R* =
a/R* = a,, /R?. Thus {u;} is a hyperedge, a contradiction. Hence the assumption does
not hold in this case.

Case 4. €] = {uy,us} and €, = {vy,v9}.

(1) If €} is a hyperedge, then a,,a,,/R* = a/R* = a,a,,/R?. Then ¢} is also a
hyperedge.

(2) If €| is a proper subhyperedge, then there exists a vertex uz € V such that
{uy,u,us} is a hyperedge. Since a,,a,,/R* = a,, a,,/R¥, we have that a,,a,,a,,/R" =
a/R* = a,a,a,,/R?*. Thus {vi,vs,u3} is a hyperedge. Suppose that |ej N e, = 1.
Without loss of generality we assume that u; = vy. Then {uy, us, us} and {uy,ve, us} are
hyperedges, a contradiction. Hence €] and €, are linked.
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Case 5. ¢} = {uj,us} and e, = {vy,v9,v3}. Clearly, ¢, is a hyperedge. Then
a,, a,,a,, /R = a/R* = a, a,,/R*". Thus €] is also a hyperedge.
Case 6. ¢] = {uy,us,us} and e}, = {vy,v9,v3}. Clearly, €| and ¢}, are hyperedges.

The converse half is clear. O

Proposition 2.3. The semigroup X /R* is 0-cancellative.

Proof. Let a,b,c € XT. Suppose that (a/R#)(b/R*) = (a/R*)(c/R¥) # 0/R¥. Since
a/R¥ # 0/R* and (a/R*)(b/R*) # 0/R*, it follows from Lemma 2.2 (i — #i4) that there
exists a subhyperedge {u;,us} such that a/R* = a,a,,/R* or there exists a vertex
u; € V such that a/R* = a,,/R*. Similarly, there exists a subhyperedge {us,us} such
that b/R* = a,,a,,/R* or there exists a vertex ug € V such that b/R* = a,,/R";
there exists a subhyperedge {us, ug} such that ¢/ R¥ = a, a,,/R* or there exists a vertex
us € V such that ¢/R* = a,. /R¥. Without loss of generality, we only consider the
following six cases.

Case 1. a/R* = a,,/R¥, b/R* = a,,/R* and ¢/R* = a,,/R*. If u3 = us, then b = ¢
and so b/R¥ = ¢/R* as required. Otherwise, since a,, a,,/R" = a, a,,/R* # 0/R¥,
it follows from Lemma (1) and (iv) that subhyperedges {ui,us} and {u;,us} are
hyperedges or linked, a contradiction.

Case 2. a/R* = a,,/R*, b/R* = a,,/R* and ¢/R* = a,.a,,/R?. Tt follows from
Lemma (ii) that {uy,us,ug} is a hyperedge, since a, a,a,,/R* # 0/R*. Thus
{uy,u3} is also a hyperedge, since a,,a,.a,,/R* = a/R* = a,,a,,/R¥, a contradiction.
Hence the assumption does not hold in this case.

Case 3. a/R* = a,,/R*, b/R" = a,,a,,/R* and ¢/R* = a,.a,,/R?". If {us,uy} =
{us,ue}, then b = ¢ and so b/ R# = ¢/R¥ as required. Otherwise, since a,,a,,a,,/R" =
a,,a,,a,,/R? # 0/R*, it follows from Lemma 22 (i1) that {u1,us, us} and {u1, us, ue}
are hyperedges. Suppose that |[{us,us} N {us,ug}| = 1. Without loss of generality we
assume that ug = us. Then {uy, us, us} and {uq, us, ug} are hyperedges, a contradiction.
Thus {us, us} and {us,ue} are linked. Hence b/ R* = a,,a,,/R" = a,,a,,/R" = c¢/R*.

Case 4. a/R* = a,a,,/R?, b/R* = a,, /R and ¢/R* = a, /R*. If uz =
us, then b = ¢ and so b/R* = ¢/R¥ as required. Otherwise, since a,, a,,a,,/R* =
a,,a,,a,, /R? # 0/R*, it follows from Lemma 22 (1) that {u1, us, usz} and {u, ug, us}
are hyperedges, a contradiction.

Case 5. a/R* = a,a,,/R* b/R* = a,,/R" and ¢/R* = a,,a,,/R?. Then the
assumption does not hold in this case, since (a/R*)(c/R*) = 0/R¥.

Case 6. a/R" = a,a,,/R", b/R" = a,,a,,/R" and ¢/R* = a,.a,,/R?. Then
assumption does not hold in this case, since (a/R*)(b/R*) = (a/R¥)(c/R*) = 0/R*.

Dually, we can prove that b/R* = ¢/R¥ if (b/R¥)(a/R¥) = (¢/R¥)(a/R¥) # 0/R*.
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Now we can see from [6, Lemma 2.2] that the semigroup X /R# equipped with the flat
semiring addition becomes a flat semiring, which is written Sy and called 3-hypergraph
semiring.

Proposition 2.4. All 3-hypergraph semirings Sy are nonfinitely based and subdirectly
wrreducible.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that S.(ajazas) € V(Sy), since S.(ajazaz) is, up to isomorphism,
a subsemiring of S;. They are also clear that Sy is a finite flat semiring with the index
2 and that all noncyclic elements in Sy form an order ideal of Sy. Thus by [0, Theorem
4.9], we have directly that Sy is nonfinitely based.

From [21} Proposition 2.1], it follows that Sy is subdirectly irreducible, since Sy is 2-nil
(i.e., its multiplicative reduct is a 2-nil semigroup) and has a unique non-zero annihilator
a, where a denotes a/R¥. O

Lemma 2.5. For every 3-hypergraph H, there exists a 3-uniform hypergraph H' such that

Proof. This statement is true when H is a 3-uniform hypergraph. Otherwise, suppose that
H = (V, E) with V' = {uy, ug, ..., Up, Ups1, Upyo} is not 3-uniform and e, = {1, Uni2}
is a hyperedge of H with degree 2. Write H; to denote the subhypergraph of H induced
by the vertex set V' \ e,,. In the following we shall show that V(S.) = V(Sy,). It is easy
to see that Sy, € V(Sy) and so V(Sy,) € V(Sa).

