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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 = M

(0) ≤

M
(1) ≤ M

(2) ≤ · · · ≤ M
(n) = 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 En whose objects are
right R-modules M with a fixed chain of submodules 0 = M (0) ≤ M (1) ≤ M (2) ≤
· · · ≤ M (n) = M . This category is a very natural generalization of the category E
studied in [3]. Indeed, the category E in [3] is equivalent to the category E2, 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(UR) of a non-zero uniserial module UR [6,
Theorem 1.2] has at most two maximal right ideals: the two-sided completely prime
ideals IU := { f ∈ End(UR) | f is not injective } and KU := { f ∈ End(UR) | 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 x, y ∈ S, xy ∈ P implies that either x ∈ P
or y ∈ P . Two right R-modules MR and NR are said to have the same monogeny

class, denoted by [MR]m = [NR]m, if there exist a monomorphism MR → NR and
a monomorphism NR → MR. Similarly, MR and NR are said to have the same
epigeny class, denoted by [MR]e = [NR]e, if there exist an epimorphism MR → NR
and an epimorphism NR → MR. 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 → VR and g : VR → UR such that gf /∈ IU [resp.
gf /∈ KU ] (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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2 FEDERICO CAMPANINI

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 En (Section 3). We focus our
attention to the objects M of En whose factors M (i)/M (i−1) 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 2.2, in which we describe the endomorphism ring of these objects, and
Theorem 5.2, in which finite direct sums of objects whose factors M (i)/M (i−1)

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
En, defined as follows. The objects of En are right R-modules M with a fixed chain
of submodules

0 =M (0) ≤M (1) ≤M (2) ≤ · · · ≤M (n) =M.

With abuse of notation, we simply denote by M such an object. A morphism in En
between two chains M and N is a right R-module morphism f :M → N such that
f(M (i)) ⊆ N (i) for every i = 1, . . . , n. We will denote by EM the endomorphism
ring EndEn

(M) of an object M in the category En.
Notice that En is an additive category, whose zero object is given by the zero

module with its trivial chain 0(i) = 0 for every i = 1, . . . , n. It will be denoted by 0.
Notice that a morphism f : M → N in En induces right R-module morphisms

on the factors

fi :
M (i)

M (i−1)
−→

N (i)

N (i−1)
for every i = 1, . . . , n.

We call M (i)/M (i−1) the ith-factor module of M and fi the i
th-induced morphism.

We also define the full subcategory Un of the category En 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].

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 ϕ : R → S is local if, for every r ∈ R, ϕ(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 MR

has type m (finite type) if its endomorphism ring End(MR) is a ring of type m (of
finite type, respectively). In the particular case where MR 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 En, with factor modules U (i) =
M (i)/M (i−1), i = 1, . . . , n. Then:

(a) codim(EM ) ≤
∑n

i=1 codim(End(U (i))).

(b) If End(U (i)) is semilocal for every i = 1 . . . , n, then the endomorphism
ring EM is also a semilocal ring.

(c) If, for every i = 1, . . . , n, U (i) is of type mi, then the endomorphism ring
EM of M is of type ≤ m1 + · · ·+mn.

In particular, for every object M of Un, EM is of finite type.

Proof. There is a canonical ring morphism ϕ : EM → End(U (1)) × · · · ×
End(U (n)) defined by f 7→ (f1, . . . , fn), which is a local morphism. Now (a) follows
from [4, 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 (i) is of type mi. By [13, Propo-

sition 2.1], there are local morphisms End(U (i)) → D
(i)
1 × · · · × D

(i)
mi for suitable

division rings D
(i)
ji
, i = 1, . . . , n, ji = 1, . . . ,mi. Composing with ϕ, we get a

local morphism from EM into m1 + · · · + mn division rings. Thus EM has type
≤ m1 + · · ·+mn 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 Un, with factor modules U (i). For every
i = 1, . . . , n, set

IM,i,m := { f ∈ EM | fi is not an injective right R-module morphism}

and

IM,i,e := { f ∈ EM | fi is not a surjective right R-module morphism}.

Then IM,1,m, . . . , IM,n,m, IM,1,e, . . . , IM,n,e are 2n two-sided completely prime ideals
of EM , and every proper right ideal of EM and every proper left ideal of EM is
contained in one of these 2n ideals of EM . Moreover, EM/J(EM ) is isomorphic
to the direct product of k division rings D1, . . . , Dk for some k with 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n,
where {D1, . . . , Dk} ⊆ {EM/IM,1,m, . . . , EM/IM,n,m, EM/IM,1,e, . . . , EM/IM,n,e}.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 2.1, there is a canonical local mor-
phism ϕ : EM → End(U (1)) × · · · × End(U (n)). Since the modules U (i) are all
uniserial modules, the canonical projections define local morphisms End(U (i)) →
End(U (i))/IU(i)×End(U (i))/KU(i) , where End(U (i))/IU(i) and End(U (i))/KU(i) are
integral domains. More precisely, for every i = 1, . . . , n three cases can occur:

(1) IU(i) ⊆ KU(i) . In this case, End(U (i)) is a local ring with maximal ideal
KU(i) , End(U (i))/KU(i) is a division ring, and the canonical projection

End(U (i)) → End(U (i))/KU(i)

is a local morphism.
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(2) KU(i) ⊆ IU(i) . In this case, End(U (i)) is a local ring with maximal ideal
IU(i) , End(U (i))/IU(i) is a division ring, and the canonical projection

