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Schreier split extensions of quantale enriched monoids

Célia Borlido

Abstract

We introduce and study Schreier split extensions of monoids enriched with a relation taking
values on a quantale, to which we call quantale enriched monoids. Schreier split extensions
play, in the setting of monoids, the role of split extensions of groups. As such, they are closely
related to semidirect products of monoids. In this paper, we investigate the possible quantale-
enriched structures on semidirect products of monoids appearing in a Schreier split extension.
We then restrict our study to a class of quantale enriched monoids whose behavior mimics the
fact that the preorder on a preordered group is completely determined by the its of positive
elements. Finally, we instantiate our results for preordered monoids and compare them with

existing literature.

1 Introduction

In the theory of groups, the study of split extensions plays an important role as it allows for
the decomposition of each group as a semidirect product of each of its normal subgroups and
corresponding quotients. In recent years, there had been generalizations of this result in two
different directions.

On the one hand, there were considered in [Il 3] groups equipped with a preorder compatible
with the multiplication (but not with the inversion!) and split extensions of preordered groups were
characterized. Later, the theory was further generalized to groups enriched in a quantale V [2], the
so-called V-groups, thereby obtaining results that apply not only to preordered groups but also to
various structures such as generalized (ultra)metric groups and probabilistic (ultra)metric groups.

On the other hand, there were considered in [6] split extensions of monoids. In loc. cit., it was
shown that not every split extension of monoids would give rise to a semidirect product but one
should instead restrict to the so-called Schreier split extensions. In the case where the structures
at play are groups, the concepts of Schreier split extension and of split extension coincide. Once
again, Schreier split extensions of monoids were later explored in an enriched setting by considering
monoids equipped with a preorder compatible with the multiplication [7]. We note however that
the results of [7] are not a generalization of those of [1], 3, [2]. For one, the definition of Schreier split
extension of [7] is not a generalization of the definition of split extension of [Il, B3] for preordered
groups (and thus, neither of [2] for V-groups). Moreover, the focus of [Il [3] and [2] is different
of that of [7]. While in the former the authors characterize the preorders (respectively, V-group

structures) on a given semidirect product of groups that determine a split extension of preodered
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groups (respectively, of V-groups), in the latter the authors abstractly provide a characterization of
(certain) Schreier split extensions of preordered monoids without paying attention to the preorders
that may possibly occur.

In this paper we study split extensions of quantale-enriched monoids, thereby generalizing both
approaches at once. After briefly recalling, in Section 2], the most relevant concepts and results used
in the remaining paper, we introduce, in Section Bl the category of V-monoids, that is, of monoids
enriched in a quantale V. Schreier split extensions of V-monoids are introduced in Section [l
where we characterize the V-monoid structures that may possibly appear in the semidirect product
component of a Schreier split extension. Section [Bl is then devoted to studying those V-monoids
whose quantale enrichment is determined by a suitable analogue of the positive cone for preordered
monoids, as it happens for V-groups. Finally, in Section 6]l we instantiate the results of Section

for preordered groups and compare them with those of [7].

2 Preliminaries

The reader is assumed to have some acquaintance with basic category theory and semidirect prod-
ucts of monoids. With the aim of setting up the notation, we recall the most relevant concepts that
will be used in the paper. For more on general category theory, including the missing definitions,

we refer to [5], for V-categories to [4], and for semidirect products of monoids to [6].

2.1 V-categories

A quantale is a tuple V = (V, <, ®, k) such that (V, <) is a complete lattice, (V,®, k) is a monoid,
and the following equalities hold:

a®(\/b:)=\/(a®b) and (\/a)®b=\/(a;i®D). (1)
i i i i

The top and bottom elements of (V, <) will be denoted by T and L, respectively. Notice that ()
implies that ® is monotone with respect to the partial order on V, that is, if v1 < v9 and wy < wo,
then v1@wy < vo®@wy. We say that V is commutative provided the monoid (V) ®, k) is commutative.
The quantale 2 = ({0,1}, <, A, 1), where 0 < 1, will play a central role in this work, namely when
considering preordered monoids on Section

Let V be a quantale, and X, Y two sets. A V-relation from X to Y is a functiona: X xY — V.
A V-category is a pair (X, a), where X is a set and a is a reflexive and transitive V-relation from

X to X, that is, for every z,y,z € X, we have
o k< a(x,x) (reflexivity);

e a(z,y) ®aly,z) < a(r,z) (transitivity).



A V-functor from (X, a) to (Y,b) is a function f: X — Y such that

a(zy,w2) <b(f(21), f(22)).

We denote by V-Cat the category whose objects are V-categories and morphisms are V-functors.
Note that a 2-category may be simply seen as a preordered set, while a morphism of 2-categories
is a monotone function.

When V is a commutative quantale, for V-categories (X,a) and (Y,b) we may define a new
V-category (X x Y,a ® b), where

(a@b)((x,y), («,y") = a(z,2") @ b(y,y"),

for all z,2’ € X and y,y’ € Y [4, Proposition IT1.1.3.3]. As this is an essential construction in this

paper, all the quantales we consider will be commutative, even if we do not mention it explicitly.

2.2 Schreier split extensions of monoids

In the theory of groups, it is a well-known result that, for groups H and N, split exact sequences
of the form N — G — H are in a bijective correspondence with semidirect products N x H. This
result has later been extended to preordered groups [I] and further generalized to V-groups [2].
On the other hand, in the context of monoids, if one aims at describing semidirect products of
monoids via suitable short exact sequences, then one should restrict to the so-called Schreier split
extensions [0].

In what follows, we fix three monoids (X, +), (Y,-), and (Z, ). Although we are denoting the

operation on X additively, this is not assumed to be commutative.

Definition 2.1. A Schreier point of monoids is a split epimorphism p : Z — Y, say with section
s:Y — Z, for which there exists a unique set map ¢q : Z — X satisfying

2 = kq(2) * sp(2), (2)

where k : X — Z is the kernel of p.

A Schreier split extension of monoids is a diagram of the form

where p is a Schreier point of monoids, s the section of p, and k the kernel of p.

We remark that every Schreir split extension of monoids is a split exact sequence [6, Proposi-
tion 2.7], but not every split exact sequence is Schreier.

Given a function o : Y x X — X, we define a binary operation on X x Y by

(1,91) * (22,92) = (21 + (Y1, 22), Y1 - Y2).



The algebra thus obtained is denoted by X X, Y. Note that o may be recovered from the binary
operation on X X, Y. Indeed, for every x € X and y € Y, we have

(0X7 y) * (:Ev 1Y) = (Oé(y, 33‘), y)
It is well-known that « is a monoid action if, and only if, (X x4 Y, *) is a monoid.

