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On a category of chains of modules whose endomorphism
rings have at most 2n maximal ideals

Federico Campanini

ABSTRACT. We describe the endomorphism rings in an additive category whose
objects are right R-modules M with a fixed chain of submodules 0 = MO <
MM < M@ < ... < M™ = M and the behaviour of these objects as far as
their direct sums are concerned.

1. Introduction

Let R be a ring, associative and with an identity 1, and let n be a fixed positive
integer. In this paper, we focus our attention to a category &, whose objects are
right R-modules M with a fixed chain of submodules 0 = M < M1 < M2 <
... < M = M. This category is a very natural generalization of the category £
studied in [3]. Indeed, the category £ in [3] is equivalent to the category &2, and the
techniques used in this article are essentially the same as those of [3]. Recall that a
right R-module is uniserial if the lattice of its submodules is linearly ordered under
inclusion. The endomorphism ring End(Ug) of a non-zero uniserial module Ug [6,
Theorem 1.2] has at most two maximal right ideals: the two-sided completely prime
ideals Iy := { f € End(Ug) | f is not injective } and Ky := { f € End(Ug) | f is
not surjective }, or only one of them. Here, a completely prime ideal P of a ring S is
a proper ideal P of S such that, for every z,y € S, zy € P implies that either x € P
or y € P. Two right R-modules Mgr and Ng are said to have the same monogeny
class, denoted by [MRg]; = [NR]m, if there exist a monomorphism Mpr — Ni and
a monomorphism Nrp — Mpg. Similarly, Mr and Ny are said to have the same
epigeny class, denoted by [Mg]e. = [Ng]e, if there exist an epimorphism Mr — Ng
and an epimorphism Nrp — Mpg. For uniserial modules, the monogeny class and
the epigeny class can be expressed in terms of the maximal right ideals of the
endomorphism rings of the modules. To be more precise, two uniserial right R-
modules U and V' have the same monogeny class [resp. epigeny class] if and only if
there exist two morphisms f : Ur — Vg and g : Vg — Ug such that gf ¢ Iy [resp.
gf ¢ Ky (see Remark[3.2). Finite direct sums of uniserial modules are classified via
their monogeny class and their epigeny class [6]. These two invariants are sufficient
thanks to their relation with the maximal right ideals of the endomorphism ring of
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a uniserial module. Other classes of modules whose endomorphism rings have at
most two maximal ideals have similar behaviours |2}, [8], [9].

In this paper, we generalize the concept of monogeny class and epigeny class,
defining 2n classes for the objects of the category &, (Section [3). We focus our
attention to the objects M of &, whose factors M® /M=) are uniserial right
R-modules. For such objects, we find a behaviour very similar to that of uniserial
modules mentioned in the previous paragraph. The main results of this paper are
Theorem 221 in which we describe the endomorphism ring of these objects, and
Theorem [5.2, in which finite direct sums of objects whose factors M) /M=)
are uniserial right R-modules are classified via the 2n classes that generalize the
monogeny class and the epigeny class.

In this article, rings are associative rings with identity and modules are right
unitary modules. The term “maximal ideal” in a ring shall mean “maximal two-
sided ideal”, that is, “maximal in the set of all proper two-sided ideals”.

2. Objects with a semilocal endomorphism ring

Let R be a ring and let n be a fixed positive integer. We consider the category
&n, defined as follows. The objects of £, are right R-modules M with a fixed chain
of submodules

0=M9D <MD <pM® <...< ™ = 6.

With abuse of notation, we simply denote by M such an object. A morphism in &,
between two chains M and N is a right R-module morphism f : M — N such that
F(M®) C N for every i = 1,...,n. We will denote by Ej; the endomorphism
ring Endg, (M) of an object M in the category &,.

Notice that &, is an additive category, whose zero object is given by the zero
module with its trivial chain 09 = 0 for every i = 1,...,n. It will be denoted by 0.

Notice that a morphism f : M — N in &, induces right R-module morphisms
on the factors

M® N®
fi: MGD — NG—1)

We call M® /M@= the it"-factor module of M and f; the i*"-induced morphism.

We also define the full subcategory U, of the category &, consisting of the
objects whose factor modules are all non-zero uniserial right R-modules. Examples
of modules having a chain of submodules with all factor modules uniserial are
modules of finite composition length, serial modules or more generally, the polyserial
modules studied in [15], [16] and [17].

for every i =1,...,n.

Since all the results in this paper derive essentially from the fact that the
objects we are dealing with have a semilocal endomorphism ring or have an endo-
morphism ring of finite type, we briefly recall some notions and facts. A ring R
is semilocal if the factor ring R/J(R), where J(R) denotes the Jacobson radical
of R, is a semisimple artinian ring. A ring R is semilocal if and only if its dual
Goldie dimension codim(R) is finite [7, Proposition 2.43]. If R and S are rings, a
ring morphism ¢: R — S is local if, for every r € R, ¢(r) invertible in S implies r
invertible in R [4].

