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RADICAL PRESERVATION AND THE FINITISTIC DIMENSION

ODYSSEAS GIATAGANTZIDIS

ABSTRACT. We introduce the notion of radical preservation and prove that a
homological radical-preserving homomorphism of Artin algebras with superflu-
ous kernel reflects the finiteness of the little finitistic, the big finitistic and the
global dimension. As an application, we prove that every bound quiver algebra
with quasi-uniform Loewy length, a class of algebras introduced in this paper,
has finite (big) finitistic dimension. Moreover, we construct an explicit family
of such finite dimensional algebras where the finiteness of their big finitistic
dimension does not follow from the existing results in the literature.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

One of the most important homological dimensions of a ring R is the little finitis-
tic dimension introduced by Auslander and Buchsbaum [6], denoted by fin. dim R,
which is defined to be the supremum of the projective dimensions of finitely gener-
ated modules with finite projective dimension. Its usefulness lies on the fact that it
provides a more accurate measure for the homological complexity of the category of
finitely generated modules compared to the global dimension, denoted by gl. dim R.

A few years later, Bass [7] publicized the question of Rosenberg and Zelinsky
whether the little finitistic dimension is finite for every ring. We know now that
there are rings with infinite little finitistic dimension, with one of the first examples
given by Nagata in the early 1960’s in the context of commutative noetherian rings,
see for example [21]. Another example was given by Kirkman and Kuzmanovich [19]
in the context of semiprimary non-noetherian rings. However, the question remains
open for Artin algebras and it has been promoted to a conjecture, namely the
Finitistic Dimension Conjecture (FDC), often considered in the context of finite
dimensional algebras. We refer to the survey [17] for an overview of classes of Artin
algebras that were known to satisfy the (FDC) up to 1995.

Another relevant dimension which has received its fair share of attention is the
big finitistic dimension due to Kaplansky (see introduction of [7]), denoted by
Fin.dim R, which resembles the little one with the difference that the supremum
is taken over all modules (not necessarily finitely generated) with finite projective
dimension. Huisgen [15,16] proved that this dimension can be strictly larger than
its little counterpart by considering appropriate monomial bound quiver algebras.
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In this paper, we introduce the notion of radical preservation which turns out to
be a key notion for the establishment of new reduction results for the finiteness of
the finitistic dimensions of Artin algebras, such as Theorem A of this paper and the
results of the forthcoming paper [11]. Moreover, we introduce the class of bound
quiver algebras with quasi-uniform Loewy length, see definition below, and prove
that every such algebra satisfies the (FDC).

A ring homomorphism ¢: A — B is called radical-preserving if the image of the
Jacobson radical of A under ¢ is contained in the Jacobson radical of B. Further-
more, the kernel of ¢ is called superfluous if it is contained in the Jacobson radical
of A, and ¢ is called homological if the flat dimension of B, is finite.

Our first main result restricted to the class of Artin algebras is the following.

Theorem A (Theorem 3.11). If ¢: A — B is a radical-preserving homomorphism
of Artin algebras with superfluous kernel, then it holds that

fin.dim A < fin.dim B + fd B4.

Moreover, the same inequalities hold for the big finitistic dimensions and for the
global dimensions of the algebras.

We remark that special instances of radical-preserving monomorphisms, like rad-
ical embeddings [8] and radical-full monomorphisms [27], have been studied before.

It is also worth mentioning that a similar result to the above exists for ring epi-
morphisms under fewer assumptions on the rings, see [26, Theorem 1] and [20, The-
orem 1.8]. However, the technique of [26] cannot be employed when the homomor-
phism is not surjective; see end of Section 3 for more details. In contrast to that
technique, we compute the projective dimensions of modules via minimal projective
resolutions instead of arbitrary projective resolutions of minimal length. For this
reason, Theorem A is actually proven in the contexts of left noetherian semiperfect
rings (for fin.dim and gl. dim) and of left perfect rings (for Fin.dim and gl. dim).

An important feature of radical-preserving homomorphisms is that they are
abundant and extend the class of ring epimorphisms by far. For instance, we
show that every homomorphism ¢: A — B of Artin algebras is radical-preserving
whenever B is basic, see Proposition 3.13. In particular, any homomorphism of
bound quiver algebras is radical-preserving.

A consequence of the above and the fact that every Artin algebra is Morita
equivalent to a basic Artin algebra is that the (FDC) holds for Artin algebras if and
only if for every basic Artin algebra A there exists a homological homomorphism
¢: A — B with superfluous kernel, where B is a basic Artin algebra that satisfies
the (FDC). Clearly, it is not an easy task to establish such a homomorphism in
general, not even for bound quiver algebras over a field.

Nonetheless, for any bound quiver algebra A, we may construct an algebra A*
with uniform Loewy length related to A via a radical-preserving monomorphism
i: A — A* see Construction 4.3 and Lemma 4.5. The Loewy length of A is called
uniform if the Loewy length of every direct summand of the regular module A A
is maximal, i.e. equal to the Loewy length of A. It is well-known that the big
finitistic dimension of an algebra with uniform Loewy length is zero, see beginning
of Section 4. It turns out that the monomorphism 4 is homological exactly when
the Loewy length of A is quasi-uniform, a notion that we introduce as follows.