Theorem 2.2 ([6], Theorem 2.9]). There is a one-to-one correspondence between the Schreier split
k P
extensions X — Z =Y and the monoid actions of Y on X (and thus, with the semidirect products

(X xqY,%)). More precisely,

k D
(a) if X — Z =Y is a Schreir split extension of monoids and q : Z — X is the unique set map

satisfying @), then a1 Y x X — X defined by a(y,z) = q(s(b) x k(z)) is a monoid action,

2

(b) if (X %o Y, %) is a semidirect product of monoids, then X SN XoY 2Y is a Schreir split
L2

extension of monoids whose unique set map X xo Y — X satisfying ([2)) is the projection

m X XY — X,

k p
and these two constructions are mutually inverse. In particular, if X — Z =Y is a Schreir split
S

extension of monoids, then the maps
p: X %Y = Z,  (2,y) = k(@) *s(y) (3)

and
V:Z = X% Y, 20 (q(2),p(2) (4)

are mutually inverse monoid homomorphisms.

The preordered version of Theorem was considered in [7], but only for a special class of pre-
ordered monoids that retain a certain group-like behavior. Further details on this will be provided

in Section [6l

3 The category of quantale enriched monoids

Let V be a (commutative) quantale. A V-monoid is a triple (X, a,+) such that (X,a) is a V-
category, (X, +) is a monoid and the monoid operation induces a V-functor (_+.) : (X,a)®(X,a) —
(X,a). Although we are denoting the monoid operation additively, we do not assume that X is
commutative. This will be the usual practice in the remaining paper. When the monoid operation
is clear from the context (or irrelevant), we may simply say that (X, a) is a V-monoid. A morphism
of V-monoids h : (X,a,+) — (Y,b,-) is amap h : X — Y such that h : (X,a) = (Y,b) is a
V-functor and h : (X,+) — (Y,-) is a monoid homomorphism. We denote by V-Mon the category

of V-monoids and corresponding homomorphisms.



Starting from the category of V-monoids, we may either forget the V-category or the monoid
structure, thereby obtaining two forgetful functors U; : V-Mon — Mon and Us : V-Mon —
V-Cat, respectively. Similarly to what happens for V-groups [2] and for preordered monoids [7],
U, is a topological functor and Us a monadic one. We do not include the proofs of these two facts,
as they are simple adaptations of the proof of [2, Theorem 4.1]. In particular, it follows that the
category of V-monoids is both complete and cocomplete. Moreover, limits are preserved by both
forgetful functors, while colimits are preserved by U;. We make a few observations that will be
relevant in the sequel. First note that the initial object of V-Mon is ({*}, k), where k(x,*) = k,
while its terminal object is ({*},7), where 7(x,*) = T. In particular, V-Mon is a pointed category
if, and only if, kK = T. When that is the case, the kernel of a morphism A : (X,a) — (Y,b) of

V-monoids is the V-monoid (Z, ¢), where
Z={xeX|h(z)=1y}

is a submonoid of X and c is the suitable restriction of a. Finally, an epimorphism of V-monoids is
simply a morphism whose underlying monoid homomorphism is an epimorphism.
The following result is a simple observation, but we will occasionally use it in the remaining

paper.
Lemma 3.1. Let (X,a) be a V-category and (X,-) be a monoid. Then, (-4 _): (X,a) ® (X,a) —
(X, a) is a V-functor if, and only if, for every x,y,z € X,

a(z,y) <alr+z,y+2) and a(z,y) <alz+z,2+7Y). (5)

Proof. By definition, + is a V-functor if, and only if, for all x1, x2,y1,y2 € X, the following equality
holds

a(z1,y1) ® a(z2,y2) < a(xr + z2,y1 + y2)-

In particular, using the fact that a is reflexive, we have
a(z,y) = a(z,y) @k < a(z,y) ®a(z,2) < a(z + 2,y + 2)

and
a(r,y) =k ®a(r,y) <a(z,2) @a(z,y) <alz + 2,2 +y).

Conversely, using (Bl) and transitivity of a, we may derive

a(r1,91) @ a(r2,y2) < a(ry + z2,y1 + 72) @ a(y1 + z2, 91 +y2) < a(z1 + 22,91 +y2). O



4 Schreier split extensions of quantale enriched monoids

In this section we will assume that the quantale V is such that V-Mon is a pointed category,
that is, k = T in V. We will also fix V-monoids (X,a,+), (Y,b,-), and (Z,c,*). We denote the
operation on X additively for the sake of readability though, as before, we do not assume that X

is commutative.

Definition 4.1. Let p : (Z,¢,x) — (Y,b,-) be a split epimorphism of V-monoids. Then, p is a
Schreier point of V-monoids if its underlying monoid homomorphism p : Z — Y is a Schreier point
of monoids.

A Schreier split extension of V-monoids is a diagram

(X,a) &5 (2,¢) 2 (YD),

s

where k is the kernel of p and p is a Schreier point of V-monoids with section s.

Our goal is to present a characterization of the Schreier points of V-monoids with codomain

(Y,b) and kernel (X, a) or, in other words, the Schreier split extensions of V-monoids of the form

(X,a) < (Z,¢) 2 (V). (6)

s

We remark that, since the diagram formed by the underlying monoid homomorphisms of (@) is a
Schreier split extension of monoids, by Theorem 2.2] the monoid Z is isomorphic to a semidirect
product of the form X x, Y and the maps k, s, and p are isomorphic to the inclusions ¢1, o, and

to the projection my, respectively. Thus, the diagram (@) is isomorphic to

(X,a) 5 (X %, Y,¢) = (Y,b) (7)

L2

and the latter is a Schreier split extension of V-monoids if, and only if, for all z,2’ € X and

y,y' € Y, the following conditions hold:

(S.1) mq is a V-functor, that is,
c((z,y), (=",y) < by, y');

(S.2) ¢; is the kernel of o, that is,

CL(I‘, ‘T/) = C((x7 1)7 (‘T/7 1));

(S.3) 12 is a V-functor, that is,
b(y,y') < e((0,),(0,5/)).

In [2], for V-monoids (X,a) and (Y,b), the (reverse) lexicographic V-relation lex : (X x Y) x



(X xY) — V was defined by

a(z,2'), if y =/
lex((z,y), («',y') =
b(y,y'), else.

Here, we consider its weaken version wlex : (X xY) x (X xY) — V given by

a(z, ), if y =y = ly;
wlex((z,y), (',y)) =
b(y,y'), else.

The relevance of the relation wlex is explained by the following result.

