arXiv:2601.02120v1 [math.RA] 5 Jan 2026

ON THE SUBTRACTIVE IDEAL STRUCTURE OF COMMUTATIVE SEMIRINGS

PUBALI SENGUPTA, AMARTYA GOSWAMI, PRONAY BISWAS, AND SUJIT KUMAR SARDAR

ABSTRACT. In the theory of commutative semirings, the lack of additive inverses creates a structural diver-
gence between ideals and congruences that does not exist in ring theory. The aim of this article is to restore
critical ideal-theoretic properties via the subtractive property. We first prove a subtractive analogue of Krull’s
existence theorem, guaranteeing the existence of k-prime ideals disjoint from multiplicative sets. We show that
in arithmetic semirings, the distinction between k-irreducible and k-strongly irreducible ideals vanishes, a co-
herence that we show is preserved under localisation. We investigate the structural properties and coincidence
phenomena among associated subclasses of k-ideals in Laskerian semirings, von Neumann regular semirings,
unique factorisation semidomains, principal ideal semidomains, and weakly Noetherian semirings. Finally,
within the framework of additively idempotent semirings, we tether subtractive ideal-theoretic structures to
underlying order-theoretic constraints, thereby obtaining new characterizations of k-prime and k-semiprime
ideals. In that process, we also establish that every absolutely k-prime ideal is k-prime and every k-maximal
ideal is absolutely k-prime.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Since Vandiver introduced rings without negatives [36,37], the study of semirings has continued to evolve.
Although semirings are often viewed as a natural generalisation of both rings and distributive lattices, they
have yet to settle into a definitive position between these two theories. Throughout, the term semiring
tacitly refers to a commutative semiring (S, +,0,-,1) with multiplicative identity 1 and an element 0, which
is the additive identity and also multiplicatively absorbing, that is, a-0 =0, for all a € S. In contrast to
the ring-theoretic case, ideals and congruences in semirings are no longer in bijective correspondence. For
example, take the semiring of non-negative integers, following Golan [12], we denote this by (IN, +,0), and
fix two natural numbers a, b € IN\ {0,1}. Let & :={(x,y) € N | a divides |x—y|, and x > b,y > b}. Then
k=2Uf{(x,x)| x €N} is a congruence on IN. Albeit the zeroth class [0] is the singleton {(0,0)}, which
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shows that we cannot recover the original congruence from the zeroth class. De facto, there are semirings
which are ideal-simple but not congruence-simple, see [31, Section 2]. Therefore, in the sense of Gumm
and Ursini [17], semirings are not ideal determined. As a generalisation of rings, semirings support a wider
array of ideals (c¢f. Definition 2.2) and congruences (cf. Definition 2.12), including structures that are either
trivial or do not arise in classical ring theory. For example, the class of k-ideals (also known as subtractive
ideals) is trivial in rings, since each ideal of a ring is a k-ideal. Moreover, the class of strong ideals in rings is
incoherent. The ideal theory of semirings has been extensively studied; see [2,3,7,13-16,22,27,32]. Despite
its early appearance in an AMS notice [20], Henriksen’s notion of a k-ideal has proved to be a persistent and
productive idea in semiring theory. For a detailed account of the historical development of semiring theory,
we refer the reader to Glazek [11]. Several authors, including Katsov, Abuhlail, Nam, and II’in, have focused
on characterizing algebraic properties of semirings admitting a rich class of k-ideals; see [4,6,21,25,26]. The
study of the class of k-ideals appears in the earlier works [18,19,24,28,33,34,38] and has been taken up again
in more recent work [15]. This work is a sequel to [15]. We study the classes of k-prime, k-semiprime, k-
primary, k-irreducible, and k-strongly irreducible ideals, together with their associated congruence classes,
both in general semirings and across several distinguished classes of semirings. For the corresponding of
ideals in rings we refer to [1, 5, 35]. The so-called “exchange principal” (cf. [24, Proposition 3.5] and [15,
Proposition 3.11, Proposition 3.21]), namely

k-X-ideal < k-ideal + X-ideal,

is true for k-prime, k-semiprime, k-irreducible and k-strongly irreducible ideals, which make these classes
more tractable.

Let us now retrace the main results established in this paper. In Section 3, we begin by examining
examples and non-examples of subtractive and strongly subtractive semirings. We show that the ideal lattice
of a strongly subtractive semiring is distributive, while that of a subtractive semiring is known to be modular.
Consequently, strongly subtractive semirings provide a new source of examples of arithmetic semirings (see,
Definition 3.12). In Proposition 3.8, we establish a subtractive analogue of Krull’s theorem for semirings,
guaranteeing the existence of k-prime ideals. Although the classes of k-prime and k-primary ideals are
shown to be distinct in Remark 2.9, however, Theorem 3.9 shows that they coincide in von Neumann regular
semirings. We also record a correspondence between k-strongly irreducible ideals and i-systems. The
section concludes by proving that, within the class of arithmetic semirings, every k-irreducible ideal is in
fact k-strongly irreducible, a phenomenon that does not occur in general semirings.

Section 4 investigates the structural behaviour of distinguished subclasses of k-ideals under semiring
homomorphisms and analyses their structural persistence in quotient semirings. We begin by establishing
that the class of k-prime ideals is invariant under k-contraction. An analogous stability result is obtained
for k-irreducible ideals under a suitably restricted class of semiring homomorphisms (Proposition 4.2). In
Theorem 4.6, we prove that k-strongly irreducible ideals descend to quotient semirings, and that the converse
implication holds in the arithmetic setting. This result strengthens the corresponding theorem of Atani and
Garfami; see [3, Theorem 2.7]. Finally, we show that the k-irreducibility of an ideal can be detected purely
at the level of the quotient, namely, an ideal is k-irreducible if and only if the zero ideal of the associated
quotient semiring is k-irreducible.

In Section 5, we investigate the behaviour of k-ideals and their subclasses under localisation of semirings.
The central result, Theorem 5.2, extends Azizi’s correspondence to the semiring setting by establishing
a bijection between k-proper strongly irreducible ideals of T7'S and those k-proper strongly irreducible
ideals of S that are disjoint from T. We then analyse the stability of k-prime ideals under extension and
contraction along semiring homomorphisms, describing the induced maps on k-spectra and their injectivity
and surjectivity properties (Proposition 5.5). Finally, we examine the behaviour of k-primary and k-strongly
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irreducible ideals under localisation and contraction (Propositions 5.7 and 5.8). Taken together, these results
show that localisation preserves and reflects essential ideal-theoretic structure in the subtractive framework.

The Section 6, is devoted to a detailed analysis of k-ideals and their variants in several important classes
of semirings, with particular emphasis on k-strongly irreducible ideals and their relationship with k-prime
and k-primary ideals. The section is divided into two complementary parts.

In the first part, we study the behaviour of k-strongly irreducible ideals in Laskerian semirings, von
Neumann regular semirings, unique factorisation semidomains, principal ideal semidomains, and weakly
Noetherian semirings. Proposition 6.2 establishes foundational links between k-strong irreducibility, k-
primeness, and k-primary decomposition, showing in particular that in Laskerian and von Neumann regular
semirings these notions coincide. In the setting of unique factorisation semidomains, Lemma 6.4 and The-
orem 6.5 provide characterizations of k-strongly irreducible ideals in terms of prime power decompositions
and least common multiples, and show that such ideals are necessarily k-primary. Localization properties of
k-strongly irreducible ideals are analysed in Corollary 6.7, yielding correspondence results for unique fac-
torisation semidomains and von Neumann regular semirings. Further structural consequences are obtained
for principal ideal semidomains, where non-zero k-prime ideals are shown to be k-maximal, and for weakly
Noetherian semirings, whereas Proposition 6.12 demonstrates that every k-irreducible ideal is k-primary.

The subsection 6.1 focuses on additively idempotent semirings, alias, B;-algebras. We give a new order-
theoretic perspective of k-prime and k-semiprime ideals in Theorem 6.15 and Theorem 6.16, respectively,
using the natural partial order. For additively idempotent unique factorisation semidomains, Theorem 6.17
characterizes k-strongly irreducible ideals through least common multiples. We then establish that saturated
ideals (see Definition 6.19) coincide precisely with k-ideals (Theorem 6.22), clarifying the relationship
between ideals and excellent congruences in this setting. We conclude the paper by showing that in an
additively idempotent semiring, the class of absolutely k-prime is contained in k-prime ideals and the class
of k-maximal ideals is contained in absolutely k-prime ideals.

2. PRELIMINARIES

This section collects the basic definitions and results needed to keep the exposition self-contained. We
adopt the standard terminology and foundational material as presented in Golan’s work [12]. Unless oth-
erwise stated, all semirings considered here are commutative with identity. A semiring homomorphism
f:S— 8 is amap satisfying f(x+y) = f(x)+ f(y), f(xy) = f(x) f(y), f(0s) =0g and f(1s) =1g.

Definition 2.1 (Page 2, [32]). Suppose S is a semiring.