Definition (Definition 4.1). For a bound quiver algebra A, let e, denote the sum
of the trivial paths whose corresponding simple module has infinite injective di-
mension. We say that the Loewy length of A is quasi-uniform if every projective
module that occurs as a direct summand of  Ae,, has maximal Loewy length.
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Our second main result is an application of Theorem A for the monomorphism
i: A — A* described above.

Theorem B (Theorem 4.6). For any bound quiver algebra A, it holds that
Fin.dim A <idtopy, A(1 —em)

where ey denotes the sum of the trivial paths of A such that the corresponding
projective module has mazimal Loewy length. In particular, if the Loewy length of
A is quasi-uniform, then Fin.dim A is finite and bounded above by fin. dim A°P.

It should be noted that it follows from Theorem B that, if the global dimension of
a bound quiver algebra is finite, then it is equal to the injective dimension of a simple
module whose projective cover has non-maximal Loewy length; see Corollary 4.7.

Moreover, we construct an infinite two-parameter family of bound quiver algebras
with quasi-uniform Loewy length, see Example 4.8, where the finiteness of their
big finitistic dimension does not follow from the existing results in the literature.
Although the finiteness of their little finitistic dimension can be deduced from the
vertex removal operation [13], we show that our bound is arbitrarily smaller for the
family. To the best of our knowledge, our example is the first one showing that the
difference fin. dim A°? — Fin. dim A can be arbitrarily big for a non-monomial bound
quiver algebra A with non-zero little finitistic dimension, see Corollary 4.9.

We close this introduction by outlining the contents of the paper. In Section 2,
we collect standard facts about semiperfect rings and useful implications thereof. In
Section 3, we showcase the good homological behavior of the tensor functor induced
by a radical-preserving homomorphism under natural conditions on the rings. In
particular, we show that an Artin algebra homomorphism is radical-preserving ex-
actly when the induction functor preserves projective covers or, equivalently, when
the coinduction functor preserves injective envelopes of finitely generated modules,
see Corollary 3.9. Furthermore, we prove Theorem A and apply it in order to ex-
tend results from the literature such as [28, Corollary 1.4] and [3, Corollary 11]. In
Section 4, we construct the uniformization algebra of a bound quiver algebra and
the aforementioned natural connecting monomorphism, and prove Theorem B. Fi-
nally, we conclude the paper with Example 4.8 and Corollary 4.9 mentioned above.

Notation. We denote by J(R) the Jacobson radical of an associative ring R with
unit. A module over a ring will be a left module unless stated otherwise. For a
module M, we denote by radr M its radical and by topp M the induced quotient
of M. By pdgrM, fdgM and id gM we denote the projective, flat and injective
dimension of M, respectively. Similarly, we write N to denote a right R-module,
its radical is denoted by rad Ng and so on. We denote by R-Mod (resp. R-mod) the
category of left (finitely generated) R-modules. The respective right R-module cat-
egories are denoted by R°?-Mod and R°P-mod. The little finitistic, big finitistic and
global dimension of R are denoted by fin.dim R, Fin.dim R and gl.dim R, respec-
tively. If R is a semiprimary ring, then €€(R) denotes its Loewy length. Similarly,
we denote by €€ (g M) the Loewy length of a module g M.
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2. PRELIMINARIES ON SEMIPERFECT RINGS

In this section, we collect well-known facts about semiperfect rings and derive
useful implications thereof. We refer the reader to [1] for more details.
A ring R is called semiperfect if any of the following equivalent conditions holds.
(i) R is semilocal and idempotents lift modulo J(R).
(ii) Every finitely generated R-module possesses a projective cover.
(iii) Every simple R-module possesses a projective cover.
(iv) There is a decomposition of R into a direct sum of local R-modules.

Recall that R is called semilocal if it is semisimple modulo its Jacobson radical.

We remark that semiperfectness is a left-right symmetric notion, as is evident
from condition (i), and condition (iv) readily implies that every local ring is semiper-
fect being a local module over itself.

A finite subset {e; };er of a semiperfect ring R is called a complete set of primitive
orthogonal idempotents if the following hold. (i) Every e; is a primitive idempotent,
that is e? = e; and the left ideal Re; is indecomposable; (ii) it holds that e;, e;, = 0
for every pair of distinct indices iy and 4g; (iii) ) ,e; = 1r. Moreover, the set
{e;}icr for a subset I’ C I is called a basic set of primitive orthogonal idempotents
if for every index ¢ € I there is a unique index i’ € I’ such that gRe; ~ rRe;.

A semiperfect ring R is called basic if a complete set of primitive orthogonal
idempotents for R is also basic. In the following lemma, we relate that property
with a connection between the Jacobson radical of R and the set N(R) of nilpotent
elements in R. Recall that a subset of R is called nil if it is contained in N(R).

Lemma 2.1. Let R be a semiperfect ring. If R is basic, then the set N(R) is
contained in J(R). Conversely, the ring R is basic if the two sets are equal. In

particular, if J(R) is nil, then R is basic if and only if J(R) = N(R).

Proof. If {e;}icr is a complete set of primitive orthogonal idempotents for R, then
R/J = @icr(R/J)(e; + I) is a decomposition of R/.J into a direct sum of simple
R/J-modules as idempotents lift modulo J = J(R). Assume that I’ is a subset
of T such that {e; + J};cr is a basic set of primitive orthogonal idempotents for
R/J and set m = |I'|. According to the Wedderburn-Artin structure theorem for
semisimple rings, there are division rings D, ..., D,, such that R/J is the direct
product
R/J ~ XTZlMﬁj (D;)

where x; is the number of indices ¢ € I such that (R/J)(e; +J) ~ (R/J)(e; + J)
for every j € I', and M, (Dj) is the full ring of x; x x; matrices over D; =
EndR(Rej/Jej)OP.