Proposition 4.2. Let o : Y x X — X be a monoid action and ¢: (X XY)x (X xY) =V be a

V-relation on X X Y that turns X Xo Y into a V-monoid. Then, the following are equivalent:

(a) (X,a) S (X x4 Y,0) = (Y, b) is a Schreier split extension of V-monoids,
L2

(b) a®b<c<wlex.

Proof. Suppose that [(a)] holds. Using|(S.2)]and [(S.3)] and the fact that (X x4 Y, c) is a V-monoid,

we have

a(z,2') ® by, y") < c((z,1), (2", 1)) ® c((0,),(0,3))
c((z,1)(0,y), (2", 1)(0,3")) = e((z,y), (=",4/)),

IN

which proves that a ® b < ¢. Now, using[(S.2)| again, we have
c((z,1),(2',1)) < a(z,2') = wlex((x, 1), (2, 1));

and, by [(S.1)]

c((z,y), (@', y") < bly,y') = wlex((x,y), (2, 3")),

where the last equality holds if at least one of y and ¢/ is different from 1. This shows that ¢ < wlex.

Conversely, let us suppose that ¢ ® b < ¢ < wlex. By definition of wlex, we have
wlex((z,y), (',y)) < b(y,y)
and thus holds if ¢ < wlex. The inequality ¢ < wlex also yields
c((z,1), (', 1)) < wlex((x, 1), (2, 1)) = a(x,2’),
which is half of the equality Finally, using the assumption a ® b < ¢, we have

a(z,2') = (a®b)((x,1), (2", 1)) < c((z,1), (2", 1))



and
b(y.y') = (a@b)((0,y),(0,y")) < c((0,y),(0,y)),

which show the other half of |(S.2)[ and |(S.3)] respectively. O

As an immediate consequence, we have the following:

Corollary 4.3. Let o : Y x X — X be a monoid action and ¢ : (X X Y)x (X xY) =V be a

V-relation satisfying a @ b < ¢ < wlex. Then, the following are equivalent:

(a) (X,a) S (X x4 Y,0) = (Y, b) is a Schreier split extension of V-monoids,
L2

(b) (X %Y, c) is a V-monoid.

Before proceeding we note that, the V-relations lex and wlex are always reflexive but they may

not be transitive. Indeed, we have the following:

Lemma 4.4. The V-relation wlex is transitive if, and only if, for every z,x’ € X and every
y €Y \{ly}, we have b(1,y) @ b(y,1) < a(z,z’).

Proof. If the V-relation wlex is transitive then, for y # 1, we have

b(1,y) @by, 1) = wlex((x, 1), (0, y)) @ wlex((0,y), (', 1)) (by definition of wlex)
< wlex((x, 1), (2/,1)) (because wlex is transitive)

= a(x,2) (by definition of wlex).

Conversely, let (x,y), (/,y'), and (z”,y”) belong to X x Y. If y =9/ =¢” =1, then

wlex((z,y), (z/,y)) @ wlex((2',¢), (z",y")) = a(z,2") ® a(z’,2") (by definition of wlex)

<a(z,2”) (because a is transitive)

wlex((z,y), (", y")) (by definition of wlex).
If, on the other hand, we have y = 3" = 1 but v/ # 1, then

wlex((z,y), (2',y)) ® wlex((a',), (2", y")) = b(L,y) ® b(y', 1) (by definition of wlex)
<a(z,z") (by hypothesis)

= wlex((z,v), (2", y")) (by definition of wlex).
Finally, suppose that we do not have y = y” = 1. Then, the expression

wlex((z,y), (',y)) ® wlex((«', /), (2", 9")) (8)

is equal to one of the following;:



(i) a(z,2") @ b(y',y"),
(i) b(y,y') ® a(a’, "), or
(iid) b(y,y') @ b(y',y").
Then, we have that (§) equals the expression in [(¢)|if, and only if, y = ¢y’ =1 and " # 1. And, in

that case,

a(z, ') @ by’ y")
b(1,y") (because a(x, ') < k)
= wlex((x,y), (z",4")) (by definition of wlex).

wlex((z,y), (2',y)) ® wlex((2', ¢/), (2", "))

IN

Similarly, if equals the expression in |(47), then we must have 1 and 3/ = 9" = 1, and thus,
Y. Yy Yy Yy

wlex((z,y), (2',y)) ® wlex((2',y), (2", y")) = by, y) ® a(z’, 2")
b(y,1) (because a(z’,2") < k)

= wlex((z,v), (2, y")) (by definition of wlex).

Finally, if (§]) equals the expression in then,

wlex((z,y), («',y)) ® wlex((«',y/), (z",4")) = bly,y") @ b(y/, ")
(y, 9

" (because b is transitive)

= wlex((z, ), (", y")) (by definition of wlex). O

Lemma 4.5. The V-relation lex is transitive if, and only if, for every x, 2’ € X and everyy,y' €Y
with y # y', we have b(y,y") @ b(y',y) < a(x,2’).

We omit the proof of this result as it is analogous to that of Lemma [A.4] with the obvious
adaptations.

We will now characterize under which conditions the diagram (7)) is a Schreier split extension
of V-monoids, when ¢ is each of the bounds identified in Proposition We recall that, by
Corollary [43] that is the case if, and only if, (X x4 Y, ¢) is a V-monoid.

Given a monoid action « : Y x X — X, we consider the function
a:Y xX - XxY, (y, ) = (a(y, z),y).

The proof of the following result is included for the sake of completeness, but we do note that
it is very similar to that of [2| Proposition 7.2], as the latter does not use any property that is

satisfied by groups and not by monoids.

Proposition 4.6. Let a: Y x X — X be a function. Then, the following are equivalent:



(@) (X,0) S (X xaY,a® b) (Y b) is a Schreier split extension of V-monoids,

L2

(0) (X xqY,a®0b) is a V-monoid,
(¢) «ais a monoid action and @ is a V-functor.

Proof. Equivalence of @ and @ follows from Corollary (4.3l
@ == Since X X, Y is a monoid, then « is a monoid action. The following computations

show that @ is a V-functor:

(a®b)@(y,r),a(y’,2') = (a @ b)((aly, x),y), (a(y',2), 1))
= (a®b)((0x,y)(z,1y), (0x,y)(, 1y))
(because (X x4 Y,a®b) is a V-monoid) > (a ®b) ® (a ® b)(((0x,y), (z,1y)), ((0x,¥), (2, 1y)))
®0)((0x,9), (0x,¥) ® (a®@b)((z, 1y), (2, 1y))
(0x,0x) ®b(y,y") ® a(w,2") ® b(1y, 1y)
)

(by reflexivity of a and b) > b(y,vy') ® a(z,2") = (b® a)((y, ), (v, 2")).