End(U (i)) → End(U (i))/IU(i)

is a local morphism.
(3) IU(i) * KU(i) and KU(i) * IU(i) . In this case, End(U (i)) has two maxi-

mal right ideals IU(i) and KU(i) , which are two-sided ideals, End(U (i))/IU(i) and
End(U (i))/KU(i) are two division rings, and the canonical map

End(U (i)) → End(U (i))/IU(i) × End(U (i))/KU(i)

is a local morphism.
Thus, if D1, . . . , Dk are those k rings between the rings End(U (i))/IU(i) and

End(U (i))/KU(i) that are division rings, we get a local morphism EM → D1×· · ·×
Dk of EM into k ≤ 2n division rings. The 2n ideals IM,i,m and IM,i,e are the kernels

of the canonical morphisms EM → End(U (i))/IU(i) and EM → End(U (i))/KU(i) ,
respectively. It is therefore immediate that they are completely prime two-sided
ideals of EM .

For every i = 1, . . . , n, the non-invertible elements of End(U (i)) are exactly
the elements of IU(i) ∪ KU(i) . Since ϕ : EM → End(U (1)) × · · · × End(U (n)) is
a local morphism, the non-invertible elements of EM are exactly the elements of
IM,1,m ∪ · · · ∪ IM,n,m ∪ IM,1,e ∪ · · · ∪ IM,n,e. But these 2n ideals of EM are com-
pletely prime, so that every proper right (or left) ideal of EM , 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 EM must be
one of IM,1,m, . . . , IM,n,m, IM,1,e, . . . , IM,n,e. Finally, the last assertion follows by
applying the Chinese Remainder Theorem. �

Remark 2.3. Notice that, in Theorem 2.2, without the assumption U (i) 6= 0,
the sets IM,i,m and IM,i,e defined in the statement could be empty. To be more
precise, for a fixed i = 1, . . . , n, the sets IM,i,m and IM,i,e are empty exactly when

U (i) = 0. However, under the hypothesis of Theorem 2.2, the zero morphism
belongs to IM,1,m, . . . , IM,n,m, IM,1,e, . . . , IM,n,e and these 2n sets are always proper
ideals of EM .

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

Let M and N be two objects of En with factor modules U (1), . . . , U (n) and
V (1), . . . , V (n) respectively. For i = 1, . . . , n, we will say that M and N belong to

the same ith monogeny class, and we will write [M ]i,m = [N ]i,m, if there exist two

morphisms f : M → N and g : N →M in the category En such that fi : U
(i) → V (i)

and gi : V
(i) → U (i) are injective right R-module morphisms. Similarly, we will say

that M and N belong to the same ith epigeny class, and write [M ]i,e = [N ]i,e if
there exist two morphisms f : M → N and g : N →M in the category En such that
fi : U

(i) → V (i) and gi : V
(i) → U (i) are surjective right R-module morphisms.

Notice that, in this notation, [M ]i,m = [0]i,m if and only if [M ]i,e = [0]i,e, if

and only if U (i) is the zero module.

Example 3.1. LetM andN be two objects of En with factor modules U (1), . . . ,
U (n) and V (1), . . . , V (n) respectively. If [M ]i,m = [N ]i,m for some i = 1, . . . , n, then

[U (i)]m = [V (i)]m, that is, U (i) and V (i) belong to the same monogeny class in
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the classical sense of [6]. Similarly, if [M ]i,e = [N ]i,e for some i = 1, . . . , n, then

[U (i)]e = [V (i)]e. Now we will see an example in which the converse holds as well,
that is, if [U (i)]m = [V (i)]m for some i = 1, . . . , n, then [M ]i,m = [N ]i,m, and if

[U (i)]e = [V (i)]e for some i = 1, . . . , n, then [M ]i,e = [N ]i,e. Let M1, . . . ,Mn and
N1, . . . , Nn be right R-modules. Let M and N be the objects of En defined as

0 < M1 < M1 ⊕M2 < · · · < M1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Mn =M

and

0 < N1 < N1 ⊕N2 < · · · < · · · < N1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Nn = N

respectively. Then the ith-factor module U (i) of M is isomorphic to Mi and the
ith-factor module V (i) of N is isomorphic to Ni. So, if [U (i)]m = [V (i)]m for some
i = 1, . . . , n, then there exist two injective right R-module morphisms ϕ :Mi → Ni
and ψ : Ni → Mi that can be extended trivially on all the other direct summands
ofM and N , in order to get two morphisms f :M → N and g : N → M in En such
that both the induced morphisms fi and gi are right R-module monomorphisms.
Hence [M ]i,m = [N ]i,m. Similarly, if [U (i)]e = [V (i)]e, then [M ]i,e = [N ]i,e.

Remark 3.2. LetM and N be two objects of Un with factor modules U (1), . . . ,
U (n) and V (1), . . . , V (n) respectively. For a = m, e, by [6, Lemma 1.1], [M ]i,a =
[N ]i,a if and only if there exist two morphisms f : M → N and g : N → M in the
category Un such that gf /∈ IM,i,a (or, equivalently, such that fg /∈ IN,i,a).

Lemma 3.3. Let M and N be two objects of Un. Fix i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e
and assume that [M ]i,a = [N ]i,a. Then the following properties hold:

(a) For every j = 1, . . . , n and b = m, e, one has that IM,j,b ⊆ IM,i,a if and
only if IN,j,b ⊆ IN,i,a.

(b) For every j = 1, . . . , n and b = m, e, IM,j,b ⊆ IM,i,a implies [M ]j,b = [N ]j,b.