A ring R has type m [13], if the factor ring R/J(R) is a direct product of
m division rings, and that R is a ring of finite type if it has type m for some
integer m > 1. If a ring R has finite type, then the type m of R coincides with
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the dual Goldie dimension codim(R) of R [7, Proposition 2.43]. A module Mg
has type m (finite type) if its endomorphism ring End(MEg) is a ring of type m (of
finite type, respectively). In the particular case where Mg is the zero module, its
endomorphism ring is the trivial ring with one element. We define such a ring to
be of dual Goldie dimension 0 and we consider it to be a semilocal ring of finite
type 0.

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let M be an object of &,, with factor modules U® =
M®/MGE=D 4§ =1,... n. Then:
(a) codim(Ey) < 31, codim(End(U®)).
(b) If End(U®) is semilocal for every i = 1...,n, then the endomorphism
ring Fjs is also a semilocal ring.
(c) If, for every i = 1,...,n, U is of type m;, then the endomorphism ring
Ey of M is of type <mq + -+ + my,.
In particular, for every object M of U,,, Ejs is of finite type.

PROOF. There is a canonical ring morphism ¢: Ey — End(U™M) x --- x
End(U™)) defined by f + (f1,..., fu), which is a local morphism. Now (a) follows
from [4l, Corollary 2], and (b) follows from the fact that a ring is semilocal if and
only if its dual Goldie dimension is finite [7, Proposition 2.43].

For (c), suppose that for every i = 1,...,n, U is of type m;. By [13] Propo-
sition 2.1], there are local morphisms End(U®) — Dgi) X s X DS,@{ for suitable
division rings DS), t=1,...,n, 535 = 1,...,m;. Composing with ¢, we get a
local morphism from FEj; into mi + --- + m,, division rings. Thus Fj; has type
<my + -+ my, by [13| Proposition 2.1].

For the last assertion, recall that uniserial modules are of finite type. (|

THEOREM 2.2. Let M be an object of U,,, with factor modules U®). For every
1=1,...,n, set

Ingim :={f € Epm | fi is not an injective right R-module morphism}
and
Intie :={f € Eum | fi is not a surjective right R-module morphism}.

Then Insam, -« s Ivtnm, Inies - - - s I n,e are 2n two-sided completely prime ideals
of Ejs, and every proper right ideal of Ej; and every proper left ideal of Ej; is
contained in one of these 2n ideals of Ejp;. Moreover, Eys/J(Ep) is isomorphic
to the direct product of k division rings D1, ..., Dy for some k with 1 < k < 2n,

where {Dl, ey Dk} g {EM/IM,I,mu ey EM/IM,n,mu EM/IM,1,67 ceey EM/IM,n,e}-

PROOF. As in the proof of Proposition 2], there is a canonical local mor-
phism ¢: Eyy — End(UM) x --- x End(U™). Since the modules U® are all
uniserial modules, the canonical projections define local morphisms End(U(i)) —
End(U®)/I;6) x End(U®) /Ky, where End(U®) /Iy and End(U®) /Ky are
integral domains. More precisely, for every ¢ = 1,...,n three cases can occur:

(1) Iy € Kyo. In this case, End(U®) is a local ring with maximal ideal
Ky, End(U®) /K is a division ring, and the canonical projection

End(U®W) = End(U®) /K

is a local morphism.



4 FEDERICO CAMPANINI

(2) Ky € Iy In this case, End(U®) is a local ring with maximal ideal
Iy, End(U®) /I,y is a division ring, and the canonical projection

End(U®) = End(U™) /Iy

is a local morphism.

(3) Iy ¢ Kyw and Ky € Ijye. In this case, End(U®) has two maxi-
mal right ideals I,y and Ky, which are two-sided ideals, End(U®)/I;¢) and
End(U®) /Ky are two division rings, and the canonical map

End(U®W) = End(UD)/I;;0) x End(UD) /K0

is a local morphism.

Thus, if Dy,..., Dy are those k rings between the rings End(U®)/I;;) and
End(U®)/ Ky that are division rings, we get a local morphism Epr — Dy x - - - X
Dy, of Ejy into k < 2n division rings. The 2n ideals Is,i m and Iy ; . are the kernels
of the canonical morphisms Ey — End(U®W)/I;¢) and Ey — End(UW)/ Ky,
respectively. It is therefore immediate that they are completely prime two-sided
ideals of F)y.

For every i = 1,...,n, the non-invertible elements of End(U®) are exactly
the elements of Iy U Kyay. Since ¢: Epp — End(U(l)) X -0 X End(U(")) is
a local morphism, the non-invertible elements of E),; are exactly the elements of
Ivam U Ulpyrnm Ulpyie U Uy pe. But these 2n ideals of Eyy are com-
pletely prime, so that every proper right (or left) ideal of Ejs, which necessarily
consists of non-invertible elements, must be contained in one of them, by the Prime
Avoidance Lemma. In particular, every maximal two-sided ideal of Ej; must be
one of Inrim,--- s Idmm, I i,es- -5 Ivn,e. Finally, the last assertion follows by
applying the Chinese Remainder Theorem. (|

REMARK 2.3. Notice that, in Theorem 22, without the assumption U £ 0,
the sets Insim and Ipr; e defined in the statement could be empty. To be more

precise, for a fixed ¢ = 1,...,n, the sets Ipsim and Ipr; . are empty exactly when
U® = 0. However, under the hypothesis of Theorem 22 the zero morphism
belongs to Inr,1,m;- - Iatn,m> Im1,es - - - s v n,e and these 2n sets are always proper

ideals of E)y;.