(1) A non-zero and non-unit element r of S is said to be irreducible if r = ryrp, where ry, r» € S, then
either r; or ry is a unit.

(2) Anelement p of S is said to be prime if the principal ideal (p) is prime.

(3) A semiring S is said to be a semidomain if ab = ac implies b = c, for all b, c € S and all non-zero
acs.

(4) Let S be a semidomain. Then S is called a unique factorisation semidomain if the following condi-
tions hold:
(a) Each irreducible element of S is a prime element of S.
(b) Any non-zero, non-unit element of S can be uniquely written as a product of irreducible ele-

ments of S.

We follow the definitions of prime, semiprime and maximal ideals as presented in Golan [12, Chapter 6,
Chapter 7].



4 PUBALI SENGUPTA, AMARTYA GOSWAMI, PRONAY BISWAS, AND SUJIT KUMAR SARDAR

Definition 2.2 ( [20], [12]). An ideal I of a semiring S is said to be a k-ideal if x+ y € I and y € I implies
x € I. Moreover, I is called strong if a+ b e I implies a, be 1.

Remark 2.3. In literature k-ideals are also known as subtractive ideals (see [12, Chapter 6]) and semistrong
ideals (see [10, Section 1]).

It is straightforward to verify that every strong ideal is a k-ideal, though the converse need not hold.
Definition 2.4 (Definition 2.2, [15]). Let S be a semiring I be an ideal of S. The k-closure of I is defined by
Cr():={seS|s+xe€lforsome xel}.

We will heavily use the following properties of k-closure operators lifted from [15, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 2.5. In what follows, I and {1y}, cp are ideals of semiring S.

(1) 6x(D) is the smallest k-ideal containing 1.
(2) G (Gr() =6Cx(1).
(3) Ek(Maea In) =Mrea Cr ).

Let us recall the definitions k-contraction and k-extension of k-ideals from [15, Definition 4.1].

Definition 2.6. Let S, and S’ be two semirings and ¢: S — S’ be a semiring homomorphism.

(1) If J is a k-ideal of S, then the k-contraction of ], denoted by J¢, is defined by ¢ ' (J).
(2) If Iis a k-ideal of S, then the k-extension of I, denoted by I¢, is defined by € ({p(I))).

Remark 2.7. By a k-contracted ideal A of S, we mean, there exists a k-ideal I of S’ such that A = I,
Similarly, if B is a k-extended ideal of §', then B = J¢, for some k-ideal J of S.

We recall some subclasses of k-ideals that play a central role throughout this work.

Definition 2.8 (Definition 3.4, Definition 3.20, [15]). Let S be a semiring.

(1) A k-ideal I of S is said to be k-strongly irreducible if AnB < I implies A< I or B ¢ I, for two
k-ideals A, B of S and k-irreducible if An B = I implies either A=Tor B=1.

(2) A k-ideal I of S is said to be k-prime if AB < I implies A< I or B < I, for two k-ideals A, B of S.

(3) If I is a k-ideal of S, it is said to be k-semiprime if A?> < I implies AC I.

(4) A k-ideal I of S is called k-primary it abe I and a ¢ I implies b" € I, for some n € IN.

Remark 2.9. Despite their close relationship, the classes of k-prime, k-semiprime, and k-strongly irre-
ducible ideals do not coincide in general semirings. We note two instances where this divergence occurs.

(1) Clearly, every k-prime ideal is k-strongly irreducible and k-semiprime. The converse is not always
true, like in (IN, +,-), the ideal 4IN is k-strongly irreducible but not k-prime. Moreover, the ideal
6IN in IN is a k-semiprime ideal, which is neither k-prime nor k-strongly irreducible. Moreover, the
ideal p?IN, where p is any prime number, is a k-primary ideal which is not k-prime.

(2) Each k-strongly irreducible ideal is k-irreducible, whereas the converse is not true in general. Con-
sider the semiring IN[x, y] and the ideal (x, y). Then (x, y) is a k-ideal, and it cannot be written as
an intersection of two proper k-ideals, that is, it is k-irreducible. If I = (x,y?) and J = (x?, ), then
(X, y*) n{x?, ) €(x, ). But (x, y*) € (x,y) and (x*, y) Z (x, y).

We also note that not all prime, semiprime, and strongly irreducible ideals are k-ideals in general semirings.
For instance, take the unique maximal ideal Q4 [X]\ Q4 in the semiring Q. [X], which is not a k-ideal.

We denote the collection of all prime ideals of a semiring S by Spec(S), and the collection of all k-prime
ideals by Spec,.(S).
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Definition 2.10 (Definition 3.12, [15]). The k-radical of a k-ideal I of a semiring S is defined as
Ri(I):= [ {P| P e Speci(S)}.
IcP
Throughout the paper, we repeatedly invoke the following elementary properties of the k-radical closure
(lifted from [15, Lemma 3.13]) whenever required.

Lemma 2.11. In the following, I and ] are ideals of a semiring S.
(1) Zi (D) is a k-ideal containing I.
(2) ZU)) =R (IN]) = Ri(D) N R ().

Note that the appropriate congruence theoretic counterpart of k-ideals is the k-congruences, in the sense
of Han [19, Definition 3.2].

Definition 2.12. Let S be a semiring. A congruence p on S is said to be a k-congruence if p = Kj, for some
ideal I of S.

There exists a one-one correspondence between k-ideals and k-congruences, see [19, Theorem 3.8].

Definition 2.13. A k-congruence 6 is said to irreducible if for any two k-congruence p1, p2, and p1Np2 =0,
implies that p; =0 or py =6.

If S is an additively idempotent semiring, a natural partial order on S is defined as follows: for x, y € S,
XSy=x+y=y.
Then, we have the following from [24, Proposition 3.11].

Proposition 2.14. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring and I be an ideal. Then 1 is a k-ideal if and
only ifforall x€ I and y < x, we have y € I.

3. BASIC RESULTS

The ideal theory of a semiring has a remarkably different flavour from that of a ring. While the lattice of
ideals of a ring is always modular, this property fails in general for semirings; see [12, Example 6.36]. In
contrast, k-ideals retain many of the familiar properties of ring ideals, for example, the lattice of all k-ideals
with a meaningful join and meet is modular; see [33, Theorem 2.4]. A semiring can be k-ideal simple, that
is, the only k-ideals are the trivial ones. We give some examples of k-ideal simple semirings.

Example 3.1.
(1) The semiring @ [v/2] with usual addition and multiplication is k-ideal simple; see [9, Section 5.2].
In general, a semiring S satisfying the condition:

1+xa=ya, forall ae S\ {0} and for some x,y € S,

has trivial k-ideals. For a proof, see [34, Corollary 2.8].

(2) Consider the semiring C*°(X) = {f: X — (0,00] | f is continuous} U {0} with pointwise addition and
pointwise multiplication, where X is a topological space and the constant function 0 which is the
additive identity and an absorbing element. Since 1+ oo = oo and the constant function oo is also
multiplicatively absorbing, then oo belongs to every ideal, but 1 is not. Therefore, the semiring
C*(X) is a k-ideal simple semiring.

Definition 3.2. A semiring S is said to be a k-semiring if each ideal of S is a k-ideal. Moreover, S is called
strongly k-semiring if each ideal of S is a strong ideal.



6 PUBALI SENGUPTA, AMARTYA GOSWAMI, PRONAY BISWAS, AND SUJIT KUMAR SARDAR

In literature, k-semirings and strongly k-semirings are also known as subtractive semirings and strongly
subtractive, see [21,25,26]. There are numerous examples of k-semirings; we list a few of them.

Example 3.3.

(1) Any bounded distributive lattice (L, v, A,0,1) when considered as a semiring. In fact, it is a strongly
k-semiring.

(2) Product of rings and bounded distributive lattices, both considered as semirings.

(3) The semiring of non-negative real-valued continuous functions over an F-space, see [7, Theorem
3.9]

(4) The semiring of non-negative real-valued measurable functions over a measurable space; see [8,
Corollary 3.2].

Remark 3.4. The semirings in (3) and (4) of Example 3.3 are cancellative. In contrast, there are semirings
which are cancellative, but not every ideal is a k-ideal. For example, take the semiring C*(X) for any
Tychonoff space X, Then with pointwise addition and multiplication, C*(X) is a cancellative semiring, but
not all ideals are k-ideals; see [7, Example 3.1].

While k-ideals recover much of the behaviour of ring ideals, the next theorem shows that strong ideals
align naturally with lattice ideals. We denote the collection of all ideals of a semiring S by Id(S).

Theorem 3.5. Let S be a strongly subtractive semiring. Then the lattice (Id(S), +,N) is distributive.

Proof. It is enough to show that In(J+K) < (INnJ)+ (InK) for any I, J and K in Id(S). Let ae I n (J + K).
Then a=x+y e I, for some x € J and y € K. Since I is strong, x € [ and y € I. We conclude that
ac(In))+(UnK)andhence In(J+K)c(Un])+(InK). O

As a corollary, we get that the ideal lattice of any bounded distributive lattice is distributive. Next, we
note an elementary fact, which will be used freely in what follows.