Proof. (a) It suffices to show that if j = 1, . . . , n, b = m, e and IM,j,b ⊆ IM,i,a,
then IN,j,b ⊆ IN,i,a. Fix j = 1, . . . , n and b = m, e and suppose that IN,j,b * IN,i,a.
Let ϕ : N → N be a morphism in IN,j,b not in IN,i,a. Since [M ]i,a = [N ]i,a, there
exist two morphisms f : M → N and g : N → M in the category Un such that
gf /∈ IM,i,a. In particular, by [6, Lemma 1.1], gϕf ∈ IM,j,b and gϕf /∈ IM,i,a,
which implies that IM,j,b * IM,i,a.

(b) Suppose that IM,j,b ⊆ IM,i,a for some j = 1, . . . , n and b = m, e. Since
[M ]i,a = [N ]i,a, there exist two morphisms f : M → N and g : N → M in the
category Un such that gf /∈ IM,i,a. In particular gf /∈ IM,j,b, and therefore [M ]j,b =
[N ]j,b by Remark 3.2.

�

Corollary 3.4. Let M and N be two objects of Un. Suppose that [M ]i,a =
[N ]i,a for every i = 1, . . . , n and every a = m, e. Consider the sets SM := {IM,i,a |
i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e} and SN := {IN,i,a | i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e} partially
ordered by set inclusion. Then the canonical mapping Φ: SM → SN , defined by
IM,i,a 7→ IN,i,a, is a partially ordered set isomorphism.

Proof. It immediately follows from Lemma 3.3 (a). �



6 FEDERICO CAMPANINI

4. Factor categories and finite direct sums

Let C be any preadditive category. An ideal I of C assigns to every pair A,B of
objects of C a subgroup I(A,B) of the abelian group HomC(A,B) with the property
that, for all morphisms ϕ : C → A, ψ : A → B and ω : B → D with ψ ∈ I(A,B),
one has that ωψϕ ∈ I(C,D) [18, p. 18].

Let A be an object of C and I be a two-sided ideal of the ring EndC(A). Let I be
the ideal of the category C defined as follows. A morphism f : X → Y in C belongs
to I(X,Y ) if βfα ∈ I for every pair of morphisms α : A→ X and β : Y → A in C.
The ideal I is called the ideal of C associated to I [12, 13]. It is the greatest of
the ideals I ′ of C with I ′(A,A) ⊆ I. It is easily seen that I(A,A) = I. If A is an
object of C, the ideals associated to two distinct ideals of EndC(A) are obviously
two distinct ideals of the category C.

For any ideal I of En, F : En → En/I will denote the canonical functor. Recall
that the factor category En/I has the same objects as En and, forM,N ∈ Ob(En) =
Ob(En/I), the group of morphismsM → N in En/I is defined to be the factor group
HomEn

(M,N)/I(M,N).
For any object M of En, if IM,i,a is a maximal right ideal of EM , we denote

by IM,i,a the ideal of En associated to IM,i,a. Set V (M) := { IM,i,a | IM,i,a is a
maximal ideal of EM }, so that V (M) has at most 2n elements (Theorem 2.2).

Lemma 4.1. LetM be an object of Un, IM,i,a be a maximal ideal of EM , IM,i,a

its associated ideal in En and F : En → En/IM,i,a be the canonical functor.

(a) For any non-zero object N of En such that EN is a semilocal ring, either
IM,i,a(N,N) = EN or IM,i,a(N,N) is a maximal ideal of EN . In this
second case, the ideal of En associated to IM,i,a(N,N) is equal to IM,i,a.

(b) For any object N of En such that EN is of finite type, either F (N) = 0 or
F (N) ∼= F (M). Moreover, if [M ]i,a = [N ]i,a, then F (N) ∼= F (M).

(c) If F (M)t ∼= F (M)s in the factor category En/IM,i,a 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
1N /∈ IM,i,a(N,N), there are α : M → N and β : N → M such that βα /∈ IM,i,a.
Thus β(αβ)α /∈ IM,i,a. It follows that αβ /∈ IM,i,a(N,N), Therefore F (β)F (α) and
F (α)F (β) are automorphisms, so F (M) ∼= F (N). For the last assertion, note that,
also in the case [M ]i,a = [N ]i,a, there are morphisms α : M → N and β : N → M
such that βα /∈ IM,i,a. So, as before, we can conclude that F (M) ∼= F (N).

(c) Let D be the endomorphism ring of the object F (M) of En/IM,i,a. Apply
the functor Hom(F (M),−) : En/IM,i,a → Mod-D. �

Corollary 4.2. Let M be an object of Un, IM,i,a be a maximal ideal of EM ,
IM,i,a its associated ideal in En and F : En → En/IM,i,a be the canonical functor.
(1) For any object N of Un, the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) F (N) = 0 in En/IM,i,a.
(b) IM,i,a(N,N) = EN .
(c) IN,i,a ( IM,i,a(N,N).
(d) [M ]i,a 6= [N ]i,a.

(2) For any object N of Un, the following conditions are equivalent:
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(a) F (M) ∼= F (N) in En/IM,i,a.
(b) IM,i,a(N,N) is a proper ideal of EN .
(c) IN,i,a = IM,i,a(N,N).
(d) [M ]i,a = [N ]i,a.

Moreover, in this second case, IN,i,a is a maximal right ideal of EN and IM,i,a =
IN,i,a.