== @ We have that X x,Y is a monoid provided « is a monoid action. We need to show
that the operation on X X, Y induces a V-functor (X xY,a®b)®@ (X xY,a®b) = (X xY,a®Vb),
that is, that for all x1, 2], z9, 24 € X and y1, 4}, y2,y5 € Y, the following inequality holds:

(a®b)((z1,51), (21,51)) ® (@ @ b)((w2,2), (25, 45)) < (a @ b)((w1,y1)(w2,2), (21, ¥1) (2, 42))- (9)
Indeed, we have:

(CL & b)((ﬂfl + Ol(yl, $2)7 y1y2)7 ($/1 + Oé(y{l’ 33]2)7 yllyé))
a(z1 + a(yr, z2), 21 + a(yy, 15)) © b(y1ye, ¥1ys)

> a(r1, 7)) @ ala(yr, z2), alyl, 75)) @ b(y1, y1) @ b(y2, y5) (because X and Y are V-monoids)
a(z1,21) ® (a @ b)((aly1, 22),y1), (a(yh, 75), 1)) @ by, ya)

= a(z1,71) ® (a ® 0)(@(y1, 22), Ay}, 22)) @ by2, ¥2)

> a(r1,2)) @ (a @b)((y1,22), (¥, 75)) @ b(ya, yh) (because @ is a V-functor)

= a(z1,71) ® a(y1, 1) ® b(w2, 75) @ b(y2, 3)
= (a®b)((z1,51), (#1,41)) @ (a @ b)((22,92), (v2, 43)). O

Proposition 4.7. Let a: Y x X — X be a monoid action. Then, the following are equivalent:

(a) (X,a) S (X x4, Wlex) (Y b) is a Schreier split extension of V-monoids,

L2

(b) (X x4 Y,wlex) is a V-monoid,

10



(c) the V-relation wlex is transitive and, for all x1,2),z9,25 € X and y1,y2,v],y5 € Y \ {1}
satisfying yi1ye = yiyh = yiy2 = 1, the following inequality holds:

b(y1,y1) @ by2,y5) < a(z1 + a(y1, z2), ) + a(yy, 25)). (10)

Proof. Equivalence of @ and @ follows from Corollary 3]

(0)] = If (X X4 Y, wlex) is a V-monoid then wlex is transitive, and (I0) holds because
the multiplication on X %, Y is a V-functor.

= @ We have that (X %, Y, wlex) is a V-monoid if, and only if, the following inequality
holds:

wlex((z1, 1), (27, 41)) ® wlex((22, y2), (5, ¥5)) < wlex((z1 + ay1, 22), y1y2), (x] + a(yy, 3), Y1 v5)).
(11)

We consider the following cases, according to the value v of the left-hand side of (III):

o If v = a(x1, 7)) ® a(ze, ) then, we must have y; = ¥} = y2 = y5 = 1 and inequality (II))

follows from (X, a) being a V-monoid.

o If v = a(z1,2]) @ by, vy5) then it is because we have y; = y; = 1 but we do not have
yo = y4 = 1. Thus, we cannot either have y1y2 = yjyh = 1 and thus, the right-hand side
of (II) is b(y1y2, ¥1yh) = b(y2,yh) which is greater than or equal to v.

o If v =b(y1,y)) @ a(xe,x}) then the argument is similar to the one of the previous case.

o If v = b(y1,y]) ® b(y2,y5) then it is because neither y; = yj = 1 nor yo = y5, = 1. We must

now consider the following three further cases:
— If y1yo # 1 or yjyh # 1, then the right-hand side of (&) is b(y1y2, v} v5) which, since (Y, b)
is a V-monoid is greater than or equal to v.

— If y1y2 = yiy5 = 1, but yjy # 1, then

v ="b(y1,y1) @ b(y2, ¥2)

b(y1y2, ¥1y2) @ b(Y1y2, ¥1y5) (because (X, b) is a V-monoid)
b(L, y1y2) ® b(y1y2, 1)
a(r + oy, 22), 2, + a(yl,zh)  (by Lomma L),

IN

IN

— If y1y2 = ¥1y5 = yiy2 = 1, then we use (I0). 0

Since the underlying maps of a Schreier split extension of V-monoids form a Schreier split
extension of monoids, in the diagram (), there is a unique set map ¢ : Z — X satisfying ([2]). We
recall that, in (7)), such a map is the first projection 71 : X X, Y — X. It is then natural to ask for
necessary and sufficient conditions for having that this map is also a V-functor. We provide such

in the next result.
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™2

Lemma 4.8. If (X,a) N (X xoY,c) = (Y,b) is a Schreier split extension of V-monoids then, m

L2
is a V-functor if, and only if, c < a Ab.

Proof. By definition, 71 is a V-functor if, and only if, for all z,2’ € X and y,y’ € Y, the following
inequality holds:

c((z,y), (@",y)) < a(z,2).

Noting that, by definition of wlex, we have wlex((z,y), (z/,y')) < b(y,y’) and using Proposition [£.2]

the forward implication follows. The backwards implication is trivial. U

In the remaining of the section, we will focus on the case where Y is a group.

We have already identified necessary and sufficient conditions for having that lex and wlex are
transitive V-relations. Along the same lines, one may also show that, in the setting of V-groups,
the condition identified in [2| Theorem 7.4] is necessary and sufficient for lex being transitive. More

precisely, if X and Y are groups, then lex is transitive if, and only if, the inequality
b(y,1) ®b(1,y) < a(,0)

holds for every z € X and y € Y \ {1}. Also in the setting of V-groups, the relations lex and wlex

coincide, as it is implied by the next result.
Lemma 4.9. We have lex < wlex. Moreover, if Y is a group then, the following are equivalent:
(a) lex = wlex,

(b) Y is trivial or a(z,2') =k for all z,2’ € X,

(¢) (X x4 Y, wlex) is a V-monoid.

Proof. We will freely use the fact that the V-relations lex and wlex coincide on every tuple

((x,y), (2',y")) unless y = ' # 1y and, in that case, we have

lex((z,y), (2',y)) = a(z,2') <k =b(y,y) = wlex((z,y), (', y)).

This in particular shows that lex < wlex.
[(a)] = [O)} If Y is nontrivial, then there is an element y € Y\ {1}. For such a y and z,2’ € X,

we have

lex((z,y), (¢',y)) = wlex((z,y), (', y)).

By definition of lex and wlex this is equivalent to having

a(z, ') = by,y) = k.