It holds that R is basic if and only if R/J is basic, see [1, Proposition 17.18].
Therefore, if R is basic then I’ = I and x; = 1 for every j. In particular, the
ring R/J cannot contain any non-zero nilpotent elements as it is isomorphic to the
direct product of |I| division rings. As a consequence, if z € N(R) then x + J is
nilpotent in R/J implying that 2 € J. Conversely, assume that J = N(R) and R is
not basic. Then x; > 1 for some j € I’ and, therefore, the ring M, (D;) contains
non-zero nilpotent elements, for example the matrix with first row (010 ... 0)
and zero in every other position. We deduce that the ring R/J contains non-zero
nilpotent elements. If x + J is such an element, there is an integer v > 1 such that
a¥ € J and, since J is nil, it holds that € N(R) = J, a contradiction. O

For the sake of completeness, we prove the following fact which is mentioned
in [1, p. 303] and will be needed in the next section.

Lemma 2.2. For a semiperfect ring R, the Jacobson radical is the unique largest
ideal of R that contains no non-zero idempotents.
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Proof. For any ring R it holds that its Jacobson radical J = J(R) does not contain
any non-zero idempotents, see [1, Corollary 15.11]. Let now I be an ideal that does
not contain any non-zero idempotents and assume that I is not contained in J.
Then (I 4+ J)/J is a non-zero submodule of pR/J. Since gR/J is semisimple and
idempotents lift modulo J, there is a non-zero idempotent e € I + J which can be
assumed to be primitive by considering a simple direct summand of r(I + J)/J
for example. Let e = x 4+ y for x € I and y € J. Then we may assume without
loss of generality that x = exe and y = eye, and it follows that e — eye € I and
eye € eJe = J(eRe). Since eRe is a local ring, we deduce that exe = e — eye is
invertible in eRe implying that e € I, a contradiction. ([

A ring R is called left perfect if it satisfies any of the next equivalent conditions.

(i) Every left R-module possesses a projective cover.
(ii) R is semilocal and J(R) is left T-nilpotent.
(iii) Every flat left R-module is projective.

Recall that a subset S C R is called left T-nilpotent if for every sequence aq, as, . . .
in S there is a positive integer n such that aias...a, = 0. If S is in particular an
ideal of R, then S is left T-nilpotent if and only if SM is a superfluous submodule
of M for all modules rp M or, equivalently, if the same property holds for M ranging
over the projective R-modules.

The notion of T-nilpotence is not left-right symmetric and one may define analo-
gously right perfect rings. A ring that is both left and right perfect is called perfect.
Moreover, every left or right perfect ring is semiperfect with nil Jacobson radical.

3. RADICAL-PRESERVING HOMOMORPHISMS

The main objective of this section is to prove Theorem A from the introduction
in its most general form. Throughout, we fix a ring homomorphism ¢: A — B. We
start by introducing the notion of radical-preserving homomorphisms.

Definition 3.1. A ring homomorphism ¢: A — B is called radical-preserving if
¢(J(A)) € J(B).

For the sake of succinctness, we say that the kernel of ¢ is superfluous if it is
contained in J(A), and ¢ will be called (left) homological if the flat dimension of
B as a right A-module through the restriction of scalars induced by ¢ is finite.

Remark 3.2. The term “superfluous” comes from the fact that a left (or right)
ideal of A is a superfluous submodule of A if and only if it is contained in J(A),
see [1, Theorem 15.3].

We introduce yet another term that will simplify the exposition.

Definition 3.3. A non-zero module 4 M is called ¢-vanishing if B ®4 M = 0 or,
else, it is called ¢-nonvanishing. Similarly, a non-zero homomorphism f € A-Mod
is called ¢-vanishing if B ®4 f = 0 or, else, it is called ¢-nonvanishing.

In our first lemma, we show that the induction functor B ® 4 — induced by ¢
behaves nicely with respect to projective covers, especially when J(B) is a left
T-nilpotent ideal of B.

Recall that for any ring R and any projective module rP, every superfluous
submodule of P is contained in radg P = J(R)P. If P is finitely generated the
converse also holds, that is every submodule of P contained in its radical is super-
fluous. Moreover, the same characterization of superfluous submodules holds for
all projective modules if and only if J(R) is left T-nilpotent.
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Lemma 3.4. Let sM be a non-zero module with projective cover f: P — M.
Assume furthermore that

(i) aM is finitely generated, or

(ii) J(B) is a left T-nilpotent ideal of B.
Then M is ¢-vanishing if and only if P is ¢-vanishing, if and only if [ is ¢-
vanishing. Moreover, the morphism B ® 4 f is a projective cover of B @ M when
the latter is mon-zero.