3. i-th monogeny class and i-th epigeny class

Let M and N be two objects of &, with factor modules UM, ... U™ and
Vv V) respectively. For i = 1,...,n, we will say that M and N belong to
the same i*" monogeny class, and we will write [M]; ,, = [N];m, if there exist two
morphisms f: M — N and g: N — M in the category &, such that f; : U®) — V(®
and g; : VW — U® are injective right R-module morphisms. Similarly, we will say
that M and N belong to the same i*" epigeny class, and write [M]; . = [N];. if
there exist two morphisms f: M — N and g: N — M in the category &, such that
fi:UD V@ and g; : VO — U are surjective right R-module morphisms.

Notice that, in this notation, [M]; , = [0];m if and only if [M]; . = [0];e, if
and only if U® is the zero module.

EXAMPLE 3.1. Let M and N be two objects of £, with factor modules UM, ...,
U™ and VO ... V™ respectively. If [M]; n = [N]im for some i = 1,...,n, then
[U®],, = [V®],,, that is, U® and V) belong to the same monogeny class in
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the classical sense of [6]. Similarly, if [M]; . = [N}, for some ¢ = 1,...,n, then
[U®], = [V®],. Now we will see an example in which the converse holds as well,
that is, if [U(V],, = [V®],, for some i = 1,...,n, then [M];,, = [N]im, and if
[U®], = [V®], for some i = 1,...,n, then [M];. = [N];c. Let M,..., M, and
Ni,..., N, be right R-modules. Let M and N be the objects of &,, defined as

O<My<Mi®My<---<Mi&®---M,=M

and
O<Ni <N PNy <---<-- <N D---dN,, =N

respectively. Then the i*"-factor module U® of M is isomorphic to M; and the
ith-factor module V() of N is isomorphic to N;. So, if [U®],, = [V®],, for some
i=1,...,n, then there exist two injective right R-module morphisms ¢ : M; — N;
and v : N; — M; that can be extended trivially on all the other direct summands
of M and N, in order to get two morphisms f: M — N and g : N — M in &, such
that both the induced morphisms f; and g; are right R-module monomorphisms.
Hence [M];.m = [N]im. Similarly, if [U®], = [V®],, then [M]; . = [N];...

REMARK 3.2. Let M and N be two objects of U, with factor modules UM, ...,
U™ and V... V(™ respectively. For a = m,e, by [6, Lemma 1.1, [M]; =
[N]i,q if and only if there exist two morphisms f: M — N and g: N — M in the
category Uy, such that gf ¢ Insi . (or, equivalently, such that fg & In;q)-

LEMMA 3.3. Let M and N be two objects of U,,. Fixi=1,...,n and a = m,e
and assume that [M]; o = [N]i,q. Then the following properties hold:

a) For every j = 1,...,n and b = m,e, one has that Ip; i, C Ip; 4 if and
Y J 2 i,
Only if IN,j,b g IN,i,a-
(b) Foreveryj=1,...,nandb=m,e, Ins;p C Irs;q implies [M]; 5 = [N]; .

PRrROOF. (a) It suffices to show thatif j = 1,...,n,b=m,eand In ;b C Insia,
then Injp C Inia. Fixj=1,...,n and b = m, e and suppose that Iy ; §Z Ina.
Let ¢: N — N be a morphism in Iy not in Iy ;4. Since [M]; o = [N]i,q, there
exist two morphisms f: M — N and g: N — M in the category U,, such that
9f ¢ Inie. In particular, by [6) Lemma 1.1], gof € Injp and gof ¢ Iniga,
which implies that Ins,jp € Inia-

(b) Suppose that Ips ;b C Ingie for some j = 1,...,n and b = m,e. Since
[M]iw = [Nlia, there exist two morphisms f: M — N and g: N — M in the
category U,, such that gf ¢ Inr; o. In particular gf ¢ In 5, and therefore [M];, =
[N];.» by Remark 3.2

([

COROLLARY 3.4. Let M and N be two objects of U,,. Suppose that [M]; , =
[N]i,q for every i = 1,...,n and every a = m,e. Consider the sets Sy := {Ini,q |
i=1,...,nand a=m,e} and Sy :={Inq |t =1,...,n and a = m, e} partially
ordered by set inclusion. Then the canonical mapping ®: Sy; — Sy, defined by
Inria = INia, 1S & partially ordered set isomorphism.

PRrROOF. It immediately follows from Lemma B3 (a). O
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4. Factor categories and finite direct sums

Let C be any preadditive category. An ideal Z of C assigns to every pair A, B of
objects of C a subgroup Z(A, B) of the abelian group Hom¢ (A, B) with the property
that, for all morphisms ¢: C' — A, ¢: A — B and w: B — D with ¢ € Z(A, B),
one has that wyp € Z(C, D) [18] p. 18].

Let A be an object of C and I be a two-sided ideal of the ring End¢(A). Let Z be
the ideal of the category C defined as follows. A morphism f: X — Y in C belongs
to Z(X,Y) if Bfa € I for every pair of morphisms a: A — X and 8: Y — A in C.
The ideal Z is called the ideal of C associated to I [12}, I3]. It is the greatest of
the ideals Z' of C with Z'(A, A) C I. Tt is easily seen that Z(A4,A) = 1. If Ais an
object of C, the ideals associated to two distinct ideals of End¢(A) are obviously
two distinct ideals of the category C.