Lemma 3.6. Every k-maximal ideal of a semiring is k-prime.

Proof. Let S be a semiring and let M be a k-maximal ideal of S. Let abe M and a ¢ M, for some a, b € S.
Then M € M + (a), which further implies that M = M + (a) € €(M + (a)). Since M is a k-maximal ideal,
we must have € (M +(a)) = S. Therefore 1 € € (M +(a)). By definition, 1+ ax; + m; = ax, + my, for some
X1, X2 € S and my, my € M. We get b+ abx, + bmy = abxy + bmy. So, be € (M) =M as M is a k-ideal.
Hence, M is a k-prime ideal. (|

Proposition 3.7. Let S be a semiring and x € S. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) 1s € €rx).
(2) x cannot be in any k-maximal ideal of S.

Proof. Let x be an element that does not belong to any k-maximal ideal of S. Since every proper k-ideal is
contained in a k-maximal ideal of S, the ideal € ({x)) cannot be a proper k-ideal. Therefore, €} ((x)) = S and
s0 1g € 6 ({x)). Conversely, let 15 € €, ({x)). Let I be a k-maximal ideal of S such that x € I. Then (x) € I,
and hence, € ({x)) € 6 (I) = I. From this, we conclude that 15 € I, a contradiction. Hence x ¢ I. O

As in the case of rings, the correspondence between prime ideals and m-systems is well established in
semiring theory; see [12, Corollary 7.11]. Golan further proves a Krull-type converse in [12, Proposition
7.12]. The following proposition provides a subtractive analogue of Krull’s result for semirings.

Proposition 3.8. Let T be a multiplicatively closed set of a semiring S and let I be a k-ideal maximal among
the k-ideals disjoint from T. Then I is k-prime.
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Proof. To prove I is k-prime, we need to show that I is prime. Let ab € I such that a, b ¢ I. Consider the
k-ideal €y (I + {a)). Then € (I + (a)) is a k-ideal properly containing I, and therefore, intersects T. So,
there exists s; € 6 (I +(a)), which implies s; + i} + x;a = iy + X2 a, for some i}, i» € I and x3, x € S. Then,
s1b+iib+x1ab =iy b+xpab. Thisimplies s;b € I as iy, iz, ab € I. Similarly, € (I+(b}) is a k-ideal properly
containing I, and so, it intersects T. Therefore, there exists s, € € (I + (b)). Then, so + j1 + y1b = jo + y2b,
for some ji, jo€Iand y;, y2 €S. So, s2a+ j1a+y.b = joa+ y2ab, which implies spa€ I, as ji, jo, abe I.
‘We have,
(s1+i1+x1a)(s2+ j1+y1b) = (i2 + x2a) (j2 + y2b).

Thus

S1S2+ 81+ Sljl +y181b+ i1(82 +j1 +y1b) + X180+ j1x1a+ xlylab = ig(jg +y2b) +j2x2a+x2y2ab.

Therefore, we get s1s2 € I, which is a contradiction to the fact that I is disjoint from 7. Hence I is k-
prime. ([l

Although k-primary and k-prime ideals are distinct in general (c.f. Remark 2.9), the following theorem
shows that this distinction disappears for von Neumann regular semirings.

Theorem 3.9. In a von Neumann regular semiring, the classes of k-prime and k-primary ideals coincide.

Proof. Let S be a von Neumann regular semiring and I be a k-prime ideal of S. Then I is a k-ideal of S.
Therefore, xy € I implies x € I or y € I, which further implies [ is k-primary. Conversely, suppose that [ is
a k-primary ideal of S. Let xy € I. Then x € I or y" € I, for some natural number n. If x € I, then [ is prime.
Now, let y" € I. Since S is von Neumann regular for y € S, there exists x € S such that y = y?x. This implies
y"2y = y"=2y2x, which further implies y"~! = y"x € I, as I is an ideal of S. Again, y" 3y = y"3y2x
implies y"*~2 = y"~!x € I. Continuing in this way, we have y* € I. Thus, y = y?x € I. g

Motivated by the correspondence between strongly irreducible ideals and i-systems [12, Proposition
7.33], we introduce a subtractive variant of the notion of an i-system.

Definition 3.10. A non-empty subset A of a semiring S is an ii-system if a, b € A implies that € ((a)) N
Cr((b)NA#P.

Theorem 3.11. Let I be a k-ideal of a semiring S. Then the following conditions are equivalent.
(1) I is k-strongly irreducible.
(2) If a, b€ S satisfying €r((a)) NEr((bY) < I, thenaclor be l
(3) S\Iis an ir-system.

Proof. (1)=(2): Clear from the definition.

(2)=(3): Suppose a, b e S\ I and if possible, let € ({a)) N € (b)) N (S\I) = @. This implies € ({a)) N
6, (b)) < 1I.So, aelorbe I, from (2), which is a contradiction. Therefore, € ({a)) NEr((b)) N (S\]) # @.
Hence, S\ I is an ix-system.

(3)=(1): Let A, B be two k-ideals of S such that AnB < I, but A ¢_ Iand B QZ I. Then, there exist x € A\I
and y € B\I. By (3), as S\ I is an ig-system, there exists z € € ((a)) N G (b)) N (S\ I). This further implies
z€ An B such that z ¢ I, a contradiction. So, we get A< ] or B< I. Thus I is k-strongly irreducible. g

As observed in Remark 2.9, k-strongly irreducible and k-irreducible ideals may differ in general. In the
sequel, we show that they coincide for a special class of semirings, after introducing the necessary definition.

Definition 3.12. A semiring S is said to be an arithmetic semiring if A+ (BNC) = (A+B)n(A+C), or
equivalently, An(B+ C) = (An B) + (AN C), for any ideals A, B, C of S. In other words, in an arithmetic
semiring, the set of all ideals of S forms a distributive lattice.
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Proposition 3.13. The following are equivalent for a semiring S.

1. S is an arithmetic semiring.
2. Forany a, b, c€ S, {ayn ((b)+{c)) = (ay n (b)) + ({a) n{c))

Proof. (1)=(2): Obvious.

(2)=(1): Suppose (2) holds. Let I, J, and K be any elements of Id(S). Then In )+ (InK)<In(J+K)
is always true in any lattice. Let x € In (J+ K). Therefore x =i and x = j + k, for some i € I, j € ], and
k € K. Then, by the hypothesis, we have

XeEMNUN+HEN =N+ NN SUTN N+ UNK).
Hence In(J+K)<c(Un])+(InK). OJ

From Theorem 3.5, we know that all strongly subtractive semirings are arithmetic. In the next theorem,
we show that the classes of k-strongly irreducible and k-irreducible ideals coincide in arithmetic semirings.

Theorem 3.14. In an arithmetic semiring S, a k-ideal I is k-strongly irreducible if and only if it is k-
irreducible.

Proof. We know that every k-strongly irreducible ideal is k-irreducible. To prove the converse part, let I be
a k-irreducible ideal of S. Let An B < I, where A and B are two k-ideals of S. Now, since S is an arithmetic
semiring, we have I+ (ANB)=(I+ANU+B). AsAnBcI,weget[=1+(AnB)= U+ A N{+B). Then

€I+ ANECUI+B) =6 (I+ANUI+B) =% =1.

Therefore, we have € (I + A) = I or (I + B) = I. This further implies =1+ AorI=I1+B. So, AcIor
B < I. Hence I is k-strongly irreducible. ([l

4. ON QUOTIENT SEMIRINGS

In this section, we investigate the behaviour of k-ideals, k-irreducible ideals, and k-strongly irreducible
ideals under semiring homomorphisms and passage to quotient semirings. The following proposition shows
that k-prime ideals are stable under k-contractions.

Proposition 4.1. Let S and S' be two semirings and ¢: S — S' be a semiring homomorphism. if ] is a
k-prime ideal of S', then the k-contraction of ], J¢ is a k-prime ideal of S.

Proof. We only prove the ‘prime part’. Let xy € J¢ = ¢~ (J). This implies ¢(xy) € J, which further implies
@(x)@(y) € J. Then @(x) € J or ¢(y) € J. Therefore x€ @' (J) = J¢ or y€ ¢ ' (J) = J¢. Thus J is a k-prime
ideal of S. U

To prove the analogous result for the class of k-strongly irreducible ideals, we need to restrict the semiring
homomorphism. Note that for rings, the following conditions are equivalent for a homomorphism ¢: S — S,
(1) kerg < (x) for each x ¢ kere.
(2) If p(a) = p(b) #0, then (a) = (b).

