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Abstract. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T , and (R : T ), (R : T )l and (R : T )r denote the
greatest ideal, left ideal and right ideal of T which are contained in R, respectively. It is shown that
(R : T )l and (R : T )r are prime ideals of R and |MinR((R : T ))| ≤ 2. We prove that if TR has a maximal
submodule, then (R : T )l is a right primitive ideal of R. We investigate that when (R : T )r is a completely
prime (right) ideal of R or T . If R is integrally closed in T , then (R : T )l and (R : T )r are prime one-
sided ideals of T . We observe that if (R : T )lT = T , then T is a finitely generated left R-module and
(R : T )l is a finitely generated right R-module. We prove that Char(R/(R : T )l) = Char(R/(R : T )r),
and if Char(T ) is neither zero or a prime number, then (R : T ) 6= 0. If |Min(R)| ≥ 3, then (R : T )
and (R : T )l(R : T )r are nonzero ideals. Finally we study the Noetherian and the Artinian properties
between R and T .

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation. In [11], Frerand and Oliver studied minimal ring extension of commutative rings. Note
that whenever R ⊆ T is a minimal ring extension (i.e., R is a maximal subring of T ), then the integral
closure of R in T , say S, is a subring between R and T and therefore by the minimality of the exten-
sion we infer that either S = R (i.e., R is integrally closed in T ) or S = T (i.e., T is integral over R,
equivalently T is a finitely generated R-module). They proved that T is integral over R if and only if
(R : T ) ∈ Max(R), see [11, Proposition 4.1]. Moreover, if R is integrally closed in T , then (R : T ) is a
prime ideal of T , [11, Lemma 3.2]. Hence in any cases we deduce that (R : T ) is a prime ideal of R.

In this paper, motivated by the previous results, we are interested to study the conductor ideals of mini-
mal ring extension in non-commutative rings. More exactly, if R ⊆ T is a minimal ring extension of rings,
i.e., R is a maximal subring of T (where T is an arbitrary ring which is not necessary commutative), then
we would like to study the properties of (R : T ), the largest ideal of T which is contained in R, (R : T )l,
the largest left ideal of T which is contained in R, and (R : T )r, the largest right ideal of T which is
contained in R. For example, we proved that (R : T )l and (R : T )r are prime ideals of R.

It is interesting to know that each ring R can be considered as a maximal subring of a larger ring T , see
[1, Theorem 3.7]. Note that if T is a ring and A be a one-sided ideal of T , then the idealizer of A in T is
the largest subring of T , which A is a two-sided ideal of it. More exactly, if A is a right ideal of T , then
the idealizer of A is the subring IT (A) := {r ∈ T | rA ⊆ A}. By this definition we have the following
facts:

Theorem 1.1. (1) [1, Theorem 4.1]. Let T be a ring and A be a maximal right/left ideal of T which
is not a two-sided ideal of T . Then the idealizer of A is a maximal subring of T . In particular,
either a ring has a maximal subring or is a quasi duo ring (i.e., each maximal left/right ideal is
two-sided).

(2) [1, Proposition 4.2]. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T which contains a maximal one-sided
ideal A of T which is not a two-sided ideal of T . Then R is the idealizer of A in T .

(3) [1, Theorem 4.4]. Let T be a ring which is not a division ring. If either T is a simple ring or a
left/right primitive ring, then T has a maximal subring.
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In particular, if a ring T has no maximal subring, then T is a right primitive ring if and only if T is a left
primitive ring. Moreover, if T has no maximal subring, then the following sets of ideals of T are coincided:

the set of all maximal right/left ideals, the set of all left/right primitive ideals, the set of all maximal ideals.

In particular, for each M in any of the above sets, T
M is a division ring, and J(T ) =

⋂

M∈Max(T )M .

In [5, 6, 15, 16, 20], the authors proved that if R is a maximal subring of a ring T and R is a finite ring,
then T is finite too. In [3, Theorem 3.8], it is shown that if R is a maximal subring of a commutative
ring T , then R is Artinian if and only if T is Artinian and is integral over R, which immediately implies
the latter facts for commutative rings. It is clear that, if R is a maximal subring of a commutative ring
T , then T is Noetherian whenever R is Noetherian, for T = R[α], for each α ∈ T \R and use the Hilbert
Basis Theorem. Motivated by these results in commutative case, we are interested to study (left/right)
Artinian and (left/right) Noetherian properties in minimal ring extension of non-commutative rings too.

Finally, we refer the reader to [8, 9, 12, 13, 7, 26], for minimal ring extension of commutative rings and [10]
for non-commutative case. Also, we refer the reader to [23, 2, 3, 4] for maximal subrings in commutative
rings and [1] for maximal subrings of non-commutative rings.

1.2. Review of the results. Assume that R is a maximal subring of a ring T . We prove that (R : T )l
and (R : T )r are prime ideals of R. Moreover MinR((R : T )) ⊆ {(R : T )l, (R : T )r} and in fact
|MinR((R : T ))| = 1 if and only if (R : T )l and (R : T )r are comparable if and only if (R : T ) is prime
ideal of R (which means either (R : T ) = (R : T )l or (R : T ) = (R : T )r). In particular, if R is a zero-
dimensional ring (that is each prime ideal of R is maximal), then either (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r or
(R : T )l+(R : T )r = R. We show that if T/R as right R-module has a maximal submodule (in particular,
if TR is finitely generated), then (R : T )l is a right primitive ideal of R. Conversely, we observe that if
either (R : T )l ∈Maxr(R) or R is a right Artinian ring, then T/R has a maximal right R-submodule. We
investigate whether (R : T )r is a completely prime (right) ideal of T or of R. In particular, if (R : T )r is a
completely prime right ideal of T , then (R : T )r is a completely prime ideal of R (that is R/(R : T )r is a
domain) and T/(R : T )r is a torsionfree left R/(R : T )r-module; conversely if T/(R : T )r is a torsionfree
left R/(R : T )l-module, then either (R : T )r is an ideal of T or (R : T )r is a completely prime right ideal
of T and R is the idealizer of (R : T )r in T . Moreover, if R is right Artinian and (R : T )r is a completely
prime right ideal of T , then either R/P or T/P is a division ring. We prove that the ring End((T/R)R)
and therefore the ring EndZ(T/R) contains a copy of R/(R : T )r. Consequently, the ring EndZ(T/R)
contains a copies of R/(R : T )r and R/(R : T )l. In particular, the characteristic of the ring EndZ(T/R)
is either zero or a prime number and thus Char(R/(R : T )l) = Char(R/(R : T )r). We show that if
Char(T ) is not a prime number, then either there exists a prime number p such that pT ⊆ (R : T ) (and
therefore (R : T ) 6= 0) or Char(T ) = Char(EndZ(T/R)) = 0. In particular, if Char(T ) is neither zero
or a prime number, then (R : T ) 6= 0. We prove that either R contains CT (R) (and therefore C(T )) or
(R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r and there exists α ∈ T such that T = R[α] and for each r ∈ R, rα = αr. We
show that if (R : T )lT = T , then T is a finitely generated left R-module, (R : T )l is a finitely generated
right ideal of R and R is the idealizer of (R : T )l. In particular, if (R : T ) ∈Max(T )\Spec(R), then RT ,
TR, (R : T )l as right ideal of R and (R : T )r as left ideal of R, are all finitely generated. Consequently,
if (R : T ) ∈ Max(T ) and R is left Noetherian (resp. Artinian), then either (R : T ) = (R : T )l or T is a
right Noetherian (resp. Artinian) ring. We prove that if |Min(R)| ≥ 3, then (R : T ) and (R : T )l(R : T )r
are nonzero ideals of R. We show that if R is (2-)integrally closed in T , then (R : T )l and (R : T )r
are prime one-sided ideals of T . In particular, in this case (R : T ) is a semiprime ideal of T and either
(R : T ) is a prime or semiprime ideal of R. We show that if R is a Noetherian (resp. an Artinian)
ring and (R : T ) 6= 0, then T/l.annT ((R : T )l) and T/r.annT ((R : T )r) are left and right Noetherian
(resp. Artinian) rings, respectively. Moreover, if in addition T is semiprime, then T/annT ((R : T )) is
a Noetherian (resp. an Artinian) ring. In particular, if T is prime, then T is finitely generated as left
and right R-modules and consequently T is a Noetherian (resp. an Artinian) ring. Finally, if R is a
Noetherian ring, T is not a prime ring and R contains a prime ideal Q of T , then either T is Noetherian
or Q = (R : T ) (therefore Q is unique), Q is a minimal prime ideal of T and either Q = (R : T )l or
Q = (R : T )r.

