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A NEW APPROACH TO THE GRAMMIC MONOID

MARIANNE JOHNSON AND ANTONIO MALHEIRO

ABSTRACT. We give an alternative description of the grammic monoid
in terms of weakly increasing subsequences. Specifically, we show that
words u,v in the generators {1,...,n} determine the same element of
the grammic monoid of rank n if and only if for all 1 < p < ¢, the max-
imum length of a weakly increasing subsequence on alphabet {p,...,q}
is the same in u and v. Our proof makes use of a particular tropical
representation of the plactic monoid determined by such sequences: we
demonstrate that the grammic monoid is isomorphic to the image of this
representation, and (by applying a result of the first author and Kam-
bites) immediately deduce that the grammic monoid of rank n satisfies
exactly the same semigroup identities as the monoid of n X n upper tri-
angular tropical matrices. This gives a partial generalisation of a result
of Volkov, who has shown that the grammic monoid of rank 3 satisfies
exactly the same semigroup identities as the plactic monoid of rank 3
which in turn is known (by applying a result of the first author and
Kambites) to satisfy the exactly the same semigroup identities as the
monoid of 3 X 3 upper triangular tropical matrices. Furthermore, we find
that the grammic monoid of infinite rank does not satisfy any non-trivial
semigroup identity, and demonstrate that the grammic congruence sat-
isfies some useful compatibility properties.

1. INTRODUCTION

The grammic monoid of rank n was introduced by Choffrut [10] and is
defined in terms of an action of the free monoid over [n] := {1,...,n}
on the set of rows of semistandard Young tableaux with entries from [n]
determined by considering the effect of Schensted insertion on bottom rows
only. Choffrut’s definition was inspired by the stylic monoids of Abram and
Reutenauer [1], which arise from an action of the free monoid on the set of
columns defined by Schensted insertion. These two families of monoids are
very different: for example, since the number of columns is finite, the stylic
monoid is finite, whereas the grammic monoid is infinite. Following the
publication of [1], the stylic monoid has attracted attention from a number
of authors who have described: the semigroup identities satisfied by the
stylic monoids [24] (see also [4] for an alternative proof of the same result
obtained independently and contemporaneously by a different method), the
quiver algebras of stylic monoids [2], and the extended Green’s relations
of the stylic monoid [13]. By contrast, relatively little is known about the
structure and properties of the grammic monoids, although it is clear that
grammic monoids are closely related to the well-studied plactic monoids
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[23, 19, 21]; specifically, the grammic monoid of rank n is a quotient of the
plactic monoid of rank n.

The grammic monoids of ranks 1, 2 and 3 are well understood: the gram-
mic monoid of rank 1 is nothing more than the free monoid of rank 1; the
grammic monoid of rank 2 coincides with the plactic monoid of rank 2; and
Choffrut [10] has shown that the grammic monoid of rank 3 is the (proper)
quotient of plactic monoid of rank 3 by the congruence generated by the pair
(bacb, cbab) where a < b < c. It follows from a result of Daviaud, the first au-
thor and Kambites [12] (see also [17, Remark 4.6]) that the grammic monoid
of rank 2 satisfies exactly the same semigroup identities as the monoid of
2 x 2 upper triangular tropical matrices. Volkov [25] has shown that the
grammic monoid of rank 3 satisfies exactly the same semigroup identities
as the plactic monoid of rank 3, which by a result of the first author and
Kambites [17] yields that the grammic monoid of rank 3 satisfies exactly the
same semigroup identities as the monoid of 3 x 3 upper triangular tropical
matrices.

The aim of this article is to extend the results of [10] and [25] to the rank
n case, by giving a new description of the grammic monoid (Theorem 3.12)
that allows us to demonstrate (in Corollary 4.1) that the variety V,, of semi-
groups generated by the n X n upper triangular tropical matrices coincides
with the variety of semigroups generated by the grammic monoid of rank n.
The variety V,, has received substantial attention from a number of authors
[3, 7,9, 12, 14, 17, 18, 22]. Moreover, Corollary 4.1 makes an interesting
contrast with the results of [4], where it was shown that the stylic monoid of
rank n satisfies exactly the same identities as the monoid of (n+1) x (n+1)
uni-triangular tropical matrices, and hence generates the variety J,. As
remarked in [25], the variety J,, is generated by several interesting (and
seemingly disparate) monoids arising from different parts of mathematics.
The results of [12], [17] and [25] gave the first clues that a similar clustering
phenomenon may be true of the variety V,,. The tantalising question (first
raised in both [7] and [15]) of whether the variety of semigroups generated
by the monoid of n X n upper triangular matrices is equal to the variety
generated by the plactic monoid of rank n remains open.

The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2 we outline the prelimi-
nary definitions and results needed from [10]; in Section 3 we prove our main
result exhibiting an alternative description of the grammic monoid using an
existing (non-faithful) tropical matrix representation of the plactic monoid;
in Section 4 we demonstrate that we may immediately deduce several results
concerning the identities satisfied by grammic monoids, in particular giving
a generalisation of the main result of [25]; in Section 5 we prove that the
grammic monoid is compatible with restriction to alphabet intervals, pack-
ing, standardisation and Schiitzenberger involution; in Section 6 we turn our
attention to questions concerning presentations of the grammic monoid ex-
hibiting some generalisations of the Knuth relations and demonstrating that
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grammic monoids are quotients of the so-called ‘patience sorting monoids’;
and in Section 7 we outline several open questions for future research.

2. THE GRAMMIC MONOID

2.1. Words, tableaux and the plactic monoid. For a finite alphabet
Y., we write X* to denote the free monoid on X, that is, the set of all finite
(possibly empty) words over ¥ under the operation of concatenation, and we
write € to denote the empty word. We write X for the subsemigroup of non-
empty words in ¥*, which is the free semigroup on . For w € ¥* and and
a € ¥ we write |w| for the length of w and |w|, for the number of occurrences
of the letter a in w (both of which are zero if w = ¢). For u,w € X with
U = uj - - uqg where each u; € 3, we say that u is a scattered subword of w
if there exist words vg, v1,...,vq € X* such that w = vouivy - - - ugvg.