@ = If Y is trivial, then (X x,Y,lex) is equal to (X, a) and thus, a V-monoid. Suppose
that Y is non-trivial. Since a(z,z’) = k for all z,2’ € X, by Lemma 4] (X x, Y, wlex) is a
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V-category. It remains to show that

wlex((z1,91), (271, 91)) ® wlex((w2, y2), (25, 95)) < wlex((21 + a(y1, 22), y192), (1 + (Y, 75), ¥193));

(12)
for all x1, 2}, 29,24 € X and y1,9), 2,95 € Y. We consider four different cases, according to the
value v of the left-hand side of (I2)).

o If v = a(z1,2)) ® a(xa,x}), then we must have y; =y} = 1 = yo = v4 and thus, the right-
hand side of (I2)) is equal to a(z1 + a(y1,x2), 2] + a(y),z5)) which is k, by hypothesis, and
we clearly have (I2).

o If v = a(x1,2]) ® b(y2, y)), then we must have y; = yj = 1 but not y2 = y5 = 1. Therefore,
the right-hand side of (I2)) is b(y2,v4) and thus, (I2]) holds.

o If v = b(y1,y]) ® a(xa,xh), then we are in a situation analogous to the previous one.

e Finally, if v = b(y1,v]) ® b(y2, y5) then either the right-hand side of (I2)) is equal to a(x1 +
a(yr, x2),x) + a(y),2,)) which, by hypothesis, is k¥ and we have (I2]), or it is equal to
b(y1y2,y;v5) and then (I2) holds because (Y,b) is itself a V-monoid.

(c)) = [(@} We only need to show that, for z,2/ € X and y € Y \ {ly}, we have
wlex((z,y), (2',y)) < lex((z, y), (¢, y)). We have:

wlex((z,y), (', y)) < wlex((z,%)(0,571), (z/,4)(0,y™1)) (because (X x4 Y, wlex) is a V-monoid
and by Lemma [3.])
= wlex((,1), (2", 1)) = a(z,2') = lex((z,y), (2',y)). O
Corollary 4.10. Let Y be a group. If (X %, Y, wlex) is a V-monoid, then so is (X %, Y,lex).

The next example shows that there are however situations in which the V-relation lex is strictly

contained in wlex.

Example 4.11. Let V = 2, so that V-Mon is the category of preordered monoids. We consider

the following preordered monoids:
e N is the monoid of natural numbers equipped with the usual order relation,

e N is the monoid of natural numbers equipped with the preorder < defined by

0<n, for all n € N, and n<m, for all n,m € N\ {0}.

It is easy to verify that both N and N are indeed preordered monoids and, using Lemma [4.4] we
may also check that wlex is transitive and thus, (N x N, <wlex) 18 a 2-category (or preordered

set). Moreover, the lexicographic and weak lexicographic relations do not coincide in this case: for
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instance, (2,2) is below (1,2) is the weak lexicographic relation, but not in the lexicographic one.

Finally, we check that (N x N, <wlex) is a preordered monoid. First observe that
(m,n) <wlex (M, 7") <= (n=n"=0and m <m') or (n' #0).

It is then clear that <y is invariant by shifting, as required.

We finish this section by considering semidirect products of V-monoids equipped with the V-
relation lex. Given a: Y x X — X and y € Y, we consider the function o, : X — X defined by

ay(z) = aly, ).
Proposition 4.12. Let a: Y x X — X be a monoid action and consider the following statements:
(a) (X xq Y, lex) is a V-monoid,

(b) there exists a V-relation ¢ < lex turning (X x4 Y, c) into a V-monoid,

(c) for everyy €Y, ay is a V-functor and lex is transitive.

Then, @ = @ and@ = . Moreover, if Y is a group, then the three statements are

equivalent.

Proof. The implication @ == @ is trivial. Let us prove that @ = By definition of

V-monoid, lex is transitive. Moreover, given z,2’ € X and y € Y, we have

a(z, ')

c((z,1), (', 1)) (by [(S.2)] which holds because of Corollary [A.3])

c((0,9)(2,1),(0,y)(«",1))  (by Lemma B.T)
((a( 2),y), (a(y,2"),y))

ex((e(y,7),y), (a(y,2'),y))  (because c < lex)
( (y,2),a(y,2’))  (by definition of lex).

| A

Thus, oy is a V-functor as we intended to show.

Finally, let us assume that Y is a group and prove that = @ Since lex is always reflexive,
we have that (X %, Y,lex) is a V-category. Thus, it suffices to show that, for all 1, 2], x9, 25 € X
and y1,v], y2, ¥4 € Y, the following inequality holds:

lex((z1,y1), (21, ¥1)) ®lex((w2, y2), (23, y3)) < lex((z1+a(yr, 2), y1y2), (21 +a(yy, 23), ¥1v5)). (13)

For that, we consider the following cases:

o If y; =y} and yy = v}, then (I3)) is equivalent to

a(r1, 1) @ (e, v5) < alzy + o(yr, 22), 21 + a(yy, 75)).
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Using the fact that ay, = a,, is a V-functor and that (X,a) is a V-monoid, we have

y
a(z1,77) ® a(zg,75) < a(wy, 1) @ ala(yr, 22), a(y), 23)) < a(z1 + alyr, 22), 27 + a(yy, 75)),

as required.

e If y; = y| but y2 # yh, then, since we are assuming that Y is a group, we must have

y1y2 7 yyy5 and thus, (I3)) is equivalent to
a(z1,2}) ® 0(y2,45) < b(y1y2, ¥145)-
The latter holds because a(z1,2}) < k and (Y,b) is a V-group.

e If y; # v} but y2 = y), then we may use an argument similar to that of the previous case.

o If y; # v} and yo # ), then we may have y1y2 # yjy5 and (I3) is equivalent to

b(yh yll) & b(y27 yé) < b(y1y27 yiyé)v

which holds because (Y,b) is a V-group, or we have y1y2 = yjy5. In that case, we need to
show that

b(y1,y1) @ by2, y5) < a(z1 + a(y1, z2), ) + a(yy, 3)). (14)

We first observe that, since Y is a group, we have (y}) ly; = Yol ! and this is different

from 1. We may then derive

b(y1,91) ® b(y2,vh) < b((¥1) w1, 1) @ b(L,yhys ') (because (Y,b) is a V-group)
< a(x1 + aly, z2), ) + aly], z5)) (by Lemma [FL5]),

as intended. O

5 Group-like behaved quantale enriched monoids

A crucial and useful property in the study of preordered groups is the fact that the preorder relation
of a preordered group is completely determined by its cone of positive elements, in the following
sense: If (G, <,+) is a preodered group and P; = {x € G | > 0} is the cone of positive elements
of G, then x <y if, and only if, y € P + z. That is no longer the case for preordered monoids as
witnessed by [7, Example 1]. Indeed, if (M, +, <) is a preordered monoid, Py = {z € M | x > 0}

is its cone of positive elements, and <p,, is the preorder on M defined by

x<p, Yy <= y €< Py+uz, (15)
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then (M,+,<p,,) is a preordered monoid if, and only if, Pys is a right normal submonoid of M
[7, Proposition 2] and this condition does not even guarantee that <p,, is the preorder on M [7,
page 5|. Given the importance, in the context of preordered groups, of having that the relations
<p,, and < coincide, in [7] the authors restrict their study of split extensions to those preordered
monoids for which that is the case.