Proof. (1). (a) ⇔ (b) F (N) = 0 if and only if the endomorphism ring
EN/IM,i,a(N,N) of F (N) in the factor category En/IM,i,a is the zero ring.

(b) ⇒ (c) It suffices to note that IN,i,a is always a proper ideal of EN .
(c) ⇒ (d) Let ϕ be an element in IM,i,a(N,N) not in IN,i,a. For any two

morphisms f : M → N and g : N → M in the category En, one has gϕf ∈ IM,i,a,
by definition of associated ideal. Since ϕ /∈ IN,i,a, it follows from [6, Lemma 1.1]
that gf ∈ IM,i,a. This means that [M ]i,a 6= [N ]i,a.

(d) ⇒ (b) By Remark 3.2, if [M ]i,a 6= [N ]i,a, then, for any morphism f : M →
N and g : N →M in the category U , we have that g1Nf = gf ∈ IM,i,a. Therefore
1N ∈ IM,i,a(N,N), so that IM,i,a(N,N) = EN .

(2). First notice that, by Lemma 4.1 (b), either F (M) = 0 or F (M) ∼= F (N) in
En/IM,i,a. Moreover, IN,i,a is always contained in IM,i,a(N,N). As a matter of fact,
suppose ϕ ∈ IN,i,a. By [6, Lemma 1.1], for any f : M → N and any g : N →M , we
have that gϕf ∈ IM,i,a, so ϕ ∈ IM,i,a(N,N). Now all the implications follow from
part (1).

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

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

(a) IM,i,a is a maximal right ideal of EM if and only if IN,i,a is a maximal right ideal
of EN .

(b) Suppose that IM,i,a is a maximal right ideal of EM . 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.

Proof. (a) It suffices to show that IM,i,a maximal implies IN,i,a maximal.
From Corollary 4.2 (2), IN,i,a = IM,i,a(N,N) is a proper ideal of EN , and it is a
maximal right ideal of EN by Lemma 4.1 (a).

(b) By (a), the hypotheses on M and N are symmetrical. Therefore it suffices
to show that IM,j,b = IM,i,a implies IN,j,b = IN,i,a. The inclusion IN,j,b ⊆ IN,i,a
follows from Lemma 3.3 (a). Moreover, by Lemma 3.3 (b), we can interchange the
role of (i, a) and (j, b) and deduce the opposite inclusion applying Lemma 3.3 (a)
again. �

Remark 4.4. LetM and N be two objects of Un with factor modules U (1), . . . ,
U (n) and V (1), . . . , V (n) respectively. The ith-factor module ofM⊕N is isomorphic
to U (i)⊕V (i) and codim(End(U (i)⊕V (i))) = codim(End(U (i)))+codim(End(V (i)))
[10, Introduction, p. 575]. By Proposition 2.1 (a), codim(EM⊕N ) is finite, and
therefore EM⊕N is semilocal [7, Proposition 2.43].

Lemma 4.5. Let M1, . . . ,Mr be objects of Un. Then every maximal two-sided
ideal of E⊕

r
k=1Mk

is of the form IMh,i,a(
⊕r

k=1Mk,
⊕r

k=1Mk) for some h = 1, . . . , r,
i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e such that IMh,i,a is a maximal right ideal of EMh

.
Conversely, if (h, i, a) is a triple such that h = 1, . . . , r, i = 1, . . . , n, a = m, e
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and IMh,i,a is a maximal right ideal of EMh
, then IMh,i,a(

⊕r

k=1Mk,
⊕r

k=1Mk) is
a maximal two-sided ideal of E⊕

r
k=1Mk

.

Proof. First, let I be a maximal two-sided ideal of E⊕r
k=1Mk

and let I be
its associated ideal on En. Using [11, Lemma 2.1(ii)], we get that for any M =
M1, . . . ,Mt, either I(M,M) = EM or I(M,M) is a maximal two-sided ideal of
EM . If I(Mh,Mh) = EMh

for all h = 1, . . . , t, by definition of associated ideal,
it follows that εhπh ∈ I for every h = 1, . . . , t, where εh : Mh → ⊕rk=1Mk and
πh : ⊕rk=1Mk → Mh are the canonical embedding and the canonical projection
respectively. In particular 1⊕r

k=1Mk
=
∑r

h=1 εhπh ∈ I, which is absurd. It follows
that there exists a triple (h, i, a) such that I(Mh,Mh) = IMh,i,a is a maximal
right ideal of EMh

. By [11, Lemma 2.1(i)], IMh,i,a = I, so that, in particular,
I = I(

⊕r
k=1Mk,

⊕r
k=1Mk) = IMh,i,a(

⊕r
k=1Mk,

⊕r
k=1Mk).

Conversely, let (h, i, a) be a triple such that h = 1, . . . , t, i = 1, . . . , n, a = m, e
and IMh,i,a is a maximal right ideal of EMh

. Denote by Q the quotient category
En/IMh,i,a and consider the canonical functor F : En → Q. Then F (

⊕r

k=1Mk) ∼=
F (Mh)

m, where m := mh,i,a = |{k | k = 1, . . . , r, [Mk]i,a = [Mh]i,a}| (Corollary
4.2). It follows that EndQ(

⊕r
k=1Mk) ∼= Mm(D), where D = EndQ(Mh) is a

division ring. In particular, EndQ(
⊕r

k=1Mk) is a simple artinian ring and so the
kernel of E⊕

r
k=1Mk

→ EndQ(
⊕r

k=1Mk), which is IMh,i,a(
⊕r

k=1Mk,
⊕r

k=1Mk), is
a maximal two-sided ideal of E⊕

r
k=1Mk

.
�

Corollary 4.6. Let M1, . . . ,Mr be objects of Un. Then there is a one-to-
one correspondence between

⋃r
k=1 V (Mk) and the maximal two-sided ideals of

⊕r

k=1Mk given by

Ψ : IMk,i,a 7→ IMk,i,a(⊕
r
k=1Mk,⊕

r
k=1Mk).