1.3. Notations and Definitions. All rings in this paper are unital and all subrings, modules and
homomorphisms are also unital. If R ( T is a ring extension and there exists no other subring between
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R and T , then R is called a maximal subring of T , or the extension R ⊆ T is called a minimal ring
extension. If T is a ring and R and S be subrings of T , then clearly T is a (R,S)-bimodule and therefore
we can consider (R,S)-subbimodule of T . In particular, if t ∈ T , then the (R,S)-subbimodule of T which
is generated by t is denoted by RtS = {

∑n
i=1 ritsi | ri ∈ R, si ∈ S, n ≥ 0}. It is clear that if R ⊆ S

and t ∈ S, then R + RtS and R + StR are also subrings of T which contains R. In particular, for each
t ∈ T , the subrings R+RtT and R+ T tR of T contain R. More generally, if I is left (resp. right) ideal
of T , then R + IR (resp. R + RI) is a subring of T which contains R. If T is a ring, I is an ideal of T
and M is a left (resp. right) T -module, then MinT (I), Maxr(T ), Maxl(T ), Max(T ), l.annT (M) (resp.
r.annT (M)) denote the set of all minimal prime ideals of I in T , the set of all maximal left ideals of
T , the set of all maximal right ideals of T , the set of all maximal ideals of T , the left annihilator of M
in T (resp. the right annihilator of M in T ), respectively. We use Min(T ) for MinT (0). J(T ) denotes
the Jacobson radical of a ring T and for an ideal I of T , we denote the prime radical of I by radT (I).
The characteristic of a ring T is denoted by Char(T ). If X is a subset of a ring T , then CT (X) is the
centralizer of X in T , in particular, C(T ) = CT (T ) is the center of T . A ring T is called left (resp. right)
quasi duo if each maximal left (resp. right) ideal of T is a two-sided ideal of T , see [19]. T is called quasi
duo if T is left and right quasi duo ring. A ring T is called left (resp. right) duo if each left (resp. right)
ideal of T is two-sided. Similarly duo rings are defined. If R is a subring of a ring T and t ∈ T , then we
say that t is left (resp. right) n-integral over R if t is a root of a left (resp. right) monic polynomial of
degree n over R (n ≥ 1). R is called left (resp. right) n-integrally closed in T , if every left (resp. right)
n-integral element of T over R belongs to R. R is called n-integrally closed in T whenever R is left and
right integrally closed in T . R is called left (resp. right) integrally closed in T , if R is left (resp. right)
n-integrally closed in T , for each n. R is integrally closed in T , if R is left and right integrally closed in
T . For other notations and definitions we refer the reader to [14, 17, 18, 22, 25].

2. The Conductor ideals of Maximal Subrings

Let R ⊆ T be a ring extension, then we have three type of conductor ideals: (R : T ) := {x ∈ T | TxT ⊆
R}, (R : T )l := {x ∈ T | Tx ⊆ R}, (R : T )r := {x ∈ T | xT ⊆ R}. In other words, (R : T ) is the largest
common ideal between R and T , (R : T )l (resp. (R : T )r) is the largest common left (resp. right) ideal
between R and T . It is clear that (R : T )l = r.annR((

T
R )R) and therefore (R : T )l is a two sided ideal

of R. Finally note that (R : T )l(R : T )r ⊆ (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r. In particular, if R 6= T , then
(R : T )l+(R : T )r 6= T . Now we want prove some generalization of the results in [11]. Let us first review
some fact from [11]. If T is a commutative ring and R is a maximal subring of R, then (R : T ) is a prime
ideal of R. In fact, since R′, the integral closure of R in T , is a ring between R and T , then by maximality
of R either R′ = T , i.e., T is integral over R (equivalently T is a finitely generated R-module) or R′ = R,
i.e., R is integrally closed in T . Moreover, T is integral over R if and only if (R : T ) ∈ Max(R) (and
therefore is a prime ideal of R); and if R is integrally closed in T , then (R : T ) is a prime ideal of T and
therefore is a prime ideal of R (moreover for each x, y ∈ T , if xy ∈ R, then x ∈ R or y ∈ R). Hence in
any cases, (R : T ) is a prime ideal of R. Now the following is in order.

Theorem 2.1. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . Then (R : T )l and (R : T )r are prime ideals of
R.

Proof. Let a, b ∈ R and aRb ⊆ (R : T )l. Thus TaRb ⊆ R. Now assume that a /∈ (R : T )l, i.e.,
Ta * R. Thus TaR * R. Since R is a maximal subring of T we conclude that R + TaR = T and thus
Tb = Rb + TaRb ⊆ R, i.e., b ∈ (R : T )l. Hence (R : T )l is a prime ideal of R. Similarly (R : T )r is a
prime ideal of R. �

Now we have the following immediate result.

Corollary 2.2. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . Then the following hold:

(1) radR((R : T )) = (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r.
(2) (R : T ) is a prime ideal of R if and only if either (R : T ) = (R : T )l or (R : T ) = (R : T )r if and

only if (R : T )l and (R : T )r are comparable.
(3) |MinR((R : T ))| ≤ 2. In fact, |MinR((R : T ))| = 1 if and only if (R : T )l and (R : T )r are

comparable. Otherwise MinR((R : T )) = {(R : T )l, (R : T )r} and either (R : T ) is a prime ideal
of T or there exist Ql and Qr in MinT ((R : T )) such that Ql ∩R = (R : T )l, Qr ∩R = (R : T )r,
R/(R : T )l ∼= T/Ql and R/(R : T )r ∼= T/Qr; moreover, if R is a zero-dimensional ring, then Ql

and Qr are distinct maximal ideal of T .
(4) (R : T ) is a semiprime ideal of R if and only if (R : T ) = (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r.
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(5) If R is a zero dimensional ring, then (R : T )l and (R : T )r are maximal ideals of R. Hence either
(R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r or (R : T )l + (R : T )r = R.