In this section we will start by investigating which property can play the role of right normality
in the more general context of V-monoids and, in the spirit of [7], we will restrict our study to the
subclass of V-monoids that, in a sense that we will make precise soon, behave like V-groups.

Let (M, <,+) be a preordered monoid and let Pyy = {x € M | x > 057} be its cone of positive

elements. Then, seeing M as a 2-monoid (M, a,+), for

1, if z <y,
a(z,y) =

0, otherwise,
we have that Py is the preimage of 1 = T under the projection a(Opz,-) : M — 2. It is this very
simple observation that opens the door to a generalization of the results of [7] to the setting of V-
monoids. Indeed, we will now focus on those V-monoids (X, a,+) whose V-relation a is determined
by the projection a(0x,-) : X — V.

Given a V-monoid (X, a), we will denote by P, the map P, : X — V defined by P,(z) = a(0, z),

for all z € X. We note that, in the case where (X, a) is a V-group, the V-relation a is completely
determined by its projection P,. Indeed, by Lemma B.1], we have

a(m,y) < a(O,y - ‘T) < a(‘rvy)

and, therefore, the equality
a(z,y) = Pu(y — 2)

holds. In the spirit of [7], we will now focus on the V-monoids (X, a) whose V-relation is determined
by P, in the sense that, for all x,y € X,

a(z,y) = \/{Pa(w) | y = w+z}. (16)

We observe that, in the case where X is a group, the right-hand side of (I6l) is simply P,(y — ).
We further observe that, for a V-category (X,a), the function P = P, satisfies the following two

properties:
(M.1) k£ < P(0),
(M.2) P(zx)® P(y) < P(z+y), for all z,y € X.

These two properties turn out to be crucial when defining a V-monoid structure on a given monoid X

out of a function X — V. Indeed, given a function P : X — V, we consider the V-relation
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ap: X X X — V defined by

y) = V{P(w) |y =w+az}. (17)
Proposition 5.1. Let X be a monoid, and let P : X — V be a function. Then,
(a) ap is reflexive if, and only if, P satisfies|(M.1);
(b) ap is transitive if, and only if, P satisfies |(M.2);

(¢) if (X,ap) is a V-category, then the monoid operation on X is a V-functor if, and only if, for
all x,z € X, P satisfies
x) < \/{P(w) | z4+2=w+ z}. (M.3)

In particular, (X, ap) is a V-monoid if, and only if, P satisfies properties|(M.1),|(M.2), and|(M.3),

Proof. Noticing that P,, = P, if ap is reflexive and transitive then P satisfies [((M.1)| and [(M.2)]
respectively. Thus, the forward implications of [(a)] and [(0)] hold. Suppose that [[M.1)| holds. Then,

ap is reflexive because

(M.1)
z)=\/{P(w) [z =w+z}>P0) = k

If (M.2)| holds, then ap is transitive because
ap(z,y) @ ap(y,z) = (\/{Pw) |y =w+a}) @ (\/{Pw) | z=w+y})
:\/{P w)@Pw')|y=w+zand z =w +y}

:\/{P(w')@P(U)) |ly=w+z and z = v’ +y}

(M 2)]
< \/{P(w’+w)\y:w+x and 2z = w' + y}
< \/{P(w'+w) | z=w'+w+2z} =ap(z,2),

and this finishes the proofs of @ and @
Let us now prove Suppose that (X, ap) is a V-category. If the monoid operation on X is a

V-functor then, using the second inequality stated in Lemma [B.1], we have
P(z) =ap(0,2) <ap(z,z + ) = \/{P )| z4+x=w+z}.

Conversely, let us verify that the inequalities (Bl) of Lemma Bl hold. First note that we always
have ap(z,y) < ap(z + z,y + 2z). Indeed,

:\/{P(w)|y:w+x}§\/{P(w)|y+z:w+$+z}:ap(x+z,y+z).
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Using |(M.3)l we may deduce that

:\/{Pw y=w-+x}

<\/{\/{P ) z+tw=uw+z}|y=w+z}
_\/{P )] z+w=w+zand y =w+x}
<\/{P J|z+y=w'+z2+z}=ap(z+x,2+y). O

We remark that, in the case of preordered monoids, having P(z) < \/{P(w) | z+x = w+z} for
all z,z € X means that, if 0 < x and z € X, then there exists w such that 0 < w and z+x = w+ 2.
In other words, this is to say that z + P C P + z, that is, P is right normal.

We will denote by V-Mon* the full subcategory of V-Mon determined by the V-monoids (X, a)
satisfying a = ap,, where P, : X — V is defined by P,(z) = a(0,z). In particular, by Proposi-
tion Bl when that is the case, P, must satisfy

The remaining of this section will be devoted to the characterization of the Schreier split ex-

tensions of V-monoids of the form

(X,a) = (Z c) (Y, b),

where (X, a), (Y,b), and (Z, c) belong to V-Mon*.

Definition 5.2. Let (X,a) and (Y,b) be objects of V-Mon*. A V-enriched action of (Y,b) on
(X,a) is a pair (a, P), where a: Y x X — X is a monoid action and P : X x Y — V is a function

satisfying the following axioms:

(E.0) P(x,y) < Py(y) for all (z,y) € X xY,

(E.1) Py(y) < P(0x,y) forally €Y,

(E.2) Py(x) = P(x,1y) for all x € X,

(E.3) P(x,y) @ P(z',y) < P(x + a(y,2'),yy"), for all (z,y),(2',y') € X XY,

(E.4) P(x,y) < V{P(',y) | zo+ a(yo,z) = 2’ + a(y', z0) and yoy = y'yo}, for all (z,y), (zo,yo) €
X xY.

We note that properties [(E.3)| and |(E.4)| are nothing but properties [(M.2)| and |[(M.3)| respec-
tively, stated for the function P : X x Y — V and for the monoid X x, Y.

Theorem 5.3. Let (X,a) and (Y,b) be objects of V-Mon*. Then up to isomorphism there is a
one-to-one correspondence between Schreier split extensions (X, a) — (Z c) (Y b) of V-monoids,

with (Z,c¢) lying in V-Mon*, and V-enriched actions of (Y,b) on (X, a).

p
Proof. Let (X,a) &, (Z,c) = (Y,b) be a Schreier split extension of V-monoids in the category

s

V-Mon*, and let ¢ : Z — X be the unique set map satisfying (2]). We consider the monoid action
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a defined by a(y,z) = q(s(y) * k(z)). By Theorem 22 we know that ¢ : X x,Y — Z and
Y Z — X XY defined by ¢(x,y) = k(z) * s(y) and by ¥(z) = (q(2),p(2)), respectively, are
mutually inverse monoid homomorphisms. We let P : X x Y — V be defined by

P(z,y) = Pc(k(z) * s(y)) = Pe(p(z,y))

and we claim that (o, P) is a V-enriched action of (Y,b) on (X, a).
(E.0); Since p is a V-functor, we have

P(z,y) = Pe(k(z) x s(y)) < Py(p(k(x) * s(y)))
and, since 1 o @ is the identity map on X x Y, we further have
By(p(k(z) % s(y))) = Py(y)-
Since s is a V-functor, we have
Fy(y) < Pe(s(y)) = P(0,y).
Since k is the kernel of p, we have

P,(z) = P.(k(z)) = P(z,1).

For proving |(E.3)| and |(E.4), we use the fact that (Z,c¢) belongs to V-Mon* and thus, the
function P, satisfies |(M.2)| and [(M.3)|
[(E.3); By |(M.2)| we have

P(z,y) @ P(¢,y) = Pe(k(z) * s(y)) ® Pe(k(a) x 5(y')) < Pe(k(z) * s(y) * k(2') x s(y"))
and, since ¢ is a monoid homomorphism,

Po(k(z) x s(y) x k(z") x s(y")) = Pe(p(x + aly,2"),yy")) = P(z + a(y, ), yy').

|(E.4)f By |(M.3)] for all z, 2y € Z, we have

Po(2) < \V{P(2') | 0% 2 = 2 % 20}
Since ¢ is a monoid isomorphism, this is equivalent to having

Pu(p(x,y)) < \/{Pelo(2',¢) | @(wo + (g0, 2), y0y) = (@’ + (v, 20),¥'v0)},
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for all (x,y), (zo,y0) € X x Y. Since # is the inverse of ¢, having
@(xo + a(yo, ), yoy) = p(z’ + oy, 0),y'yo)
is equivalent to having
zo +a(yo,z) =2’ +a(y’,z0) and  yoy = y'yo,

from where we can conclude that |(E.4)| holds.
Conversely, let (a, P) be a V-enriched action of (Y, b) on (X, a). By Proposition b.1], taking

ap((z,y), = \/{P(" ) = (" y") * (=,9)},

yields a V-monoid (X X, Y, ap) provided P satisfies properties|(M.1)| [(M.2)| and|(M.3)| As already
observed, |(M.2)| and |(M.3)| hold because so do |[(E.3)|and [(E.4)l To show |(M.1)| we may use |(E.1)]
and the fact that P, satisfies itself. Now, by Corollary [4.3] to conclude that

(X,a) <5 (X %, Y, ap) = (Y, b)

L2

is a Schreier split extension of V-monoids, it suffices to show that a ® b < ap < wlex. Since (X, a)
and (Y,b) belong to V-Mon*, for all z,2’ € X and y,y € Y, we have

) = \(Pu) | = 2+ 2y N (P 1) o = o 12} = ap((@ 1), (1) (1)

and
[(£.2]]
N=\V{BW) Y ="y} < VPO Y =y"y} =apr((0,9),(0,¢)).
Thus,

a(x, x,) ® b(y, y/) < ap((.%', 1)7 (‘Tlv 1)) ® aP((07 y)? (07 y/)) < ap((.%', y)’ (xla y/))v

where the last inequality holds because (X X4 Y,ap) is a V-monoid. This shows that a ® b < ap.
Now, by ([8), ap((x,1),(z',1)) = a(x,2’) and, for arbitrary y, /',

ap((z,y), ( = \/{P(=" y') = (", y")x( \/{Pb )1y ="y} = by, ),

which finishes showing that ap < wlex.
It remains to check that the two correspondences just described are mutually inverse. It is

easily seen that P = P,,. Thus, taking Theorem into account, it remains to show that, for a
k p

Schreier split extension (X,a) — (Z,c¢) = (Y,b), if («, P) is the corresponding V-enriched action,
S

then the monoid isomorphisms ¢ and % define morphisms of V-monoids when X x, Y is equipped
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with the V-relation ap. For that, just note that

ap((z,y), (@', y) = \[{PE"y") | (@) = (2" y") * (x,y)}
= V{Plp(@",y") | (&, y)) = (", ¢") % (,9)} (by definition of P)
= \V{P(p(@",y") | o, y) = pla”,y") *p(z,y)} (because ¢ is a
monoid isomorphism)

= c(o(x,y),o(x',y")) (because (Z,c) belongs to V-Mon*) O

We finish this section by noting that we could also have defined morphisms of Schreier split ex-
tensions of V-monoids and of V-enriched actions in the obvious way, thereby forming two categories
that could be proved to be equivalent by following the ideas used in the proof of Theorem 5.3l We
do not include details on this as we believe no further meaningful mathematical knowledge of the

structures involved would be added.

6 The case of preordered monoids

In this section, we analyze the results of Section [f] in the case of preordered monoids and compare
them with those of [7].

Let ¥V = 2, so that V-Mon can be identified with the category of preordered monoids, and let
(X,a) be a 2-monoid. The ensuing preorder on X will be denoted by <x. A function P: X — 2
is uniquely determined by the subset P~1({T}) C X and, conversely, each subset P C X uniquely
determines a function X — 2. We will often abuse notation and identify a subset P C X with the
function P : X — 2 it defines. As already mentioned, under this identification, P, as defined in
the previous section is the cone Px of positive elements of X. Now, given a subset P C X, the

2-relation ap defined in (I7) induces the preorder <p on X given by
r<py < y € P+uz,

for all z,y € P. Indeed, we have z <p y if, and only if, ap(z,y) = T, which holds if, and only if,
there exists some w € X satisfying P(w) = T and y = w + x. We further observe that P C X

satisfies properties |(M.1)| and |((M.2)| if, and only if, 0 € P and = + y € P whenever z,y € P,

respectively. That is, if, and only if, P is a submonoid of X. In turn, as it was already explained,
requiring is equivalent to requiring that P is right normal. Thus, our Proposition £.1] is a
generalization of [7, Proposition 2| to the setting of V-monoids. Moreover, the category OrdMon*
studied in [7] is our category 2-Mon*. Let us state Definition for V = 2.