On the other hand, it follows that H; must have a hyperedge of degree 3, say {u, us, us}
without loss of generality, since every hyperedge of degree 2 in H can not be adjacent
with a hyperedge of degree 2 or 3. Thus 3-hypergraph semiring Sy, is generated by

{a,,,a,,,...,a,,}, where a,, denotes a,, /R".
Let (Sk,)? denote the direct product of 2 copies of Sy,. Consider the subsemiring A of
(Ss,)? generated by {aq, g, ..., 0y, Qpit, Qpyo}, where
= (é'ul7 é‘“l)’ Qo = (éuw éu2)7 a3 = (éugn éug)v ey Oy = (éuna éun)v

C]{n-i-l - (aulauga au;g)a an+2 - (au;ga aulaug)'

Take J = {(z1,22) € A | (3t € {1,2}) x; = 0}. It is easy to verify that J is an ideal of A
and A/J is isomorphic to Sy under the obvious map defined on generators by a; — a,,,
where @; denote «;/J. Thus Sy € V(Sy,) and so V(Sy) € V(Sg, ). Now we have shown
that V(Sy) = V(S ). We may set H' = H, if H; is 3-uniform. This completes our
proof. Otherwise, suppose that H; = (V;, F) is not 3-uniform and e,,_; is a hyperedge
of H; with degree 2. Write H, to denote the subhypergraph of H; induced by the vertex
set Vi \ €y—1. Similarly, we can get that V(Sy) = V(S,) and so V(Sy) = V(Sy,).
We may set H' = H, if Hy is 3-uniform. This completes our proof. Otherwise, we



are going on the above procedure. At most steps, we can see that there exists a 3-
uniform hypergraph H,, = (V,,, E,,) (i.e., the subhypergraph of H induced by the vertex
set V, =U{e | (Fe € FE) |e] =3}) such that V(Sy) = V(Sg, ). Thus we may set H' = H,.
This completes our proof. O

Theorem 2.6. Fach variety generated by 3-hypergraph semirings is equal to a variety
generated by 3-uniform hypergraph semirings.

Proof. By Lemma 2.5 we have that for any given the family {H; | ¢ € I} of 3-hypergraphs,
there exists a family {H; | i € I} of 3-uniform hypergraphs such that V(Sy,) = V(S )
for all 7 € I. This implies that

V( Sw;) = V(Sk) = V(Si) = V( St )- O

el el el i iel Tt

The above theorem tells us that we only need to consider the varieties generated by 3-
uniform hypergraph semirings, to study the varieties generated by 3-hypergraph semirings.
Thus the 3-hypergraphs mentioned in remainder of the paper are always 3-uniform.

3 Varieties generated by 2-robustly strong 3-colorable
3-hypergraph semirings

In this section we shall introduce and study the 2-robustly strong 3-colorable 3-hypergraph
and 3-hypergraph semirings defined from such hypergraph. Some examples of 2-robustly
strong 3-colorable 3-hypergraphs are given. We also show that each variety generated by
such hypergraph semirings is equal to V(S.(abc)).

Recall that a 3-coloring of a hypergraph H = (V, ) is a mapping ¢ from the vertex
set V' to the color set {0, 1,2} such that every vertex has just one color and no hyperedge
with a cardinality more than 1 is monochromatic. A 3-coloring of H is said to be strong
if every hyperedge of H is polychromatic (i.e., has all vertices colored differently). Also,
a hypergraph H is said to be strong 3-colorable if it has a strong 3-coloring (see, [1]).

We say that a hypergraph H is 2-robustly strong 3-colorable if for any given 2-element
subset {u,v} of V, every valid partial assignment ¢’ from {u,v} to {0,1,2} (i.e., ¢'(u) #
¢'(v) when {u,v} is a subhyperedge of H) can extend to a full strong 3-coloring. It is
clear that a 2-robustly strong 3-colorable hypergraph is strong 3-colorable. The following
example tells us that not every strong 3-colorable hypergraph is 2-robust.

Example 3.1. A 3-cycle 3-hypergraph H is strong 3-colorable but not 2-robustly strong
3-colorable.

Proof. Assume that H = (V, E) is the sequence uy, €1, us, s, us, e3, where
er = {u1,ug, us}, ea = {us, ug, us}, €3 = {us, ug, us }.
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Define ¢ : V' — {0, 1,2} by

p(ur) = p(ug) =1, p(uz) = p(us) =2, (uz) = (ug) = 0.

Then ¢ is a strong 3-coloring of H and so H is strong 3-colorable.

Given a valid partial assignment ¢’ from {uy,us} to {0,1,2} by u; — 0,uy — 1, we
assume that there exists a strong 3-coloring ¢ of H which extends ¢’. Then ¢(us) = 2
and so ¢(us) = 0, a contradiction. Thus H is not 2-robustly strong 3-colorable. O

Recall that a leaf in a hypergraph is a hyperedge that is has just at most one vertex in
common with any other hyperedge. It is well-konwn that every finite hyperforest either
contains no hyperedges at all, or contains a leaf (see, [6]). Also, it is easy to see that for a
strong 3-colorable hypergraph H, every partial assignament of any one vertex can extend
to a full strong 3-coloring of H. In fact, we have

Example 3.2. A 3-hyperforest H is 2-robustly strong 3-colorable.

Proof. Let ¢' be an arbitrary valid partial assignment from {u,v} to {0,1,2} for any
2-element subset {u, v} of the vertex set V. We shall prove by induction on the number
of hyperedges of H = (V, E), denoted by m(H), that ¢’ can extend to a strong 3-coloring
of H.

If m(H) = 1, then the statement is obviously true. We assume that the statement is
true when m(H) = n, and consider the case of m(H) = n + 1. Let e be a leaf of H. Then
ene =0 for each € € E\ {e} or there exists a vertex w such that e N e’ = {w} for each
¢ € E\ {e} with ene’ # 0.

(1) Suppose that e N e’ = ) for each ¢/ € E \ {e}. Let H = (V' E’) denote the
subhypergraph of H induced by the vertex set V' \ e. It is easy to see that if u,v € e,
then ¢’ can extend to a strong 3-coloring of H, since H' is strong 3-colorable. Otherwise,
u,v € V' oru € V' and v € e. Assume that u,v € V' (u € V' and v € e, respectively).
Then there exists a strong 3-coloring ¢* of H' such that ¢*(u) = ¢'(u) and ¢*(v) = ¢'(v)
(p*(u) = ¢'(u), respectively), since it is clear by the induction hypothesis that H’' is

2-robustly strong 3-colorable. This implies that ¢’ can extend to a strong 3-coloring of
H.