For any ideal Z of &, F: &, — &,/Z will denote the canonical functor. Recall
that the factor category &, /Z has the same objects as &, and, for M, N € Ob(&,,) =
Ob(&,/T), the group of morphisms M — N in &, /T is defined to be the factor group
Home, (M, N)/Z(M,N).

For any object M of &,, if Ipiq is @ maximal right ideal of Ejs, we denote
by Zr,i,q the ideal of &, associated to Ipsiq. Set V(M) := {Zaia | Imia is a
maximal ideal of Ej; }, so that V(M) has at most 2n elements (Theorem [2.2)).

LEMMA 4.1. Let M be an object of Uy, Ips,i,q be a maximal ideal of Eps, Zas,i,q
its associated ideal in &, and F': &, — &,/ i, be the canonical functor.

(a) For any non-zero object N of &, such that Ey is a semilocal ring, either
Imia(N,N) = En or Ipiq(N,N) is a maximal ideal of Ey. In this
second case, the ideal of &, associated to Zas ; q(IN, N) is equal to Zas; q-

(b) For any object N of &, such that Ey is of finite type, either F'(N) =0 or
F(N) 2~ F(M). Moreover, if [M]; o = [N]i,q, then F(N) = F(M).

(c) If F(M)* = F(M)® in the factor category &, /I i.q for integers t,s > 0,
then t = s.

PROOF. (a) is an immediate consequence of [11], Lemma 2.1(ii)].

(b) From the previous part, we know that either F(N) = 0 or the endo-
morphism ring of F(N) is a division ring. Let us consider the latter case. As
IN ¢ Zaria(N,N), there are a: M — N and 8: N — M such that Sa ¢ Ipiq-
Thus S(af)a & In e It follows that af € Zar,;.q(N, N), Therefore F'(3)F («) and
F(a)F(B) are automorphisms, so F(M) 2 F(N). For the last assertion, note that,
also in the case [M]; o = [N]i,q, there are morphisms a: M — N and 8: N - M
such that Sa ¢ Iniq. So, as before, we can conclude that F(M) = F(N).

(c) Let D be the endomorphism ring of the object F(M) of £,/Znri.a. Apply
the functor Hom(F (M), —): En/Zrri,a — Mod-D. O

COROLLARY 4.2. Let M be an object of Uy, I, be a maximal ideal of Eyy,
ZIh,i,e its associated ideal in &, and F': &, — &,/Zi,q be the canonical functor.
(1) For any object N of U,,, the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) F(N)=01in &,/Zpia-
(b) Zar,i,a(N,N) = En.
(€) INji,a € Inia(N,N).
(d) [MJia # [Nlia-
(2) For any object N of U,,, the following conditions are equivalent:
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(a) F(M)=F(N)in & /Ir,a-
(b) Zar,i,a(N, N) is a proper ideal of Ex.
()INza IMza(NN)
(d) [M]z,a = [N]z,a
Moreover, in this second case, Iy ; o is a maximal right ideal of Ex and Zys,;.q =
INia-

ProOF. (1). (a) & (b) F(N) = 0 if and only if the endomorphism ring
En/Znia(N,N) of F(N) in the factor category &,/Zar.i.q is the zero ring.

(b) = (c) It suffices to note that Iy ; , is always a proper ideal of Ey.

(¢) = (d) Let ¢ be an element in Zps; (N, N) not in Iy,;,. For any two
morphisms f: M — N and g: N — M in the category &,, one has gof € Ipi.q,
by definition of associated ideal. Since ¢ ¢ Iy q, it follows from [6] Lemma 1.1]
that gf € Ing,iq. This means that [M]; o # [N)ia-

(d) = (b) By Remark [3.2] if [M]; o # [N]; a, then, for any morphism f: M —
N and g: N = M in the category U, we have that glyf = gf € Ips,i,q. Therefore
1y € IM@’a(N, N), so that IMJ')UJ(N, N) = FEyn.

(2). First notice that, by LemmaldT] (b), either F(M) =0or F(M) = F(N) in
En/Ini.a- Moreover, Iy ; o is always contained in Zys ; (N, N). As a matter of fact,
suppose ¢ € In;q. By [6, Lemma 1.1], for any f: M — N and any g: N — M, we
have that gof € Inria, 50 ¢ € Inrio(N,N). Now all the implications follow from
part (1).

For the last assertion, apply [11l Lemma 2.1(ii)]. O

COROLLARY 4.3. Let M and N be two objects in the category U,,. Fix i =
1,...,n and a = m, e. Suppose that [M]; , = [N];,o. Then the following properties
hold:

(a) Inriq is a maximal right ideal of Ey if and only if Iy ; , is a maximal right ideal
of EN.

(b) Suppose that Ips; o is a maximal right ideal of Eps. Then, for every j =1,...,n
and b = m,e, IM,j,b = IM,i,a if and only if IN,j,b = IN,i,a-

PRrROOF. (a) It suffices to show that Ips;, maximal implies Iy ;, maximal.
From Corollary B2 (2), In o = Zi,i,a(N,N) is a proper ideal of Ey, and it is a
maximal right ideal of Ex by Lemma 1] (a).