A partition of a natural number k is any tuple of the form (A1,...,\g)
where Ay > --- > Ay > 0 and Zgzl Ai = k. Partitions may be visually
represented by Young diagrams: the Young diagram corresponding to a
partition A = (A1, ..., \g) is the left-aligned array of identically-sized boxes,
with A; boxes in the ith row, and where rows are indexed from bottom to top
(i.e. there are A boxes in the bottom row). A semistandard Young tableau
over an ordered alphabet A is a filling of a Young diagram with exactly one
entry from A placed in each box of the diagram in such a way that reading
from left to right along each row yields a weakly increasing sequence, and
reading from bottom to top along any column yields a strictly increasing
sequence. An example of a semistandard Young tableau with entries taken
from the alphabet A = {1 < --- < 9} is given below:

718
416
315|7
212|5|6

The terminology ‘semistandard Young tableau’ is used to distinguish from
related concepts; since none such appear in this article, to abbreviate the text
we will often write simply ‘tableau’ to mean ‘semistandard Young tableau’.
It will also be convenient to have the notion of an empty tableau (i.e. con-
taining no boxes, and hence also no entries), which we shall denote by 0.

The following algorithm takes a tableau 7" and a symbol a € A and
produces a new tableau by ‘inserting’ a into T as follows:

Schensted’s row insertion algorithm
Input: A tableau T and a symbol a € A.
Output: A tableau T < a.

0. If T is the empty tableau, output the tableau consisting of a single
box containing a.
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(1) If a is greater than or equal to every entry in the bottom row of T,
add a as an entry at the rightmost end of T and output the resulting
tableau.

(2) Otherwise, let z be the leftmost entry in the bottom row of 7" that
is strictly greater than a. Replace z by a in the bottom row and
recursively insert z into the tableau formed by removing this new
bottom row from 7. (Note that the recursion may end with an
insertion into an ‘empty row’ above all the existing rows of the input
tableau T'.)

In step 2 of the above algorithm, we say that insertion of a ‘bumps’ entry
z into row 2. The entry z may in turn ‘bump’ an entry from row 2 into row
3, and so on.

To each word w € A* one can associate a tableau which we denote
by P(w) by repeated application of Schensted’s row insertion algorithm;
specifically, we associate the empty tableau to the empty word and if w =
wy--w, € AT where each w; € A, then P(w) = (---((0 «+ wy) +
wg) -+ < wg. In general, many words produce the same tableau; given
a tableau T" one can construct a word w for which P(w) = T' by either read-
ing the rows left-to-right and top-to-bottom (the ‘row reading’) or reading
the columns top-to-bottom and left-to-right (the ‘column reading’). For
example, P(78463572256) is equal to the tableau pictured above, as is
P(74328652756).

The mapping w — P(w) induces an equivalence relation =pj,. on A*
defined by w =pjac v if and only if P(w) = P(v), and this relation is seen to
be a (two-sided) congruence on A*. Alternatively, =pjac can be defined as
the least congruence on A* generated by the set of Knuth relations over A:

Rptac,A = {(yzz,yzz) 1 x,y,2 € A,z <y < 2}U{(z2y,22y) : z,y,2 € A,z <y < z}.

If A and A’ are ordered alphabets of the same cardinality, then it is
clear that the quotients by the corresponding congruences are isomorphic.
Throughout we shall write [n] to denote the ordered alphabet {1 < 2 <

- < n}, N to denote the set of positive integers and Ny to denote the
set of non-negative integers. The plactic monoid of rank n is then the
quotient P,, := [n]*/ =plac, and the plactic monoid of countably infinite
rank is Py := N*/ = jac.

2.2. The grammic monoid. We view the elements of Njj as possible rows
of a tableau over alphabet [n]; specifically v = (v1,...,7,) € Njj corresponds
to the row with total number of ¢’s equal to 7; for all . For v € Nij we define
a partial map

fy:[n] = [n], f,(a)=min{t:t> a and ~; > 0} if this set is non-empty.

Note that where f,(a) is defined, it is equal to the first element to be
‘bumped’ during insertion of a into any tableau with bottom row -, and
in this case a < fy(a). If no bumping occurs during the insertion of a, then
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fy(a) is not defined. Now let ey, € Z" be the vector with ith entry for
1 < i < n defined as follows

1 ifi=a
(era)i =14 -1 ifi= fy(a)
0 else.

Now, each a € [n] acts on Njj via v-a = v + e, 4 corresponding to the
effect (on the bottom row only) of inserting symbol a into any tableau with
bottom row « using Schensted’s algorithm. This extends recursively to give
an action of [n]* on N.

The action of words on rows gives rise to a congruence on [n]* defined by
W =gram v if v-w = - v for all v € Nj. The grammic monoid (of rank n)
is then the quotient G,, := [n]*/ =gram. We may also define a congruence
=Gram o0 N* by w =gram v if 7w = - v for all (finite) bottom rows v over
alphabet N. The grammic monoid of infinite rank is then Gy := N*/ =gram.
We recall several key facts from [10]:

o If P(u) = P(v) (that is, if u and v are equivalent in the plactic
monoid), then u =gram v, but for n > 3 the converse does not hold.

e By taking v = (N,...,N) where N > |ul,|v|, one can deduce that
if u =gram v, then |ul, = |v|, for all @ € [n], and hence in particular
|u| = |v| (see [10, Lemma 1]).

e By taking v = (0,...,0), one finds that if u =gram v, then P(u) and
P(v) must have the same bottom row (see [10, Lemma 2]).

e For u and v of the same length &, in order to determine whether
U =gram v it suffices to consider the action of the two words on all
v € [k + 1]" (see [10, Proposition 1]).

o If u,v € [2]%, then u =gam v if and only if u = v (see [10,
Corollary 1]).

e The congruence =gam on [3]* is the least congruence generated by
Rplac,3 U {(3212,2132)} (see [10, Theorem 1]).

3. A TROPICAL REPRESENTATION OF THE GRAMMIC MONOID

Let T denote the tropical semiring consisting of the set R U {—oo0} under
the operations a & b = max(a,b) and a ® b = a + b for all a,b € T, where
—00 is the “zero” element, that is —co@a =a® —oco =a and —co®a =
a® —o0 = —oo, for all @ € T. We write M,,(T) to denote the monoid
of all n x n matrices with entries from T under the matrix multiplication
induced from operations of T in the obvious way and with identity element
the n x n matrix with all diagonal equal to 0 and all other entries equal
to —oo, which we shall denote by I,. We say that A € M, (T) is upper
triangular if A; ; = —oo for all 4 > j, and write UT,,(T) for the submonoid
of n x n upper triangular matrices over T. A tropical representation of a
semigroup S is a semigroup morphism ¢ : S — UT,(T). We say that the
representation is faithful if the morphism is injective.
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The following definition will be crucial in all that follows.