(2) Suppose that e N e’ = {w} for some ¢ € E\ {e}. Let H' = (V’, E’) denote the
partial subhypergraph of H where E' = E'\ {e} and V' = U{e; | e; € E'}. Tt is easy to see
that if u,v € e\ {w}, then ¢’ can extend to a strong 3-coloring of H, since H' is strong
3-colorable. Otherwise, u,v € V', or u € V' and v € e\ {w}. Assume that u,v € V'
(u € V' and v € e\ {w}, respectively). Then there exists a strong 3-coloring ¢* of H’
such that ¢*(u) = ¢'(u) and ¢*(v) = ¢'(v) (¢*(u) = ¢'(u), respectively), since it is well
known by the induction hypothesis that H' is 2-robustly strong 3-colorable. This implies
that ¢’ can extend to a strong 3-coloring of H. U

Another example of 2-robustly strong 3-colorable hypergraph is as follows:
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Example 3.3. A n-cycle 3-hypergraph H,, (n > 4) is 2-robustly strong 3-colorable.

Proof. (1) When n = 4, we may assume that 4-cycle Hy = (Vj, Ey) is a sequence
Uy, €1, U3, €2, Us, €3, U7, €4, where

€1 = {U1>U2,U3}, €2 = {U3>U4>U5}, €3 = {Us,UG,U7}>€4 = {U7,U8,U1}-

It will be needed to prove that for any given 2-element subset {u,v} of Vj, every valid
partial assignment ¢’ from {u,v} to {0,1,2} can extend to a full strong 3-coloring.

(i) If {u,v} is a subhyperedge, then we may assume without loss of generality that
{u,v} C e;. Note that the valid partial assignment ¢’ from {uy,us} to {0, 1,2} de-
fined by ¢'(u1) = ¢"(u1) and @'(uz) = {0,1,2} \ {¢"(u1), ¥"(us)} and a valid par-
tial assignment ¢” from {uy,us} to {0,1,2} defined by ¢"(u1) = ¢'(u1) and ¢"(u3) =
{0,1,2}\ {¢'(u1), ¢’ (uz)} are determined by each other. So we only need to consider the
case of {u,v} = {uy,us} or {us, us}.

If {u,v} = {u1,us}, then we suppose without loss of generality that ¢'(u;) = 0 and
¢ (ug) = 1. Thus the full strong 3-coloring ¢, : V4 — {0, 1,2} defined by

p1(u1) = pi(us) = 0, wi(uz) = p1(us) = 1(ue) = p1(us) =1, pi(uz) = 1(ur) =2

is a extension of ¢’

Dually, we can prove that every valid partial assignment ¢’ from {us,us} to {0,1,2}
can extend to a full strong 3-coloring. Therefore, If {u, v} is a subhyperedge, then every
valid partial assignment ¢’ from {u,v} to {0,1,2} can extend to a full strong 3-coloring.

(i) If {u,v} is not a subhyperedge, then for uw = wuy, we only need to consider that
{u,v} = {uy, us}, {us, ue}, {us, us}, respectively.

Case 1. {u,v} = {u1,us}. Assume without loss of generality that ¢'(u;) = 0 and
©'(ug) = 1, or ¢'(uy) = 0 and ¢'(ug) = 0. If ¢'(uy) = 0 and ¢'(uys) = 1, then the full
strong 3-coloring ¢, is a extension of ¢'. If ¢'(u;) = 0 and ¢’(us) = 0, then the full strong
3-coloring s : V; — {0, 1,2} by

pa(u1) = pa(us) = pa(us) = 0, pa(us) = palus) = pa(us) =1, pa(us) = palur) =2

is a extension of ¢'.

Dually, we can show that every valid partial assignment ¢’ from {uy,ug} to {0,1,2}
can extend to a full strong 3-coloring.

Case 2. {u,v} = {uy,us}. Assume without loss of generality that ¢'(u;) = 0 and
Y(us) =1, or ¢'(uy) = 0 and ¢'(us) = 0. If ¢'(u1) = 0 and ¢'(us) = 1, then the full
strong 3-coloring 9 is a extension of ¢'. If ¢/(u1) = 0 and ¢'(us) = 0, then the full strong
3-coloring ¢y is a extension of ¢'.

Thus if u = uq, then every valid partial assignment ¢’ from {u, v} to {0, 1,2} can extend
to a full strong 3-coloring. Dually, if u € {us, us, ur}, then ¢’ can extend to a full strong
3-coloring.
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If u = uy, then we only need to consider that {u,v} = {ug,us}, {us,us}, {us, us},
respectively.

Case 1. {u,v} = {ug,us}. Assume without loss of generality that ¢'(us) = 0 and
O(ug) = 1, or ¢'(ug) = 0 and ¢'(uy) = 0. If ¢'(ug) = 0 and ¢'(uy) = 1, then the full
strong 3-coloring 3 : V; — {0,1,2} by

w3(u1) = p3(ug) = w3(us) = 1, p3(uz) = p3(us) = @s(ug) =0, p3(us) = s(uy) =2

is a extension of ¢'. If ¢/(uz) = 0 and ¢'(uy) = 0, then the full strong 3-coloring ¢y :
Vi — {0, 1,2} by

pa(u1) = pa(us) = 2, wa(uz) = pa(us) = a(ue) = pa(us) =0, pa(uz) = @a(ur) =1

is a extension of ¢'.

Dually, we can show that every valid partial assignment ¢ from {us, ug} to {0,1,2}
can extend to a full strong 3-coloring.

Case 2. {u,v} = {us,us}. Assume without loss of generality that ¢'(us) = 0 and
' (ug) = 1, or ¢'(ug) = 0 and ¢'(ug) = 0. If ¢'(ug) = 0 and ¢'(ug) = 1, then the full
strong 3-coloring ¢3 is a extension of ¢'. If ¢'(us) = 0 and ¢’(ug) = 0, then the full strong
3-coloring ¢, is a extension of ¢'.

Thus if u = us, then every valid partial assignment ¢’ from {u, v} to {0, 1,2} can extend
to a full strong 3-coloring. Dually, if u € {uy, ug, ug}, then ¢’ can extend to a full strong
3-coloring. Therefore, If {u, v} is not a subhyperedge, then ¢’ can extend to a full strong
3-coloring.

Summarizing above cases we show that Hly is 2-robustly strong 3-colorable.