(b) By (a), the hypotheses on M and N are symmetrical. Therefore it suffices
to show that Inrjp = Inr,e implies Iy, = Iniq. The inclusion Iy ;p C Inia
follows from Lemma (a). Moreover, by Lemma [3.3] (b), we can interchange the
role of (4,a) and (j,b) and deduce the opposite inclusion applying Lemma B3] (a)
again. ([l

REMARK 4.4. Let M and N be two objects of U, with factor modules UM!, ...,
UM and VD, .. V™ respectively. The i*"-factor module of M & N is isomorphic
to U@V and codim(End(U® @V #)) = codim(End(U®)) +codim(End(V?))
[10] Introduction, p. 575]. By Proposition 2] (a), codim(FEygn) is finite, and
therefore Ejrgn is semilocal [7, Proposition 2.43].

LEMMA 4.5. Let M,..., M, be objects of U,,. Then every maximal two-sided
ideal of Egyr s, is of the form Zyy, ; a(Bhq My, D)., My) for some h = 1,.
i =1,...,n and a = m,e such that I, ;. is a maximal r1ght ideal of EM,
Conversely, if (h,i a) is a triple such that h = 1,...,r, i = 1,...,n, a = m,e
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and Iy, 4,0 is a maximal right ideal of Epy,, then Za, i.o(Br—y Mi, @), My) is
a maximal two-sided ideal of Egyr_ s, -

PrOOF. First, let I be a maximal two-sided ideal of Egr  a, and let Z be
its associated ideal on &,. Using [11} Lemma 2.1(ii)], we get that for any M =
My, ..., M, either Z(M, M) = Ep or Z(M, M) is a maximal two-sided ideal of
Ey. U Z(Mp,Mp) = Eypy, for all h = 1,...,t, by definition of associated ideal,
it follows that epm, € I for every h = 1,...,t, where ¢, : M), — ®}_,; M}, and
T, @ ®p_1 My — M) are the canonical embedding and the canonical projection
respectively. In particular lgr  a, = > h—1enmh € I, which is absurd. It follows
that there exists a triple (h,4,a) such that Z(Mp, Mp) = Im, e is a maximal
right ideal of Eyg,. By [I1, Lemma 2.1(i)], Zas, s,0 = Z, so that, in particular,
I =Z(Dh—1 Mi, Di—y Mi) = Tnt, i,a(Bl—y Mi, Dj—y Mi).

Conversely, let (h,i,a) be a triple such that h=1,...,t,i=1,...,n,a =m,e
and Iy, 4.0 is a maximal right ideal of Fjs,. Denote by Q the quotient category
En/ I, i,a and consider the canonical functor F : &, — Q. Then F(D,_, My) =
F(Mp)™, where m :=myp 0 = {k | k=1,...,7, [Mili,a = [Mp)i.a}| (Corollary
@2). Tt follows that Endo(D)_; Mr) = M,,(D), where D = Endg(Mj) is a
division ring. In particular, Endg(),_, M}) is a simple artinian ring and so the
kernel of E®£:1 M, — EndQ(@;:l Mk), which is IMhﬂﬂ(@Z:l Mk, @2:1 Mk), is
a maximal two-sided ideal of Egyr_ s,

O

COROLLARY 4.6. Let M,..., M, be objects of U,. Then there is a one-to-
one correspondence between J;_, V(Mj) and the maximal two-sided ideals of
D, My, given by

Vi Tt ia = I i a(Dfmy M, Oy M)

PRrROOF. By Lemma 5] ¥ is well defined. We can construct the inverse map
of U as follows. Let I be a maximal two-sided ideal of E@zzl M, and let 7 be its
associated ideal on &,. As in the proof of Lemma 5] there exists a triple (h,,a)
such that Z(Mp,, My) = I, 46 is & maximal right ideal of Eyy, and Zas, .0 = Z.
So, T € Up_y V(My) and I +— T is the inverse of ¥ (apply [11, Lemma 2.1(i)]). O

In the proof of the next result, we will make use of some techniques, notations
and ideas taken from [5].

ProrosiTiON 4.7. Let My, My ..., M, , N1, No, ..., Ns be r + s objects of U,,.
Then @, _, M = @;_, N in the category &, if and only if r = s and there exist
2n permutations ¢; , of {1,2,...,r}, where i = 1,...,n and a = m,e, such that
[Mi]ia = [Ng, . (k)i for every k=1,... 7.