Proof. Let i: Kerf — P denote the inclusion homomorphism. It follows from the
right exactness of the functor B ® 4 — that the sequence

BosKerf 2244 Bo, P 2940 o, M -0
is exact. In particular, it holds that B ® 4 P = 0 implies B ®4 M = 0. We have
that Kerf C rad P = J(A)P, since it is a superfluous submodule of P, and

Ker(B®4 f) =Im(B®4i) < B® J(A)P < J(B)® P = J(B)(B®4 P)

where the last module is equal to the radical of B® 4 P. It follows that Ker(B® 4 f)
is a superfluous submodule of B ®4 P if either M is finitely generated (in which
case P and B ®4 P are also finitely generated) or J(B) is left T-nilpotent. If
B®a M =0 then Ker(B®j f) = B®a P, implying that B ® 4 P is a superfluous
submodule of itself, which may happen only if B®4 P = 0. O

Remark 3.5. An analog of Lemma 3.4 can be proven in the same way for arbitrary
superfluous epimorphisms, that is epimorphisms whose kernel is superfluous; see
also [1, Corollary 15.13 (Nakayama’s Lemma), Lemma 28.3]. The only necessary
additional assumption is that A is semilocal so that rady M = J(A)M for every
module over A, see [1, Corollary 15.18].

The following definition will be employed for the characterization of radical
preservation from a homological point of view. We also use the analogous terms for
injective envelopes in Corollary 3.9.

Definition 3.6. Let F': ¥ — 2 be a covariant functor of abelian categories and
let X be an object in €. We say that F' preserves the projective cover of X if there
is a projective cover f: P — X in € and either (i) F(f) is a projective cover of the
non-zero object F(X) in &, or (ii) both F(X) and F(P) are zero. Furthermore,
we say that F' preserves the projective cover of X non-trivially if (i) holds.

With the above terminology in mind, the first part of Lemma 3.4 says that
the tensor functor induced by a radical-preserving homomorphism preserves the
projective covers of finitely generated modules. We show next that the notion of
radical preservation is in fact minimal with respect to that property.

Proposition 3.7. Let ¢: A — B be a ring homomorphism. The induction functor
B ®4 — preserves the projective covers of finitely generated A-modules if and only
if ¢ is radical-preserving.

Proof. One implication is Lemma 3.4. For the converse implication, note that the
natural epimorphism f: A — A/J(A) is a projective cover of A/J(A). Further-
more, it can be easily verified that the following diagram is commutative

Boa A2 BeaA)IA)

gl: <[

B nat. epim. B/BJ(A)
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where g(b® a) = bgp(a) and h(b® (a + J(A))) = bop(a) + BJ(A) for every a € A
and b € B. Since the module B® 4 A ~ B is non-zero, we have that the morphism
B ®4 f is a projective cover. In particular, it holds that BJ(A) is a superfluous
submodule of pB implying that ¢(J(A)) € BJ(A) C J(B). O

Next, we characterize the property “the kernel of ¢ is superfluous” in terms of
the nonvanishing of finitely generated projective A-modules under B ® 4 — when A
is at least semiperfect.

Lemma 3.8. Let ¢: A — B be a ring homomorphism where A is semiperfect.
Then the kernel of ¢ is superfluous if and only if every finitely generated projective
A-module is ¢p-nonvanishing. Furthermore, if the kernel of ¢ is superfluous and A
is left perfect, then all projective A-modules are ¢-nonvanishing.

Proof. Assume that A is semiperfect and let {e;}; be a basic set of primitive or-
thogonal idempotents. For every finitely generated projective module 4 P we have

P~ @Aegsi) (1)

where S; is a finite set and Ael(.si) is the direct sum of |S;| copies of Ae; for every i.

It is easily verified that B ® 4 Ae; ~ B¢(e;) through the B-isomorphism given by
b® ae; — bo(ae;) with inverse bp(e;) — bo(e;) @e; for alla € A and b € B. As a
consequence,

B P~ @(B XA Aei)(si) =~ @B(b(ez)(&)

and P is ¢-vanishing if and only if e; € Ker¢ for all ¢ such that S; is non-empty.
For any ring A, the radical J(A) does not contain any non-zero idempotents.
Therefore, the inclusion Ker¢ C J(A) implies that every finitely generated projec-
tive A-module is ¢-nonvanishing. On the other hand, if Ker¢ ¢ J(A) then there is
a non-zero idempotent e € Ker¢ according to Lemma 2.2, implying that the finitely
generated projective module Ae is ¢-vanishing. For the last part of the lemma, it
suffices to recall that if A is left perfect then all projective modules are direct sums
as in (1) if we allow the sets S; to be infinite. O

Corollary 3.9. Let ¢: A — B be a homomorphism of Artin algebras. Then the
following are equivalent.

(i) The homomorphism ¢ is radical-preserving (with superfluous kernel).
(ii) The induction functor B ® 4 — preserves all projective covers (non-trivially).
(iii) The induction functor B ® 4 — preserves the projective covers of finitely gen-
erated modules (non-trivially).
(iv) The coinduction functor Homy (B, —) preserves the injective envelopes of fi-
nitely generated modules (non-trivially).

Proof. The corollary is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.7, Lemma 3.8 and the
fact that the restriction of Hom4 (B, —) on finitely generated modules is naturally
isomorphic to the dual induction functor — ® 4 B: A°’-mod — B°P-mod up to the
standard dualities between left and right finitely generated modules over A and B.
The last fact can be easily deduced from [5, Theorem 3.1.(b), Theorem 3.3]. O

In the following proposition, we establish the crucial property of a radical-
preserving homomorphism with superfluous kernel. A module M over A will be
called ¢-flat if Tor; (B, M) =0 for all i > 1.
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Proposition 3.10 (cf. [26, Lemmas 1 and 1’]). Let ¢: A — B be a radical-preser-
ving ring homomorphism with superfluous kernel where A is semiperfect.