(2) Suppose that H,, = (V,,, E,,) is 2-robustly strong 3-colorable, where H,, is a sequence
Ui, €1, U3, €2, ..., U2, En, and

€1 = {u17u27u3}7€2 = {u37u47u5}7€3 = {'LL5,U6,'LL7}, N {u2n—17u2n7u1}-

We shall prove that H,, .1 = (V,,41, Eny1) is 2-robustly strong 3-colorable, where H,,
is a sequence uq, €1, U3, €a, . . ., Uzp12, i1, and

€1 = {Ul,uz,us},ﬁ’z = {U3,U4,U5},€3 = {U5,U6,U7}, vy Eng1 = {u2n+1au2n+2>u1}-

It will be needed to prove that for any given 2-element subset {u,v} of Vi, every
valid partial assignment from {u,v} to {0,1,2} can extend to a full strong 3-coloring.
Since H,,; is symmetric, without loss of generality we only need to prove that for any
{u,v} C Vopr \ {uant2, Uoni1, Uon, Uon—1}, every valid partial assignment ¢’ from {u,v}
to {0,1,2} can extend to a strong 3-coloring of H,, ;. Since H, is 2-robustly strong 3-
colorable, there exists a strong 3-coloring ¢, of H, which extends ¢’. Then the strong
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3-coloring @, 41 : Vi1 — {0, 1,2} of H,, defined by

©n(us) ifu; € Vier \ {u2ny2, Yant1, uan b
On(uq ifu; = uoy;
Pn1(ui) = () o "
Onlun)  ifu; = ugpys;
Onton-1) ifu; = Uy,
is a extension of ¢/, as required. [

From Example 3] we can see that any hypergraph H with g(H) = 3 is not 2-robustly
strong 3-colorable. Thus for a 2-robustly strong 3-colorable hypergraph, its girth is at
least 4, since the girth of any hypergraph in this paper is always at least 3. Furthermore,
we have the following consequence.

Theorem 3.4. If 3-hypergraph H = (V, E) is 2-robustly strong 3-colorable, then V (Sy) =
V(S.(abc)).

Proof. 1t is easy to see that V(Sy) 2 V(S.(abc)), since S.(abc) is a subsemiring of each
3-hypergraph semiring up to isomorphism. To show the converse inclusion, we need only
to prove that Sy € V(S.(abc)).

Let E’ denote the set of all subhyperedges of H. Clearly, H is strong 3-colorable and the
set T of all strong 3-colorings of H is finite. Take A to be the subsemiring of (S.(abc))”

generated by
{ay, € (S.(abe))" | u e VY,

where for each ¢ € T,

a ifp(u) =0;
au(p) = {0 ifp(u) =1;
c ifp(u) =2

It is clear that J = {a € A | (J¢ € T)a(y) = 0} is an ideal of the semiring A.
Also, the quotient semiring A/J is flat. In fact, suppose that «/J # [/J in A/J.
Then o # [ and so there exists ¢ € T such that a(p) # B(p) in S.(abc). Thus,
(a+B)(p) = alp)+B(p) = 0, since S.(abc) is a flat semiring. This implies that a+ 3 € J
and so o/J + B/J = (a+ p)/J =0/J in A/J. This shows that A/J is flat, as required.

It is also clear that the flat semiring Sy and A/J are isomorphic if and only if the
multiplicative reducts of them are isomorphic. To show that the multiplicative reducts
of flat semirings Sy and A/J are isomorphic, we need only prove that the multiplicative
reduct of A/J is isomorphic to the semigroup X+ /R#, since the multiplicative reduct of
Sy is isomorphic to X /R#.

It is enough to prove that the extension 1 of the mapping defined on generators by
a,/R" — «,/J is an isomorphism from X+ /R# to the multiplicative reduct of A/J.

For this, the following claim will be needed for us.
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Claim 3.5. The following are true in the multiplicative reduct of A/J.

(4) {us,u;} is not a subhyperedge of H if and only if cw, v, /J =0/J.

)
(ii) {uwi,uj,wi} is not a hyperedge of H if and only if cu, o, 00, /J = 0/J.
(119) Oy Q-+ -0ty /I =0/J (1 > 4).

)

iv) Let {uy,...,u;} and {vi,...,v;} be distinct subhyperedges ¢, and e of H, respec-

w) Let d i} be distinct subh d ! and ey of H
tively. Then o, - - oy, /J = au, - o, /J if and only if €| and e, are hyperedges, or
ey and e} are linked.

Proof. We only need to show that the multiplicative reduct of A/.J satisfies the following
five rules (1-5), and the rest proof is similar as that in Lemma 2.2

(1) aya,/J = 0/J in the multiplicative reduct of A/J if u = v or {u,v} ¢ E’. In fact,
if u = v or {u,v} ¢ E', then by 2-robustly strong 3-colorability, there exists a strong
3-coloring ¢ such that ¢(u) = p(v) = 0. Thus it follows immediately that

Qi (p) = () () = aa = 0,

and so aya, € J. This shows that a,a,/J = 0/J, as required.
(2) (/) () J) = () J)(cw/J). Indeed, it is clear that

(/) aw/ ) = ana/J = ayon /T = (a/J)(aw/T),

since S(abc) is commutative.

(3) a0y, /J =0/ if {u;, uj,w} ¢ E. Indeed, by [6, Lemma 3.2 (IIT)], there exists
a 2-element subset of {u;, u;, w; }, without loss of generality denoted by {u;,u;}, such that
{ui,u;} ¢ E' since g(H) > 4. Thus a0, = 0/J and so oy, 0, /J =0/J.

4) oy, 0y 0, | J = . /J for any {u;, w;, ui}, {vi, v, v} € E. In fact, we have
i J l i J 1 J J

Uy, Oy Oy () = () v () vy () = abe

for each ¢ € T. Dually, we can see that a,,a,, ay, (¢) = abe. That is to say, Oy Oty Qlyy =
Oy, Ctyy; Oy, AN SO gy, Q[ J = Qv 0y 0y [

(5) ayan;/J = o /J if {u;u;} and {vs,v;} are linked. Indeed, if {u;,u;} and
{vi,v;} are linked, then there exists w € V such that {u;,u;, w},{v;,v;,w} € E. Thus
Oy, Q[ J = 0,y /J by (4). This implies that ay,q.,,/J = ay,a,,/J, since the
multiplicative reduct of A/.J satisfies 0-cancellative laws. O

Now we may complete the main proof of this proposition. To show that v is well-defined
and a monomorphism, we shall prove that

aul...aui/J:avl...avj/J@aul...aui/R#:avl...avj/R#’
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for any au, - oy, /J 0 -, /J € AJJ and a,, ---a,,/R*, a, ---a, /R" € X*/R¥,
where uy,...,u;,v1,...,v; € V.