Proof. By Lemma 4.5, Ψ is well defined. We can construct the inverse map
of Ψ as follows. Let I be a maximal two-sided ideal of E⊕r

k=1Mk
and let I be its

associated ideal on En. As in the proof of Lemma 4.5, there exists a triple (h, i, a)
such that I(Mh,Mh) = IMh,i,a is a maximal right ideal of EMh

and IMh,i,a = I.
So, I ∈

⋃r
k=1 V (Mk) and I 7→ I is the inverse of Ψ (apply [11, Lemma 2.1(i)]). �

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

Proposition 4.7. Let M1,M2 . . . ,Mr, N1, N2, . . . , Ns be r + s objects of Un.
Then

⊕r

k=1Mk
∼=
⊕s

l=1Nl in the category En if and only if r = s and there exist
2n permutations ϕi,a of {1, 2, . . . , r}, where i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e, such that
[Mk]i,a = [Nϕi,a(k)]i,a for every k = 1, . . . , r.

Proof. First assume that
⊕r

k=1Mk
∼=
⊕s

l=1Nl in the category En. For every

i = 1, . . . , n, k = 1, . . . , r and l = 1, . . . , s, let U
(i)
k and V

(i)
l denote the ith-factor

module of Mk and Nl respectively. Since
⊕r

k=1 U
(1)
k

∼=
⊕s

l=1 V
(1)
l in the category

Mod-R, looking at the Goldie dimension, we get that r = s. Let α :
⊕r

k=1Mk →
⊕s

l=1Nl be an isomorphism in En with inverse β :
⊕s

l=1Nl →
⊕r

k=1Mk. Denote
by εh : Mh →

⊕r
k=1Mk, πh :

⊕r
k=1Mk → Mh, ε

′
j : Nj →

⊕s
l=1Nl and π′

j :
⊕s

l=1Nl → Nj the embeddings and the canonical projections and consider the
composite morphisms χh,j := π′

jαεh :Mh → Nj and χ
′
j,h := πhβε

′
j : Nj →Mh. Fix

i = 1, . . . , n. We want to prove the existence of the permutation ϕi,e (dualizing the
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proof we get the existence of the permutation ϕi,m). Define a bipartite digraphD =
D(X,Y ;E) (according on the choice of the pair (i, e)) having X = {M1, . . . ,Mr}
and Y = {N1, . . . , Nr} as disjoint sets of non-adjacent vertices, and the set E of
edges defined as follows: one edge from Mh to Nj for each h and j such that the

ith-induced morphism χ
(i)
h,j : U

(i)
h → V

(i)
j is a surjective right R-module morphism,

and one edge from Nj to Mh for each h and j such that the ith-induced morphism

χ
′(i)
j,h : V

(i)
j → U

(i)
h is a surjective right R-module morphism.

We want to show that for every subset T ⊆ X ∪ Y of vertices, |T | ≤ |N+(T )|,
where N+(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 ⊆ X . If p = |T | and q = |N+(T )|, relabeling the indices we may assume
that T = {M1, . . . ,Mp} and N+(T ) = {N1, . . . , Nq}. It means that the induced

morphisms χ
(i)
h,j are not surjective for every h = 1, . . . , p and every j = q+1, . . . , r.

Since the modules V
(i)
j are all uniserial, we have that Lj :=

⋃p
h=1 χ

(i)
h,j(U

(i)
h ) ( V

(i)
j

for every j = q + 1, . . . , n, and therefore all the quotient modules V
(i)
j /Lj are

non-zero for every j = q + 1, . . . , n. Let π :
⊕r

l=1 V
(i)
l →

⊕r

j=q+1 V
(i)
j /Lj be the

canonical projection. For every h = 1, . . . , p and for every j = q + 1, . . . , r, the
composite morphism

U
(i)
h

ε
(i)
h−→

r⊕

k=1

U
(i)
k

α(i)

−→
r⊕

l=1

V
(i)
l

π
′(i)
j
−→ V

(i)
j → V

(i)
j /Lj

is zero because π
′(i)
j α(i)ε

(i)
h (U

(i)
h ) = χ

(i)
h,j(U

(i)
h ) ⊆ Lj . It follows that for every

h = 1, . . . , p, ε
(i)
h (U

(i)
h ) is contained in the kernel of

r⊕

k=1

U
(i)
k

α(i)

−→

r⊕

l=1

V
(i)
l

π
′(i)
j

−→ V
(i)
j → V

(i)
j /Lj

for every j = q + 1, . . . , r. Since
∑p

h=1 ε
(i)
h (U

(i)
h ) =

⊕p
h=1 U

(i)
h , it follows that there

exists a morphism
⊕r

k=1 U
(i)
k /

⊕p
h=1 U

(i)
h

∼=
⊕r

m=p+1 U
(i)
m → V

(i)
j /Lj making the

following diagram
⊕r

k=1 U
(i)
k

//

α(i)

��

⊕r

m=p+1 U
(i)
m

��
⊕r

l=1 V
(i)
l

// V
(i)
j /Lj

commute. Hence, there exist a morphism γ :
⊕r

m=p+1 U
(i)
m →

⊕r

j=q+1 V
(i)
j /Lj and

a commutative diagram

⊕r

k=1 U
(i)
k

//

α(i)

��

⊕r

m=p+1 U
(i)
m

γ

��
⊕r

l=1 V
(i)
l

//
⊕r

j=q+1 V
(i)
j /Lj

Since the horizontal arrows are the canonical projections, the morphism γ must be
surjective. Taking the dual Goldie dimension of the domain and the codomain of
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γ, we get r − |T | ≥ r − |N+(T )|, that is |T | ≤ |N+(T )|. To conclude, it suffices to
apply [5, Lemma 2.1] to the digraph D.