(i) The functor B ® 4 — preserves non-trivially the projective covers of finitely
generated A-modules. If A is additionally left noetherian, then pd aAM =
pd BB ®4 M for every finitely generated ¢-flat module M .

(ii) If A s left perfect and J(B) is a left T-nilpotent ideal of B, then the functor
B ®a — preserves non-trivially all projective covers. Moreover, it holds that
pd aM =pd B ®4 M for every ¢-flat module M.

Proof. The first parts of (i) and (ii) follow directly from Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.8.
If A is semiperfect and left noetherian, then every finitely generated module 4 M
has a minimal projective resolution, say Py, and all projective modules that occur
in Pps are finitely generated. If 4 M is also ¢-flat, then the complex B ®4 Pjy is
exact and, thus, a minimal projective resolution of B ® 4 M according to the first
part of (i). Similarly, if A is left perfect and J(B) is left T-nilpotent, then every
module 4 M has a minimal projective resolution Py; and the complex B® 4Py, is a
minimal projective resolution of B®4 M if 4 M is ¢-flat. In both cases, the desired
equality holds as the complexes B ® 4 Py; and Pj; have the same length. O

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 3.11. Let ¢: A — B be a radical-preserving ring homomorphism with
superfluous kernel.

(i) If A is left noetherian semiperfect, then
fin.dim A <fin.dim B + fd B4.
(i) If A is left perfect and J(B) is a left T-nilpotent ideal of B, then
Fin.dim A < Fin.dim B 4 fd B4.
In both cases, it holds that gl.dim A < gl.dim B +fd B,4.

Proof. We assume that fd By = d < oo as, otherwise, there is nothing to prove.
Let M be an A-module with minimal projective resolution

Py: =PI P w0

and let Q% (M) denote the kernel of f;_; for all i > 0, where f_q : M — 0.
We have that Tor: (B, Q4 (M)) ~ Tor;?H(B, M) ~ 0 for any ¢ > 1, where the first
isomorphism is commonly called dimension shift and the second Tor-group is trivial
as it can be calculated from a flat resolution of By4.

We assume now that A is left noetherian semiperfect and take a finitely generated
module g4 M. All modules occurring in the minimal projective resolution of M,
including the kernels, are finitely generated. In particular, the module Q% (M) is
finitely generated and ¢-flat. If pd 4, M > d, then Proposition 3.10 implies that

pdy M =d+pdy Q4(M)=d+pdy B®a Q%4 (M) < d+gl.dimB.
If in addition pd 4 M < oo, then
pdy M < d+fin.dimB

as B ®a Q4 (M) is a finitely generated B-module of finite projective dimension
equal to pd 4 M — d. The proof of part (ii) is analogous. O

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.11 as every Artin
algebra is perfect and noetherian.
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Corollary 3.12. If there is a homological radical-preserving homomorphism of
Artin algebras ¢: A — B with superfluous kernel, then the finiteness of fin.dim B
implies the finiteness of fin.dim A. Moreover, the same implications hold for the big
finitistic dimensions and the global dimensions of the algebras.

The condition of radical preservation is automatically satisfied in many cases ac-
cording to the next proposition. In particular, every Artin algebra homomorphism
¢: A — B is radical-preserving if B is basic.

Proposition 3.13. A ring homomorphism ¢: A — B is radical-preserving in any
of the following cases.

(i) The ring homomorphism ¢ is surjective.

(ii) The Jacobson radical of A is nil and B is basic semiperfect.

Proof. For the first part, see for instance [1, Corollary 15.8]. The second part follows
from the fact that a ring homomorphism preserves the nilpotency of elements and
Lemma 2.1. (|

As a consequence of Theorem 3.11, Proposition 3.13 and the fact that every
Artin algebra is Morita equivalent to a basic Artin algebra, we obtain the following
equivalent reformulation of the Finitistic Dimension Conjecture (FDC) for Artin
algebras. Note that the reformulation remains valid if Artin algebras are replaced
by finite dimensional algebras over a field.

Corollary 3.14. The (FDC) holds for Artin algebras if and only if for every basic
Artin algebra A there exist

(i) a basic Artin algebra B with fin.dim B < oo, and
(ii) a homological homomorphism ¢: A — B with superfluous kernel.

We close this section by applying Theorem 3.11 in order to (partly) recover and
extend results from the literature. We begin with a classic result due to Small and
Kirkman-Kuzmanovich-Small, restricted to the class of Artin algebras.

Corollary 3.15 (cf.[26, Theorem 1], [20, Theorem 1.8]). For an Artin algebra A
and a superfluous ideal K of A, it holds that

fin.dimA < fin.dimA/K +fdA/K ,.

Moreover, the same inequalities hold for the big finitistic dimensions and the global
dimensions of the algebras.

Proof. Direct application of Theorem 3.11. O

The crucial result proven in [26] is the equality of projective dimensions pd 4 M =
pdg B®4 M for every ¢-flat module 4 M, where ¢: A — B is a ring epimorphism
such that its kernel is a nilpotent ideal of A. The crux of the proof is to show that
M is A-free if the module B ® 4 M is B-free. More specifically, it was shown that if
a subset S of the module B ®4 M is a free B-basis, then any preimage of S under
the natural A-epimorphism ny;: M — 4 B® 4 M, defined by m — 15 ®m for every
m € M, is a free A-basis of M. Similarly, the same equality of projective dimensions
was proven for finitely generated ¢-flat modules under the extra assumption that
A is left noetherian, whereas the kernel of ¢ may be superfluous in that case.