(6) (R : T ) = r.annT (T/(R : T )r) = l.annT (T/(R : T )l) = l.annR(T/(R : T )l) = r.annR(T/(R :
T )r). In particular, if (R : T )l ∈ Maxl(T ) (resp. (R : T )r ∈ Maxr(T )), then (R : T ) is a left
(resp. right) primitive ideal of T (hence, in any cases, is a prime ideal of T ).

(7) If (R : T ) ∈Max(R), then (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r.
(8) If J(R) is nilpotent (in particular, if R is a one-sided Artinian ring), then J(R) ⊆ (R : T )l∩ (R :

T )r and J(R)2 ⊆ (R : T ).
(9) If Nil∗(R) is nilpotent (in particular, if R is a one-sided Noetherian ring), then Nil∗(R) ⊆ (R :

T )l ∩ (R : T )r and (Nil∗(R))2 ⊆ (R : T ).

Proof. Since ((R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r)
2 ⊆ (R : T )l(R : T )r ⊆ (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r and (R : T )l,

(R : T )r are prime ideals of R, we conclude that radR((R : T )) = (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r. Hence (1) holds.
The first pard of (2) is evident. It is clear that if either (R : T ) = (R : T )l or (R : T ) = (R : T )r, then
(R : T )l and (R : T )r are comparable. Conversely, suppose that (R : T )l and (R : T )r are comparable.
For example let (R : T )l ⊆ (R : T )r. Let x ∈ (R : T )l, therefore Tx ⊆ (R : T )l ⊆ (R : T )r. Thus
TxT ⊆ R. Hence x ∈ (R : T ). Thus (R : T ) = (R : T )l. For (3), by the proof of (1) note that for
each prime ideal Q of R which contains (R : T ), we have (R : T )l ⊆ Q or (R : T )r ⊆ Q and therefore
MinR((R : T )) ⊆ {(R : T )l, (R : T )r}. Hence |MinR((R : T ))| = 1 if and only if (R : T )l and (R : T )r
are comparable. For the next part of (3), assume that (R : T )l and (R : T )r are incomparable and
therefore MinR((R : T )) = {(R : T )l, (R : T )r}. Now note that if A ⊆ B is a minimal ring extension
with (A : B) = 0, and P is a minimal prime ideal of A, then either B is a prime ring or P is a contraction
of a minimal prime ideal of B. To see this, note that A \ P , is a m-system in A and therefore in B, thus
there exists a prime ideal Q of B such that Q∩A ⊆ P . If Q = 0, then B is prime, otherwise A+Q = B,
for A is a maximal subring of B and (A : B) = 0. Thus A/(A ∩ Q) ∼= B/Q as rings. Hence A ∩ Q is a
prime ideal of A and therefore Q∩A = P , for P is minimal. Clearly we may assume that Q is a minimal
prime of B. Applying this fact to the minimal ring extension R/(R : T ) ⊆ T/(R : T ), we deduce that
either (R : T ) ∈ Spec(T ) or there exist minimal prime ideals Ql and Qr of MinT ((R : T )) such that
Ql ∩ R = (R : T )l and Qr ∩ R = (R : T )r. If Ql ⊆ R, then (R : T )l ⊆ Ql ⊆ (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )r which
is absurd. Thus Ql, and similarly Qr, are not contained in R. Thus by maximality of R we conclude
that R + Ql = T = R + Qr and therefore R/(R : T )l ∼= T/Ql and R/(R : T )r ∼= T/Qr. Thus if R is a
zero dimensional ring, then (R : T )l and (R : T )r are distinct maximal ideals of R. Hence Ql and Qr are
maximal ideal of T . Since R = (R : T )l+(R : T )r ⊆ Ql+Qr, we conclude that Ql+Qr = T and therefore
Ql 6= Qr. (4) is evident by (1). (5) is clear. For (6), let x ∈ T (or x ∈ R), then x ∈ (R : T ) if and only if
TxT ⊆ R if and only if xT ⊆ (R : T )l if and only if x ∈ l.annT (T/(R : T )l) (or x ∈ l.annR(T/(R : T )l)),
hence (R : T ) = l.annT (T/(R : T )l) = l.annR(T/(R : T )l). The proof of the other equalities of (6) are
similar. The final part of (6) is obvious, for whenever (R : T )l ∈ Maxl(T ), then T/(R : T )l is a simple
left T -module and therefore l.annT (T/(R : T )l) = (R : T ) is a left primitive ideal of T and hence a prime
ideal of T . (7) is clear, for (R : T )l and (R : T )r are proper ideals of R which contains (R : T ). Finally
for (8) and (9), let I be a nilpotent one-sided ideal of R, then clearly I ⊆ (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r, for (R : T )l
and (R : T )r are prime ideals of R. Consequently, I2 ⊆ (R : T )l(R : T )r ⊆ (R : T ). �

Example 2.3. Let D be a division ring and T = M2(D). It is not hard to see that R =

(

D 0
D D

)

is a

maximal subring of T . It is clear that (R : T )l =

(

D 0
D 0

)

, (R : T )r =

(

0 0
D D

)

, hence (R : T )l ∩ (R :

T )r =

(

0 0
D 0

)

6= (R : T ) = 0. Also note that (R : T ) = 0 is a prime (in fact maximal) ideal of T , but is

not a prime ideal in R.

Lemma 2.4. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T and M be a proper right R-submodule of T which
contains R. Then r.annR(T/M) = (R : T )l.

Proof. Since R ⊆ M , we immediately conclude that (R : T )l ⊆ r.annR(T/M). Now assume that
x ∈ r.annR(T/M), but x /∈ (R : T )l. Thus Tx * R and therefore R + TxR = R, for R is a maximal
subring of T . Since Tx ⊆ M and M is a right R-submodule of T , we deduce that TxR ⊆ M . Thus
T = R+ TxR ⊆M which is absurd. Thus we are done. �

Now we have the following immediate fact.
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Corollary 2.5. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . If T/R as right R-module has a maximal
submodule, then (R : T )l is a right primitive ideal of R. In particular, if T/R (i.e. TR) is a finitely
generated right R-module, then (R : T )l is a right primitive ideal of R.

Remark 2.6. The above corollary is a generalization of the commutative minimal ring extension. In fact,
if T is a commutative ring and R is a maximal subring of T , then the following are equivalent:

(1) T is integral over R (i.e., T is a finitely generated R-module).
(2) (R : T ) ∈Max(R).
(3) T has a maximal R-submodule which contains R.
(4) T/R is a semisimple R/(R : T )-module.

To see this, note that (1) and (2) are equivalent by [11, Proposition 4.1]. Clearly, (1) implies (3),
conversely (3) implies (2) by the previous corollary and the fact that in commutative ring maximal ideals
and primitive ideals are coincided. Now assume that (2) holds. Thus T/R is an R/(R : T )-module.
Since R/(R : T ) is a field, we immediately conclude that T/R is a semisimple R/(R : T )-submodule
and therefore (4) holds. Finally, suppose that T/R is a semisimple R/(R : T )-module, then T/R has a
maximal R-submodule and hence (3) holds.

Corollary 2.7. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . If (R : T )l ∈Maxr(R), then T has a maximal
right R-submodule which contains R.