In fact, if ¢ is surjective and satisfies any one of the above conditions, then ¢ ({a) N (b)) = (p(a)) N {p(b)).
Proposition 4.2. Let ¢: S — S’ be a surjective semiring homomorphism that satisfies the property: if ¢(a) =

@(b) #0, then {a)y = (b). If ] is a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S/, then J¢ is a k-strongly irreducible ideal
of S.
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Proof. Suppose a ¢ J¢ and b ¢ J¢. It follows that ¢(a), ¢(b) ¢ J. Since J is a k-strongly irreducible ideal,
there exists

SEEr{p(a)) NG (b)) =Erpa)) Nnipb))) = Erlp(a) N (b))

such that s ¢ J. Since ¢ is surjective, there exists s’ € S such that s = ¢(s’). Furthermore, there must exist 1,
tp € (a) N (b such that ¢(s) + @(t1) = @(t2). Thus s’ € € ((a) N (b)) with s’ ¢ J°. ]

Recall that a congruence on a semiring S is an equivalence relation on S that is also a subsemiring of
S x S. We begin by recalling from [12, Page 78] the notion of a Bourne congruence associated with an ideal
I of S.

Definition 4.3. Let S be a semiring and I be an ideal of S. We define a relation on S given by r; ~ 1
if and only if there exist i1, iy € I such that ry +i; = r» + i,. This defines an equivalence relation and in
fact a congruence on S, and equivalence classes are denoted by r + I and the collection of equivalence
classes by S/I. Then S/I is a semiring with respect to the operations (ry+ 1)+ (ro+ 1) =ry+ 12+ 1 and
(nm+Dr+D=rr+l.

The following lemmas summarise the basic properties of ideals and k-ideals in quotient semirings; we
mention them without proof.

Lemma 4.4. Let S be a semiring. Then the following hold:

(1) Ifa€ 1, then a+ I =1, for all ideals I of S.

(2) If L'is a k-ideal of S, then c+1=1if and only if ce I.

3) I, J are ideals of S such that I < ], then JI1 is an ideal of S/1. In particular, if ] is an k-ideal of S,
then JI1 is a k-ideal of S/1.

@) if 1+ 1€ ]/, forideals I, J with I < ], then S/1=]/1.

Lemma 4.5. Let I be an ideal of a semiring S. If ], K, L are k-ideals containing I, then (J/II)N(K/I)=L/1
ifand only if In K = L.

In [3, Theorem 2.7], Atani and Garfami established one direction of the correspondence for k-strongly ir-
reducible ideals in quotient semirings. The following theorem strengthens this result by proving the converse
in the setting of arithmetic semirings.

Theorem 4.6. Let S be a semiring. I is an ideal of S and ] be a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S containing
I. Then ]/ 1 is a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S/ 1. The converse is true if S is an arithmetic semiring.

Proof. For the first part of the proof, see [3, Theorem 2.7]. For the converse, suppose S is an arithmetic
semiring and let An B < I, where A, B are two k-ideals of S. Then (AnB)+Ic J+I=],as I < ].
This implies (A+ I) n (B + I) < J, which further implies, ((A+ I)/I)n((B+ I)/I) < J/I by Lemma 4.5.
As, J/1I is a k-strongly irreducible ideal, (A+ D)/I) < J/T or (B+D/I)< J/I. Let x€e A< A+ 1. Then
x+I1e((A+ /D)< J/I. Therefore, x+ 1= j+ 1, for some j € J, which implies x + a; = j + a, for some a,,
ap € I. This follows, x € J as J is a k-ideal of S. Thus A € J. Similarly, if (B+I)/I)< J/I, we have B < J.
Hence, J is k-strongly irreducible. ([

The following result is significant in the sense that it shows k-irreducibility is preserved and reflected
under passage to quotients, allowing the study of k-irreducible ideals to be reduced to the zero ideal in an
appropriate quotient semiring.

Theorem 4.7. Let I be a k-ideal in a semiring S. Then I is k-irreducible if and only if the zero ideal (0y=1I/1
in S/1 is k-irreducible.
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Proof. Suppose, I is a k-irreducible ideal of S and I # S. Then, there exists a € S such that a+ I #1. As, I
is a k-ideal, the zero ideal (0) is also a k-ideal, by Lemma 4.4. Let J/In H/I = {0). Then, by Lemma 4.5,
JNnH=1. As, I is k-irreducible, J = I or H = I. Therefore, J/I =(0), or H/I = {0).

Conversely, let {0y in S/I is k-irreducible. Suppose, JN H = I, where J, H are k-ideals of S. Then J/I
and H/I are also k-ideals of S such that J/In H/I=(0). So, J/I=(0) or H/I = (0). If J/T =(0), we have
a+1I=1,forall aeJ. Therefore, ae I. So, J< I. Now, if y € I, then y+ I =I. This implies y+ 1€ J/I. So,
y+iy = j+i», for some j € Jand iy, i € I. Therefore, y € J as J is a k-ideal and I < J. Thus J = I. Similarly,
if K/I =(0), then we have K = I. O

5. UNDER LOCALISATION

Our aim in this section is to study the behaviour of the class of k-ideals and its subclasses under local-
isation. Let S be a semiring and let T be a multiplicatively closed subset of S. For each k-ideal I of the
semiring T~'S, we consider

(%) I={xeS|x/lel}=InS, and C:={I°|Iisanideal of T"'S.
Lemma 5.1. Let S be a semiring and T be a multiplicatively closed subset of S. If I € C, then (T"'I)¢ = I.

Proof. Let x € I. Then x/1 € T 'I implies x € (T"'I)¢. Therefore, I < (T I)°. For the reverse inclusion,
i

suppose y € (T"'1)°. As I € C, we have I = J°, for some k-ideal J of T™'S. Now y € (T"')® implies 1 = £,
for some i € I and s € T. Then ys =i € I, which implies ys € I = J°. Therefore ? € J. It follows that

L= () €. So, yeJ°=1. Hence (T"'D°=1. 0O

In [1, Theorem 3.1], Azizi established a correspondence between proper strongly irreducible ideals of
a localized ring and proper strongly irreducible ideals of the ring itself. The next theorem extends this
correspondence to the setting of semirings by considering subtractive ideals, thereby generalizing Azizi’s
result beyond the classical ring-theoretic framework.

Theorem 5.2. Let S be a semiring and T be a multiplicatively closed subset of S. Then there is a one-to-one
correspondence between the k-proper strongly irreducible ideals of T™'S and k-proper strongly irreducible
ideals of S contained in C (defined in (x)) which do not meet T.

Proof. Suppose I is a k-proper strongly irreducible ideal of T™'S. Then it follows that I¢ is a k-ideal of S
and I°n T = @ since I cannot contain a unit. Let An B c I for k-ideals A, B of S. Then it follows that

(T'AN(T'B) =T " (AnB) T 'I°=1.

Therefore, T'A< T or T"'B< 1. Hence A< (T 'A< I®or BS (T 'B)° < I°. Conversely, suppose I is a
k-proper strongly irreducible ideal of S such that INnT = &. Let AnNB < T™'I, where A and B are k-strongly
irreducible ideals of T™'R. Then AN B¢ = (AN B)° < (T"'I)°. Note that I = (T"'I)°. Thus A°nB°c I, and
hence, A< Tor BEcI. Wethenhave A=T '(A)< T 'TorB=T"'(BS)<T'IL O

Motivated by Azizi’s results [1, Theorem 3.4] characterizing the relationships among strongly irreducible,
prime, and maximal ideals in localized rings, we extend these ideas to the semiring context by formulating
their subtractive counterparts in localized semirings.

Proposition 5.3. If S is a semiring, then the following are equivalent.
(1) Every k-primary ideal of S is a k-strongly irreducible ideal.
(2) For any k-prime ideal P of S, every k-primary ideal of Sp is a k-strongly irreducible ideal.
(3) For any k-maximal ideal P of S, every k-primary ideal of Sp is a k-strongly irreducible ideal.
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Proof. (1)=(2): Let I be a k-primary ideal of Sp. Then I° is a k-ideal. Let xy € I¢. This implies x—ly el,
which further 1mphes x.) 1 € 1. It follows that, T€lor (%)” el If f € I, we have x € I¢, and if yT” = (%)” el,
we get y" € I¢. Now, I G ﬂ (S\P)=9g,I‘eC. By our assumption, I¢ is a k-strongly irreducible ideal of Sp.
Therefore, by Theorem 5.2, we obtain I = T"'I¢, where T = S\ P, implying that I is a k-strongly irreducible
ideal of Sp.

(2)=(3): Since every k-maximal ideal is k-prime, the proof is clear.

(3)=(1): Suppose, I is a k-primary ideal of S and let M be a k-maximal ideal of S. Then by Corollary 6.7,
Ing = T7'I, where T = S\ M, is a k-primary ideal of Sp;. Then by our assumption, Ijs is a k-strongly
irreducible ideal of S. As I is a k-primary ideal of S, we have (Ip;)€ = I. Thus, I is k-strongly irreducible.

O

The next lemma provides a structural blueprint of k-ideals under localisation.