When ¢ is no longer surjective, the natural map M — 4B ®4 M fails to be
surjective in general and, therefore, the method of [26] cannot be employed in
order to prove the above equality of projective dimensions for ¢-flat modules.
Proposition 3.10 shows that this obstacle can be overcome when ¢ is radical-
preserving under natural extra assumptions on the rings.



RADICAL PRESERVATION AND THE FINITISTIC DIMENSION 10

The next result concerns a class of radical-preserving monomorphisms of Artin
algebras studied in [28]. Note that we derive the smaller upper bound fin.dim B +
pd B4 for the little finitistic dimension of A and also the analogous upper bounds
for the big finitistic and the global dimension of A.

Corollary 3.16 ([28, Corollary 1.4]). Leti: A < B be a monomorphism of Artin
algebras such that i(J(A)) is a left ideal of B and the projective dimension of B as
a right A-module is finite. Then fin.dim A < fin.dim B + pd B4 + 2.

Proof. Tt holds that i is radical-preserving as i(J(A)) is a nilpotent left ideal of B,
see [1, Corollary 15.10]; therefore, the result follows from Theorem 3.11. O

More recently, it was proven in [22] that if i: A < B is a monomorphism of finite
dimensional algebras such that the quotient B/A has finite projective dimension
as an A-bimodule, that is as a module over the enveloping algebra of A, then the
finiteness of fin.dim B implies the finiteness of fin.dim A. Under those conditions,
the quotient B/A has in particular finite projective dimension as a right A-module
and the same holds for B due to the short exact sequence 0 -+ A -+ B — B/A — 0
of right A-modules. If in addition A is basic, then it follows from Proposition 3.13
that ¢ is radical-preserving. In particular, we may recover the above implication
through Theorem 3.11 and also extend it for the other two dimensions of A and B.

The last result concerns the (left) global dimension of left perfect and left noe-
therian semilocal rings.

Corollary 3.17 (cf.[3, Corollary 11]). If R is a left perfect or left noetherian
semilocal ring, then its weak global dimension is attained among the flat dimen-
sions of simple right modules. In particular, it holds that

gl.dim R = max{fd Sg | Sr simple}.

Proof. In both cases R is semilocal and, therefore, it holds that gl. dim R/J(R) =0
and R/J(R)p is a semisimple module containing every simple right R-module up
to isomorphism as a direct summand. The latter fact implies that

fd R/J(R), = max{fd Sg | Sg simple}.

Furthermore, it holds that gl.dim R = w.gl.dim R, where w.gl. dim R denotes the
weak global dimension of R. Indeed, for a left perfect (resp. left noetherian) ring,
a (finitely generated) left module is projective if and only if it is flat, implying that
the projective and flat dimension of a (finitely generated) left module coincide.

Applying Theorem 3.11 for the radical-preserving homomorphism R — R/J(R)
if R is left perfect, or [26, Theorem 1] if R is left noetherian semilocal, yields

gl.dmR <fdR/J(R)g
and the result follows from the fact that fd R/J(R), < w.gl.dim R. O

Remark 3.18. Note that Corollary 3.17 recovers part of [23, Corollary 2.7]. More-
over, if we assume that R is left perfect, then its global dimension is attained among
the injective dimensions of simple left modules, see [24, Lemma 13], implying that
max{id gL | gL simple} = max{fd Sg | Sg simple}.

4. ALGEBRAS OF QUASI-UNIFORM LOEWY LENGTH

The main aim of this section is to prove Theorem B from the introduction.

Let A be a semiprimary ring such that every direct summand of the regular
module 5 A has Loewy length equal to the Loewy length of the ring. Then it is a
well-known fact that the big finitistic dimension of A is zero. Indeed, if f: P —
M is a projective cover in A-Mod, then the Loewy length of the kernel of f is
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strictly smaller than the Loewy length of P as it is contained in the radical of P
which is equal to J(A)P. In particular, the kernel of f is not projective as all
projective modules have the same Loewy length, implying that every A-module is
either projective or has infinite projective dimension. We will say from now on that
the Loewy length of a semiprimary ring as above is uniform (from the left).

The following class of semiprimary rings generalizes semiprimary rings with uni-
form Loewy length and semiprimary rings with finite global dimension at the same
time. However, it contains also rings with infinite global dimension and non-zero
finitistic dimensions, see Example 4.8.

For any semiprimary ring A, we write {e; }; to denote a fixed basic set of primitive
orthogonal idempotents for A and e, will denote the sum of all idempotents e; such
that the injective dimension of top, Ae; is infinite.

Definition 4.1. We say that the Loewy length of a semiprimary ring A is quasi-
uniform (from the left) if the Loewy length of every projective module that occurs
as a direct summand of pAAeo, is maximal, i.e. equal to the Loewy length of A.

We remark that semiprimary rings with uniform Loewy length and semipri-
mary rings with finite global dimension are the two extremes of semiprimary rings
with quasi-uniform Loewy length. Indeed, a semiprimary ring A has quasi-uniform
Loewy length if and only if for every idempotent in {e;}; it holds that (i) the Loewy
length of Ae; is maximal or (ii) the injective dimension of top, Ae; is finite. There-
fore, the Loewy length of A is uniform exactly when condition (i) holds for every
idempotent e; and the global dimension of A is finite exactly when condition (ii)
holds for every idempotent e;, see [3, Corollary 11].