PROOF. First assume that @) _; My = @;_, N; in the category &,. For every
i=1,....n,k=1,...,rand I =1,...,s, let Ulgi) and Vl(i) denote the i*"-factor
module of M}, and N; respectively. Since @) _; U,El) ~ @, VE(l) in the category
Mod-R, looking at the Goldie dimension, we get that r = s. Let o : @, _, My —
€,_, N be an isomorphism in &, with inverse 8 : @;_, N; = @;_, M. Denote
by en My — @Z:l Mk, Th - @2:1 M, — Mh, ES— : Nj — EB;:l N; and 7T;- :
@;_; Ni — N; the embeddings and the canonical projections and consider the
composite morphisms xp ; := ﬂ';-aeh : My, — Nj and X;‘,h = Whﬂé‘;- : N;j = My, Fix
i=1,...,n. We want to prove the existence of the permutation ¢; . (dualizing the
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proof we get the existence of the permutation ¢; ., ). Define a bipartite digraph D =
D(X,Y; E) (according on the choice of the pair (i,e)) having X = {M;,..., M, }
and Y = {Ny,..., N, } as disjoint sets of non-adjacent vertices, and the set E of

edges defined as follows: one edge from M}, to N; for each h and j such that the
it"-induced morphism X;;)J : U,gi) — Vj(i) is a surjective right R-module morphism,
and one edge from N; to M, for each h and j such that the it"-induced morphism
XJ(Z) Vj(i) - U ,(Li) is a surjective right R-module morphism.

We want to show that for every subset T C X UY of vertices, |T| < |[NT(T)],

where NT(T) := {w € V | (v,w) € E for some v € T'} is the out-neighbourhood
of T ([5} Introduction, p.184]). Since the digraph is bipartite, we can suppose
that T C X. If p = |T| and ¢ = |NT(T)|, relabeling the indices we may assume
that T = {M,..., My} and N*(T) = {Ny,...,Ny}. It means that the induced
morphisms XEJ)J are not surjective for every h =1,...,p and every j = q¢+1,.

Since the modules Vj(i) are all uniserial, we have that L; := (J}_, xS)J(U(Z)) - V( )
for every j = q¢+ 1,...,n, and therefore all the quotient modules V. V; )/LJ are

non-zero for every j = ¢+ 1,...,n. Let 7 : @,_, Vl(i) = @ Vj(i)/Lj be the
canonical projection. For every h = 1,...,p and for every j = g+ 1,...,r, the
composite morphism

o«
Ul Sy @U” @V”—W“—H/”/L
k=1 =1
is zero because w;(i?a(i)agf)(Uf(f)) = XEIZ)J(U,Si)) C L;. It follows that for every
h=1,...,p, ag)(U,(f)) is contained in the kernel of
T i) a® T i " 7 i
= =1

for every j =q+1,...,r. Since > 7 _, ah (th)) b _ th), it follows that there
exists a morphism @k:l Ukl)/eahz1 U,(Ll) = D1 ,(,3) — VJ )/LJ making the
following diagram

@k 1 UkZ) - @m p+1 U(l)

4
Vl(i)

V‘J(l)/LJ

commute. Hence, there exist a morphism v : @;,_, kS = @j_1 YV, )/L and

a commutative diagram
T (4) T (1)
@k:l Uk - @m:erl Um
4T

&V —@_ VL,

Since the horizontal arrows are the canonical projections, the morphism vy must be
surjective. Taking the dual Goldie dimension of the domain and the codomain of
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v, we get r — |T| > r — |[NT(T)|, that is |T'| < |NT(T)|. To conclude, it suffices to
apply [5, Lemma 2.1] to the digraph D.

Conversely, assume that there exist 2n permutations ¢; 4 of {1,2,...,7}, where
i=1,...,n and a = m,e, such that [My]; o = [Ny, ,(k)]i,a- Fix M € {My,..., M,,

Ni,...,N.},i=1,...,n and a = m,e such that Ips;, is a maximal right ideal of
E)r. Consider the canonical functor F : &, — &,/Inriq- Then F(D)_, Mi) =
F(M)™ = F(@,_; Ni), where m := muria = [{k | k = 1,...,7, [Milia =
Mlio} = L |1 =1,...;r, [Nilia = [M]io}| (Corollary E2)). It means that
there exists fariq : @_; Mr — @,_,; N; in &, which becomes an isomorphism in
the factor category &,/Zai,. Notice that the triple (M,1i,a) identifies a pair of
objects (My, Ny, (k) with the following properties: [My]ia = [Ny, . (k)]i.as In ia
is a maximal right ideal of Eyy, , INsai,avaa is a maximal right ideal of ENm,a(k) and
Ity iva = INsoi,a(k)ﬁiva (Corollary and Corollary [3]). So, according to Lemma
4.5 the triple (M,4,a) defines a maximal two-sided ideal Jarqo of Egr_ .,
namely Jaria = Inti,a(@pey M, @j—y Mi). Since Egyr 1, is a semilocal ring,
there exists dpz,i,q such that dpr;, = 1 modulo Jys; . and 7,5, = 0 modulo all
the other maximal two-sided ideals of Egyr_ az,. Similarly, we can define an endo-
morphism &}, , of @,_; Ni. Consider any subset Q of {My,..., M, Ny,...,N,} X
{1,...,n} x {m, e} consisting of all the triples (M, i, a) such that Ins;, is a max-
imal right ideal of Ej; with the additional property that if (M,i,a) # (M, j,b),
then Zasiq # I jp- S0, in particular {Zpsiq | (M,4,a) € Q} = (Uj—q V(M) U
(Uj—; V(1)) Define the morphism f := > (Moiya)en i M i.a00 i By con-
struction, f becomes an isomorphism in the factor category &,/Zp o for every
(M,i,a) € Q. By [1l Proposition 5.2], f is an isomorphism in the category &, /Z,
where Z is the intersection of the finitely many ideals Zys; 4, with (M,i,a) € 2.
Since @)_, My and @,_, N; are isomorphic in the category &,/Z, there exist
two morphisms « : @,_, My — @,_, N; and 8 : @O,_, Ni = D;_, M, such
that fa = 1gyy | ar, modulo Z(P,_, Mk, @), My) and aff = 1g;_ n, modulo
T(B_y Ni, ®i_, Ni). But Egyr  p, is semilocal (Remark E4), so its Jacobson
radical J(Egyr_ ar,,) is equal to the intersection of all its maximal two-sided ideals,
which are the ideals Zas;q(Br_; Mk, Dj_; My), where (M,i,a) € Q. It means
that