Definition 3.1. For each word w € [n|*, and each pair p,q € [n] with
p < q, let wy 4 denote the maximal length of a weakly increasing subsequence
of w with entries in the interval [p, q|.

Example 3.2. If w = 1535372549 then w35 = 3; note that there are several
mazximal length weakly increasing subsequences of w having entries in in the
interval [3,5], for example 555, 334, 335, and 355.

Lemma 3.3. [7, Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2] The function ¢, : [n]* —
UT,(T) defined by @, (g) = I, and for all w € [n]* with p,q € [n],

wpe f1<p<qg<n

is a monoid morphism. Moreover, if u =pjac v, then @n(u) = pn(v).

Remark 3.4. The interest in tropical representations of the plactic monoid
stems from work of Kubat and Okninski [20, Theorem 2.6], who proved that
the plactic monoid of rank 3 satisfies a non-trivial semigroup identity and
congjectured this to be the case for all finite rank plactic monoids. The mor-
phism defined above appeared in work of Cain, Klein, Kubat, Okninski and
the second author [7], who used this (together with another map) to construct
a faithful tropical representation of the plactic monoid of rank 3; a similar
approach is taken by Izhakian [15] to exhibit a faithful tropical representation
of the plactic monoid of rank 3. Since the monoid of n X n upper triangular
tropical matrices satisfies non-trivial semigroup identities [14] (see also [22]
for an alternative short proof), these faithful tropical representations of the
plactic monoid of rank 3 give an alternative proof of [20, Theorem 2.6]. The
morphism ¢y, is not injective for larger values of n and so the methods of [15]
and [7] break down in higher ranks. However, by building on the underlying
idea of counting maximal subsequences of certain kinds, a faithful tropical
representation of the plactic monoid was later constructed by Kambites and
the first author [17], hence providing a proof of the conjecture of Kubat and
Okniriski [20].

Definition 3.5. Letu € [n]t. Fori=1,...,n let 8(u,i) denote the number
of i’s in the bottom row of P(u), and (as above) let uy; denote the mazimal
length of a weakly increasing subsequence of u with entries in {1,...,i}. We

define

B(u) = (B(u,1),...,B8(u,n)) € Ng,

T(u) = (’U,Ll, ey uLn) S Ng
Thus B(u) is an encoding of the bottom row of tableau P(u), and T(u) is
the top row of matriz o, (u).
Remark 3.6. It follows from the definition above that for all v € Ny and
all u € [n]*,

vou = B(17272 . ..nTry).
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Remark 3.7. Fiz u € [n]t and 1 < p < n, and let u denote the word
obtained from u by deleting all occurrences of the symbols 1,...,p—1. Then
for each q > p it is clear that uyq = Uy 4. Moreover, since the least symbol
occurring in U is greater than or equal to p, it follows that u, 4 is equal to
the number of symbols in the bottom row of P(u) that lie in the range [p, q].

Example 3.8. Let n = 8 and u = 78463572256. For p = 6, we have
u = 78676. Thus

P(u) =

8
6
57
2[5]6|

and the maximum length of a weakly increasing subsequence of u over alpha-
bet [6,8] is 2. Next, consider the action of w on the bottom row containing
exactly three 6’s, which we identify with its row word 666. To make the
calculation transparent, we factorise u into its row words, splitting each into
two factors: symbols strictly less than p and symbols greater than or equal
to p, writing u = 78463572256. It is then easy to see that

666 — 666 78 — 466 78 — 466 68 — 356 68 — 356 67 — 22567 — 225 66.

| w| |~

Notice that 225 coincides with the symbols strictly less than p = 6 from the
bottom row of P(u) and 66 coincides with the bottom row of P(u).

Remark 3.9. Consider the notation of Remark 3.7. The calculation in
Ezxample 3.8 can be generalised to show that for any v € [n|™ and any
1 < p < n, the action of u on the bottom row consisting of N := Zf;ll B(u, 1)
symbols p may be computed by first inserting (using Schensted’s row insertion
algorithm) the symbols from wu that are strictly less than p and then acting
by u on this bottom row. Note that each symbol less than p will only bump
symbols one of the N symbols p. Thus this action can be reconstructed from
knowledge of the bottom row of P(u) together with the symbols in the bottom
row of P(u) that are strictly less than p.

Remark 3.10. Let w,u € [n|*. Since @, is a morphism, @, (wu) = pp(w)®
on(u). The top row T(wu) of pn(wu) is then given by

T(wu) = (T(w) @ C1(u),...,T(w) ® Cy(u)),
where C;(u) denotes the ith column of pn(u).

For any word u € [n]*, the top row T'(u) of the matrix ¢, (u) contains no
—oo entries, and may therefore be viewed as a rational vector. For a rational
n X n matrix X one can then form the (usual) matrix product T'(u)X. In
the following we write e; to denote the ith standard basis vector of Q™.

Lemma 3.11. Let u € [n|T. Then B(u) = T(u)X, where X is the matriz
with first column ey and with ith column equal to e; — e;—q, for i > 2.
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Proof. Since ¢y, is constant on =pj,c-classes, we may assume without loss
of generality that u is the row reading of P(u). By definition, u;; is the
maximal length of a weakly increasing subsequence of w with entries in
{1,...,4}. Since u is the row word of P(u), it is easy to see that u; ; is equal
to the number of entries less than or equal to i in the bottom row of P(u)
— see [17, Lemma 2.8] for a short proof. The number of 1’s in the bottom
row is therefore uy 1, whilst for all ¢ > 2 we have uy; — w1 ;-1 is the number
of i’s in the bottom row of P(u). The result now follows. O

Theorem 3.12. Let u,v € [n|*. Then u =gam v if and only if p,(u) =
on(v). (In other words, if and only if for all sub-intervals [p,q| of [n], the
mazximum length of a weakly increasing subsequence of u over alphabet [p, q]
is equal to the maximum length of a weakly increasing subsequence of v over

alphabet [p,q|.)

Proof. Suppose that ¢, (u) = ¢, (v). It follows from the description of ¢,
that if either of u or v is equal to the empty word, then u = v = €. Thus
we may assume that u,v € [n|T. Let v € NJ} and let w = 171272...n,
Then by Remark 3.6, Lemma 3.11, Remark 3.10 together with the fact that
Ci(u) = C;i(v), for all i, we have:

v-u = B(wu)=T(wu)X = (T(w) ® Ci(u),...,T(w) @ Ch(u)X
= (T(w)®Ci(v),...,T(w) @ Ch(v))X =T(wv)X = B(wv) = - v.

Since «y was arbitrary, this shows that u =gram v.