The following lemma is a short detour from the main goal of this section.

Lemma 4.2. Let A be an Artin algebra of uniform Loewy length from the left. Then
the Loewy length of A is quasi-uniform from the right if and only if it is uniform.

Proof. Let us assume that the Loewy length of A is uniform from the left and quasi-
uniform, but not uniform, from the right. Then there is a primitive idempotent e;
such that the injective dimension of top e; A, is finite, implying that the projective
dimension of top, Ae; is finite due to the standard duality D between left and right
finitely generated A-modules, as D(tope;Ap) ~ top, Ae;. The uniformity of the
Loewy length of A from the left implies now that the simple module top, Ae; is
projective and that ¢¢(A) = ¢€(Ae;) = 1. We deduce that A is semisimple and,
therefore, its Loewy length is uniform from both sides, a contradiction. (I

Next, we construct a bound quiver algebra of uniform Loewy length from an
arbitrary bound quiver algebra in a canonical way.

For a finite quiver @), we denote the sets of vertices and arrows of @ by Qg and
Q1, respectively. We write 3By to denote the set of all paths in @), including the
trivial paths denoted by e; for every vertex ¢ € Q9. The source and target of a path
p are denoted by s(p) and t(p), respectively, and we write pq for two paths p and ¢
to denote the concatenation of p followed by gq.

Construction 4.3 (Uniformization). Let A = kQ/I be a bound quiver algebra
with Loewy length | = ¢£(A) and vertices Qo = {1,2,...,n}. We assume that
the vertices are labeled so that ¢€(Ae;) = [ if and only if m < i < n, where
0 <m < n. Let @ denote the quiver that results from @ if we add one extra loop
B; at each vertex i < m, that is Q* = QUB where B={f;: ¢ —i|i=1,...,m}.
Furthermore, let I* be the ideal of kQ* generated by I and the set

SB = {ﬂi? 7/815 515 | i = 17"'5m}
where v and § range over all arrows of ) with target ¢ or source i, respectively.
Then the uniformization of A is defined to be the algebra A* = kQ*/I*.
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The natural inclusion @@ < Q* justifies one to view the elements of kQ as
elements of kQ* without risk of confusion. In particular, we use e; to denote both
the trivial path of kQ and kQ* that corresponds to vertex i.

Recall that every element z of the path algebra kQ) can be written uniquely as a
sum z = Zp Ap-p where p ranges over B¢ and only finitely many coefficients A, € k
are non-zero. We say that a path p occurs in z if A, is non-zero. Similarly, we say
that p occurs in a subset S of k@ if it occurs in some element z € S. Furthermore,
we say that a path p is divided by a path ¢ if p = p1gp2 for paths pi,p2 € Bg, and
a subpath of p is just a path dividing p. If an arrow « divides a path p, then we
say that p passes through «; otherwise, we say that p avoids a.

Lemma 4.4. The algebra X* is a bound quiver algebra with €€(X*) < €¢€(A).

Proof. Every path occurring in I* has length at least two as the same holds for
every path occurring in I or Sg. Now let p be a path in Q* of length equal to
I =¢(A). If p avoids all loops in B, then p € I implying that p € I'*. If p passes
through some loop 3; € B, then either p = ! or it contains a subpath of the form
~B; or ;6 for appropriate arrows y and ¢ in Q. In any case, it holds that p € I*. O

For a set of arrows A C @7, we denote by 93@4 the set of paths in @ passing
through at least one arrow in A and 97350“4 denotes the complement of 933 in Bg.
For any element z € kQ), we write z4 and zpot4 to denote the unique elements of
the subspaces k(%é) and k(%&}om), respectively, such that z = z4 + zpota-

Lemma 4.5. The following statements hold for a bound quiver algebra A = kQ/I
and its uniformization algebra N* = kQ*/I*.

(i) An element w € kQ* is in I* if and only if wnotp € I and every path occurring
in wp s divided by some path in Sp.

(ii) The Loewy length of A* is uniform and equal to the Loewy length of A.

(iii) The inclusion @Q — Q*, sending each vertex and arrow of @ to itself, induces
an algebra monomorphism i: A — N°. Similarly, the projection Q* — @,
sending each vertex and arrow of @Q to itself and every loop in B to zero,
induces an algebra epimorphism m: A" — A. Moreover, it holds that wi = idy .

Proof. (i) One implication follows immediately from the definition of I*. For the
converse implication, let S be a finite generating set of relations for I. Every element
w € I* is a k-linear combination of elements of the form usv where s € S U Sp
and u, v are paths in Q*. If s € § and both paths u, v are in @, then usv € I. In
any other case, every path occurring in usv passes through some loop in B and, in
particular, it is divided by some path in Sp. Consequently, the element wyotp is
the respective k-linear combination of the elements usv of the first case, thus in I,
and wpg is the k-linear combination of the elements usv of the second case.

(ii) We have to show that there is a non-zero path in A* with length [ — 1 and
target i for every vertex i, as it follows from Lemma 4.4 that ¢€(A*e;) < I. Recall
that [ denotes the Loewy length of A. For a vertex i > m, let p be a non-zero path
of A with length [—1 and target i, whose existence is guaranteed by the assumption
that ¢¢(Ae;) = [. For a vertex i < m, let p = 8'~!. In both cases, it follows from
(i) that p is non-zero in A*.