Lemma 5.4. Let T be a multiplicative closed subset of a semiring S and f: S — T'S be the natural
homomorphism defined by f(r):= 1. If I is a k-ideal of S, then I1°“ = U (I : 5). Hence I° = (1) if and only if

seS
I meets T.
Proof. If I is a k-ideal of S, then
=G fDN =6 (T D =
Thus )
xel®=(T"])° feT'II<:>£:£<:>xs:iel<:>x€U(I:s),
1 1 S seT

for some i € I, s€ T. Next, let I®=(1) = T"'S. This implies 1 € I¢. Then 1 = € I¢ = User(I : 5). Therefore
1-s'e I, forsome s’ € T. So, INT # @. Thus I meets T. Conversely, suppose xeINT.Then €T 'I=1°.
So, 1= (%) -(1) € I°. Therefore we get I¢ = (1). ([l

Proposition 5.5. Let ¢: S— S’ be a semiring homomorphism and ¢,: Spec,(S') — Spec(S) be the associ-
ated map of ¢ defined by ¢,(Q) := Q°. Let P and Q respectively be k-prime ideals of S and S'. Then

(1) P is the k-contraction of a k-prime ideal of S' if and only if P¢° = P

(2) P is a k-contracted ideal if and only if ¢, is surjective.

(3) Q is a k-extended ideal implies that ) is injective.

Proof. (1) Let P = Q°, where Q is a k-prime ideal of S’. Then P = Q° = ¢ '(Q). Therefore ¢(P) = Q.
Obviously P c P¢. For the reverse inclusion, let x € P¢¢. This implies x € ¢ ™' (P¢), which further implies

@(x) € P¢ =6 ({@(P))y). Then @(x) + 1 € {p(P)), for some 7 € (¢(P)) = {Q). Therefore r = Z riqi, where

rieS and g; € Q, forall i =1,2,...,n. Since g;€Q, r; € 5, wehaver—Zr,qleQ So, p(x)+reqQ.

This implies @(x) € Q, as Q is a k-ideal of S’. Therefore x € ¢ '(Q) = Q° = P Thus P?%¢ = P. Conversely,
suppose P¢“ = P. Let T be the image of S\ P in S’. Now

S\P=S\P*“=S\¢ ' (P%) =¢ '(S'\PO).
Therefore, P¢ does not meet T. Since P is a k-ideal of S, P€ is a k-ideal of S’. Then by Lemma 5.4, (P°)¢
is a proper k-ideal of T™'S’. So, it is contained in a k-maximal ideal M of T7'S’, i.e., (P®)® is contained in a
k-prime ideal M of T™'S’. Let Q be the contraction of M in S’. Then Q = M°. Therefore, Q is k-prime, as
M is k-prime. Now,
P¢c (P9 c M =Q.
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Let r € QN T, if possible. Then r € Q = M, which implies { € M. This further implies 1 = (%) . ({) €M,
which is impossible. Therefore QN T = @. Since P¢ < Q, we have P°¢ < QF, which gives P < QF. If there
exists some x € Q° such that x ¢ P, then ¢(x) € Q and ¢(x) € ¢(S\ P) = T. This contradicts the fact that
QnT=g¢. Thus, P=Q°.

(2) Let P € Spec.(S). Suppose P is a k-contracted ideal. Therefore P = I€, for some k-ideal I of S’. Now

P IC@C IC P

This implies P is the k-contraction of a k-prime ideal, say J. Then J € Spec,(S) and J° = P. Thus,
¢1(J) = J¢ =P, that is, ¢ is surjective. Conversely, suppose that ¢, is surjective. Let P be a k-prime ideal of
S. Then there exists Q € Speck(S’ ) such that ¢(Q) = P, which implies Q° = P. Hence, P is a k-contracted
ideal.

(3) Let every k-prime ideal of S’ is a k-extended ideal. If possible, let there exist Q;, Q2 € Spec.(S')
such that ¢;(Q1) = ¢(Q2). This implies Qf = Q5. Now, Q; = J{ and Q2 = J3, for some k-ideals Ji, J of S.
Qf = Q5 implies Q{° = Q5°, which further implies J{°¢ = J5°°. So, J{ = J5. Therefore Q; = Q. Thus ¢, is
injective. ([l

Lemma 5.6. Let S be a semiring and T be a multiplicatively closed subset of S. Then
(1) I€isa k-ideal of S,
(2) T 'Iis a k-ideal of T'S.

Proof. (1) Let x, x+y € I. Then 7, x+y € I. This implies { + € I, which further 1mp11es elaslisa
k-ideal. Therefore y el’.

(2) Let & o S € T7'I. Then xsizysl = i , for some i € T and s € T. This implies xs2s+ ys;s=1is152 € I.
Now, S—xl = S,, forsomei'eland s’ € T, whrch implies xs’ € I, and so, xsyss’ € I. Therefore, xsss"+ys;ss’' €

I implying ys;ss’' € I, as I is a k-ideal. Then £ o= = Yasy eT'l, ie., g € T7'I. Hence, T ' is a k-ideal of

3 $585188'

T™'S. O

As an extension to the results established by Atani in [2, Lemma 9] in the study of localisation of semir-
ings, we examine the behaviour of specific classes of subtractive ideals under the operation of taking k-
radicals.

Proposition 5.7. Let I be a k-primary ideal of a semiring S with Z.(I) = P. Then the following hold:
(1) ISt is a k-primary ideal of St.
) IfPNT=¢, then ISTNnS=1.
3) IfPNT =9, then (ISt :s, PST) = (I :5 P)ST.
@) IfPNT =9, and ] is a k-ideal of S such that JSt < ISt, then J< I.

Proof (HIfIisak- primary ideal of S, then IS7 is a k-ideal of S, by Lemma 5.6. Let (S—’i) . (é) € IS, where
Sl, 5 Y € S. Then xy =5 for some i€ I, se T. So, xyse I. Since [ is a k-primary ideal, either xs € I or
y" € I, for some natural number n. If xs € I, then % = % € ISt. If y" €I, then (s—);)” = S—; €ISr.

(2) Clearly, we have I < IS n S. For the reverse inclusion, let x € ISy nS. Then f € I1S7. Therefore,
there exists some i € [ and s € T such that % = +. This implies xs =i € I. Since I is k-primary, either x € I
or s" € I for some natural number n. Now, s” € I implies s € Z(I) = P, which is a contradiction. So, x € I.

3) Let € (I :g P). Then xP < I. Therefore, for all p € PSt, we have P2 < € IS7. This implies that

(E)'(s_l) € IST, which further implies, SPST c ISt. So, ¢ € (ISt :s, PST). We have to show xy € I, for
all y € P. Now, for all y € P, clearly (f) . (%) = x—sy € IS7. Then, there exist a€ I, b € T such that % = %'
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Therefore (xy)b e I. As I is a k-primary ideal of S, either xy € I or b" € I, for some natural number n. If
b" € I, we have b € Z(I) = P, a contradiction. Thus xy € I. Hence the proof.

(4) Let x € J. Since f € JSy € ISy, there exist i € I and s € T such that f = 15', which implies xs € I.
Therefore, I is a k-primary ideal implies x € I or s € I. If s” € I, then we have s € Z(I) = P, a contradiction
to the fact that PN T = @. Therefore, x € I. Hence J < I. U

Proposition 5.8. Let I be a k-ideal of a semiring S. If ISt is a k-strongly irreducible ideal of St, then
ISt NS is a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S.

Proof. Let I1ST be a k-strongly irreducible ideal of Sy. Suppose AnB < ISTNS, where A, B are two k-ideals
of S. Then

(AnB)Sr<USTnNnS)Sr=1S7,
by [2, Lemma 4]. This implies ASy N BSt < ISt. So, ASt € ISt or BSt € ISt, as ISt is k-strongly
irreducible. Therefore, ASTNS< ISTNSor BSTNS < ISTNS, which further implies, A< ASTNS<ISTNS
or BEBSTNS<SISTNS,ie., ASISTnSor BSISTNS. ]

Theorem 5.9. Let I be a k-strongly irreducible primary ideal of a semiring S such that Z;(I)NT = @. Then
ISt is k-strongly irreducible.

Proof. Let I be a k-strongly irreducible primary ideal of S. Suppose A, B be two k-ideals of Sy such that
ANB<ISy. Then
(ANS N(BNS)cISTnS=1,

by Proposition 5.7. Let x, x+y€ AnS. Then %, % € A. This implies 7 + % € A. Therefore % €Aas A

is a k-ideal of Sy, which implies y€ AnS. So, AnS and BN S are k-ideals of S. Since [ is k-strongly
irreducible ANScTorBNS<I. Thus A=(ANS)Syr<IStorB=(BNS)Sy<IS7. O

Theorem 5.10. Assume that I is a k-primary ideal of a semiring S with Z()NT = @ and let ISt be
k-strongly irreducible ideal of St. Then I is k-strongly irreducible.

Proof. Let ISt be a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S7. Since [ is a k-primary ideal such that Z ()N T = @,
by Proposition 5.7 we have ISt NS = I. Now, by Theorem 5.8, it follows that I = IS N S is a k-strongly
irreducible ideal of S. U

6. IN SPECIAL SEMIRINGS

This section is bifurcated in scope. First, we investigate the behaviour of k-ideals across several dis-
tinguished classes of semirings, including Laskerian semirings, von Neumann regular semirings, unique
factorisation semidomains, principal ideal semidomains, and weakly Noetherian semirings. The subsequent
subsection is devoted to a focused analysis of k-ideals in the specialized setting of additively idempotent
semirings.

We begin by recalling two important classes of semirings, obtained as natural generalizations of the
corresponding ring-theoretic notions.

Definition 6.1. Let S be a semiring. Then
(1) Sis said to be Laskerian if every k-ideal has a k-primary decomposition.
(2) S is said to be von Neumann regular if for all a € S there exists x € S such that a = a?x.

In the results that follow, we analyse the interplay between k-strongly irreducible ideals and other distin-
guished subclasses of k-ideals, notably k-prime and k-primary ideals, across a range of semiring classes.
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Proposition 6.2. Suppose S is a semiring.
(1) If I is a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S, then I is a k-prime ideal of S if and only if [ = Zy(I).
(2) If S is a Laskerian semiring, then every k-strongly irreducible ideal is a k-primary ideal.
(3) If S is a von Neumann regular semiring, then an ideal is k-strongly irreducible if and only if it is a
k-primary ideal.
Proof. (1) If I is k-prime, then clearly I = 2 (I). Conversely, suppose I = Z(I). Let AB < I, where A, B
are two k-ideals of S. Then

ANBCS R (ANB) =R (ANRL(B) =% (AB) € Ry (I) = 1.
Therefore, Ac I or B< I, as I is k-strongly irreducible. Hence [ is k-prime.

n
(2) Let I be a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S and suppose (] A; be a k-primary decomposition of I.
i=1

n
Then .ﬂ A; € 1. As Iis k-strongly irreducible, we have A; < I, for some j € {1,2,...,,n}. This implies

Ajc Il glA j» which further implies I = A;. Thus I is k-primary.

(3) In a von Neumann regular semiring, k-prime and k-primary ideals are the same, by Theorem 3.9. Let
I be a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S. To show that I is a k-primary ideal, it is enough to show that [ is
k-prime. Let ab € I. Since S is a von Neumann regular semiring, there exist ry, r» € S such that a = ary,
b = b?r». Suppose, ¢ € € ((a)) NEr((b)) = Ex({an(b)). Then c+ x; = x,, for some x1, X2 € (@) N (b). Now,

X1 = amy = bmy, for my, my € S and xp = an; = bny, for ny, ny € S. Then
Xy =amy = azrl my=amyar; = bmpear; = abmyr,.

Similarly, x, = an; = a’riny = amary, = bnpar, = abnyr,. Therefore, ¢+ x; = X, implies ¢+ abmyry =
abnyry. So, c € € ({ab)) €6 (I) = I. Since I is k-strongly irreducible, we must have ae I or be I. O
Remark 6.3. In a bounded distributive lattice, each k-ideal is a k-radical ideal. Therefore, by Proposi-
tion 6.2, every k-strongly irreducible ideal is k-prime. This confirms the result proved in [22, Theorem
5].

For rings, Azizi examined various properties of strongly irreducible ideals in unique factorisation domains
[1, Theorem 2.2]. We now present subtractive analogous of these properties, extending the discussion to the
present framework. The proof of the following lemma is identical to the corresponding result (dropping the
‘k-part’) for rings.

Lemma 6.4. Let S is a unique factorisation semidomain and I be a k-proper ideal of S. Then
(1) I is k-strongly irreducible if and only if pfl pgz ---pZ’“ € I, where p; are distinct prime elements of
S and n; are natural numbers, implies that p?j € I, for some j, withl<j<k.

(2) If I is a non-zero principal k-ideal, then I is k-strongly irreducible if and only if the generator of I
is a power of a prime element of S.

Theorem 6.5. Let S be a unique factorisation semidomain and let I be a k-proper ideal of S.
(1) Iis k-strongly irreducible if and only if for each x, y € S, L.c.m.{x, y} € I implies that x€ I or y € I.
(2) Every k-strongly irreducible ideal is a k-primary ideal.

Proof. (1) Let I be a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S and let z:=1.c.m.{x, y} € I, for some x, y € S. Now
z € (x) N(y). In particular, as z is the L.c.m., we have (x) N (y) = (z) < I. Therefore, € ({x)) N Er(})) =
€61 ((2)) € 6x(I) = I. This implies x € I or y € I, by Theorem 3.11. Conversely, suppose that for each x,
ye€S, lem.{x, y} implies x € [ or y € I. Let € ({x)) N6 ({y)) < I, which implies

(x) N(Y) € € ({x) N YN =€) NEr((y) S 1.
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Therefore l.c.m.{x, y} € (x) n(y) < I. So, we get x € I or y € I, by hypothesis. Hence, I is k-strongly
irreducible.

(2) Suppose I is a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S and x + I be a non-zero element of S/ such that
(x+D(y+1)=0+1, where y+ I # I. This implies xy+ I =0+ I. Therefore, xy € I. Let

x=plpy e piatay - ay,
o= piips e pl e g
be prime decomposition of x and y respectively. Since xy € I, by Lemma 6.4 we have one of the following:
(i) forsome 1< j<k, p;ljﬂj el,
(ii) forsome 1< j<r, qj.j el,
(iii) for some 1< j<u, r]’.”f' el
Let (i) hold and n be a natural number such that n > [;j/n;. This implies (n+1)n; = n; +s;. Therefore,
p7j+sj|p;.n+l)nj ;.n+l)nj|x("+1). Then p;.lj+lj|x(”+1). As p;.lj+lj € I, we have x"*1 € I, which
implies x™' + I =I. So (x+ I)""*! = "™ + I = I. Thus x + I is nilpotent.

, and clearly, p

If (ii) holds, qj.j € I implies x € I. Then x+ I = I, not possible. Similarly, (iii) cannot hold. Hence, I is a
primary k-ideal of S. g

As a consequence of the above results, we have the following corollaries.

Corollary 6.6. Let S be a unique factorisation semidomain.

(1) Every k-principal ideal of S is a k-strongly irreducible ideal if and only if it is a k-primary ideal.
(2) Every k-strongly irreducible ideal of S can be generated by a set of prime powers.

Corollary 6.7. Let S be a semiring and let T be a multiplicatively closed subset of S.

(1) If I is a k-strongly irreducible and a k-primary ideal of S which does not meet T, then T™'I is a
k-strongly irreducible (and a k-primary) ideal of T™'S.

(2) If S is a unique factorisation semidomain or a von Neumann regular semiring, then there is a one-to-
one correspondence between the k-strongly irreducible ideals of T™'S and the k-strongly irreducible
ideals of S which do not meet T.

Proof. (1) We first show that if I is a k-primary ideal of Sand INnT = @, then (T "' )¢ = I. Clearly I < (T"')°.
Letx€ (T"'1)°. Then § € T™'1. This implies § = é, for some i € I and s € T, which further implies xs =i € I.
Let x ¢ I. Then s" € I, for some natural number 7. This implies s € IN T, a contradiction. Therefore x € I.
Thus (T™'I)¢ = I, which implies I is contained in C. Then it follows by Theorem 5.2 that 7' I is a k-strongly
irreducible ideal of T7'S. It remains to show that T™'I is a k-primary ideal. Suppose xy € T~'I. There must
exist u;, up € S and s7, s» € T such that x = Ls‘—ll and y = LS‘—ZZ Then uyuz € I, and hence, uy € I or uy € I. Thus
xeT 'Tory"el.

(2) It follows from Theorem 6.5 and Proposition 6.2 that in a unique factorisation semidomain and in a
von Neumann regular semiring, every k-strongly irreducible ideal is a k-primary ideal. Then, by (1), T™'I is
a k-strongly irreducible ideal of T™'S. Also, we have, by Theorem 5.2, for each k-strongly irreducible ideal
Tof TS, I¢ is a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S that does not meet T. g

The converse of Lemma 3.6 fails to hold in general semirings. The following theorem shows that this
converse is valid in the more restrictive setting of a principal ideal semidomain.

Theorem 6.8. Each non-zero k-prime ideal of a principal ideal semidomain is k-maximal.
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Proof. Let S be a principal ideal semidomain and P be a k-prime ideal of S. Then P = (p), for some element
p of S. Suppose Q is a k-ideal of S containing P. Then Q = (g), for some g € S. Since p € Q, we have
p = rq, for some non-zero r € S. As P is k-prime, rq € P implies r € P or g€ P. If g€ P = (p), we have
Q=P.Ifre P={p),thenr =pr' =rqr’, forsome r’' € S. As S is a semidomain and r # 0, r = rqr’ implies
qr' =1, which further implies Q = S. O

Recall that a partially ordered ring (R, +, -, <) is ring with a partial order such that for all a, b, c € R and
a < b implies a+c< b+c, and 0 < a, 0 < b implies 0 < ab. The positive cone of (R, +,-, <) is the set
R* ={x€ R|0< x}. The positive cone of a partially ordered semiring is always a cancellative and conic (or,
zero-sum free) semiring, that is, a+ b= a+ c implies b= c and a+ b =0 implies a=0 and b =0.

Lemma 6.9. Let S be a positive cone of a partially ordered ring R such that D(S) = R, where D(S) :={a—Db|
a,b € S}. Then any principal ideal of S is a k-ideal.

Proof. For an element a € S, let x + y € (a) and x € {(a). Therefore x+ y = at and x = as, for some s, t € S.
Since S is the positive cone of R, we have 0 < x, y and y < x+ y, which further implies that y = a(t—s) € D(S)
and 0 < t —s. Therefore ¢ —s € S and hence y € (a). O

The next theorem states an elementary property of a k-prime ideal in a unique factorisation semidomain.
Theorem 6.10. In a UFSD every non-zero k-prime ideal of S contains a prime element.

Proof. Let S be a UFSD and I be a non-zero k-prime ideal of S. Let x € P be a non-zero and non-unit
element. Then x = pypa -+ pp,Where p;s are distinct prime elements of S for each i. Since I is a prime ideal
of S, there exists an i such that p; € I. g

The converse of the above theorem is true if S is a cancellative, partially ordered, conic semiring.

Theorem 6.11. If S is a cancellative, partially ordered, conic semidomain and if every non-zero k-prime
ideal of S contains a prime element, then S is a UFSD.

Proof. Suppose S is a cancellative, partially ordered, conic semidomain and every non-zero k-prime ideal
of S contains a prime element. We assume that S is not a UFSD. Let

T={ueS|uisaunit}| Jipip2---pne S

Then T is a multiplicatively closed saturated subset of S. Now, S is a UFSD if and only if T'= S\{0}. As Sis
not a UFSD, there exists a non-zero x € S such that x ¢ T. By Lemma 6.9, it is clear that (x) is a k-ideal. We
claim that (x)NnT = @. Asif rxe T, for some r € S, then r € T. Therefore, (x) can be expanded to a k-prime
ideal I of S which is disjoint from T. Then, by hypothesis, I contains a prime element, a contradiction. This
completes the proof. (|

Let us recall that in a weakly Noetherian semiring every set of k-ideals satisfies the ascending chain
condition. The following proposition reveals an interesting structural property of k-irreducible ideals in
weakly Noetherian semirings.

Proposition 6.12. Let S be a weakly Noetherian semiring. Then every k-irreducible ideal is k-primary.

Proof. Let I be a k-irreducible ideal of S and ab e I with b¢ I. Foreach n=1,let I,:={re S| a"r e I}.
Then each I, is a k-ideal of S such that I, < I, for all n. Therefore, there exists m € IN such that
I = Iy, for all n = m as S is weakly Noetherian. Let A= (a™)+ I, B=(b)+ I. We show that AnB=1.
Let xe AnB. Then x = a™r + iy, for some r € S and i; € I. Also x = bs+ i, for some s€ Sand i» € I. So,
ax = abs+ai, € (aby+1I. Since abe I axe€ I. Now ax=a"™*'r+ai, € I. Then a™*'r € I, as I is a k-ideal.
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This implies r € I,+1 = Iy, i.e., a™r € I, which further implies x € I. Since I is k-irreducible and b ¢ I, we
get A= 1. Therefore, it follows that a™ € i. Hence I is k-primary. u

6.1. Additively idempotent semirings. In this final segment, we investigate variants of k-ideals and k-
congruences in the milieu of additively idempotent semirings. It is worth emphasizing that additively idem-
potent semirings may deviate substantially from the class of subtractive semirings (c¢f. [12, Example 6.39]),
thereby rendering the study of k-ideals particularly compelling. This perspective enables us to strengthen
several results of [29,30], where additively idempotent semirings are studied through the lens of B;-algebras.
Here B; denotes the two-element Boolean algebra {0, 1}, commonly referred to as the Boolean semifield. We
recall that, in additively idempotent semirings, the product of two k-ideals is again a k-ideal; see [24, Lemma
3.27]. This property fails in the broader class of general semirings; see [12, Example 6.43].

The following definition is a subtractive version of the definition of cancellation ideals, first introduced
by LaGrassa in her thesis [27].

Definition 6.13. A non-zero k-ideal I of a semiring S is called a k-cancellation ideal, if IJ = IK implies
J =K, for all k-ideals J and K of S.

The following proposition characterizes k-cancellation ideals in terms of colon ideals and ideal inclusions
in an additively idempotent setup.

Proposition 6.14. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring and I be a non-zero k-ideal of S. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(1) Iis a k-cancellation ideal of S.
(2) (I]:D =], for any k-ideal J of S.
(3) IJ< IK implies ] < K, for all k-ideals ], K of S.

Proof. Let I,],K be k-ideals of S.

(1)=(2): Obviously, IJ< (IJ:1I). Let iyxy+ixxo+---+ipx, € IUIJ: 1), ix € I, and xi € I, for all k.
xiI € 1], for all k. Therefore, Zzzlikxk e€I]. So, I(I]J:1) < IJ. Now, for all j € J, we have jI < I].
Therefore IJ < I(IJ:1). Thus IJ = I(I]:I). Since S is an additively idempotent semiring, then by [24,
Lemma 3.27], 1] is a k-ideal, furthermore by [15, Proposition 2.4], (IJ : I) is a k-ideal. Since I is a k-
cancellation ideal, we get J = (1] : I).

(2)=(3): Suppose, IJ< IK. Let re (IJ:I). Then rI < I]J < IK. This implies r € (IK: I). So, (IJ:I) <
(IK : I), which further implies J < K.

(3)=(1): Let IJ=1IK. Then IJ < IK,IK < I], which implies J € K and K < J. Therefore J = K. O

The next theorem provides a new characterization of k-prime ideals with respect to the natural partial
order in any additively idempotent semiring.

Theorem 6.15. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring. Then a k-ideal is k-prime if and only if for x,
veSandzel, xy<zimpliesthat xe [ or ye l.

Proof. Suppose, for all x, ye Sand z€ I, xy < z implies x € I or y € I. We show that I is k-prime. For
that, let ye I, x+ y € I. Then x < x+ y, which implies x-1g < x + y. Therefore, by assumption, x € I or
1s € I. This implies x € I as I is an ideal. Now, let xy € I. Then xy < xy implies x € I or y € I. Conversely,
suppose that I is k-prime and for x, y€ S and z € I, xy < z. This implies xy + z = z, which further implies
that xy € I as I is a k-ideal. Therefore, xe I or y € I. (|

In similar spirit, the following theorem characterizes k-semiprime ideals with respect to the natural partial
order of an additively idempotent semiring.
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Theorem 6.16. Letr S be an additively idempotent semiring. A k-ideal I is k-semiprime if and only if for
z€ I and x* < z implies that x € I.

Proof. Suppose I is a k-semiprime ideal of S. Let x € S and z € I such that x> < z. Then x? + z = z. We get
x> €I as Iis a k-ideal. Since I is k-semiprime, we have I = Z(I). Let P be a k-prime ideal containing
I. Then x? € P implies x € P, which further implies x € % (I) = I. Conversely, suppose that for x € S and
zel, x*<z implies x € I. Let A be a k-ideal of S such that A2c]. Let x€ A. Then x2 € I. Therefore,

x? < x? implies x € I, by our assumption. So, x € I. We get A< I. Thus I is k-semiprime. O

The following theorem characterizes k-strongly irreducible ideals in an additively idempotent UFSD with
respect to the natural partial order and the 1.c.m-operation.

Theorem 6.17. Let S be an additively idempotent unique factorisation semidomain. Then I is a k-strongly
irreducible ideal in S if and only if for x, ye Sand z€ I, l.c.m{x, y} < z implies xe I or y€ L.

Proof. Suppose, for all x, ye Sand z€ I, Le.mi{x, y} < zimplies x € [ or y€ I. Let €, ((x)) NG (y)) € 1.
Then l.c.m{x, y} € (x) n(y) < I. This implies l.c.m{x, y} € I. Therefore l.c.m{x, y} < lLc.m{x, y}. So, we get
x €1 or ye I, by our assumption. Conversely, let I be a k-strongly irreducible ideal of S. Suppose x, y€ S
and z € I such that L.c.m{x, y} < z. Then l.c.m{x, y} + 2= z. We get l.cm{x, y} € I, as I is a k-ideal. Hence
xeloryel, Sbeing a UFSD. O

The rest of paper is devoted to study various congruences and associated ideals in the additively idempo-
tent setting. Let us now recall the definition of prime congruences from [29, Definition 3.4].

Definition 6.18. Suppose S is an additively idempotent semiring. A congruence p on S is said to be prime
if (ab)p0 implies ap0 or bpO.

The next definition is the counterpart of the Bourne congruence associated with any ideal in an additively
idempotent semiring.

Definition 6.19 (Section 3, [29]). Let S be a semiring and J be an ideal of S. Then p; is a congruence on S
defined as follows: xp;y if and only if there exists z € J such that x + z = y + z. this pj is called excellent
congruence on S. Moreover, the ideal J is called saturated if J = J:={x € S| x+ z = z, for some z € J}

Remark 6.20. By a k-prime congruence, we mean a congruence that is a k-congruence as well as prime.