Suppose that u =gram v. If either of u or v is equal to the empty word,
then it is immediate that u = v = . Thus we may assume that u,v € [n]*.
Fix p € {1,...,n} and let 4 and v denote the words obtained from u and,
respectively, v by deleting all occurrences of the symbols 1,...,p — 1. Now,
since u =gram v we know that P(u) and P(v) have the same bottom row and
hence in particular, the number of symbols from 1,...,p — 1 in the bottom
row of P(u) is equal to the number of symbols from 1,...,p — 1 in the
bottom row of P(v); call this number n,. Let § € Nj be the row of length
n, containing only the symbol p and consider the action of v and v on ¢. It
follows from the definition of the action that any symbol strictly less than
p will bump one of the first n, symbols in this row, whilst each symbol of
@ (which is by definition greater than or equal to p) will be inserted to the
right of the first n, symbols as though inserting @ into the empty tableau
(see Remark 3.9). Thus J-u is equal to the row formed as the concatenation
of the first n, symbols of P(u) followed by the bottom row of P(u). Likewise,
0 - v is equal to the row formed as the concatenation of the first n, symbols
of P(v) followed by the bottom row of P(v). Since u =gram v, we deduce
from § - u = § - v that the bottom rows of P(u) and P(v) are equal. Thus
by Remark 3.7, for all ¢ > p we have

Up,q = Up,q = Up,q = Up,q-

Since this statement holds for all 1 < p < g, we have ¢, (u) = v (v). O
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Remark 3.13. Theorem 3.12 states that p,, restricts to give a faithful repre-
sentation of the grammic monoid of rank n by n xn upper triangular tropical
matrices.

Remark 3.14. The description of the relation =gram given by Theorem
3.12 makes clear that the grammic congruence coincides with the ‘cloaktic
congruence’ of Izhakian [15] where a linear (in the length of the input word
u € [n]*, treating the size of the alphabet as constant) time algorithm [15,
Algorithm 5.13] is provided to compute @, (u).

It also follows from [10, Proposition 1] that the word problem for the gram-
mic monoid of any finite rank is decidable; Theorem 3.12 and the discussion
above gives an alternative proof of this fact.

4. SEMIGROUP VARIETIES GENERATED BY A SINGLE FINITE RANK
GRAMMIC MONOID

A semigroup identity on alphabet X is a pair of words, written u = v, in
the free semigroup ¥ . The identity v = v is said to be non-trivial if v and
v are distinct words, and balanced if |u|, = |v]|, for all a € ¥. For a balanced
identity w = v, we in particular have that |u| = |v|; we call this common
value the length of the identity. We say that u = v holds in a semigroup S
(or S satisfies the identity) if every morphism from X% to S maps u and v
to the same element of S. The variety generated by a semigroup S is the
class of semigroups that satisfy all the semigroup identities satisfied by S.

We recall from the introduction that for each n > 1 we write V,, to denote
the variety of semigroups generated by the monoid of n x n upper triangular
tropical matrices. Combining Theorem 3.12 with the results of [17] now
yields:

Corollary 4.1. The grammic monoid of rank n satisfies exactly the same
identities as the monoid of n X n upper triangular tropical matrices. In other
words: the variety of semigroups generated by the grammic monoid of rank
n s V.

Proof. Since the grammic monoid of rank n has a faithful representation by
n X n upper triangular tropical matrices, it is immediate that every identity
satisfied by UT,(T) is also satisfied by the grammic monoid of rank n.

For the converse, we note that the proof of [17, Theorem 4.4] demon-
strates that if an identity can be falsified by matrices in UT,(T), then it
can be falsified by matrices lying in the image of ¢,. Since ¢, is a faithful
representation of the grammic monoid, we have that the identity also does
not hold in the grammic monoid. ([

Remark 4.2. We note that [25, Theorem 1] states that the grammic monoid
of rank 3 satisfies the same semigroup identities as the plactic monoid of rank
3 (and also as the quotient of the plactic monoid of rank 3 factored by the
least congruence identifying 13 and 31). Thus Corollary 4.1 may be viewed
as a generalisation of [25, Theorem 1].
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As mentioned in the introduction, the varieties V,, have received much
attention. Corollary 4.1 together with the results of [1], [3], [4], [12] and [16]
yields the following immediate consequences:

Corollary 4.3. The variety generated by the stylic monoid of rank n is a
proper subvariety of the variety generated by the grammic monoid of rank
n + 1. Consequently, for all n > 4 the variety of the grammic monoid of
rank n has uncountably many subvarieties.

Proof. By [4, Corollary 4.2] and [16, Corollary 3.4], the stylic monoid and the
monoid of uni-triangular (n+1) x (n+1) tropical matrices each generate the
same variety J,. Since the uni-triangular matrices form a subsemigroup of
the upper triangular matrices of the same size, it follows from Corollary 4.1
that this is a subvariety of the variety generated by the grammic monoid of
rank n+ 1. By [4, Corollary 4.4], the variety generated by the stylic monoid
of rank n has uncountably many subvarieties for n > 3. ([

Corollary 4.4. Let n be a fixed positive integer. There is an algorithm
which, given an identity v = w over a finite alphabet X2, decides in time
polynomial in |v| + |w| and |X| whether the identity holds in the grammic
monoid of rank n.

Proof. This follows immediately from Corollary 4.1 and [12, Theorem 8.3].
O

Corollary 4.5. Let m,n be positive integers. The variety of semigroups
generated by the grammic monoid of rank n coincides with the variety of
semigroups generated by the grammic monoid of rank m if and only if m = n.

Proof. Suppose that n < m. By [3, Theorem 3.4], there exists an identity
satisfied by UT,(T) (and hence by the grammic monoid of rank n) that is
not satisfied by UT,,(T) (and hence not satisfied by the grammic monoid of
rank m). O

Corollary 4.6. The identities of each finite rank grammic monoid are bal-
anced, and the grammic monoid of rank n does not satisfy any non-trivial
semigroup identity of length less than or equal to n — 1.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that the grammic monoid of rank n satisfies
a non-trivial semigroup identity u = v of length ¢ < n—1. Thus ¢ = |u| = |v].
By Corollary 4.1, the identity u = v is satisfied by the monoid of n x n upper
triangular tropical matrices, and hence also by the subsemigroup of n x n
uni-triangular tropical matrices. It then follows from [16, Corollary 3.3] that
u and v admit the same set of scattered subwords of length at most n — 1,
and since ¢ < n, this immediately forces u = v, giving a contradiction. [J

Corollary 4.7. The infinite rank grammic monoid does not satisfy any
non-trivial semigroup tdentity.