In [3, Theorem 3.8], it is proved that if R is a maximal subring of a commutative ring T , then R is
Artinian if and only if T is Artinian and is integral over R. An essential key for the proof of this fact,
by the previous remark, is the fact that in this case (R : T ) is a maximal ideal of R. Now we have the
following result.

Proposition 2.8. Let R be a right Artinian ring which is a maximal subring of a ring T . Then (R : T )l
and (R : T )r are maximal ideals of R. T/R as right R/(R : T )l-modules (resp. R/(R : T )r) is an isotypic
semisimple (and therefore has maximal submodules).

Proof. By Theorem 2.1, P := (R : T )l is a prime ideal of R and since R is a right Artinian ring we
immediately conclude that R/P ∼= Mn(D), for some division ring D and natural number n. Hence R/P
is a simple ring and therefore P is a maximal ideal of R. Also note that T/R is a nonzero right R/P -
module. Thus T/R is a semisimple R/P -module. Finally note that since R/P ∼= Mn(D), we immediately
conclude that each simple component of T/R is isomorphic to other one. The proof for (R : T )r is
similar. �

Corollary 2.9. Let R be a right Artinian local ring which is a maximal subring of a ring T . Then
(R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r.

A proper right ideal P of a ring S is called completely prime right ideal if for each a, b ∈ S, whenever
aP ⊆ P and ab ∈ P , then a ∈ P or b ∈ P , see [24]. A prime ideal of a ring S is called completely prime
if S/P is a domain.

Proposition 2.10. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T and P = (R : T )r. If P is a completely
prime right ideal of T , then R/P is a domain (i.e., P is a completely prime ideal of R) and T/P is a
torsionfree left R/P -module. Conversely, if P is a completely prime ideal of R and T/P is a torsionfree
left R/P -module, then either P is an ideal of T (and therefore (R : T ) = P ) or P is a completely prime
right ideal of T and R = IT (P ).

Proof. First assume that P is a completely prime right ideal of T . Let a, b ∈ R and ab ∈ P . Since P
is an ideal of R, we conclude that aP ⊆ P , therefore by the assumption a ∈ P or b ∈ P . Thus R/P
is a domain. Since P = (R : T )r is a right ideal of T and P is an ideal of R, we conclude that T/P
is a left R/P -module. Now we show that T/P is a torsionfree left R/P -module. Hence assume that
(r + P )(t+ P ) = 0, where r ∈ R and t ∈ T . Thus rt ∈ P and rP ⊆ P . Hence by our assumption either
r ∈ P or t ∈ P and therefore we are done. Conversely, suppose that R/P is a domain and T/P is a
torsionfree left R/P -module. Let a, b ∈ T such that aP ⊆ P and ab ∈ P . We have two cases, either P
is an ideal of T (and therefore P = (R : T )) or P is not an ideal of T . In the latter case, since P is an
ideal of R and R is a maximal subring of T , we immediately conclude that R = IT (P ). Thus a ∈ R and
therefore (a+ P )(b + P ) = 0. Hence by our assumption either a ∈ P or b ∈ P . �

Corollary 2.11. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T and P = (R : T )r ∈ Maxr(T ). Then P is a
completely prime ideal of R (i.e., R/P is a domain) and T/P is torsionfree left R/P -module.
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Proof. Note that by [24, (A) of Corollary 2.10], P is a completely prime right ideal of T and therefore
we are done by the previous proposition. �

Corollary 2.12. Let R be a maximal subring of a right Artinian ring T and P = (R : T )r be a completely
prime right ideal of T . The either T/P or R/P is a division ring.

Proof. We have two cases. Either P is an ideal of T or not. First assume that P is an ideal of T , then
by [24, (B) of Corollary 2.10], we conclude that P ∈Maxr(T ) and therefore T/P is a division ring. If P
is not an ideal of T , then R = IT (P ), for R is a maximal subring of T and P is an ideal of R. Again by
[24, (B) of Corollary 2.10], P ∈Maxr(R) and hence R/P is a division ring. �

Proposition 2.13. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . Then either (R : T ) is equal to P = (R : T )r
or Q = (R : T )l, or R = IT (P ) = IT (Q).

Proof. Note that (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r. Hence if either (R : T )l or (R : T )r is an ideal of T , then
we immediately conclude that (R : T ) = (R : T )l or (R : T ) = (R : T )r. Hence assume that (R : T )l and
(R : T )r are not ideals of T . Since these are ideals of R and R is a maximal subring of T , we deduce that
R = IT (P ) = IT (Q). �

Remark 2.14. Let T be a ring and A be a right ideal of T , then the map φ : I(A)/A −→ End((T/A)T ),
where φ(r + A) = fr+A and fr+A(x + T ) = rx + A, for each r ∈ I(A) and x ∈ T is a ring isomorphism,
see [21, Lemma 1.3]. In particular, if R is a maximal subring of T and A = (R : T )r, then either
R/A ∼= End((T/A)T ) or φ(R/A) is a maximal subring of End((T/A)T ) ∼= T/A.

Lemma 2.15. Let R be a subring of a ring T and A = (R : T )r. Then the map ψ : R/A −→
End((T/R)R), where ψ(r + A) = gr+A and gr+A(x + R) = rx + R, is a ring monomorphism, i.e.,
up to ring isomorphism, R/A is a subring of End((T/R)R). In particular, up to ring isomorphism R/A
is a subring of EndZ(T/R).

Proof. The proof of ψ is a ring homomorphism is similar to [21, Lemma 1.3]. Only we prove that
Ker(ψ) = 0. To see this note that x+ A ∈ Ker(ψ) ⇐⇒ gx+A = 0 ⇐⇒ gx+A(t +R) = 0 for each t ∈ T ,
⇐⇒ xt+R = 0, for each t ∈ T , i.e., xT +R = 0 ⇐⇒ xT ⊆ R ⇐⇒ x ∈ A. �

Corollary 2.16. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . Then Char(EndZ(T/R)) is either 0 or is a
prime number. Moreover, Char(R/(R : T )l) = Char(R/(R : T )r) = Char(R/(R : T )).

Proof. By the previous lemma, up to ring isomorphism R/(R : T )l and R/(R : T )r are subrings of
EndZ(T/R) which are prime rings, by by Theorem 2.1. Also note that the center of a prime ring
is an integral domain and the characteristic of an integral domain is either 0 or is a prime number.
Hence Char(R/(R : T )l) = Char(EndZ(T/R)) = Char(R/(R : T )r). Finally, we have two cases: If
Char(R/(R : T )l) = Char(R/(R : T )r) = 0, then it is clear that Char(R/(R : T )) = 0, for R/(R : T )l
and R/(R : T )r are quotients of the ring R/(R : T ). Hence assume that Char(R/(R : T )l) = Char(R/(R :
T )r) = p, where p is a prime number. Thus pT = Tp ⊆ R and clearly pT = Tp = TpT ⊆ R and thus
Char(R/(R : T )) = p. �

Now we have the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 2.17. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . Assume that the map Char : Spec(R) −→
N ∪ {0}, where P 7−→ Char(R/P ) is one-one. Then (R : T )l = (R : T )r, in particular (R : T ) = (R :
T )l = (R : T )r is a prime ideal of R which is an ideal of T .