T

@B M. PM)= (| Taia@@ M. M) = J(Egr_, a1,)-
k=1 k=1 k=1

(M,i,a)€N k=1
Similarly,
ZDNDM = (1 Zuia@NBN) = I Egy, ).
=1 =1 (M, i,a)€R =1 =1

Thus af and Sa are invertible in the rings Egyr_ ar, and Egyr | n,, respectively.
In particular, « is both right invertible and left invertible in the category &,. It
follows that « is an isomorphism in &,.

O

COROLLARY 4.8. Let My, Ms...,M,, N1, Ns,...,Ns be r + s objects of U,.
For every i =1,...,n and every a = m, e, define

Xia:={k|k=1,...,7, In, ia is a maximal ideal of Eyy, }
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and
Yie:={l|1=1,...,5, IN,iq is a maximal ideal of Ey, }.
Then @,_; Mr = @]_, N, in the category &, if and only if r = s and there
exist 2n bijections ;4 @ Xi o — Yiq, where ¢ = 1,...,n and a = m, e, such that

[Mk]i,a = [Nwi,a(k?)]iva for every ke Xi,a-

ProOF. If @) _, My = @;_, N, in the category &,, then we can restrict the
permutations ; o of Proposition .7 to X ,, noting that ¢; (X, ) = Y; e (Corol-

lary [4.3)).

For the other implication, observe that the proof of the “if part” of Proposition

41 works also in this case. O
COROLLARY 4.9. Let M and N be two objects of U,,. Then M and N are
isomorphic in U, if and only if [M]; 4 = [N]iq for alli=1,...,n and a = m,e.

EXAMPLE 4.10. Let 7 > 2 be an integer. In [6] Example 2.1], Alberto Facchini
constructed an example of 72 pairwise non-isomorphic finitely presented uniserial
modules U, (j,k=1,2,...,7) over a suitable serial ring R in order to show that
a module that is a direct sum of r uniserial modules can have r! pairwise non-
isomorphic direct-sum decompositions into indecomposables. The modules U; j
satisfy the following properties:

(a) for every j,k,h,l =1,2,...,7, [Ujxlm = [Un,ilm if and only if j = h;

(b) for every j,k,h,l=1,2,...,7, [Ujrle = [Un,e if and only if k = L.
(We refer to [6] for the construction of the modules Uj x.) Following the spirit of
this example and using the modules Uj ;, we want to show that the permutations
©i,q in the statement of Proposition[d.7] can be completely arbitrary. For any choice
of 2r elements k1, ..., ko, of {1,...,7}, define the following object My, . ,,. of Uy:

0 < Ukyks <Uky by @ Urg kg <0 <Ukyky @+ © Ukyy_y ko = My,
For any two objects My, . ,, and My, p,. of this form, using Example 3] and
the properties (a) and (b), we get [M, . ko liim = [Mhy.... ko, )i,m if and only if
[Uk2i717k2i]m = [Uh2i—11h2i]m7 if and Only if k2;—1 = h2;—1 and [Mkl »»»»» kzr]LB =

[Mhp, ... hoJise if and only if [Ugk,, 1 koslm = [Uhss_1,haiJms if and only if kg; = hg;. In
particular, from Proposition 7], the r! objects My, .. ,, of U, are pairwise non-
isomorphic. Moreover, given 2n permutations oy, ...,0,, 71 ...,7, of {1,2,...,7}

we have the following isomorphism

(a1

Mo, (1)), eor (1), (1) D Moy (2),712),00(2),m(2) © - © Moy (0),71(r), o0 (7)1 (7)
1, 1DPMoo o@ - DOMyy .,

and the bijections ¢; ., and ¢, . in the statement of Proposition [L.7lare the permu-
tations o; and 7; respectively.

5. General case
In this section, we fix a simple right R-module S and we denote by S™ the
following object of &,:
0<S<SpS<SpSeS<---<S®---dS=85"
| S
n-times

For any object M € &, such that all factor modules U are uniserial (possibly
zero), consider the subset A C {1,...,n} such that UY) = 0 if and only if i € A. We
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want to define the following object S(M) of &,: foreveryi =1,...,n, S(M)® is the
direct sum of finitely many copies of S in such a way that S(M)® /S(M)(=1 =0
ifi ¢ Aand S(M)®/S(M)~1) = S wheni € A. So, M@ S(M) is an object of U,,.
Notice that S™ = S(0) and S(M) = 0 if M is an object of U,,. Using the canonical
embeddings and the canonical projections, it is immediate to check that for every
a = m,e we have:

o [M]; o =[0];, for all i € 4,

e the i-th factor of M @ S(M) is isomorphic to U® if i ¢ A and it is

isomorphic to S if i € A;
o [M®S(M)|q=[Miq for all i ¢ A;
o [M®S(M)ia=I[S(M)]ia=1[S"]iqforalliecA.