Firstly, it is clear that if {uy,...,u;} = {v1,...,v;}, then
Quy * Q[ =y vy, [ ] = ay, - -a,,/R* = a,, -- -avj/R#.

We now need only to consider the case {uy,...,u;} # {vi,...,v;}. Suppose that
Quy =y [ = Qe [T Ty, /] = 0/, then ay, -+, /J = 0/J. Also, it
is easy to see from Claim that {u1,...,u;}, {v1,...,v;} ¢ E'. Thus by Lemma
that a,, ---a,,/R* = 0/R* = a,, ---a, /R?, as required. Otherwise, v, -, /J #
0/J. Then ay, ---ay,/J # 0/J. Thus it follows immediately from Claim that
{ur,...,u;},{v1,...,v;} € E',and so i = j =3, or i = j = 2 with {uy,us} and {vy,v2}
being linked. This implies by LemmaR2.2that a,, - - - a,,/R* = a,, - --a,,/R*, as required.

Conversely, assume that a,, ---a,,/R* = a,, - ‘ay,/ R¥. Then we can similarly get
that auy, -+, /J = oy, - -, /J. Thus we have

aul...aui/J:avl...avj/J<f:>aul-~-aui/R#:avl-~.avj/R#.

We have shown that ¢ is well-defined and a monomorphism. It also is easy to see that
1 is also an epimorphism. Thus ¢ is an isomorphism and so Sy € V(S.(abc)). O

As a consequence, we have immediately

Corollary 3.6. If 3-hypergraph H is a 3-hyperforest or n-cycle except 3-cycle, then
V(Sy) = V(S.(abc)).

For a 3-cycle 3-hypergraph, we also have
Proposition 3.7. Let H be a 3-cycle 3-hypergraph. Then V (S.(abc)) C V(Sy) C V(S.(abed)).

Proof. 1t is easy to see that S.(abc) € V(Su) and so V(S.(abc)) C V(Sy).

Also, for any substitution from {1, z,..., 26} to S.(abc) we have
p(x120w3 + T32475 + X561 ), (21 + 24) (22 + 5) (23 + 26)) € {0, abc}, and

o(T12923 + X345 + T5x671) = abe <= o((x1 + x4) (22 + x5) (23 + x6)) = abe.

This implies that S.(abc) satisfies the identity
T1T2x3 + T3T4Ts + T5TeT1 2 (1 + x4) (T2 + 5) (T3 + X6). (3.1)
Assume that 3-cycle 3-hypergraph H is a sequence uq, €1, us, s, us, €3 , where

e1 = {u1,uz, us}, ea = {us, ug, us}, es = {us, ug, ur }.
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For the substitution ¢ from {x,xs,..., 26} to Sy defined by ¢(z;) = a,,, we have
O(T12973 + 32475 + Tswery) = @ but p((r1 + z4) (22 + x5) (23 + 76)) = 0.
This implies that Sy does not satisfy the identity (B.I]). This shows that
V(S.(abc)) C V(Sy).

Let (S.(abcd))? denote the direct product of 2 copies of S.(abcd). Consider the sub-
semiring A of (S.(abed))? generated by {aq, as, ..., ag}, where

ay = (a,be),ay = (be,d), a3 = (d,a), a4 = (ab, bc), a5 = (¢, d), ag = (bd, a).
Take
J={(x1,22) € A| (3t e{1,2}) xy =00r (3t €{1,2}) 2y = abed, x; # z; (t # j)}.

It is easy to verify that J is an ideal of A and A/.J is isomorphic to Sy, under the obvious
map defined on generators by &; — a,,. This implies that S; € V(S.(abed)) and so
V(Sy) C V(S.(abed)). Also, Sy satisfies z1222324 & y1y2ysys but S.(abed) does not.
Thus V(Sy) C V(S.(abed)). Summarizing the above results we have

V(S.(abc)) € V(S) C V(S.(abed)),

as required. O

4  Varieties generated by 3-hypergraph semirings de-
fined from some special 3-hypergraphs

In this section we shall introduce and study 3-hypergraphs of a few other types , such as
beam-type hypergraph, fan-type hypergraph and nested-type hypergraph etc, and vari-
eties generated by their corresponding hypergraph semirings.

The following Lemma [4.1] and Proposition [4.2] will tell us that in the case of girth being
finite, it is only needed to study the varieties generated by the hypergraph semirings
defined from 3-hypergraphs without leaf.

Lemma 4.1. For any 3-hypergraph H except 3-hyperforest, there exists a 3-hypergraph H’
without leaf such that V(Sy) = V(Sy).

Proof. Let H = (V, E) with V' = {uy, ..., Up, Upi1, Uns2, Unssz} and E = {eg, ea, ..., emi1}
If H has no leaf, then the statement holds. Otherwise, assume without loss of generality
that €11 = {Unt1, Unso, Unss} is a leaf in H. Notice that H has cycles, since it is not
a hyperforest. Thus there exists a hyperedge different from e,,;; in H. Write it as

€1 = {Ul,uz,us}-
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If ey Ne; = 0 for any 1 < ¢ < m, then V(Sy) = V(Sy, ), where H; denote the
subhypergraph of H induced by the vertex set V'\ e,,41. In fact, the hypergraph semiring
Sy, is generated by {a,,,au,,...,a,,}. Clearly, Sy, € V(Sy). We shall show that S, €
V(Sg,). Let (Sg,)? denote the direct product of 3 copies of Ss,. Consider the subsemiring
A of (Sy,)? generated by

{aq, 0, ..., ap, i1, Ao, nis ),
where
a1 = (Ayy, Auy, Ay )y 2 = (Auy, Auy, Auy )y 3 = (Aug, Aug, Aug )y - - -5 O = (A, Auy, Auy ),
1 = (Buy, By, Buy ), Qg = (uy, By, Ay )y Qg = (Buy, Ay, Byy )
Take

J = {(z1,22,23) € A | (3t € {1,2,3}) 2, = O}.

It is easy to verify that J is an ideal of A and A/J is isomorphic to Sy under the obvious
map defined on generators by @; — a,,. Thus Sz € V(Sy,) and so V(Sy) = V(Sy,)

If €1 Ne; # 0 for some 1 < i < m, then |e,, 1 Ne;| = 1, since H is linear. Without
loss of generality, we suppose that |e,,.1 Ney| = 1 and u; = ups3 € €1 Nep. Let
H; = (V4, E1) denote the partial subhypergraph of H where £y = E \ {e;,+1} and V} =
U{e; | e; € E1}. Thus we can construct a hypergraph semiring Sk, which is generated
by {au,,8u,,---,ay,}. Clearly, Sy, € V(Sy). We shall prove that Sy € V(Sg,). Let
(Sg, )? denote the direct product of 3 copies of Sg,. Consider the subsemiring A of (S, )?
generated by

{ag, a9, ..., an, Qpi1, o}y
where
ap = (éuu Ay, glu1)> Qo = (éuza Qyy s éuz)a a3 = (éuga Ay, 2_1u3)> sy Oy = (éum ay, éun)?
C]{n-i-l - (auga au;ga aug)a an+2 - (au;ga auga f_iu3)
Take

J={(x1,m9,23) € A| (It € {1,2,3}) z, = 0}.

It is easy to verify that J is an ideal of A and A/J is isomorphic to Sy under the obvious
map defined on generators by &; — a,,. Thus Sy € V(S,,) and so V(Sy) = V(Sy,).

If H; has no leaf, then we may set H' = Hjy, as required. Otherwise, suppose that
H; = (V4, E1) has a leaf e,,. Write Hy = (V3, E5) to denote the partial subhypergraph of
H; induced by the hyperedge set Ey = E; \ {e,,} and the vertex set Vo = U{e; | e; € Ex}.
Similarly, we can get that V(Sy,) = V(Sg,) and so V(Sy) = V(Sy,). If Hy has no leaf,
then we may set H' = Hj, as required. Otherwise, we are going on the above procedure.
At most steps, we can see that there exists a hypergraph H, = (V,, E,) without leaf
(i.e., the partial subhypergraph of H induced by E, = {e € E | eis not a leaf} and
Vo, = U{e | e € E'}) such that V(Sy) = V(S,). Thus we may take H' = H,. This
completes our proof. O
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Proposition 4.2. Each variety generated by 3-hypergraph semirings except 3-hyperforest
semirings is equal to a variety generated by 3-hypergraph semirings, which hypergraphs all
have no leaf.

Proof. Tt follows directly from Lemma L] that for any given the family {H; | i € I} of
3-hypergraphs, there exists a family {H | i € I} of 3-hypergraphs without leaf such that
V(Sy,) = V(Sw) for all i € I. This implies that

/
%

V(Sﬂﬂ;) =V(

S). O

iel ¢

V(UiEISHi) - ieIV(SHi) -

el

In the following we investigate varieties generated by a 3-hypergraph semiring S;,, where
each 3-hypergraph B; is given in figure [l and all hyperedges in each B; are only denoted
by straight lines and all vertices are denoted by black dots.

NN

Figure 1. Beam-type 3-hypergraph

We refer to B; as the i-th beam-type 3-hypergraph. In particular, We also refer to the
3-cycle 3-hypergraph shaped like B as a triangle.

Proposition 4.3. For alli > 1, V(S;,) = V(Sy,).
Proof. We shall only prove that V(Ss) = V(Ss,,,
V(S:,) € V(Ss,, .11 Up to isomorphism.

To show that V(S;,,,) € V(Ss,), We need only to prove that Ss,,, € V(S;,) for all
i > 1. We shall firstly prove that Si, € V(Ss,). If the vertices of B; and B, are labelled

as follows

) for all ¢ > 1. It is easy to see that
), since Sy, is a subsemiring of Sg

u w ue  ug
Ug Ug Uz ur
Uz Ui U uz  ug ug
B, B,
then it is well-known that hypergraph semiring Si, is generated by {a,,,au,,. .., au,}-

Write (S, )? to denote the direct product of 3 copies of Ss, and A; to denote the sub-
semiring of (Ss,)? generated by {ax,...,ag, i1, P2, B13}, where

o] = (au17au17é~U1)7 Oy = (au27éugvéug>7 a3 = (éug7éug7éuz>7

gy = (au47aU447é~U1)7 a5 = (au57éU45véug>7 Qg = (é‘UG7é‘U(§7é‘u2>7
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P = (éu4’a“1’éu4)’ P2 = (éu?nauﬁvéuf))v Bz = (éuzuéuméus)'
Take
Jl = {(1’171’271’3) € Al | (Ht - {1,2,3}) Ty = O}

It is easy to see that J; is an ideal of A; and factor semiring A;/.J; is generated by
{ay,..., a6, Bi1, P2, Bis}. Also, it is easy to verify that A, /.J; is isomorphic to hypergraph
semiring Sg,, where hypergraph By = (Vy, Ey) with Vy = {a4, ..., &g, Bi1, B2, Bi3} and

F2 - {{O_él, O_ég, 553}, {O_ég, 554, 6&5}, {@57 O_ZG, 551}, {6&5, 6117 612}7 {3127 6137 551}}
On the other hand, the map ¢, : Vo — V5 defined by
o) = u; (1 <0 <6), poBr1) = ur, a(Brz) = ug and po(Bi3) = ug

is a hypergraph isomorphism from By to B, and so Sz, & Ss,. This implies that A, /.J; =
Ss, and so S, € V(Sg,), as required
To prove that Sy, € V(Ss,), we label the vertices of B and B3 as follows

Uz Uil

‘\M

2 3

Thus it is well-known that hypergraph semiring Ss, is generated by {a.,, au,, ..., &y, }-
Write (Ss,)? to denote the direct product of 3 copies of Ss, and Ay to denote the sub-
semiring of (S5,)? generated by {au, ..., a6, B11, Bi2, Bi3; Ba1, Paa, Pas}, where

ﬁ21 = (éﬂM’auméuz)? 522 - (au87éu8véﬂ3)7 ﬁ23 = (éugpéugnéul)'

Take
Jy = {(z1, 9, 23) € Ay | (3t € {1,2,3}) 2, = 0}.