In [29, Theorem 3.7], Lescot showed that the map J — J is a closure operator. We shall prove that J
coincides with the 6% (J). For that, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.21. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring and I be an ideal of S. Then I is a k-ideal of S.

Proof. Let x, x+y € I. Then x+z; = z1 and x+y+2, = zp, for some z1, zp € I. This implies x+z;+Xx+y+2zp =
X + z1 + zp, which further implies y + x + z; + 22 = X+ z1 + z». Therefore y+z1+ 2o =21+ 2. Soyel. [

Theorem 6.22. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring. An ideal I is saturated if and only if it is a
k-ideal.

Proof. If I is saturated, then I = I. By Lemma 6.21, I is a k-ideal. Conversely, suppose I is a k-ideal. As
for x€ I, x+x = x, we have x € I. Therefore I < I. Let x € I. Then x + z = z, for some z € I. This implies
x€l. Thus I=1. O

The correspondence between k-ideals and k-congruences extends to some of their distinguished sub-
classes. In particular, we show that in an additively idempotent semiring there is a one-to-one correspon-
dence between k-maximal congruences and k-maximal ideals. We begin by recalling the definition of a
k-maximal congruence.
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Definition 6.23. Let S be a semiring. A k-congruence 6 is said to be k-maximal if 0 < 6’ implies either
0=6"or6' =8xS, for any k-congruence 6 on S.

The following theorem ensures the inclusion of the class of k-maximal congruences into the class of
k-prime congruences, for any semiring S.

Theorem 6.24. Let S be a semiring. Then every k-maximal congruence is a k-prime congruence.

Proof. Let p = K4 be a k-maximal congruence for some ideal A of S. Let (uv,0) € K4 but (¢,0) ¢ Ky.
Then u ¢ A, as u+0 =0+ u will imply uK40. Consider the ideal B = (u) + A. If xK,y, then we have
X+ 2] = X+ 2, for some z;, zp € A, which implies xKpy. Therefore K4 € Kzg. By maximality of Ky,
Kg = §xS. In particular, 0Kgl. Then 0+ us; +a =1+ us, + b, for some sy, s, € S and a, be A. So,
us1Ks(1+ us;). Now
(uv)s; = v(us))Kav(l+usy) =v+uvsy.
Since uvK40 we have
0=051Ka(uv)s;Kqav+ (uv)s2Kqv+0-53 = 0.

Therefore, vK40. 0

Han [19, Theorem 5.4] established a correspondence between k-prime ideals and k-prime congruences,
and used this correspondence to show that the resulting spectra are homeomorphic. In the following theo-
rem, we present a purely algebraic proof of the correspondence between k-maximal ideals and k-maximal
congruences.

Theorem 6.25. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring and I be a k-ideal of S. Then K is a k-maximal
congruence if and only if I is a k-maximal ideal.

Proof. Suppose I is a k-maximal ideal. Let K; < p, for some k-congruence p on S. Let x € I. Then
x+x = x. This implies xK;0, which further implies xp0. So x € I, := {y € S| yp0}. As I is k-maximal either
I=1,0rl,=S8. Let I =1, Now as p is a k-congruence p = Kj, for some ideal J of S. Then xpy implies
X+ 21 =y + 2, for some z1, z € J. Since z1, z3 € ], we have z,p0 and z00. So, z1, 22 € I, = I. Therefore
xKpy, i.e., p=Kj. If I, =S, we have for all x € S, xp0. This implies xpy, for all x, y€ S. Thus p =8 x S.
Conversely, suppose K is a k-maximal congruence and I < J, where J is a k-ideal of S. Then K; < Kj. This
implies K; = Ky or K; = Sx S. Let K; = Kj. For x € J, x + x = x implies xK;0, which further implies xKj0.
Then x + z; = zp, for some z;, zp€I. Soxe I, thatis, I=J. If K;j=SxSforall xe§, (x,0) € K;. This
implies x+ a = b, for some a, b € J. Therefore x € J. Hence J = S. O

The next theorem concludes that the class of k-prime congruences is contained in the class of k-irreducible
congruences in an additively idempotent semiring S.

Theorem 6.26. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring. Every k-prime congruence is k-irreducible.

Proof. Let p = Kj be a k-prime congruence for some ideal J of S. Let K4nKp = K, for some k-congruences
K, and Kp, where A and B are ideals of S. We claim that AnB = J. Let x € An B. Since saturated closure
and k-closure coincide, AnB = AnB (cf. Theorem 6.22). This implies x + z = z, for some z€ AN B.
So xKan Kp0. Then xK;O0, that is, x € J. Again, if y € J, we have yK, n K0, which implies y € An B.
Therefore ab € J implies abK;0, where a€ A, b€ B. K; being k-prime, aK;0 or bK;0. Thus A= Jor B=].
Let A= J. Now, since for x € A, x+ x = x holds, we have xK40. Therefore, x€ A. So AC A=]. Let xK,y.
Then x + z; = y + 2, where z1, z; € A< J. This implies z; + a= a, zo + b= b, for some a, b€ J. Whence

X+z1+a+b=y+z+a+b,

thatis, x+ a+b=y+a+b. This gives xK;y. Therefore K4 = Kj. U
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The accompanying result establishes that, in an additively idempotent semiring, the congruence associ-
ated with any k-irreducible ideal is itself k-irreducible. The validity of the converse implication, however,
remains an open problem.

Theorem 6.27. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring. If I is a k-irreducible ideal, Kj is a k-irreducible
congruence.

Proof. I1is a k-irreducible ideal. Let A;, A be two k-congruences such that Ky, N K4, = K;. We claim that
Gx (A1) N6k (A2) = 1. Let x € €g(A1) NGk (A2). Then, there exist z;, z2 € A; and y;, )2 € A such that
xX+2z1=2zpand x+y; = x+y2. So x € Kg, N Ky, = K7. Therefore, x € I as I is a k-ideal. Again, for a € I,
(a,0) € K; = K4, N Ky,. Then a+a; € Ay and a+ ay € Ay, for some a; € A; and ap € Ap. It follows that
a€ 6x(A)) NEx(A2). Thus Ex (A1) NEk(A2) =1. So Gk (A1) =1 or €k (Az) = 1. Suppose €k (A1) =1 and
let xK4, y, which implies x + ¢; = x+ ¢, for some c;, ¢z € A;. Since A; €1, c1, ¢z € I, we have (x,y) € K.
Hence Ky, = Kj. ]

The following theorem relaxes Theorem 6.27 by replacing k-irreducibility with the weaker notion of
excellent irreducibility, arising from ideals whose saturated closures are k-irreducible.

Theorem 6.28. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring and let ] be a k-irreducible ideal of S. then p;
is an excellent-irreducible congruence on S.

Proof. Let py, npy, = py, where pj,, pjy, are two excellent congruences on S. Define Iy, := {x € S| xpj, 0},
for i =1, 2. Both Ij,, I;, are k-ideals of S. Let x € Iy, n I;,. Then xpj, N py,0. This implies xp ;0. Therefore
x € J. For the reverse inclusion, let y € J. Then there exists z € J such that y + z = z, which implies yp;0,
that is, yp;, N py,0. Thus y € I;, nI;,. Now, as J is k-irreducible, Ij, = J or I}, = J. Suppose Ij, = J. Let
x € J;. Then x+ x = x implies xp;,0. Therefore x € I;, = J. If xpj, y, then there exists a € J; such that
x+a=y+a. Now a€ Jimplies a+z = z, for some z€ J. So, x+a+z=y+a+z,ie., x+z=y+z, whence
xpyy. Hence pj, = pj. ([

Next, we recall from [29, Definition 3.10], a proper subclass of prime ideals and define its subtractive
counterpart.

Definition 6.29. An ideal I of a semiring S is said to be absolutely prime if I # S and (ab)p(ac) implies
a€Ior bpyc. Anideal I is said to be absolutely k-prime if it is a k-ideal and absolutely prime.

Theorem 6.30. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring. Then every absolutely k-prime ideal is k-prime.

Proof. Let I be an absolutely k-prime ideal and ab € I. Then ab+ ab = ab implies (ab)p;0, that is,
(ab)pi(a-0), which further implies bp;0 or a € I=11If bp;0 we have b+ z = z, for some z € I, whence
be I. Hence I is k-prime. g

Theorem 6.31. Let S be an additively idempotent semiring. Then every k-maximal ideal is absolutely
k-prime.

Proof. Let I be a k-maximal ideal. Then I is a k-ideal. We need to show that I is absolutely prime.
Let (ab)pj(ac). Then (ab)Ki(ac). Since I is a k-maximal ideal, K; is a k-maximal congruence. This
implies K is a k-prime congruence, that is, a prime congruence. Hence, by [23, Theorem 2.12], K is
cancellative, which further implies bK;c or aK;0. If bKjc, then b+ z; = ¢ + z», for some z;, zp € I implies
b+ z1+ z) + 2o = ¢+ 2o + 21 + 22, Which gives b+ z; + zp = ¢+ z1 + zp. Therefore, bprc. If akK;0, then
acl=1 ]
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