Proof. For each positive integer n, we show that the grammic monoid of
rank n is a submonoid of the infinite rank grammic monoid; the result then
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follows from Corollary 4.6. It suffices to show that u,v € [n]* act the same
on all bottom rows over alphabet N if and only if they act the same on all
bottom rows over alphabet [n]. The forward direction is clear.

Suppose then that v -u =~ - v holds for all bottom rows v on alphabet
[n], and let 6 € Nj™! be a bottom row over alphabet [n + 1]. We show that
d-u=J9-v. Let 6’ € Njj be the restriction of § to the first n symbols. Setting
d=>> 71100 — (8" -w);) = > 1 (8 — (0" - v);) note that the action of either
u or v on ¢ results in a row with d more symbols. For 1 <7 < n it is clear
that (0 -u); = (¢’ - u); = (8" - v); = (6 - v);. Moreover, since u,v € [n]*, the
action of these words can only decrease the number of entries n + 1 in § by
at most d and so

(5.u)n+1:(5.v)n+1:{

Ont1—d  if o1 >d
0 else.

Thus v and v act the same on all bottom rows over [n + 1]. Since u,v €
[n]* C [n+ 1]*, we may then apply induction to obtain that u and v act the
same on all bottom rows. ]

5. COMPATIBILITY PROPERTIES

Several important congruences on words are known to satisfy various com-
patibility properties; for example, the plactic congruence is known to be
compatible with restriction to alphabet intervals, packing, standardisation,
and Schiitzenberger involution (see [21] for details). Other monoids closely
related to the plactic monoid are also known to satisfy these properties - see
[5] for further results. In this section we show that the grammic congruence
also satisfies these properties.

Let A be an ordered alphabet and B a subalphabet of A. We say that B
is a subinterval if for all b1,by € B if a € A with by < a < by, then a € B.
For u € A* with support {a; < ... < ap} and k = |u| we write:

e cont(u) to denote the content of w, that is, the function mapping
each a € A to |ulg;

e up to denote the restriction of u to the subalphabet B, that is, the
word obtained from u be deleting each symbol not in B5;

e pack(u) to denote the packed word of u that is, the word in [m]
determined by replacing each a; by i; and

e std(u) to denote the standardisation of u, that is, the permutation
of [k] determined by replacing for each 1 < i < m the jth instance
of a; in u (reading from left to right) by j + 2'_1|ula,-

*

If A= {1,...,n} for some natural number n, then we also write u* to
denote the Schiitzenberger involution of w, that is the word obtained from
u by replacing each letter ¢ by n — ¢ + 1 and then reversing the word. For a
congruence = on A*, the factor monoid A*/ = is then said to be:

e compatible with restriction to alphabet intervals if:

Yu,v € A*,u = v & ug = vz for all subintervals Z;
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e compatible with packing if:
Vu,v € A%, u = v < (pack(u) = pack(v) and cont(u) = cont(v));
e compatible with standardisation if:
Vu,v € A", u = v < (std(u) = std(v) and cont(u) = cont(v));
e compatible with the Schiitzenberger involution if A is finite and:
Vu,v € A u=v<su =0

Proposition 5.1. The grammic monoid of rank n is compatible with re-
striction to alphabet intervals, packing, standardisation, and Schitzenberger
involution.

Proof. Throughout let u,v € [n]*.

Restriction to subintervals: If uz =gam vz holds for all subintervals
of A, then in particular it holds for the interval 7 = A, giving u© =gam
v. Now let Z = [s,t] be a subinterval of [n]* suppose that © =gram v,
aiming to show that uz =gram vz. By Theorem 3.12 it suffices to show
that ¢op(uz)pg = en(uz)pg for all 1 < p < g < n. If g < sorp >t
then this is immediate (there are no weakly increasing subsequences over
alphabet [p,q]). Suppose then that [p,q| N [s, ] is non-empty. In this case,
it is clear that the weakly increasing subsequences of uz (respectively, vr)
over alphabet [p, ] coincide with the weakly increasing subsequences of uz
(respectively, vz) over alphabet [max(p, s), min(g,t)] which in turn coincide
with the weakly increasing subsequences of u (respectively, v) over alphabet
[max(p, s), min(g, t)]. Thus by Theorem 3.12 we have:

@n(uI)pﬂ:gpn(uz)max(p,s),min(q,t) = Son(u)max(p,s),min(q,t)
Qon(v)max(p,s),min(q,t)

- Son(vf)max(p,s),min(q,t) = QDTL(UI)p,(p
giving uz =gram Vz-

Packing: Suppose u = uj---u; € [n]* where u; € [n] and let U :=
{a1 < -+ < a;} denote the support of u. For each a; € U let d; =
i, so that pack(u) = uy---ux € [m]|*. Then for all 1 < p < ¢ < m,
the weakly increasing subsequences of pack(u) over alphabet [p,q| are in
length-preserving bijection with the weakly increasing subsequences of u
over alphabet [a,, a,], so that
(1) em(pack(u))pg = @n(t)ay,a,-

Similarly, for all 1 < p < ¢ < n such that [p,q] NU # 0, we have
(2) en(Wpg = om(pack(u))y ¢
where p’ = min{j : p < a;} and ¢’ = max{j : a; < ¢} again depend only on

the support of u and the chosen p and ¢q. Whilst if 1 < p < ¢ < n is such
that [p, ¢l "U = 0, we have ¢, (u), 4 = 0.
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Now, if 4 =gram v then by [10, Lemma 1] we have cont(u) = cont(v),
and hence in particular v also has support & and length k. By equation (1)
applied to both u© and v and Theorem 3.12, for all 1 <p < g <m

gom(pack(u))pg = @n(u)ap7aq = ‘Pn(v)ap,aq = @m(paCk(U))pm
giving pack(u) =gam pack(v). Conversely, suppose that pack(u) =gram
pack(v) and cont(u) = cont(v). Then uw and v have the same length and
the same support set U. Let 1 < p < g < n. If [p,g) NU = 0, then we
immediately have ¢p(u)pq = 0 = @, (v)pq. Otherwise, [p, ¢l NU # () and by
equation (2) applied to both v and v and Theorem 3.12,

on(u)pq = em(pack(u))y ¢ = em(pack(v))y g = @n(v)pg;
giving u =gram .