REMARK 5.1. If M is an object of £, with all the factor modules U uniserial,
then it can be viewed as an object of U,,_4 for a suitable integer d (namely, the
number of indexes such that U®) = 0). It follows that M is of finite type, because
Ey = Endg, (M) = Endg, (M) as rings. Moreover, the direct sum of finitely
many object of £, with all factor modules uniserial has a semilocal endomorphism

ring (Remark @.7)).

THEOREM 5.2. Let My, ..., M, N1,..., N, be non-zero objects of &, with unis-
erial factor modules Ukz) = M,gl)/Mlgl_l) for k =1,...,7 and Vl(z) = Nl(z)/Nl(Z_l)
for il =1,...,s. Define

Xp={k|k=1,...r, U #0} and Y;:={l|1=1,... s, V) #0}.
Then @), _; My = @;_, Ni in &, if and only if there exist 2n bijections ¢; 4 : X; —
Y; such that [My]ia = [Ny, ,(k)lia for everyi=1,...,n, a =m,e.

PROOF. Assume that @, _, Mr = @,_, N; in &,. For any i = 1,...,n, we
have the following isomorphisms in Mod-R:

U (1) ~ U('L o~ @k 1 o l 1 ~ V('L ~ V('L)
B U =Dl = @ = e =DV = B

So, looking at the Goldie dimension, we get that | X;| = |Y;| for every i =1,...,n
Assume that r > s. Then, we have the following isomorphism in &,

(5.1) @SMk <@3Nl>@ Sreste--os"

(r—s)-times

(notice that the i*" submodule of both sides is isomorphic to the direct sum of
ir — (| X1] + -+ -+ ]X;|) copies of S) and so, by hypothesis, we have an isomorphism
in &,

ETB(Mk@S(Mk)) = <é(Nz EBS(M))) elS"esS" e oS

k=1 =1 (r—s)-times

where all the direct summands are in U,,. Write M} = M, ®S(My) for k=1,...,r,
N/ =N@S(N)) forl=1,...,sand N/ = S™ for | = s+1,...,r. From Proposition
@17 there exist 2n permutations ¢; , of {1,2,...,r}, where i = 1,...,n and a =
m, e, such that [M]];, o = [N;:i,a(k)]iva' Let k € X; and assume that ¢; (k) ¢ Yi.
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Since |X;| = |Y;|, there exists j ¢ X; such that ¢; ,(j) € Y;. By construction, we
have

[Milia = [Milia = [NG, go)ie = SNy, .))ia = [S(Mj))i,a = [Mjlia =

Vst = o lin

and therefore, we can rearrange the permutation ¢; , in order to map k into ¢; 4(j)
and j into ¢;4(k), without changing its property of preserving the classes. In
particular, we can always assume that ¢; , maps X; into Y;, so that ¢; 4 |x,: X; —
Y; are the sought bijections. Similarly, for r < s.

Conversely, assume that there exist 2n bijections ¢;, : X; — Y; such that

[Mi]ia = [Ny, yk=lia for i = 1,...,n, a = m,e. Assume that » > s. Notice
that the isomorphism in (5I) depends only on the fact that |X;| = |Y;| for every
i=1,...,n, so it holds also in this case. Consider the two direct sums

T

P (M @ S(My))

k=1

and

(é(zv;ea&‘(zv;))) D|S"eS"®---pS"

=1

(r—s)-times

and define, as before, M; = M}, & S(My) for k =1,...,r, N, = N; & S(N;) for
Il=1,...,sand N/ = S" forl = s+1,...,r. Fixi=1,...,n and a = m,e.
Then, for any k ¢ X; and any ! ¢ Y;, we have [M[]; o = [S(Mi)]i,a = [S(N)]i,a =
[N/]i,a, and therefore we can extend the bijection ¢; , to a bijection {1,2,...,r} —
{1,2,...,8,s+1,...,r}. Using Proposition .7, we get

T

(My & S(My)) = <é(1\71 @S(Nl))> oSS s

k=1 =1

(r—s)-times

in &,. Now, applying [7, Theorem 4.5], we can cancel the two terms @, _; S(Mj)
and (B;_; S(V)) & (S"® S™ @ --- @ S™) from direct sums, because they are iso-
morphic objects with semilocal endomorphism ring (Remark B). (Notice that
Evans’ result is stated in [7, Theorem 4.5] only for modules, but its proof shows
that it holds in any additive category.) (Il

ExAMPLE 5.3. Notice that, in Theorem [5.2] dropping the assumption that all
the objects are in U, it could occur that r # s. A very simple example is the
following. Let M be any object of &, not in U, with all factor modules uniserial
modules (some of whom are necessarily zero). Set M; = M & S(M), Ny = M and
Ny = S(M). Then, My, N7 and N2 are non-zero objects of £, and M, = N; @ No,
but » = 1 and s = 2. In particular, this example shows that the objects of U,, are
indecomposable objects in the category U,,, but they are not indecomposable in the
category &,.
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