Conversely, assume that there exist 2n permutations ϕi,a of {1, 2, . . . , r}, where
i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e, such that [Mk]i,a = [Nϕi,a(k)]i,a. Fix M ∈ {M1, . . . ,Mr,
N1, . . . , Nr}, i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e such that IM,i,a is a maximal right ideal of
EM . Consider the canonical functor F : En → En/IM,i,a. Then F (

⊕r
k=1Mk) ∼=

F (M)m ∼= F (
⊕r

l=1Nl), where m := mM,i,a = |{k | k = 1, . . . , r, [Mk]i,a =
[M ]i,a}| = |{l | l = 1, . . . , r, [Nl]i,a = [M ]i,a}| (Corollary 4.2). It means that
there exists fM,i,a :

⊕r

k=1Mk →
⊕r

l=1Nl in En which becomes an isomorphism in
the factor category En/IM,i,a. Notice that the triple (M, i, a) identifies a pair of
objects (Mk, Nϕi,a(k)) with the following properties: [Mk]i,a = [Nϕi,a(k)]i,a, IMk,i,a

is a maximal right ideal of EMk
, INϕi,a(k),i,a is a maximal right ideal of ENϕi,a(k)

and

IMk,i,a = INϕi,a(k),i,a (Corollary 4.2 and Corollary 4.3). So, according to Lemma

4.5, the triple (M, i, a) defines a maximal two-sided ideal JM,i,a of E⊕
r
k=1Mk

,

namely JM,i,a = IM,i,a(
⊕r

k=1Mk,
⊕r

k=1Mk). Since E⊕
r
k=1Mk

is a semilocal ring,
there exists δM,i,a such that δM,i,a ≡ 1 modulo JM,i,a and δM,i,a ≡ 0 modulo all
the other maximal two-sided ideals of E⊕

r
k=1Mk

. Similarly, we can define an endo-

morphism δ′M,i,a of
⊕r

l=1Nl. Consider any subset Ω of {M1, . . . ,Mr, N1, . . . , Nr}×

{1, . . . , n} × {m, e} consisting of all the triples (M, i, a) such that IM,i,a is a max-
imal right ideal of EM with the additional property that if (M, i, a) 6= (M ′, j, b),
then IM,i,a 6= IM ′,j,b. So, in particular {IM,i,a | (M, i, a) ∈ Ω} = (

⋃r
k=1 V (Mk)) ∪

(
⋃s
l=1 V (Nl)). Define the morphism f :=

∑

(M,i,a)∈Ω δ
′
M,i,afM,i,aδM,i,a. By con-

struction, f becomes an isomorphism in the factor category En/IM,i,a for every
(M, i, a) ∈ Ω. By [1, Proposition 5.2], f is an isomorphism in the category En/I,
where I is the intersection of the finitely many ideals IM,i,a, with (M, i, a) ∈ Ω.
Since

⊕r
k=1Mk and

⊕r
l=1Nl are isomorphic in the category En/I, there exist

two morphisms α :
⊕r

k=1Mk →
⊕r

l=1Nl and β :
⊕r

l=1Nl →
⊕r

k=1Mk such
that βα ≡ 1⊕r

k=1Mk
modulo I(

⊕r
k=1Mk,

⊕r
k=1Mk) and αβ ≡ 1⊕r

l=1 Nl
modulo

I(
⊕r

l=1Nl,
⊕r

l=1Nl). But E⊕
r
k=1Mk

is semilocal (Remark 4.4), so its Jacobson

radical J(E⊕
r
k=1Mk

) is equal to the intersection of all its maximal two-sided ideals,

which are the ideals IM,i,a(
⊕r

k=1Mk,
⊕r

k=1Mk), where (M, i, a) ∈ Ω. It means
that

I(

r⊕

k=1

Mk,

r⊕

k=1

Mk) =
⋂

(M,i,a)∈Ω

IM,i,a(

r⊕

k=1

Mk,

r⊕

k=1

Mk) = J(E⊕
r
k=1Mk

).

Similarly,

I(

r⊕

l=1

Nl,

r⊕

l=1

Nl) =
⋂

(M,i,a)∈Ω

IM,i,a(

r⊕

l=1

Nl,

r⊕

l=1

Nl) = J(E⊕
r
l=1Nl

).

Thus αβ and βα are invertible in the rings E⊕
r
k=1Mk

and E⊕
r
l=1Nl

, respectively.
In particular, α is both right invertible and left invertible in the category En. It
follows that α is an isomorphism in En.

�

Corollary 4.8. Let M1,M2 . . . ,Mr, N1, N2, . . . , Ns be r + s objects of Un.
For every i = 1, . . . , n and every a = m, e, define

Xi,a := {k | k = 1, . . . , r, IMk,i,a is a maximal ideal of EMk
}
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and
Yi,a := {l | l = 1, . . . , s, INl,i,a is a maximal ideal of ENl

}.