Standardisation: Let w = wuj---ug, where each u; € [n], and let
std(u) = u) - - - u), € [k]*. By construction of std(u) for all 1 < p < ¢ < n, the
sequence u;;, < u;, < --- < u;, is a weakly increasing subsequence of u over
the interval [p, ¢] if and only if uj < wuj, <--- < wj, is a (weakly) increasing
subsequence of std(u) over the interval [a,b] where @ = 1+ 37, |ul; and
b=k— Zi>q |u|;. Note that a and b are determined by p, ¢ and the content
of u only and, moreover, a < b holds provided that there is at least one
non-empty subsequence of u over the interval alphabet [p,¢] — in this case
we have ¢, (u)pq = pr(std(u))qp. On the other hand, if u does not contain
any weakly increasing subsequence over this interval, then u in particular
contains no letters from this interval.

Now suppose that std(u) =gram std(v) and cont(u) = cont(v). Then for
all 1 < p < ¢ < n either u (and hence also v) contains a letter from [p, g]
giving

on(Wpg = k(A0 = P = Pn (O
or else u (and hence also v) contains no letter from [p, ¢| giving ¢y (u)pq =
0= n(v)pq Then by Theorem 3.12 u =gram v.

Conversely, suppose that © =gram v. By [10, Lemma 1] we have cont(u) =
cont(v). As before, let us write u = uy - - - ug, std(u) = uj - - - uj, v =vi - - vy
and std(v) = v} - vy, and let 1 < a < b < k be arbitrary. We show that
er(std(u))ap < @r(std(v))ap-

Suppose then that uj, < --- < wj, is a maximum length (weakly) in-
creasing subsequence of std(u) over the interval [a,b]. Setting a’ = uj and
b’:ugt we have a < a' < b < b and

(3) or(std(u))ap = @r(std(u))a p-

Without loss of generality suppose that (reading from left to right) u;, is the
rth p of u and w;, is the sth ¢ of u for some p, ¢ € [n], and 1 <7 < |u|, = |v|p,
1< s < July = ol Then @ = 7+ 5" fula, & = 5+ X9} ul, and
u;;, < --- < wy, is a weakly increasing subsequence of u over the interval
[p, q] starting on the rth p of v and ending on the sth ¢ of u. By including
the first » — 1 symbols p of u (each of which appears to the left of u;, ) and
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the last (|u|, — s) symbols g of u (each of which appears to the right of u;, ),
we see that

p<--<p<uy < <Su <g< <q
N——_—— N———
r—1 |ulg—s

is also a weakly increasing subsequence of u over the interval [p, g]. Thus

on(U)pg > pr(std(u))ar + (r—1) + (Julg — s)

which together with the fact that u =gram v gives
(4)
pr(std(u))ay < on(wpg—(r—1)=(lulg—=5) = on(v)pq—(r—1)=(Jvlg—s).

Now let vj;, < --- < v;, be a maximum length weakly increasing sub-
sequence of v over the interval [p,q]. As in the first paragraph, setting
e=1+3 ,vliand f=4k—3,_ |v]; wesee that vj < --- <wj isan
increasing sequence over alphabet [e, f]. Moreover, since u and v have the
same content, we see that e < @’ < b < f. Let L > 0 be the length of the
uniquely determined (but possibly empty) maximal increasing subsequence

of v; < .-+ < v over alphabet [a,b]. Noting that this subsequence is

obtained by removing all symbols v;-l_ with the property that v;, is equal to
either one of the first  — 1 symbols p of v or one of the last |v|, — s symbols
p of v, we have

L>0—(r—1)—(|vlg—5) = en(v)pg — (r—1) = (|ulg — s),

and hence

(5) Pr(std(v))ay = L = on(v)pq — (r—1) = (Jvlg — 5).

By equations (3), (4) and (5) together with the fact that a < o’ <V < b we
then have

pr(std(w))ar

n(V)pg — (r=1) = (Jvlg — s)

k(std(v))arey

P (std(v))a,b-

A dual argument interchanging the roles of u and v shows that ¢ (std(v))gs <
ok (std(w))qp. Since a,b were arbitrary, this gives std(u) =gram std(v).

Pk (Std(u) )a,b

¥
¥

VAN VARV

Schiitzenberger involution: Suppose that v = wuj---u; where each
u; € [n], and notice that forall 1 <p<g<n

on(u)pgy = max. length of a weakly increasing subsequence of u; - - - uy over [p, ¢

max. length of a weakly decreasing subsequence of uy - - - uy over [p, q]
= max. length of a weakly increasing subsequence of (n —ug +1)---(n —u; + 1)
over [n —q+1,n—p+1]

= ©n (U*)n—q-i-l,n—p—i-l-
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That is, ¢, (u*) is equal to the matrix obtained from ¢, (u) by flipping along
the anti-diagonal; call this matrix (¢, (u))®. Then:

U Zgram U & @) = 9u(0) & (Pn(w)> = (Pa(0))> & @a(u’) = pu(v*) &
(]

5.1. Relationship to charge sequences. For a standard word w on al-
phabet [k] we define the charge sequence of w denoted chseq(w) to be the
word of length k = |w| over the alphabet {0,...,k — 1} defined iteratively
by chseq(w); = 0 and for all i > 2

chseq(w); if ¢ occurs to the left of i — 1 in w

chseq(w); = {

chseq(w); +1 if ¢ occurs to the right of ¢ — 1 in w.
The charge of w is the sum of the individual entries in the charge sequence.

Example 5.2. If w = 82456137, then chseq(w) = 00112344 and the charge
of w is 15.

Proposition 5.3. Let u and v be standard words. If u =gram v then
chseq(u) = chseq(v).

Proof. Let u and v be standard words of length k, over alphabet [k]. Since u
and v are standard, each letter i € [k] appears exactly once giving ¢y (u);; =
or(v)is=1foralli=1,... k.