Example 2.18. (1) Assume that R := Mn(Z), where n > 1 is a natural number. Then for each prime
number q, it is clear that Z is a maximal subring of S := Z[1/q] and therefore R is a maximal
subring of T := Mn(S). It is obvious that, the map Char mentioned in the previous corollary is
one-one for R. Hence (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r.

(2) Let R = R1 × · · · × Rn, where n > 1 and each Ri is a simple ring with Char(Ri) = pi is a
prime number. Assume that pi 6= pj for i 6= j. If R is a maximal subring of a ring T , then
(R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r = R1 × · · · ×Ri−1 × 0×Ri+1 × · · · ×Rn, for some i.

(3) Let R be a one-sided Artinian ring which is a maximal subring of a ring T . Assume that
R/J(R) ∼= Mn1

(D1) × . . .Mnk
(Dk), where ni and k are natural numbers and Di is a division

ring for each i. Then either (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r or there exist i 6= j such that
Char(Di) = Char(Dj).



THE CONDUCTOR IDEALS OF MAXIMAL SUBRINGS IN NON-COMMUTATIVE RINGS 7

Corollary 2.19. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T with Char(T ) is not prime number. Then
either there exists a prime number p such that pT ⊆ (R : T ) or Char(T ) = Char(EndZ(T/R)) = 0.

Proof. By the Corollary 2.16, Char(EndZ(T/R)) is either 0 or is a prime number. If Char(EndZ(T/R)) =
p, where p is a prime number, then p.1T/R = 0 (note that 1T/R denotes the identity map of T/R, i.e.,
1T/R(t + R) = t + R, for each t ∈ T ). Hence for each t ∈ T , pt + R = 0, i.e., pT ⊆ R. Thus
0 6= pT ⊆ (R : T ), (note Char(T ) is note a prime number and therefore pT 6= 0 and it is clear that
pT = Tp is an ideal of T ). Otherwise, assume that Char(EndZ(T/R)) = 0. If Char(T ) = m > 0, then
it is clear that for each φ ∈ EndZ(T/R), we have mφ = 0, for mφ(t) = φ(mt) = φ(0) = 0, for each t ∈ T .
Thus Char(EndZ(T/R)) > 0 which is absurd. Therefore Char(T ) = Char(EndZ(T/R)) = 0 and hence
we are done. �

Corollary 2.20. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T with Char(T ) is neither zero or a prime
number. Then (R : T ) 6= 0.

Proposition 2.21. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . The one of the following holds:

(1) CT (R) ⊆ R. Therefore R contains the center of T .
(2) (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r, and T = R[α], where αr = rα, for each r ∈ R.

Proof. Assume that R does not contain CT (R). If R = IT ((R : T )r), then clearly CT (R) ⊆ CT ((R :
T )r) ⊆ IT ((R : T )r) = R, which is absurd. Thus (R : T )r is an ideal of T . Similarly, (R : T )l is an ideal
of T and hence the first part of (2) holds. The second part is evident for CT (R) * R. �

Proposition 2.22. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T and P = (R : T )l. If PT = T , then
R = IT (P ), T is a finitely generated left R-module, P is a finitely generated right R-module which is
a right primitive ideal of R and T is not a left quasi duo ring. Moreover, if in addition R is a left
Artinian/Noetherian ring, then so is T .

Proof. Since P is a left ideal of T which is a two sided ideal of R and P is not an ideal of T , we
conclude that R = IT (P ). From PT = T , we deduce that if M is a left maximal ideal of T which
contains P , then M is not an ideal of T and therefore T is not a left quasi duo ring. Since T = PT ,
we conclude that 1 = y1t1 + · · · + yntn for some yi ∈ P , ti ∈ T and n ∈ N. Thus for each x ∈ T
we have x = x1 = (xy1)t1 + · · · + (xyn)tn. Now note that yi ∈ P which is a left ideal of T , therefore
xyi ∈ P ⊆ R which immediately shows that T = Rt1 + · · ·+Rtn. Also note that for each p ∈ P , we have
p = 1p = y1t1p + · · · + yntnp. Now since tip ∈ Tp ⊆ P ⊆ R, we deduce that P = y1R + · · · + ynR and
therefore P is a finitely generated right R-module. Since RT is finitely generated, we deduce that P is a
right primitive ideal of R, by Corollary 2.5. The final part is evident for RT is finitely generated. �

Corollary 2.23. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T and (R : T ) ∈ Max(T ). If (R : T ) ( (R :
T )l, (R : T )r (i.e., (R : T )l and (R : T )r are not ideals of T ), then the following hold:

(1) RT and TR are finitely generated.
(2) (R : T )l is finitely generated right R-module which is a right primitive ideal of R. In particular,

l.annT ((R : T )l) = l.annT (p1) ∩ · · · ∩ l.annT (pm) for some p1, . . . pm ∈ (R : T )l.
(3) (R : T )r is finitely generated left R-module which is a left primitive ideal of R. In particular,

r.annT ((R : T )r) = r.annT (q1) ∩ · · · ∩ r.annT (qm) for some p1, . . . qm ∈ (R : T )r.

In particular, if (R : T ) ∈Max(T ) \ Spec(R), then (1)− (3) hold.

Proof. Since (R : T ) ( (R : T )l, (R : T )r, we conclude that (R : T )lT = T and T (R : T )r = T , for
(R : T ) is a maximal ideal of T . Hence we are done by the previous proposition. For the final part note
that if (R : T ) is not a prime ideal of R, then by Theorem 2.1, (R : T ) is not equal to either (R : T )l or
(R : T )r. �

Corollary 2.24. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T and (R : T ) ∈ Max(T ). Then the following
hold:

(1) If R is left Noetherian (resp. Artinian), then either T is left Noetherian (resp. Artinian) or
(R : T ) = (R : T )l. Therefore (R : T )l ⊆ (R : T )r (resp. (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r).

(2) If R is right Noetherian (resp. Artinian), then either T is right Noetherian (resp. Artinian) or
(R : T ) = (R : T )r. Therefore (R : T )r ⊆ (R : T )l (resp. (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r).

Proof. For (1), note that either (R : T )l = (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )r or (R : T ) ( (R : T )l and therefore by the
previous corollary RT is finitely generated and hence T is a left Noetherian (resp. Artinian) R-module.
Hence T is a left Noetherian (resp. Artinian) ring. Also note that if R is a left Artinian ring, then by
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Theorem 2.1, (R : T )l and (R : T )r are maximal ideals ofR, thus in the case (R : T )l = (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )r,
we conclude that (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r. The proof of (2) is similar. �

Corollary 2.25. Let R be a maximal subring of a simple ring T . Then the following hold:

(1) If R is left Noetherian (resp. Artinian), then either T is left Noetherian (resp. Artinian) or
(R : T )l = 0 (resp. (R : T )l = (R : T )r = 0, R = Mn(D), where D is a division ring and
T = Mn(S), for a simple ring S and D is a maximal subring of S).

(2) If R is right Noetherian (resp. Artinian), then either T is right Noetherian (resp. Artinian) or
(R : T )r = 0. (resp. (R : T )l = (R : T )r = 0, R = Mn(D), where D is a division ring and
T = Mn(S), for a simple ring S and D is a maximal subring of S).

Proof. For (1), the Noetherian part is clear by the previous result. In case, R is a left Artinian, if T is not
left Artinian ring, then by the previous corollary (R : T )l = 0. Since (R : T )l is a prime ideal of R, we
conclude that R = Mn(D), for some division ring D and n ≥ 1 (hence R is a right Artinian too). Thus
T = Mn(S), for a simple ring S, for R is a subring of T and T is a simple ring. Since R is a maximal
subring of T , we immediately conclude that D is a maximal subring of S. The proof of (2) is similar. �

Proposition 2.26. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T and R be a left Noetherian ring. Then either
CT (R) ⊆ R or T is a left Noetherian ring and (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r.

Proof. Assume that CT (R) is not contained in R and α ∈ CT (R)\R. Since α commutes with any element
of R, we immediately conclude that R[α] is a left Noetherian ring, by Hilbert’s Basis Theorem. Clearly
T = R[α], for R is a maximal subring of T and α ∈ T \R. Hence T is a left Noetherian ring. Finally, if
(R : T )l is not an ideal of T , then by Proposition 2.13, we deduce that R = IT ((R : T )l) and therefore R
contains CT (R) which is absurd. Thus (R : T )l is an ideal of T and similarly (R : T )r is an ideal of T .
Hence (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r and we are done. �

Proposition 2.27. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . If l.annT ((R : T )) + r.annT ((R : T )) = T ,
then (R : T )2 = 0. (in particular, Nil∗(R) 6= 0 6= Nil∗(T )).

Proof. By the assumption, there exist a ∈ l.annT ((R : T )) and b ∈ r.annT ((R : T )) such that a+ b = 1.
Therefore (R : T )a = (R : T ) and (R : T ) = b(R : T ). Now note that ab ∈ l.annT ((R : T )) ∩ r.annT ((R :
T )). Thus (R : T )2 = (R : T )(R : T ) = (R : T )ab(R : T ) = 0. �

Theorem 2.28. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T . Then the following hold:

(1) If (R : T )l and (R : T )r are incomparable, then l.annR((R : T )l) + r.annR((R : T )l) ⊆ (R : T )r
and l.annR((R : T )r) + r.annR((R : T )l) ⊆ (R : T )l.

(2) If (R : T ) = 0 or (R : T )l(R : T )r = 0, then Min(R) ⊆ {(R : T )l, (R : T )r}. In particular,
if (R : T )l and (R : T )r are incomparable, then (R : T )l = l.annR((R : T )r) and (R : T )r =
r.annR((R : T )l) are exactly minimal prime ideals of R.

(3) If (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r = 0 and (R : T )l 6= 0 6= (R : T )r, then (R : T )l = l.annR((R : T )r) =
r.annR((R : T )r) and (R : T )r = r.annR((R : T )l) = l.annR((R : T )l) are exactly minimal
prime ideals of R (and R is a semiprime ring). In particular, if T is a prime ring, then either
(R : T )l = 0 or (R : T )r = 0.

(4) If R is a reduced ring, (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r = 0 and (R : T )l 6= 0 6= (R : T )r, then (R : T )l and
(R : T )r are completely prime ideals of R. Hence R embeds in a product of two domains.

Proof. (1) is clear, for l.annR((R : T )l)(R : T )l = (R : T )lr.annR((R : T )l) = 0 ⊆ (R : T )r and
(R : T )r is a prime ideal of R, which does not contain (R : T )l by our assumption. For (2), first note
that (R : T )l(R : T )r ⊆ (R : T ), hence if (R : T ) = 0, we conclude that (R : T )l(R : T )r = 0. Hence
assume that (R : T )l(R : T )r = 0. This immediately shows that Min(R) ⊆ {(R : T )l, (R : T )r}. Now
assume that (R : T )l and (R : T )r are incomparable. Let P = (R : T )l and I = (R : T )r. Thus
PI = 0 and I 6= 0 (by incomparability). It is clear that P ⊆ l.annR(I). Now since l.annR(I)I = 0 ⊆ P
and P is a prime ideal of R which does not contain I, we deduce that P = l.annR(I). Finally, if
P is not a minimal ideal of R, then let Q be a prime ideal which properly is contained in P . Then
l.annR(I)I = 0 ⊆ Q ( P = l.annR(I) implies that I ⊆ Q ⊆ P , which is absurd for I and P are
incomparable. Hence P is a minimal prime ideal of R. Similarly, (R : T )r = r.annR((R : T )l) is a
minimal prime ideal of R and hence (2) holds. For (3), note that since (R : T )l and (R : T )r are ideals
of R, then we infer that (R : T )l(R : T )r and (R : T )r(R : T )l are subsets of (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r. Hence
if (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r = 0, we conclude that (R : T )l(R : T )r = 0 and (R : T )r(R : T )l = 0. By a similar
argument of (2), the conclusion of (3) can be proved. For the final part of (3), since (R : T )l 6= 0, we infer
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that (R : T )l ⊆ r.annR((R : T )r) ⊆ r.annT ((R : T )r), and therefore (R : T )r = 0, for T is prime. For (4),
since R is reduced, we conclude that (R : T )l and (R : T )r are incomparable and therefore by (2) or (3),
are minimal prime ideal of R. Hence by [17, Lemma 12.6], (R : T )l and (R : T )r are completely prime
ideals of R, i.e., R/(R : T )l and R/(R : T )r are domains and clearly R embeds in product of them. �

Corollary 2.29. Let R be a ring which is a maximal subring of a ring T with |Min(R)| ≥ 3, then (R : T )
and (R : T )l(R : T )r are nonzero.

Proposition 2.30. Let R be a maximal subring of a left duo ring T . Then (R : T ) = (R : T )l is a
completely prime ideal of R. Moreover, if T is a duo ring, then (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r is a
completely prime ideal of R.

Proof. First note that since T is a left duo ring, we immediately conclude that for each x ∈ T , xT ⊆ Tx
and therefore each left ideal of T is an ideal of T . Thus we deduce that (R : T ) = (R : T )l. Now
assume that a, b ∈ R such that ab ∈ (R : T ) and a /∈ (R : T ) = (R : T )l. Therefore Tab ⊆ R and
Ta * R. Since R is a maximal subring of T and Ta is an ideal of T , we infer that R + Ta = T . Hence
Tb = (R + Ta)b = Rb + Tab ⊆ R, i.e., b ∈ (R : T ) = (R : T )l. Thus (R : T ) = (R : T )l is a completely
prime ideal of R. The final part is evident. �

As we mentioned before in the introduction of this paper, if R is a maximal subring of a commutative
ring T and R is integrally closed in T , then (R : T ) is a prime ideal in T . Now we want to study when
(R : T )r (or (R : T )l) is a prime one-sided ideal in non-commutative case.

Theorem 2.31. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T , P = (R : T )r, a, b ∈ T such that aT b ⊆ P . If
a, b /∈ P , then the following hold:

(1) a is right integral over R and b is left integral over R.
(2) If a /∈ R, then T = R +RaR.
(3) If b /∈ R, then T = R+RbR.

In particular, if b /∈ R, then a /∈ R; and if a /∈ R, then either b /∈ R or b ∈ (R : T )l.