It is easy to verify that J, is an ideal of A, and factor semiring Ay /J; is generated by
{O_él, .., Qg, Bu, 612, 613, /821, /822, 623}. AlSO, it is easy to Verify that AQ/JQ is iSOl’IlOI'phiC
to hypergraph semiring Sg,, where hypergraph Bs = (V3, E3) with

Vi=VyU {sz Baa, 523} ={ay,...,aq, Bu1, Bra, Bz, Bai, Baz, 523}

and E5 = Ey U {{ay, Bo1, Paa}, { P22, Bas, @3} }. On the other hand, define the map (s :
Vs — Vs by

p3(a;) = pa(@;) (1 <i<6), @3(B11) = w0, 93(Bi2) = w1, p3(Bi3) = o,

@3(321_) = Uy, p3(Baz) = ug and @3(Ba3) = ug. Then 3 is a hypergraph isomorphism
from B3 to B; and so Sg, = Sp,. This implies that Ay/Jy = S, and so Sy, € V(Ss,), as

required.
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To prove that S;,,, € V(S;,

(3

) (1 > 3), we label the vertices of B; and B, counterclock-
wise as follows

ug Ut Uy Uy U3i+6 U3i+5

U3i+4

B; Bit1

It is well-known that hypergraph semiring S, is generated by {ay,, ay,, . .., &y, , }. Write
(Sg,)? to denote the direct product of 3 copies of Sz, and A; to denote the subsemiring

of (S]Ei)g generated by {ala -y O, ﬁlla ﬁlQa 5137 s aﬁ(i—l)l) ﬁ(i—l)Qa ﬁ(i—l)i’)} U {ﬁila ﬁiQa ﬁi?)}a

where

5@'1 = (au3¢+17 au3¢+17 ZIJ'), BiQ = (éu3¢+27 éu:3i+27y)7 5@’3 = (éu:3i+37 é~u37;+37 Z)v

x, y and z are equal to the (1, k), (2,k), (3, k)-entries of matrix

respectively if # = £ mod 6 for some 1 < k£ < 6. Take
Ji = {(1’171’271’3) € Az ‘ (Ht - {1,2,3}) Ty = O}

It is easy to verify that J; is an ideal of AZ- and factor semiring A;/J; is generated by

{au, ..., a, b1, Biz, Piss - - 6(2 1 1>5z 1)2: Bl—1ys U {Bi1, Bia, Biz}. Also, it is easy_to ver-
ify that A/ J; is 1som0rphlc to hypergraph semiring Sg where hypergraph B;,; =

(Vz-‘,-la Ez-‘,—l) Wlth Vz-i—l - VZ U {6217 57,27 57,3} and

7+17

. E3U {{522’ Pa1, 532} {532, Bas, @3}} if i = 3;
B = E; U {{6(2 1 2>5z1 @2} {5z2>5z3> _o2}} ifi>4andiis odd ;
E; U{{Bi-2)2, Bi1, Bia}, {Biz, Bz Bi—1)2}} if i > 4 and i is even,

On the other hand, define the map ;1 : Vip1 — Vigr by (V2 € Vi \ {B11, Bi2, Bi})
90i+1(33) = <Pz‘($6’), 80i+1(ﬁ11) = U3j+4, <Pi+1(ﬁ12) = U3i+5, <Pi+1(513) = Uit and

90i+1(5i1) = U3i+1, %+1(Bi2) = U3i+2, %+1(Bz‘3) = U3i+3-

Then ;1 is a hypergraph isomorphism from B;,; to B,,; and so Ss
implies that A;/J; = and so Sg

1 = S, This
€ V(S;,). This completes our proof. O

Bz+1 i+1

Each 3-hypergraph IF; (i > 1) is given in following figure
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VR A

Figure 2. Fan-type 3-hypergraph

where all hyperedges in each F; are only denoted by straight lines and all vertices are
denoted by black dots. We refer to IF; as the i-th fan-type 3-hypergraph.

Similarly to Proposition [4.3, we immediately have
Proposition 4.4. For alli > 1, V(Sy,) = V(Ss,).

i

Each 3-hypergraph N; (i > 1) is given in following figure

Uy Uy
UQ
U Uy Uus U Uy Uus u

Ny Ny N3

2 Uy us

Figure 3. Nested-type 3-hypergraph

where all hyperedges in each N; are only denoted by straight lines and all vertices are
denoted by black dots. We refer to N; as the i-th nested-type 3-hypergraph, and refer to
the subhypergraph of N; induced by vertex set {us;13, Ugiro, Usit1, Usi, Usi—1, Uzi—o2} as the
i-th triangle. Notice that the hyperedge set of the i-th triangle is

{{u3i—17 U3i+3, U3i—2}, {Usi—m U3i+2, U3i}7 {u3i7 U3i+1, U3i—1}}-

In the remainder of this section we shall study the varieties V(Sy,). The following
Proposition will tell us that

V(S:,) =V(Sy) CV(Sy,) C---CV(S,) C---.

That is to say, it is an infinite ascending chain in the lattice of subvarieties of the variety
generated by all 3-hypergraph semirings. To prove that V(Sy,) C V(Sy,,,) for all i > 1,

7 i+1)
the following identities are needed for us

P1 =~ q1
P1t+p2~q+q
Pr+petps~=q+aq+qs
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where

P1 = T1XeT2 + T2T4T3 + T3T521
P2 = T4X9x5 + T5T7Le + TeTsTy

P3 = T7T12Tg + TL19Tg + T9T11T7

q1 = (21 + 24) (T2 + 25) (23 + 6)
G = (v4 + 27)(T5 + 28) (26 + T9)
q3 = (z7 + z10)(2s + 211)(T9 + T12)

Note that in the above the i-th identity is 23:1 P~ 2;21 q;, where p; = X3;_1%3i13%3i—2+

T3i—2%3i42T3; + T3iT3i+1T3i—1 and ¢; = (Tai—1 + Taivo)(Tai—2 + Tair1)(T3i + T3it3)-

Proposition 4.5. For alli > 1, V(Sy,) C V(S

i+1)'
Proof. 1t is easy to see that V(Sy,) € V(Sy,,,) for all i > 1. We need only to prove that
V(SNi) 7£ V(SNi+1)‘

(1) If © = 1, then S, satisfies the identity (£2) but Sy, does not. This means that
V(Sy,) # V(Sy,). In fact, it is easy to verify that Sy, does not satisfy the identity (£.2)).

To show that Sy, satisfies the identity (42]), we need only to prove that for any given
substitution ¢ from {x1,zs,..., 29} to Sy,

op1+p2) =a <= (g +q) =a,

since (p1 + p2), (@1 + ¢2) € {0,a}.