Proposition 6.1. Let X and Y be objects of 2-Mon*. A 2-enriched action of Y on X is a pair
(o, P), where a: Y x X — X is a monoid action and P C X x Py satisfies the following axioms:

(B.0) PN (X x {1}) C Py x {1},
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(B.1) {0} x Py C P,
(B.2) Py x (1} C P,
(B.3) if (x,y) and (2',y") belong to P then so does (xz + a(y,z’),yy'),

(B.4) if (x,y) € P and (xo,y0) € X XY, then there exists (z',y’) € P such that xo + a(yo,x) =
'+ aly',zo) and yoy = y'yo-

Proof. This is a straightforward translation of Definition 5.2, with |[(E.O)| corresponding to the con-
dition P C X x Py, |(B.0)[and |[(B.2)| corresponding to|(E.2)|and, for i = 1, 3,4, (B.i) corresponding
to (B.4). O

Let us now recall the main result of [7]. In loc. cit., preordered actions are defined as follows:

Definition 6.2 ([7, Definition 4]). Let X and Y belong to 2-Mon*. A preordered action of Y on
X is a pair (o, ), where o : Y x X — X is a monoid action and £ : X x Py — X is a function

satisfying

(A1) £(0,y) =0, for all y € Py,

(A.2) &(x,1) =z, for all x € Py,

(A.3) if &(z,y) = x and &(2,y) = 2/, then {(x + a(y,2),yy’) =z + aly,2’),

(A4) if (z,y) € X x Py and (z0,y0) € X x Y, then there exists (2/,y’) € X x Py such that
zo + a(yo, ¥) = 2’ + a(y', x0), §(2',y) = 2’ and yoy = y'yo.

The intuitive idea behind this definition is that a preordered action («, &) of X on Y determines
a preorder on X x Y that turns X X, Y into a preordered monoid. Such a preorder is determined by
the function & whose role is that of specifying the cone of positive elements of X %, Y by asserting
that (z,y) is positive if, and only if, £(x,y) = z. The fact that the domain of £ is X x Py yields
that all positive elements of X X, Y belong to this set. Moreover, any value taken by & on a
point (z,y) that is different from z is somehow irrelevant. Indeed, the authors define morphisms
of preordered actions as follows: if X, X’ and Y,Y” are preordered monoids, and («a, ) and (o/,&’)
are preordered actions of Y on X and of Y/ on X', respectively, then a morphism from («, &) to
(o, &) is pair (f,g) such that f: X — X' and ¢ : Y — Y’ are monoid homomorphisms restricting

and co-restricting to the suitable positive cones, and that satisfy

fla(y,z)) = ' (9(y), g(x)) and &'(f(u), g(v)) = f(u),

for all (z,y) € X XY, and (u,v) € X x Py such that £(u,v) = u. Therefore, if (o, ) and (a, &)
are preordered actions of Y on X such that, for all z € X and y € Py

5(3373/) =T <~ £I($7y) =z, (19)
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then the identity maps (idx,idy) define an isomorphism between («,¢) and («,&’). We will thus
identify two preordered actions («, &) and (o, &) whenever they satisfy (I9).

We may now compare the notions of 2-enriched action and preordered action.

Proposition 6.3. Let X and Y belong to 2-Mon®*. Then, there is a one-to-one correspondence

between preordered actions of Y on X determined by those («, &) that further satisfy
(A.0) if £&(x,1) =z, then x € Px, for all x € X,
and 2-enriched actions of Y on X.

Proof. The correspondence is as follows. If (a, P) is a 2-enriched action then (o, §) is a preordered

action satisfying where
z, if (z,y) € P,
§(x,y) =

0, else.

Conversely, if (o, &) is a preordered action that satisfies then, taking
P = {(ﬂj‘,y) € X x PY |£($7y) :33‘}

defines a 2-enriched action (a, P). It is a routine computation to check that these two assignments
are indeed well-defined and are mutually inverse. We highlight that, if we start with a preordered
action (o, &) and (a, P) it the 2-enriched action it defines, then the preordered action («, ¢') defined
by (o, P) may not coincide with (a,§), but (o, &) and («,&’) do satisfy (I9). O

The main result of [7] states that, up to isomorphism, there is a one-to-one correspondence
between Schreier split extensions of preordered monoids in V-Mon* and preordered actions. As we
have just seen that the notions of preordered action and of 2-enriched action are slightly different,
the reader may now realize an apparent contradiction between this result and our Theorem [(.3]
To understand what is happening, we have to analyze the definition of Schreier split extension
of [7]. It is then the moment to introduce yet a new category, which turns out to be isomorphic to
OrdMon* [7, Theorem 1].

Definition 6.4. [7, Definition 2] A monomorphism of monoids m : P — M is right normal if its
image is a right normal submonoid of M. The full subcategory of the category of monomorphisms
of monoids is denoted by RNMono(Mon).

The authors of [7] mostly work with the category RNMono(Mon) rather than with OrdMon*,

including for defining Schreier split extensions.

Definition 6.5. [7, Definition 3] A Schreier split epimorphism in RNMono(Mon) is a diagram

PX i>PZ <7} Py

RN e

X+ sz —v
S
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in which the lower row is a Schreier split epimorphism of monoids and the upper row consists if
right normal submonoids, the positive cones Px, Pz, and Py, that turn X, Z, and Y objects of

OrdMon*. The morphisms k, p, and 5 are the corresponding restrictions.

This definition obfuscates the real nature of the morphisms in OrdMon®*. Indeed, while a
monoid homomorphism between preordered monoids in OrdMon* is monotone if, and only if,
it preserves the positive cone, the morphism k in diagram (20), although monotone, is not the
kernel of p in the category of preordered monoids (nor in OrdMon*). If we want to ensure that
the Schreier split extension defined by a preordered action (a, &) is such that k is a kernel in the
category of preordered monoids, then we must require that («, &) satisfies Moreover, even
in the case of V-groups, unlike ours, the results of [7] are not comparable with those of [1, 13, 2], as

shown by the next example.

Example 6.6. Let X and Y be preordered groups and o : Y x X — X be a group action. We
consider the preorder < on X x Y defined by

(z,y) 2 (@) = y<yy.

Then, (X %, Y, <) is a preordered group and

_ o
L1
Px —— Pxu,y —— Py

| I 0]
X%anyﬁiy

is a Schreier split extension in RNMono(Mon). However, unless the preorder on X is trivial,

I3 2
X > Xx,Ya2Y
L2
is not a Schreier split extension of preordered groups in the sense of [I, 2]. Indeed, for all z, 2’ € X
we have (z,1) < (2/,1). Thus, if there are some x £ x /, then ¢1[X] is not a submonoid of X x,Y,

and therefore k is not the kernel of 7.
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