Proof. First note that by our assumption, aT bT ⊆ R, aT * R and bT * R. Hence R + RaT = T =
R+RbT . Thus there exist ri ∈ R and si ∈ T such that a = r0 + r1bs1 + · · ·+ rnbsn. By multiplying this
equation from left to a, we have a2 = ar0 + ar1bs1 + · · ·+ arnbsn. Now for each i, aribsi ∈ aT bT ⊆ R.
Therefore r := ar1bs1 + · · · + arnbsn ∈ R and a2 = ar0 + r which shows a is right integral over R.
By a similar argument (from aT b ⊆ P ⊆ R and T = R + RaT ) we deduce that b is left integral over
R. Hence (1) holds. Now we prove (2). Assume that a /∈ R. We claim that S := R + RaR is a
subring of T . To see this it suffices to show that if x, y, u, v ∈ R, then (xay)(uav) ∈ S. We have
(xay)(uav) = xayu(r0+r1bs1+ · · ·+rnbsn)v = xayur0v+xayur1bs1v+ · · ·+xayurnbsnv. The first term
of the sum is clear in RaR and therefore in S. For the other parts note that since ayuribsi ∈ aT bT ⊆ R,
we immediately conclude that xayuribsiv ∈ R. Therefore xayur1bs1v + · · · + xayurnbsnv ∈ R. Hence
(xay)(uav) ∈ S and thus S is a subring of T which properly contains R (for a /∈ R). Thus S = T , for
R is a maximal subring of T . The proof of (3) is similar (by the use of aT b ⊆ P ⊆ R). Finally for
the final part of the theorem, assume that b /∈ R but a ∈ R. Thus T = R + RbR by (3). Therefore
aT = aR + aRbR ⊆ R + aT bT ⊆ R, i.e., a ∈ P which is absurd. Now assume that a /∈ R but b ∈ R.
Thus by (2), T = R+RaR and therefore Tb = Rb+RaRb ⊆ R. Thus b ∈ (R : T )l. �

Remark 2.32. Similar to the previous result and its proof we can prove that, if R is a maximal subring
of a ring T , P = (R : T )l, a, b ∈ T such that aT b ⊆ P and if a, b /∈ P , then the following hold:

(1) a is right integral over R and b is left integral over R.
(2) If a /∈ R, then T = R +RaR.
(3) If b /∈ R, then T = R+RbR.

In particular, if a /∈ R, then b /∈ R; and if b /∈ R, then either a /∈ R or a ∈ (R : T )l.

Let T be a ring and P be a proper one-sided ideal of R. P is called prime if for each a, b ∈ T , if aT b ⊆ P ,
then either a ∈ P or b ∈ P . Now the following is in order.

Corollary 2.33. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T which is integrally closed in T , then (R : T )l
and (R : T )r are prime one-sided ideals of T .

Remark 2.34. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T which is integrally closed in T . If a, b ∈ T such
that aT b ⊆ (R : T ), but a, b /∈ (R : T ), then the following hold:

(1) a, b ∈ R
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(2) RaT ⊆ R, but TaR * R. In particular, T = R + TaR.
(3) TbR ⊆ R, but RbT * R. In particular, T = R+RbT .
(4) a ∈ (R : T )r, b ∈ (R : T )l, a /∈ (R : T )l and b /∈ (R : T )r.

To see these, first note that (1) is an immediate consequences of Theorem 2.31 and Remark 2.32. Also
note that (4) is obvious from (2) and (3). We prove TaR * R and TbR ⊆ R, the proof of the other parts of
(3) and (4) are similar. Since b /∈ (R : T ) we conclude that TbT * R and therefore by maximality of R, we
deduce that R+TbT = T . Hence aR+aT bT = aT and therefore TaR+TaT bT = TaT . From a /∈ (R : T ),
we have TaT * R and form aT b ⊆ (R : T ) we have TaT bT ⊆ R. Thus by TaR + TaT bT = TaT , we
conclude that TaR * R and therefore Ta * R. Hence a /∈ (R : T )l and since aT b ⊆ (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )l,
we infer that b ∈ (R : T )l, by the previous corollary. Hence Tb ⊆ R and therefore TbR ⊆ R.

Lemma 2.35. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T and x ∈ (R : T )l ∪ (R : T )r. If xTx ⊆ (R : T ),
then x ∈ (R : T ).

Proof. Assume that x ∈ (R : T )l, thus Tx ⊆ R and therefore TxR ⊆ R. Suppose x /∈ (R : T ), thus
TxT * R and hence R+TxT = T , by maximality of R. Since xTx ⊆ (R : T ), we infer that TxTxT ⊆ R.
Therefore TxT = TxR + TxTxT ⊆ R, which is absurd. Thus x ∈ (R : T ). The proof for the case
x ∈ (R : T )r is similar. �

Theorem 2.36. Let R be a maximal subring of a ring T which is integrally closed in T (or whenever
x ∈ T and x2 ∈ R, then x ∈ R). Then (R : T ) is a semiprime ideal of T . Moreover, either (R : T ) is a
prime ideal of T or (R : T ) is still semiprime in R and therefore (R : T ) = (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r.

Proof. We must prove that when x ∈ T and xTx ⊆ (R : T ), then x ∈ (R : T ). Since xTx ⊆ R, we infer
that x2 ∈ R and therefore x ∈ R, by our assumption. Hence xRx ⊆ xTx ⊆ (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r.
Therefore xRx ⊆ (R : T )l and hence x ∈ (R : T )l, for (R : T )l is a prime ideal of R, by Theorem 2.1.
Thus x ∈ (R : T ), by the previous lemma. Hence (R : T ) is a semiprime ideal of T . Therefore there
exists a family Qi, i ∈ I, of prime ideals of T , such that (R : T ) =

⋂

i∈I Qi. Now we have two cases. If
there exists i ∈ I, such that Qi ⊆ R, then Qi ⊆ (R : T ), and therefore (R : T ) = Qi is a prime ideal of
T . Hence assume that for each i ∈ I, Qi * R. Thus for each i ∈ I, we conclude that R + Qi = T , by
maximality of R. This immediately implies that R/(Qi ∩R) ∼= T/Qi, as rings, which means Qi ∩R is a
prime ideal of R. Now it is clear that (R : T ) =

⋂

i∈I(Qi ∩R), and therefore (R : T ) is a semiprime ideal
of R. The final part is evident by (4) of Corollary 2.2. �

Theorem 2.37. Let T be a ring and R be a Noetherian (resp. Artinian) maximal subring of T with
(R : T ) 6= 0. Then the following hold:

(1) T/l.annT ((R : T )l), in particular, T/l.annT ((R : T )), are left Noetherian (resp. Artinian).
(2) T/r.annT ((R : T )r), in particular T/r.annT ((R : T )), are right Noetherian (resp. Artinian).
(3) If T is semiprime, then T/annT ((R : T )) is Noetherian (resp. Artinian).
(4) If T is prime, then T is finitely generated as left and right R-modules. In particular, T is

Noetherian (resp. Artinian). Moreover, (R : T )l and (R : T )r are right and left primitive ideals
of R, respectively.

Proof. (1) Since R is a right Noetherian ring, there exist x1, . . . , xn ∈ (R : T )l such that (R : T )l =
x1R+ . . .+ xnR. Thus l.annT ((R : T )l) = l.annT (x1) ∩ · · · ∩ l.annT (xn). Therefore T/l.annT ((R : T )l)
embeds in Tx1 × · · · × Txn as a left T -module and therefore as a left R-module too. Since Txi ⊆ R, we
conclude that T/l.annT ((R : T )l) embeds in Rn as a right R-module and therefore T/l.annT ((R : T )l)
is left Noetherian (resp. Artinian) for R is left Noetherian (resp. Artinian). Thus the first part of (1)
holds. Also note that (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )l and therefore l.annT ((R : T )l) ⊆ l.annT ((R : T )). Hence
T/l.annT ((R : T ))) is left Noetherian (resp. Artinian) too. Similarly (2) holds. For (3), first note that
since T is a semiprime ring, we immediately conclude that the left and right annihilators of (R : T ) are
coincided. Thus by (1) and (2), we deduce that T/annT ((R : T )) is Noetherian (resp. Artinian). Finally,
for (4), since 0 6= (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )l, we infer that l.annT ((R : T )l) = 0, thus by the proof of (1), T is
isomorphic to a left submodules of of Rn, hence T is a finitely generated left R-module. Similarly, T is a
finitely generated right R-module. This immediately shows that T is Noetherian (resp. Artinian). The
final part is evident by Corollary 2.5. �

In [15] and [16], the authors proved that if a finite ring R is a maximal subring of a ring T , then T is
finite too. In the following remark we prove this result by the previous theorem in special case.
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Remark 2.38. Let T be a prime ring with a finite maximal subring R. If (R : T )l 6= 0, then T is finite. To
see this, note that by the proof of (1) of the previous theorem, T/l.annT ((R : T )l) embeds in Rn. Since
T is prime we deduce that l.annT ((R : T )l) = 0 and therefore T embeds in Rn and hence T is finite.

Proposition 2.39. Let R be a left Noetherian (resp. Artinian) ring which is a maximal subring of a
ring T . Assume that (R : T )l is a finitely generated as right ideal of R and (R : T ) contains a prime ideal
Q of T . Then either (R : T ) = (R : T )l ⊆ (R : T )r (resp. (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r) or T is a left
Noetherian (resp. Artinian) ring.

Proof. Similar to the proof of the previous theorem T/l.annT ((R : T )l) is a left Noetherian (resp. Ar-
tinian) R-module. Since l.annT ((R : T )l)(R : T )l = 0 ⊆ Q and Q is a prime ideal of T , we have two
cases either (R : T )l ⊆ Q or l.annT ((R : T )l) ⊆ Q. If (R : T )l ⊆ Q, then (R : T )l ⊆ (R : T ) and therefore
(R : T )l = (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )r (resp. (R : T )l = (R : T ) = (R : T )r for R is a left Artinian ring and
(R : T )l and (R : T )r are prime ideals of R, by Theorem 2.1). Hence assume that l.annT ((R : T )l) ⊆ Q
and therefore l.annT ((R : T )l) ⊆ (R : T ) ⊆ R. Thus l.annT ((R : T )l) is a left Noetherian (resp. Artinian)
R-module. Therefore T is a left Noetherian (resp. Artinian) R-module and hence is a left Noetherian
(resp. Artinian) ring. �

Proposition 2.40. Let T be a ring which is not prime and R be a Noetherian maximal subring of T with
(R : T ) 6= 0. If R contains a prime ideal Q of T , then either T is Noetherian or Q = (R : T ) = (R : T )l
or Q = (R : T ) = (R : T )r is a minimal prime ideal of T (thus Q is unique). Moreover if T is neither
left Noetherian nor right Noetherian then Q = (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r.

Proof. First note that Q ⊆ (R : T ). Now we have two cases: (a) Q 6= (R : T ). This immediately implies
that l.annT ((R : T )), r.annT ((R : T )) ⊆ Q. Thus by (1) and (2) of the Theorem 2.37, we conclude
that T/Q is Noetherian and since Q ⊆ R, we deduce that T is Noetherian too. (b) Hence assume that
Q = (R : T ). Now suppose that Q′ ∈ Min(T ) and Q′ ( Q, thus Q′ ( (R : T ) and therefore by the first
case we conclude that T is Noetherian and we are done. Hence Q = (R : T ) is a minimal prime ideal
of T . Now assume that (R : T )l and (R : T )r are not contained in Q = (R : T ). Then we deduce that
l.annT ((R : T )l) and r.annT ((R : T )r) are contained in Q. Therefore by (1) and (2) of the Theorem 2.37,
T/Q is left/right Noetherian ring and therefore T is Noetherian, for Q ⊆ R. By a similar argument and
using (1) and (2) of the Theorem 2.37 and the fact that Q is prime, we conclude the final part too. �

Corollary 2.41. Let R be an Artinian maximal subring of a prime ring T . Then either R ∼= Mn(D) for
a division ring D (in particular, T = Mn(S), where D is a maximal subring of S) or T ∼= Mn(D

′) for a
division ring D′.

Proof. If R is a prime ring, then clearly the first part of the statement of theorem holds. Hence assume
that R is not a prime ring. Hence (R : T )l 6= 0 and therefore l.annT ((R : T )l) = 0 for T is prime. Thus
by (1) of Theorem 2.37, we conclude that T is a left Artinian ring and hence we are done (note T is
prime). �

Proposition 2.42. Let T be a ring which is not prime and R be an Artinian maximal subring of T with
(R : T ) 6= 0. Then either T is Artinian or dim(T ) = 0 or R contains a unique (minimal) prime ideal of
T , say Q, and T/Q ∼= Mn(S) where S has a maximal subring D which is a division ring. In particular,
in the latter case, S has one of the following holds:

(1) S is a simple ring. Thus Q ∈Min(T ) ∩Max(T ).
(2) S ∼= D ×D, where D is a division ring.
(3) S has a unique nonzero proper ideal I. I is maximal left/right ideal of S. In particular, S is local

and S = D ⊕ I.

Proof. Assume that T is not Artinian. We have two cases: (a) each prime ideal Q of T is not contained
in R. Thus R + Q = T , for Q 6= 0 (note T is not prime) and R is a maximal subring of T . Thus
R/(R ∩ Q) ∼= T/Q, which immediately shows that Q is a maximal ideal of T . (b) Hence assume that
there exists a prime Q of T such that Q ⊆ R. Therefore Q ⊆ (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )l ∩ (R : T )r. Now, if
l.annT ((R : T )) is not contained in Q, we conclude that (R : T )l ⊆ Q ⊆ (R : T ) ⊆ (R : T )r, for Q is a
prime ideal of T . Now since R is an Artinian ring and (R : T )l and (R : T )r are prime ideals in R we
conclude that (R : T )l = Q = (R : T ) = (R : T )r. Similarly if r.annT ((R : T )r) is not contained in Q, the
previous equalities hold. Thus assume that Q contains l.annT ((R : T )l) and r.annT ((R : T )r). Hence by
(1) and (2) or Theorem 2.37, we deduce that T/Q is an Artinian ring. Since Q ⊆ R, we conclude that T
is Artinian too which is absurd. Hence we have Q = (R : T ) = (R : T )l = (R : T )r which is a maximal
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ideal of R. Thus R/Q ∼= Mn(D
′) for a division ring D′ and a natural number n. Since R/Q is a maximal

subring of T/Q, we conclude that T/Q ∼= Mn(S), where S has a maximal subring D ∼= D′. The final
part is an immediate consequences of [1, Theorem 2.13]. �
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