Suppose that u =gram v. By Theorem 3.12 we know that ¢ (u) = ¢k (v).
In particular, we have g (u)i—1; = @g(v)i—1; for all i = 2,..., k. Moreover,
this common value is 1 if ¢ occurs to the left of ¢ — 1 in both » and v, and 2
if ¢ occurs to the right of ¢ — 1 in both v and v. Thus, for all ¢ > 2 we have

0 if 7 occurs to the left of i — 1 in
@k(u)ifl,i - Sﬁk(u)ifl,ifl =

1 if 7 occurs to the right of i — 1 in u

0 if 7 occurs to the left of i — 1 in v
1 if 7 occurs to the right of i — 1 in v

= 0r(V)i—1; — eK(V)i-1i-1-

* *
U =gram U -

Then chseq(u); = 0 = chseq(v); and for all j > 2 it follows that
; :

chseq(u Z Pr(w)i-1,i—pr(w)i-1,i-1 = Z @k (0)i—1,—¢k(v)i—1,i—1 = chseq(v);
1= =2

giving chseq(v) = chseq(v), as required. O

The converse does not hold however; for example taking v = 3412 and v =
1324 one finds that chseq(u) = chseq(v) = 0112. However, the maximum
length of a weakly increasing subsequence of u is 2, whilst the maximum
length of a weakly increasing subsequence of v is 3, demonstrating that the
two words are not grammic equivalent.
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Remark 5.4. In [8], the mazimum diameter d(M) of a connected compo-
nent of the cyclic shift graph of various plactic-like monoids M was studied,
with exact values computed for the hypoplactic, sylvester, taiga and stalactic
monoids. Upper and lower bounds were provided in the case of the plactic
monoid Py, specifically [8, Proposition 4.3| states that

n—1<d(P,) <2n-—3.

The argument given to establish the lower bound of n — 1 made use of
the notion of co-charge sequence; a similar argument holds for the case of
the grammic monoid using charge sequences. Moreover, since the gram-
mic monoid G, is a quotient of the plactic monoid P,, it is clear that
n—1<d(G,) <dP,) <2n -3 also.

6. RELATIONS IN THE GRAMMIC MONOID

In [10] a finite presentation for the grammic monoid of rank 3 is given,
but the general case is left open. In this section we consider some natural
generalisations of the Knuth relations of the plactic monoid, the relations
of the patience sorting monoid, and the two-column relations of the plactic
monoid [6] that may provide the key to answering this question.

6.1. Generalised Knuth relations and patience sorting monoids. As
observed in [10], if u and v are equivalent words in the plactic monoid of
rank n, then u =gam v. In particular, each of the Knuth relations of rank
n is satisfied in the grammic monoid. Recall that the set Rjac, ) of Knuth
relations of rank n splits into two families:

Rplac,in] ‘= {(yza,yx2) 1 2,9, 2 € [n],x <y < 2}U{(2zy,22y) : 7,9, 2 € [n],x <y < z}.

In this subsection we prove that the grammic monoid satisfies a set of rela-
tions generalising the first family of Knuth relations.

Proposition 6.1. Let u,v,w € [n]* and let y be the least letter occurring
in w. Suppose that |w|y, > |v| and for each letter x occurring in v and each
letter z occurring in u we have x <y < z. Then wuv Zgram WVU.

Proof. Let [p, q] be a subinterval of [n]. We show that ¢, (wvu),q = @n(wuv)p 4.
If y > q, then any subsequence of wvu or wuv with letters taken from al-
phabet [p,¢] must, by assumption, be a subsequence of v and so in this
case we have ¢ (wvu)p, = @n(v) = @p(wuv)y,. If y < p, then any
subsequence of wvu or wuv with letters taken from alphabet [p,q] must,
by assumption, not involve any letter of v and so in this case we have
Pn(won)pg = on(wu) = En(wuv)pq.

Suppose then that y € [p, q]. By assumption, the weakly increasing sub-
sequence of wvu formed as w'u/, where w’ is the subsequence containing all
y’s in w and v’ is a maximal weakly increasing subsequence of u over alpha-
bet [p, ¢] will have greater length than a [p, g]-subsequence of wvu involving
a letter of v (which must be of the form v'u” for some weakly increasing
subsequences v’ of v and u” of u and hence has length bounded above by
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[v|+]u| < Jw|y+]u| = |w'|+]u]). Thus @, (wvu)p,q is equal to the maximum
length of a weakly increasing subsequence of wvu over alphabet [p, g] which
does not involve any letter from v. That is, ¢, (wvu),, = @n(wu)p 4. Like-
wise, w'u’ (regarded now as a subsequence of wuv) also has greater length
than any [p, g]-subsequence of wuv involving a letter of v (which must be
of the form v for some subsequence v’ of v and hence has length bounded
above by |v| < |w|, = |v'| < |w'| 4+ |[«/|). Thus ¢, (wvu),, is also equal to
Pn(Wu)p,q- 0

Remark 6.2. Taking u or v to be the empty word in the previous lemma
yields equal words, whilst taking u, v and w each to be words of length 1
yields one of the Knuth relations. Proposition 6.1 is not a consequence of
the Knuth relations; for example, taking w = 2, v = 1 and v = 32 and
applying Schensted’s algorithm to the words wuv = 2321 and wvu = 2132
does not yield the same result.

The left patience sorting monoid [11] of rank n is the monoid generated
by [n] subject to the relations:

Ripsn] = 1(Yum - u1®, youp, - -ur) :m > 1, z,y,u; € [n],x <y <up < ug

Corollary 6.3. The grammic monoid of rank n is a quotient of the left
patience sorting monoid of rank n.

Proof. Let g : [n]* — G,, be the homomorphism sending each w € [n]* to its
grammic class. It follows from Proposition 6.1 that each defining relation of
the left patience sorting monoid of rank n holds in the grammic monoid of
rank n, and so g factors through the left patience sorting monoid. ([

Lemma 6.4. For n < 3 the grammic congruence on [n]* is the least con-
gruence generated by Ry := Rplac,[n] U Rips,[n]-

Proof. Since every relation in R, holds in the grammic monoid, it suffices
to show that for any two equivalent words there is a sequence of relations in
R, that can be applied to obtain one word from the other. For n = 1, this
is trivial, since the grammic monoid is the free monoid of rank 1, and indeed
R1 = () in this case. For n = 2, the grammic monoid of rank 2 coincides with
the plactic monoid of rank 2, and here we indeed have Ry = Rpjac,[2] since
Rips,[2] € Rplac,2- For n = 3, [10, Theorem 1] gives that the grammic monoid
of rank 3 is determined by the plactic relations together with (3212,2132).
Noting that: 3212 =,,. 2321 =, 2132, we see that this relation lies in Rs3,
and therefore the relations R3 determine the grammic monoid of rank 3. O

Remark 6.5. For n = 4 Choffrut conjectured that the congruence is gen-
erated by the Knuth relations together with the pairs (dbac,badc) where
a <b<c<d Wenote that each such pair lies in Ry since dbac =pjac
dbca =plac bdca =5 bade =p1ac bdac.

< < Up b
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6.2. Column relations. A different presentation of the plactic monoid is
provided in [6]. Let

C, = {w € [n]" : P(w) is a single column}.

Note that elements of C,, are precisely the words of the form wy - - - w;, where
each w; € [n] and n > wy > wg > -+ > wy,, > 1. Thus the elements of C,
are in bijection with the non-empty subsets of [n] and hence C,, is finite. We
shall refer to the elements of C,, as ‘column words’ on alphabet [n]. There is
a natural partial order on C, via p = ¢ if and only if there exists a tableau
in which the column of p appears to the left of the column of q. A key
observation from [6] is that if p,q € C,, and p # ¢, then the tableau P(pq)
has at most 2 columns, and moreover (C,|7,) is a finite presentation of the
plactic monoid of rank n where

T, = {(pg,cd):p,qc,d€Cn,p# q,c=d, P(pg) = P(cd)}
U {(pg,c) :p,q,¢ € Cn,p % ¢, P(pq) = P(c)}.

The set of ‘column readings’ of tableaux provides a set of normal forms in
the generators C,.

The set of column words C, is also a generating set for the grammic
monoid of rank n, although as we have seen, a single grammic class can
contain column readings of distinct tableaux. Recalling that whenever
W =gram ¥ We have that P(w) and P(v) have the same bottom row and
the same content, in order to construct an (infinite) presentation of the
grammic monoid, it will therefore suffice to describe for each m > 2 the
pairs of words (w,v) with w =gram v such that w and v are column readings
of distinct tableaux with the same bottom row of length m. We shall refer
to such pairs as ‘m-column grammic relations’. Clearly for each fixed m, the
number of m-column grammic relations is finite. Ultimately, we would like
to know whether there is a finite set W, of such ‘column relations’ giving a
finite presentation (C, |7, UW,) for the grammic monoid.

To begin with, we focus on 2-column grammic relations. For each column
word ¢ € C,, and each 1 < i < n such that P(c) has an ith row, let us write
P;(c) to denote the entry in the ith row of P(c). Thus, if P(c) has k rows,
we have ¢ = Pg(c)--- Pi(c). For the rest of this subsection, let:

(6) c1,c2,d1,dy € Cp, such that : c1 > co and dy = doy

(7) P(cicz) # P(dids)

(8) cont(cycz) = cont(dyds)

9) Pi(c1) = Pi(dy) < Pi(c2) = Pi(d2).

Given (6)-(9), we wish to characterise the circumstances under which cic2 =gram
dida.

Lemma 6.6. Suppose ci,ca,dy,da are as in (6)-(9) and that for some 1 <
1 <n
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(I) P(dyd2) can be obtained from P(cica) by moving i from the first
column to the second column;
(IT) co contains i, the greatest letter strictly smaller than i occurring in
C1C2;
(IIT) 4f co contains a letter z greater than i, then c1 contains 2’ such that
i< 2 <z
Then c1c2 =gram d1ds.

Proof. To see that ci1c2 =gram d1d2, we demonstrate that for all subintervals
[p,q] of [n], ¢n(cic2)pq = ¢n(did2)pq. Since these values correspond to the
maximum length of a weakly increasing subsequence over alphabet [p, ¢] in
the column products cico and djds respectively, we note that each is bounded
above by 2. Moreover, by equation (8) we know that ¢, (ci¢2)pq = 0 if and
only if ¢, (did2)pq = 0. It therefore suffices to show that ¢, (cic2)pq = 2
if and only if ¢, (ci¢2)pq = 2. To this end, first note that if all length two
weakly increasing subsequences of c¢jco over alphabet [p, ¢] do not contain
the ¢ from ¢y, and all length two weakly increasing subsequences of dids
over alphabet [p, ¢] do not contain the ¢ from do, then the equivalence holds
immediately (this will be the case if i € [p, q], for example).

Suppose then that p < i < z < gand i < z is a length 2 weakly increasing
subsequence of cjc over alphabet [p, ¢]. By (I) we know that ¢ is contained
in ¢1 but not ¢y and, since c¢; is a column word, we must then have that z is
a letter of ca with z > 4. Thus by condition (III) there exists 2z’ in ¢; such
that p < i < 2/ < z < g, giving that 2’ < z is a length 2 weakly increasing
subsequence of d;da on alphabet [p, q].

Conversely, suppose that p < z < i < g and z < i is a length 2 weakly
increasing subsequence of dids. By (I) we know that ¢ is contained in ds but
not di and, since ds is a column word, we must then have that z is a letter
of di with z < i. By condition (II), ¢z contains ¢/, and so z < i’ is a length
2 weakly increasing subsequence of cjcs. O

Remark 6.7. Taking again the case n = 4, we note that each of the relations
suggested by Choffrut is a 2-column relation from Lemma 6.6.

7. QUESTIONS

We conclude the paper with a number of questions. In terms of descrip-
tions of the grammic monoid, one of the main outstanding questions is:

Question 7.1. Is there a finite presentation for the grammic monoid?

A possible approach to answering this may be further development of the
approach via columns used in [6] for the plactic monoid, begun with our
Lemma 6.6. In light of Lemma 6.4 and Remark 6.5, one is also drawn to
ask:

Question 7.2. Is the grammic congruence on [n|* equal to the least congru-
ence generated by Ry = Rplac,in] U Rips,jn] ¢
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Turning to results concerning varieties of semigroups, Chen, Hu, Luo and
O. Sapir [9] have shown that the variety generated by the monoid of 2 x 2
upper triangular tropical matrices is not finitely based. Their method does
not extend to the monoids of n x n upper triangular tropical matrices for
n > 3, and the question of whether such monoids are non-finitely based is
open. In light of Corollary 4.1, the question can be rephrased as follows:

Question 7.3. Is the semigroup variety generated by the grammic monoid
of rank n non-finitely based?

In previous work with Cain and Kambites, we have shown that the variety
generated by a single hypoplactic, stalactic or taiga monoid of rank at least
2 coincides with the variety generated by the natural numbers together with
a fixed finite monoid, forming a proper subvariety of the variety generated
by the plactic monoid of rank 2. Moreover, the variety generated by a
single finite rank hypoplactic (stalactic, taiga) monoid of rank at least 2 is
equal to the variety generated by the infinite rank hypoplactic (stalactic,
taiga) monoid. By Corollary 4.5 and Corollary 4.7, we know that the same
statements do not hold for the grammic monoid, but one can ask:

Question 7.4. Does there exist for each n a finite monoid F),, such that the
variety generated by the grammic monoid of rank n is equal to either the
variety generated by F,,, or the join of the variety generated by F,, with the
variety of commutative semigroups?

Finally, in light of Remark 5.4:

Question 7.5. What is the maximum diameter of a connected component
of the cyclic shift graph of the grammic monoid of rank n?
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