(i) If p(p1+p2) = a, then p(z,x52;) = a for each word z,xsx; occurring in p; and p,. In
particular, p(xz6z2) = a. Without loss of generality, assume that {¢(x1), ¢(xg), p(x9)} =
{au,, aug, Ay, }, Since a = a,, a,,a,,.

It is enough to consider only the following two cases.

Case 1. If p(z1) = au,, p(v6) = Ay, P(T2) = Auy, then (z5)p(73) = Ay,a4,
o(xg)p(r3) = Ay, a4y, (Ts)p(z4) = p(27)p(x5) = ay,a,,. This implies that

o(r1) = p(r1) = p(7) = A4y, P(76) = P(3) = P(T9) = Ay,

and p(z3) = p(x ¢(rs) = a,,. Thus p(q1 + ¢2) = &, as required.

5) =
Case 2. If p(x1) = a,,, ¢(xg) = au,, p(rs) = a,, then p(rs)p(rs) = Ay,
o(g)p(r3) = Ay, a4y, (rs)p(z4) = @(z7)p(x5) = ay,a,,. This implies that

p(x1) = p(x1) = p(x7) = Au,, (x6) = P(23) = P(T9) = sy,
and ¢(x2) = p(x5) = p(xs) = a,,. Thus ¢(q1 + ¢2) = a, as required.
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(ii) If (g1 + g2) = &, then

(1) = p(x4) = p(27), @(r6) = @(73) = V(T9), P(T2) = @(x5) = @(xs),

and ¢(x1x6z2) = a. This implies that ¢(p; + p2) = a, as required.
Summarizing (i) and (ii) we have that ¢(p, +p2) = a if and only if p(¢; +¢2) = a. This
shows that V(Sy,) C V(Sy,).

(2) If i = 2, then S,, satisfies the identity (£3]) but Sy, does not. This means that
V(Sy,) # V(Sy,). In fact, it is easy to verify that Sy, does not satisfy the identity (4.3)).
To show that S, satisfies the identity (43]), we need only to prove that for any given

substitution ¢ from {xq,xs,...,z12} to Sy,,
o1 +p2t+ps)=a <= o(a+q@+q)=a,
since o(p1 +p2 + ps), (a1 + g2 + g3) € {0,a}.

(i) If o(p1 + p2 + p3s) = a, then p(x,zsz,) = a for each word z,z,x; occurring in
p1, p2 and ps. In particular, p(xizezy) = a. Without loss of generality, assume that
{Qp(zl)a 90(1'6)’ 90(1'2)} = {5u17 Ay, é112}7 since a = Ay Ay Ay, -

It is enough to consider only the following two cases.

Case 1. If (p(x1> = Ay, (p(xfi) = Ay, (p(l’g) = Ay, then QO(LU5)()0(.Z’3) = Ay, Ay,
o(xg)p(rs) = Ay, a4, (Ts)p(z4) = p(z7)p(x5) = ay,a,,. This implies that

QO(,]]1> = §0($4) = QO(.]}'7) = gp(xIO) == é-uu QO(J:G) = (p(ng) = QO(.]}'Q) = QO(JHQ) = é-u(;’
and p(z3) = p(x5) = p(rs) = @(x11) = ay,. Thus (g1 + ¢2 + ¢3) = a, as required.

Case 2. If o(x;) = a,,, ¢(xg) = au,, p(rs) = a,, then p(zs)p(rs) = au,au,,
o(q)p(r3) = Ay, a4y, (zs)p(rs) = @(z7)p(x5) = ay,a,,. This implies that
(

8y, P(16) = p(x3) = ©(T9) = P(T12) = Auy,

5
S
S
I
5
S
)
I
S
S
.y
I
5
S
S
o
S~—
I

and p(z2) = p(x5) = p(2s) = @(711) = 8yg. Thus p(q1 + g2 + ¢3) = &, as required.
)

) )
(ii) If (g1 + g2 + g3) = &, then p(z1) = p(24) = (77) = P(10),
p(r6) = p(x3) = P(T9) = P(712), P(72) = P(75) = p(w8) = P(T11),

and p(z12672) = a. This implies that ¢(p; + p2 + p3) = a, as required.

Summarizing (i) and (ii) we have that ¢(p;+pe+ps) = a if and only if p(q1+¢2+¢3) = a.
This shows that V(Sy,) C V(Sy,).

Similarly, we can prove that Sy, satisfies the identity Zlﬂl p; R Z”ll q; but Sy,,, does

J= Jj=
not. This shows that V(Sy,) C V(Sy,,,) for all ¢ > 1. This completes our proof. O

Remark The above proposition tells us that the variety generated by all 3-hypergraph
semirings with girth being equal to 3 has infinitely many subvarieties.

From Proposition B.1, we have that Sy, € V(S.(abed)). However, the following conse-
quences show that Sy, ¢ V(S.(abcd)) for all i > 2. Recall from [6] that S7 is a 3-element
ai-semiring {1, a,0} with the Cayley tables
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+]1 a 0 -1 a 0
110 0 1[1 a 0
a0 a O ala 0 0
0]0 0 0 00 0 0

Proposition 4.6. For all 1 > 2, neither Sy, nor S; lies in the variety generated by the
other.

Proof. Tt is easy to verify that S; satisfies the identity (4.2), while Sy, does not. Thus
Sy, & V(57). Conversely, Sy, satisfies the following identity (4.4]) but S; does not,

T1T2T3%4 = Y1Y2Y3Y4- (4.4)
This implies that S7 ¢ V(Sy,). O

From [0, Lemma 2.10], we know that S.(abed) € V(S7). Furthermore, by above propo-
sition, we have that Sy, ¢ V(S.(abed)) for all i > 2. It is also easy to see that Sy, satisfies
the following identity (4.4) but S.(abed) does not. This implies that S.(abed) ¢ V(Sy,).
Thus we have the following corollary to Proposition

Corollary 4.7. For all i > 2, neither Sy, nor S.(abed) lies in the variety generated by
the other.

Remark We feel that it is interesting to study the lattice of subvarieties of variety gener-
ated by all 3-hypergraph semirings and hard to give a characterization of it. This paper is
only first step in the topic. In fact, in the next manuscript (as a sisters of this paper), we
will give an infinite descending chain of varieties generated by 3-hypergraph semirings in
the lattice, which also is in interval [V (S.(abc)), V(S.(abcd))]. This shows that different
from V(S.(abc)) (see, [12]), the lattice of subvarieties of V(S.(abcd)) is infinite.
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