Then
⊕r

k=1Mk
∼=
⊕s

l=1Nl in the category En if and only if r = s and there
exist 2n bijections ψi,a : Xi,a → Yi,a, where i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e, such that
[Mk]i,a = [Nψi,a(k)]i,a for every k ∈ Xi,a.

Proof. If
⊕r

k=1Mk
∼=
⊕s

l=1Nl in the category En, then we can restrict the
permutations ϕi,a of Proposition 4.7 to Xi,a, noting that ϕi,a(Xi,a) = Yi,a (Corol-
lary 4.3).

For the other implication, observe that the proof of the “if part” of Proposition
4.7 works also in this case. �

Corollary 4.9. Let M and N be two objects of Un. Then M and N are
isomorphic in Un if and only if [M ]i,a = [N ]i,a for all i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e.

Example 4.10. Let r ≥ 2 be an integer. In [6, Example 2.1], Alberto Facchini
constructed an example of r2 pairwise non-isomorphic finitely presented uniserial
modules Uj,k (j, k = 1, 2, . . . , r) 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 Uj,k
satisfy the following properties:

(a) for every j, k, h, l = 1, 2, . . . , r, [Uj,k]m = [Uh,l]m if and only if j = h;
(b) for every j, k, h, l = 1, 2, . . . , r, [Uj,k]e = [Uh,l]e if and only if k = l.

(We refer to [6] for the construction of the modules Uj,k.) Following the spirit of
this example and using the modules Uj,k, we want to show that the permutations
ϕi,a in the statement of Proposition 4.7 can be completely arbitrary. For any choice
of 2r elements k1, . . . , k2r of {1, . . . , r}, define the following object Mk1,...,k2r of Un:

0 < Uk1,k2 < Uk1,k2 ⊕ Uk3,k4 < · · · < Uk1,k2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Uk2r−1,k2r =Mk1,...,k2r .

For any two objects Mk1,...,k2r and Mh1,...,h2r of this form, using Example 3.1 and
the properties (a) and (b), we get [Mk1,...,k2r ]i,m = [Mh1,...,h2r ]i,m if and only if
[Uk2i−1,k2i ]m = [Uh2i−1,h2i ]m, if and only if k2i−1 = h2i−1 and [Mk1,...,k2r ]i,e =
[Mh1,...,h2r ]i,e if and only if [Uk2i−1,k2i ]m = [Uh2i−1,h2i ]m, if and only if k2i = h2i. In
particular, from Proposition 4.7, the r! objects Mk1,...,k2r of Un are pairwise non-
isomorphic. Moreover, given 2n permutations σ1, . . . , σn, τ1 . . . , τn of {1, 2, . . . , r}
we have the following isomorphism

Mσ1(1),τ1(1),...,σr(1),τr(1) ⊕Mσ1(2),τ1(2),...σr(2),τr(2) ⊕ · · · ⊕Mσ1(r),τ1(r),...,σr(r),τr(r)
∼=

∼=M1,1,...,1 ⊕M2,2,...2 ⊕ · · · ⊕Mr,r,...,r

and the bijections ϕi,m and ϕj,e in the statement of Proposition 4.7 are the permu-
tations σi and τj respectively.

5. General case

In this section, we fix a simple right R-module S and we denote by Sn the
following object of En:

0 < S < S ⊕ S < S ⊕ S ⊕ S < · · · < S ⊕ · · · ⊕ S
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n-times

= Sn.

For any object M ∈ En such that all factor modules U (i) are uniserial (possibly
zero), consider the subset A ⊆ {1, . . . , n} such that U (i) = 0 if and only if i ∈ A. We
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want to define the following object S(M) of En: for every i = 1, . . . , n, S(M)(i) is the
direct sum of finitely many copies of S in such a way that S(M)(i)/S(M)(i−1) = 0
if i /∈ A and S(M)(i)/S(M)(i−1) ∼= S when i ∈ A. So, M⊕S(M) is an object of Un.
Notice that Sn = S(0) and S(M) = 0 if M is an object of Un. Using the canonical
embeddings and the canonical projections, it is immediate to check that for every
a = m, e we have:

• [M ]i,a = [0]i,a for all i ∈ A;

• the i-th factor of M ⊕ S(M) is isomorphic to U (i) if i /∈ A and it is
isomorphic to S if i ∈ A;

• [M ⊕ S(M)]i,a = [M ]i,a for all i /∈ A;
• [M ⊕ S(M)]i,a = [S(M)]i,a = [Sn]i,a for all i ∈ A.

Remark 5.1. IfM is an object of En with all the factor modules U (i) uniserial,
then it can be viewed as an object of Un−d for a suitable integer d (namely, the
number of indexes such that U (i) = 0). It follows that M is of finite type, because
EM = EndEn

(M) ∼= EndEn−d
(M) as rings. Moreover, the direct sum of finitely

many object of En with all factor modules uniserial has a semilocal endomorphism
ring (Remark 4.4).

Theorem 5.2. LetM1, . . . ,Mr, N1, . . . , Ns be non-zero objects of En with unis-

erial factor modules U
(i)
k = M

(i)
k /M

(i−1)
k for k = 1, . . . , r and V

(i)
l = N

(i)
l /N

(i−1)
l

for l = 1, . . . , s. Define

Xi := {k | k = 1, . . . r, U
(i)
k 6= 0} and Yi := {l | l = 1, . . . s, V

(i)
l 6= 0}.