(iii) It is immediate that the inclusion @ < @* induces an algebra monomor-
phism kQ — kQ*, see [2, Theorem II.1.8]. Furthermore, for any z € kQ it holds
that z € I'* if and only if z € I according to (i). Similarly, the projection Q* — Q
induces the algebra epimorphism kQ* — k@ that is given by the correspondence
w — Wpetp for every w € kQ*, and it remains to see that wyotp € I for any w € I*.
The equality 7 = ids follows from the definitions. (I
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We are now ready to prove the main result of this section, which is Theorem B
from the introduction. For a bound quiver algebra A = kQ/I, we denote by en
the sum of all trivial paths such that the corresponding indecomposable projective
module has maximal Loewy length. Furthermore, we write Sx(¢) and Sper (i) to
denote the simple left and the simple right A-module corresponding to every vertex
i € Qo, respectively.

Theorem 4.6. For every bound quiver algebra A = kQ/I, it holds that
Fin.dim A <idtopy A(1 — em).

Moreover, if A has quasi-uniform Loewy length then the above bound is finite, im-
plying that Fin.dim A is finite and bounded above by fin. dim A°P.

Proof. The theorem follows from the application of Theorem 3.11 to the algebra
monomorphism i: A < A* of Lemma 4.5.(iii), which is radical-preserving accord-
ing to Proposition 3.13. Furthermore, it holds that Fin.dim A* = 0 according to
Lemma 4.5.(ii) and the discussion at the beginning of this section, and it remains
to show that pd A*p = idtop, A(1l — en).

Let A and A* be as in Construction 4.3 and note that the kernel of the algebra
epimorphism m: A* — A of Lemma 4.5.(iii) is equal to the ideal of A* generated
by the loops in B, which we denote by (B + I*). Therefore, it holds that A*p ~
Ap @ (B + I*), due to the equality mi = ida, where the ideal (B + I*) is viewed as
a right A-module via the restriction of scalars induced by 4. Furthermore, the set

{65+I*|Z:1’257m7"<‘-‘:1527’l_1}

is a k-basis of the ideal (B + I'*), where [ denotes the Loewy length of A, as the
paths in the above set are the only paths in Q* passing through some loop in B
and not divided by the paths in Sp; see Lemma 4.5.(i). Moreover, it holds that

B+ = @ (Swr()?0

1<i<m
because (B + I*)J(A) = 0 and S;e; = §; for every loop 3; € B. Consequently,
pd(B + I*)p =idtopy A(1 —em)

as D(Sper (7)) ~ Sa(7) for every vertex i € Qo, where D is the standard duality
between left and right finitely generated A-modules, and 1 — e, = Elgigm €;.

If A has quasi-uniform Loewy length, then the injective dimension of the simple
module Sy (4) is finite for every vertex ¢ < m because the projective module Ae;
has non-maximal Loewy length by assumption. Therefore, the injective dimension
of topy A(1 —ew) >~ @, .,<,, Sa(i) is finite. Moreover, the latter injective dimen-
sion is equal to the projective dimension of the right finitely generated A-module
(B +I*), and, thus, we conclude that idtop, A(1 — em) < fin.dim A°P. O

Corollary 4.7. For a bound quiver algebra with finite global dimension, it holds
that the latter is attained among the injective dimensions of simple modules whose
projective cover has non-mazximal Loewy length.

Proof. Let A be a bound quiver algebra with finite global dimension. Then we have
that gl.dim A = Fin.dim A < idtop, A(1 — em) < gl.dim A due to Theorem 4.6. O

If a bound quiver algebra A = kQ/I does not satisfy any of the conditions below,
then the finiteness of its (big) finitistic dimension is either immediate or follows from
the mentioned paper in the parentheses.

(i) A has infinite global dimension.
(ii) A has non-zero finitistic dimensions.
(iii) A is not Iwanaga-Gorenstein ([4]).
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(iv) A is not monomial ([12]).

(v) The Loewy length of A is greater than 3 ([14]).

(vi) A is triangular reduced ([9]).

(vii) The projective dimension of every simple A-module is greater than 1 ([10]).
(viii) Every arrow of A occurs in every generating set for I ([13]).

Recall that a bound quiver algebra A is called triangular reduced [13] if for every
idempotent e # 0,1 of A is holds that both eA(1 —e) and (1 — e)Ae are non-trivial
subspaces of A. Moreover, it holds that A is triangular reduced if and only if the
quiver @ of A is path connected, see [11].

The next example contains an infinite family of bound quiver algebras with quasi-
uniform Loewy length that satisfy the above conditions. In particular, the finiteness
of the big finitistic dimension of the algebras, which is implied by Theorem 4.6, does
not follow from the existing results in the literature.

Example 4.8. Fix two positive integers n and m, where n is a multiple of 5 and
at least equal to 10. Let Ay, = kQunm/In,m be the bound quiver algebra where
Qn,m is the quiver of Figure 1, the ideal I, ,,, is the ideal generated by the relations
R,,.m on the table of the same figure, and k is any field. For every vertex i of Qp m,
there is a loop ¢; at ¢ exactly when i =n+m or 1 < i <n and 7 is equivalent to 0
or 4 modulo 5. Furthermore, if 1 < ¢ < n then there is a unique arrow with source
¢ and target ¢ + 1, the arrow «y, except for ