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Abstract

A left and right noetherian semiperfect ring R is known to be indecomposable if and only if its

factor by the second power of Jacobson radical is. This characterisation is used to study simple R-

modules in terms of their Ext groups. It is shown that if R is indecomposable, all its simple modules

are either finite or have the same infinite cardinality and their endomorphism rings have the same

characteristics. The results are further strengthened in the case when R is quasi-Frobenius.
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1 Introduction

Let R be an associative ring with 1. By a classical result in ring theory, R can be expressed as a finite
direct product of indecomposable rings, called blocks, iff 1 can be written as a sum of orthogonal centrally
primitive idempotents. This decomposition is then unique up to isomorphism and permutation.

Such a decomposition always exists if R is a semiperfect ring. Thus, many questions about semiperfect
rings can be passed to an indecomposable case. If R is further left and right noetherian, many questions
can be passed to a ring R/J(R)2, where J(R) is its Jacobson radical; see [5]. In particular, Ext groups
of simple modules are preserved.

The above observations and some classical results in the block theory of artinian rings allow us to
study simple modules in terms of Ext-paths between them; see Definition 3. This viewpoint is closely
related to a quiver (or scheme) of a ring studied by V. V. Kirichenko, generalising Gabriel quivers of
finite-dimensional algebras; see [6]. The formalism of quivers is omitted in this article, but the main
results use Kirichenko’s work.

The considerations in this text are motivated by recent developments in the study of quasi-Frobenius
(QF) rings and their relation to MacWilliams rings. In the late ’90s, J. A. Wood proved in [12] that a
finite Frobenius ring is MacWillaims. Due to this and subsequent results, QF rings rose in prominence in
algebraic coding theory. In the last decade, infinite MacWilliams rings and their generalisation became
objects of study by module theorists in their own right; see, for example, [1].

M. C. Iovanov solved the problem of characterising left artinian MacWillimas rings in [4]. The key
observation was to decompose the ring as a product of a finite ring and a ring with no finite simple
modules. This idea goes back to articles [3] and [11].

The particular case for artin algebras was proved in [3]. One of the steps in the proof was showing
that over indecomposable left and right artinian rings, either all simple modules are finite or have the
same infinite cardinality. In Section 4, this result is generalised to left and right noetherian semiperfect
rings. We further show that all their endomorphism rings have the same characteristic; see Theorem 9.

∗This work is a part of project SVV-2023-260721.
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For a semilocal ring, the cardinality of a simple module is strongly linked to the cardinality of its
endomorphism ring, as discussed in 2.1, which is a crucial parameter determining the structure of the
lattice of submodules of direct powers of simple rings.

It was observed in [11, Prop. 1.3], that for a QF ring R, the submodule of Soc(RR) consisting of finite
submodules embeds in RR/J(R) iff the submodule of Soc(RR) consisting of finite submodules embeds in

RR/J(R). They coined the term finitary Frobenius for such rings. A QF ring is left MacWilliams iff it is
a finitary Frobenius ring iff it is a right MacWilliams ring; [11, Cor. 4.8]. The proof of [11, Prop. 1.3] can
be easily modified to prove analogous results for the submodule of Soc(R) consisting of simple modules
of fixed infinite cardinality. Using the methods of this proof, we show that simple modules linked by a
Nakayama permutation have isomorphic rings of endomorphisms; Proposition 11.

The structure of the article is as follows. Section 2 gathers known theory on semiperfect and QF rings
needed in the sequel. Subsection 2.2 formalises the concept of Ext-path and states and proves Lemma 4
on which most of the main results depend.

Section 3 studies Ext groups of modules in terms of characteristics of their endomorphism rings.
This characteristic is strongly related to an abelian group structure of a module, which allows one to
decide (non)-triviality of the Ext group by studying their extensions in the category of abelian groups.
The results of this section are formulated more generally than needed for the paper’s main results. The
presented method works in a general setting without needing more complicated proofs.

The aforementioned main results of the paper are then discussed in Section 4.

2 Preliminaries

This section gathers the properties and terminology of semiperfect rings needed in Section 4. We refer
the reader to [8, Chapters 7 and 8] for a more detailed exposition and any undefined terminology. We use
a different notation for simple modules than in the cited literature.

The properties following from the semilocality of semiperfect rings are discussed in Subsection 2.1. In
Lemma 4, a classical criterion for indecomposability of radical-square zero artinian rings is reformulated
in terms of Ext groups of simple modules. Using the results of [6], Lemma 4 is then generalised to left
and right noetherian semiperfect rings; see Theorem 5. Subsection 2.3 then gathers the termilogy of
Quasi-Frobenius rings.

Throughout this section, R denotes a semiperfect ring, and J(R) is its Jacobson radical. The radical
of a finitely generated R-module M is denoted by J(M). The factor M/J(M) is called the top of M . A
ring is semiperfect iff any finitely generated module M has a projective cover, denoted by P (M).

The operations top and projective cover induce mutually inverse bijections between isomorphism types
of simple modules and isomorphism types of indecomposable f. g. projective modules. As a module over
itself, R decomposes as follows

RR
∼= P (S1)

µ1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ P (Sn)
µn (1)

RR ∼= P (1S)
µ1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ P (nS)

µn (2)

where µi are positive integers, S1, . . . , Sn (1S, . . . , nS) is a list of representatives of isomorphism types of
simple right (left) R-modules. The decomposition is unique up to isomorphism and permutation.

Each f.g. indecomposable projective module is a cyclic module generated by a local idempotent.
Therefore, decompositions (1) and (2) correspond to a decomposition of 1 as a sum of local pairwise
orthogonal idempotents. The formalism of idempotents is omitted in this article, but some results cited
from [8] are formulated in this setting.

2.1 Semilocal rings

A ring is semilocal if its factor by Jacobson radical is semisimple (also called totally decomposable
in literature). Over a semisimple ring, simple modules have no nontrivial extensions. For any finitely
generated R-module M , the equality J(R)M = J(M) holds; [8, Prop. (24.4)].
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The Wedderburn-Artin theorem describes the block decomposition of a semisimple ring as a product
of finitely many matrix rings. In particular,

R/J(R) ∼= Mµ1
(D1)× . . .Mµn

(Dn), (3)

where Di is a division ring isomorphic to EndR(Si) ∼= EndR(iS).
Thus simple right (left) modules are isomorphic to row (column) modules. That is, Si (iS) can be

represented as a set of column (row) vectors with µi coordinates with values in Di. In particular, over a
simple semisimple ring, f.g. modules are either all finite if D is, or they have the same infinite cardinality
as D. This is not true for a general ring, as shown by the following example from [7, Example 8]

Example 1. Let F be a finite field and κ an infinite cardinal. Then S := F (κ) is an infinite simple
EndF (S)-module with a finite ring of endomorphisms.

Semiperfect rings are semilocal, so we can view their simple modules as simple modules over the
semisimple ring R/J(R). This gives a natural correspondence between left and right simple R-modules,
as modules Si and iS are modules over the same matrix ring in the decomposition of R/J(R).

As follows from (3), a finite simple module Si has the same cardinality as its endomorphism ring iff
µi = 1. A semiperfect ring is called basic if µi = 1 for any i ≤ n.

We end this section with the following lemma used later in the proof of Theorem 9. It is a generalisation
of observation about left and right artinian rings by Iovanov [3, Prop. 2.2]. We present a complete proof
for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2. Let R be a semilocal ring and S and T be simple non-isomorphic R-modules such that
Ext1R(S, T ) 6= 0, and let I and J be their respective annihilator ideals.

Then IJ is strictly contained in I ∩ J .

Proof. Because I and J are distinct maximal ideals in R, factors I/IJ and J/IJ are distinct maximal
ideals in R̄ := R/IJ . Hence R̄/I × R̄/J is a semisimple ring. Because IJ ⊆ I ∩ J , the map [a] 7→ ([a],[a])
is a monomorphism R̄/I ∩ J → R̄/I × R̄/J → 0.

If I ∩ J = IJ , then R̄ injects in R̄/I × R̄/J , and hence it is also a semisimple ring. But by our
assumption, S and T have nontrivial extensions as R-modules. Such extensions are annihilated by IJ , so
we can view them as nontrivial extensions of R̄-modules, contradicting that R/IJ is a semisimple ring.

2.2 Decomposition of semiperfect noetherian rings

This section gathers the basics of the block theory of left and right noetherian semiperfect rings
needed to prove the main results. The theory is well known for artin algebras; see [2, Section II.5]. The
commutative case is trivial since any commutative semiperfect ring is a finite product of local rings [8,
Thm. (23.11)].

If M is an indecomposable R-module, there is only one block B whose action on M is nontrivial. In
such a case, we say that M belongs to the block B. A simple module S belongs to the block B iff it is an
epimorphic image of B in mod-R. Modules that belong to different blocks have only trivial extensions.

We say that a simple module S is a common composition factor of two modules if, for both modules,
there exists a quotient of two consecutive members of a composition series isomorphic to S.

Definition 3. Let S and T be two simple R-modules.
A sequence of simple modules S = S′

1, S
′

2, . . . , S
′

k = T is called an Ext-path from S to T if Ext1R(S
′

i,S
′

i+1) 6=
0 or Ext1R(S

′

i+1,S
′

i) 6= 0 for any i < k.

For a basic finite-dimensional algebra A over an algebraically closed field, there is an Ext-path from
a simple module S to T iff there is an unoriented path between the corresponding vertices of the Gabriel
quiver of A iff they belong to the same block; [2, Prop. III.1.14].

Lemma 4. Let R be a right artinian ring such that J(R)2 = 0 and S, T are two simple right R-modules.
TFAE
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(1) Modules S and T belong to the same block.
(2) There is a sequence of indecomposable f.g. projective modules P : P (S) = P1, . . . , Pk = P (T ) such

that any two consecutive members have a common composition factor.
(3) There is a sequence of indecomposable f.g. projective modules P ′ : P (S) = P1, . . . , Pl = P (T ) such

that their tops induce an Ext-path from S to T .
(4) There is an Ext-path from S to T .

Proof. To show that (3) implies (4), consider the tops of the modules in P ′. Implication (4)−→(1) can be
proved by contraposition since there are no nontrivial extensions of simple modules belonging to different
blocks. Implication (1)−→(2) is a classical result about right artinian rings. See, for example, [8, Thm
(22.6)].

Implication (2)−→ (3): We modify the sequence P . If two consecutive modules are isomorphic, we
erase one of them. No change is needed if there is a common composition factor of two consecutive modules
isomorphic to the top of one of them. Otherwise, we add a projective cover of a common composition
factor between them. We denote the new sequence by P ′.

Let P (V ) and P be two consecutive members of P ′. By constructing P ′, the simple module V is a
composition factor of P . Because P and P (V ) are non-isomorphic, V is not the simple top of P .

Module P is finitely generated, so 0 = J(R)2P = J2(P ), and hence, J(P ) is a semisimple module. In
particular, there is a projection p : J(P ) ։ V . The canonical projection P (V ) ։ V lifts to an epimorphism
P (V ) ։ J(P ) that commutes with p. As a result, P/Ker(p) is a nontrivial extension of Top(P ) by V .

Theorem 5. Let R be a semiperfect ring and further assume that one of the following conditions holds
(1) R is left and right noetherian.
(2) R is left and right perfect and R/J2(R) is left and right noetherian.
Then R is indecomposable iff for any two simple right R-modules S and T there is an Ext-path from

S to T .

Proof. By [6, Thm. 1.2], left and right Noetherian ring R is indecomposable iff R/J(R)2 is. The same
holds for a left and right perfect ring [6, Thm. 3.4].

By the correspondence theorem for rings, J(R)/J(R)2 is the Jacobson radical ofR/J(R)2. So R/J(R)2

is a semilocal ring, and its radical is nilpotent. If R is right and left noetherian, R/J(R)2 is right and left
noetherian, hence right and left artinian by the Hopkins-Levitzki theorem.

Recall that J(R) annihilates all simple modules, and so J(R)2 annihilates any extension of a simple
module by a simple module. Therefore, we can identify extensions of simple R-modules with extensions
of simple R/J(R)2-modules. Lemma 4 then completes the proof.

We end with a couple of examples showing the limits of the above theorem and, hence the limits of
its corollaries from Section 4

Example 6. Consider a commutative noetherian ring Z. It is not semilocal and hence not semiperfect.
The ring of integers is indecomposable, i.e., all its simple modules are in the same block. But the

extension group of any two simple non-isomorphic modules, Zp and Zq, is trivial by a standard calculation.

Example 7 (Kirichenko). For a fixed prime p, consider a ring A =

(

Z(p) Q

0 Q

)

, with radical J(A) =
(

pZ(p) Q

0 0

)

, where Z(p) is the localisation of Z at p.

Ring A is semiperfect right but not left noetherian. It is indecomposable as a ring, but A/J(A)2 ∼=
Z2
p × Q is decomposable. Two simple modules, E1,1A ∼= Zp and E2,2A ∼= Q, lie in the same block, but

their extensions split.

2.3 QF rings

A ring R is quasi-Frobenius, or QF for short, if D := HomR(−, R), given by the R-R bimodule R, is
a duality between the left and right categories of finitely generated R-modules. Such a ring is necessarily
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a two-sided artinian. All projective modules are injective, and vice versa. In particular, indecomposable
f.g. projectives have simple socles. See [9, Chapter 6] for details.

A left and right artinian ring is QF iff there exists a Nakayama permutation, i.e., a permutation of
{1, . . . , n} such that Soc(P (Si)) ∼= Sπ(i) and Soc(P (π(i)S)) ∼= iS. We then say that simple modules Si

and Soc(P (Si)) (and their left counterparts) are linked by the Nakayama permutation.

3 Group structure of a module and Ext groups

This section shows that the triviality of the group of extensions of two modules can often be deduced
by viewing the module as an abelian group, i.e., forgetting the structure given by an action of a ring
and viewing them in Mod-Z. Some group properties of a module, such as divisibility and torsion can be
deduced from the characteristics of its ring of R-endomorphisms.

Let R be an arbitrary ring and M a left R-module. By the characteristic of M , denoted by char(M),
we mean the characteristic of the ring EndR(M). If char(M) = a > 0, then aM = 0.

When we want to stress that we view an R-module as an abelian group, we use the subscript Z. We
refer the reader to [10] as a reference for group properties used in the proofs.

Proposition 8. Let R be a ring and M , N two left R-modules and a,b integers such that char(M) = a
and char(N) = b.

(1) If a, b are positive and coprime, then Ext1R(N,M) = 0.
(2) If M is simple and a = 0 6= b and M , then Ext1R(N,M) = 0.
(3) If M and N are simple modules and a 6= 0 = b, then Ext1R(N,M) = 0.

The method of proof is as follows: we consider an R-module extension

ǫ : 0 → M
ν
−→ K

π
−→ N → 0. (4)

The characteristics of modules M and N give us information about the orders of their elements, which
we use to prove that ǫ splits in Mod-Z, i.e., there is a group decomposition

K ∼= ν(M)⊕ π′(N) (5)

where π′ is a one-sided inverse of π in the category of abelian groups. We prove that π′(N) is a fully
characteristic subgroup of K, i.e., invariant under any group endomorphism of K. In particular, π′(N) is
invariant under all endomorphisms of the form r· for r ∈ R. Thus π′(N) is an R-submodule and hence
direct summand in Mod-R, proving that ǫ splits in Mod-R.

Proof.
Proof of part (1) By the Prüfer-Baer theorem, any abelian group of bounded order is a direct

sum of cyclic groups; [10, Cor. 10.37]. The orders of all elements of ZN are bounded by b. Therefore,
Ext1

Z
(N,M) is isomorphic to a direct product of groups of the form Ext1

Z
(Zk

p ,M), where k is a positive
integer and p is a power of a prime number such that p | b. By our assumptions on a and b, the order
of any element of the group ZM is coprime with p. By standard calculation, Ext1

Z
(Zk

p,M) = 0 and hence
any extension of N by M splits in Mod-Z.

Take ǫ as in (4) and (5). Because maps ν and π′ are injective, they preserve orders of elements. In
particular, K is a torsion group, so it decomposes as a direct sum of p-primary groups [10, Thm. 10.7].
For any m ∈ ν(M) and n ∈ π′(M), the orders of elements m and n are coprime by the assumptions on
char(M) and char(N). Hence, each lies in a different p-primary component. We conclude that π′(N) is
a direct sum of some p-primary components of K, and thus it is a fully characteristic subgroup.

Proof of part (2) Because char(M) = 0, the map nIdM is nonzero for any positive n, and hence
an automorphism by the simplicity of M . The surjectivity of maps nIdM implies that ZM is divisible;
their injectivity implies that ZM is torsion-free.

Consider ǫ as in (4). Because ZM is divisible, the extension ǫ splits in Mod-Z, as in (5). The subgroup
π′(N) is the torsion subgroup of K and hence a fully characteristic subgroup.

Proof of part (3) Consider ǫ as in (4). Because N is a simple module and char(N) = 0, the group
K/ν(M) ∼= N is divisible. That is, for any positive q, we have q(K/ν(M)) = K/ν(M), giving an R-module
decomposition qK + ν(M) = K. We show that qK ∩ ν(M) = 0 for some q and hence ǫ splits.

5



If Kq = K for all positive q, then ZK is divisible, and its torsion subgroup Zν(M) is divisible too.
But aM = 0, which is a contradiction. Thus, we can assume that there is q > 0 such that qK is a proper
simple submodule of K. Group ZK is not a torsion group, so aqK 6= 0 and qK 6= ν(M). Because both
ν(M) and qK are simple modules, qK ∩ ν(M) = 0, and this finishes the proof.

Remark 1. The assumption of simplicity in parts (2) and (3) is not superfluous. By a standard calcu-
lation, Ext1

Z
(Zm,Z) ∼= Zm 6= 0 for any positive integer m > 1.

If the endomorphism rings of modules N and M induce a bimodule structure on their Ext groups, for
example, if R is a finite-dimensional algebra over a field, one can omit the assumption that M is simple
in part (3).

4 Main results

This section gathers and proves the main results of this article.

Theorem 9. Let R be a semiperfect left and right noetherian ring.
Then there exists a decomposition of R as a finite direct product of blocks such that for each block B,

the following holds.
(1) If B has a finite simple module, then all finite-length B-modules are finite. All simple modules

have equal cardinality as their endomorphism rings iff B is basic.
(2) If B has no finite simple modules, then there exists infinite cardinal κ such that all finite-length

B-modules have cardinality κ. Furthermore, endomorphism rings of simple modules have cardinality κ.
(3) All endomorphism rings of simple modules have the same characteristic.

Proof. Direct summands of semiperfect and noetherian rings are again semiperfect and noetherian, so
each block B satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 5. Part (3) then follows Proposition 8.

Block B is semilocal, so the relations between the cardinality of simple modules and their endomor-
phism rings follow from Section 2.1.

Let κ be the largest cardinality of a simple module over B. Then any module of composition length l
has cardinality at most κl. Thus, to show (1) and (2), it is enough to prove that all simple modules over
B are either finite or have the same infinite cardinality.

Let S and T be simple non-isomorphic B-modules such that Ext1B(S, T ) 6= 0, and let I and J be their
respective annihilator ideals. By Lemma 2, IJ is strictly contained in I ∩ J . Because B is left and right
noetherian, I ∩ J is finitely generated as both right and left B-module. In particular, I ∩ J/IJ is finitely
generated as both an B/I-module and an B/J-module. Both rings B/I and B/J are simple semisimple
rings. Therefore, B/I, I ∩ J/IJ , and B/J are either all finite, and so S, T are finite, or have the same
(infinite) cardinality, equal to the cardinality of S and T .

Remark 2. By Theorem 5, part (3) also holds in the case when blocks are left and right perfect and
factors by the second power of their Jacobson radical is left and right noetherian.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 9, there is an easy criterion to decide whether a finite-length
module has finitely many submodules. We decompose it as a direct sum of finitely many indecomposable
modules. For each indecomposable moduleM , there is only one block B whose action onM is nontrivial. If
the indecomposable module is finite, the conclusion is trivial. In the infinite case, the following proposition
applies.

Proposition 10. Let R be an indecomposable semiperfect left and right noetherian ring and M be an
infinite module of finite length.

Then M has finitely many submodules iff all epimorphic images of M have simple socles.

Proof. By Theorem 9, endomorphism rings of simple R-modules are all infinite. The conclusion then
follows from [7, Prop. 14]

In the case of QF rings, we can strengthen Theorem 9.
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Proposition 11. Let R be a QF ring and π a corresponding Nakayama permutation.
Then EndR(Si) ∼= EndR(Sπ(i)) and EndR(π(i)S) ∼= EndR(iS).

Proof. We only prove the version for the right modules; the left version is analogous.
Consider the right R-module P (Sπ−1(i)), then duality D = HomR(−,R) maps its simple socle Si

to a simple top π−1(i)S of the left R-module P (π−1(i)S). By Schur’s lemma, D(Si) ∼= HomR(Si, R) ∼=
HomR(Si, S

µi

i ) ∼= EndR(Si)
µ
i , where µi is the multiplicity of P (Si) in the decomposition of RR, as in (1).

Thus viewed as R/J(R)-module, D(Si) is the simple column module with entries in Di = EndR(Si).
Thus, as R/J(R)-module, π−1(i)S corresponds to a column module EndR(Si)

µ
i , so, in particular, they

have the same ring of endomorphisms. In total, we get

EndR(Si) ∼= EndR(π−1(i)S) ∼= EndR(Sπ−1(i)),

where the last isomorphism follows from Subsection 2.1.
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[7] D. Krasula, Möbius function for modules and thin representations,ArXiv, https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2403.05656
[8] T. Y. Lam, A First Course in Noncommutative Rings (Springer-Verlang, 1991)
[9] T. Y. Lam, Lectures on Modules and Rings (Springer-Verlang, 1998)
[10] J. J. Rotman, An Introduction to the Theory of Groups (Springer-Verlang, 1999
[11] F. M. Schneider, J. Zumbragel, MacWilliams’ extension theorem for infinite rings, Proceedings

of the AMS 147(3) (2019) 947-961. https://www.ams.org/journals/proc/2019-147-03/S0002-9939-2018-
14343-9

[12] J. A. Wood, Duality for modules over finite rings and applications to coding theory, Am. J. Math.
121(3) (1999) 555–575. http://www.jstor.org/stable/25098937

7

http://www.jstor.org/stable/25098937

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Semilocal rings
	Decomposition of semiperfect noetherian rings
	QF rings

	Group structure of a module and Ext groups
	Main results