Then
⊕r

k=1Mk
∼=
⊕s

l=1Nl in En if and only if there exist 2n bijections ϕi,a : Xi →
Yi such that [Mk]i,a = [Nϕi,a(k)]i,a for every i = 1, . . . , n, a = m, e.

Proof. Assume that
⊕r

k=1Mk
∼=
⊕s

l=1Nl in En. For any i = 1, . . . , n, we
have the following isomorphisms in Mod-R:

⊕

k∈Xi

U
(i)
k

∼=

r⊕

k=1

U
(i)
k

∼=
(
⊕r

k=1Mk)
(i)

(
⊕r

k=1Mk)(i−1)
∼=

(
⊕s

l=1Nl)
(i)

(
⊕s

l=1Nl)
(i−1)

∼=

s⊕

l=1

V
(i)
l

∼=
⊕

l∈Yi

V
(i)
l .

So, looking at the Goldie dimension, we get that |Xi| = |Yi| for every i = 1, . . . , n.
Assume that r ≥ s. Then, we have the following isomorphism in En

(5.1)

r⊕

k=1

S(Mk) ∼=

(
s⊕

l=1

S(Nl)

)

⊕




S

n ⊕ Sn ⊕ · · · ⊕ Sn
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(r−s)-times






(notice that the ith submodule of both sides is isomorphic to the direct sum of
ir− (|X1|+ · · ·+ |Xi|) copies of S) and so, by hypothesis, we have an isomorphism
in En

r⊕

k=1

(Mk ⊕ S(Mk)) ∼=

(
s⊕

l=1

(Nl ⊕ S(Nl))

)

⊕




Sn ⊕ Sn ⊕ · · · ⊕ Sn
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(r−s)-times






where all the direct summands are in Un. WriteM ′
k =Mk⊕S(Mk) for k = 1, . . . , r,

N ′
l = Nl⊕S(Nl) for l = 1, . . . , s and N ′

l = Sn for l = s+1, . . . , r. From Proposition
4.7, there exist 2n permutations ϕi,a of {1, 2, . . . , r}, where i = 1, . . . , n and a =
m, e, such that [M ′

k]i,a = [N ′
ϕi,a(k)

]i,a. Let k ∈ Xi and assume that ϕi,a(k) /∈ Yi.
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Since |Xi| = |Yi|, there exists j /∈ Xi such that ϕi,a(j) ∈ Yi. By construction, we
have

[Mk]i,a = [M ′
k]i,a = [N ′

ϕi,a(k)
]i,a = [S(Nϕi,a(k))]i,a = [S(Mj)]i,a = [M ′

j ]i,a =

[N ′
ϕi,a(j)

]i,a = [Nϕi,a(j)]i,a

and therefore, we can rearrange the permutation ϕi,a in order to map k into ϕi,a(j)
and j into ϕi,a(k), without changing its property of preserving the classes. In
particular, we can always assume that ϕi,a maps Xi into Yi, so that ϕi,a |Xi

: Xi →
Yi are the sought bijections. Similarly, for r < s.

Conversely, assume that there exist 2n bijections ϕi,a : Xi → Yi such that
[Mk]i,a = [Nϕi,a)k=]i,a for i = 1, . . . , n, a = m, e. Assume that r ≥ s. Notice
that the isomorphism in (5.1) depends only on the fact that |Xi| = |Yi| for every
i = 1, . . . , n, so it holds also in this case. Consider the two direct sums

r⊕

k=1

(Mk ⊕ S(Mk))

and

(
s⊕

l=1

(Nl ⊕ S(Nl))

)

⊕




S

n ⊕ Sn ⊕ · · · ⊕ Sn
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(r−s)-times






and define, as before, M ′
k = Mk ⊕ S(Mk) for k = 1, . . . , r, N ′

l = Nl ⊕ S(Nl) for
l = 1, . . . , s and N ′

l = Sn for l = s + 1, . . . , r. Fix i = 1, . . . , n and a = m, e.
Then, for any k /∈ Xi and any l /∈ Yi, we have [M ′

k]i,a = [S(Mk)]i,a = [S(Nl)]i,a =
[N ′

l ]i,a, and therefore we can extend the bijection ϕi,a to a bijection {1, 2, . . . , r} →
{1, 2, . . . , s, s+ 1, . . . , r}. Using Proposition 4.7, we get

r⊕

k=1

(Mk ⊕ S(Mk)) ∼=

(
s⊕

l=1

(Nl ⊕ S(Nl))

)

⊕




Sn ⊕ Sn ⊕ · · · ⊕ Sn
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(r−s)-times






in En. Now, applying [7, Theorem 4.5], we can cancel the two terms
⊕r

k=1 S(Mk)
and (

⊕s
l=1 S(Nl)) ⊕ (Sn ⊕ Sn ⊕ · · · ⊕ Sn) from direct sums, because they are iso-

morphic objects with semilocal endomorphism ring (Remark 5.1). (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.) �

Example 5.3. Notice that, in Theorem 5.2, dropping the assumption that all
the objects are in Un, it could occur that r 6= s. A very simple example is the
following. Let M be any object of En not in Un with all factor modules uniserial
modules (some of whom are necessarily zero). Set M1 =M ⊕ S(M), N1 =M and
N2 = S(M). Then, M1, N1 and N2 are non-zero objects of En and M1

∼= N1 ⊕N2,
but r = 1 and s = 2. In particular, this example shows that the objects of Un are
indecomposable objects in the category Un, but they are not indecomposable in the
category En.
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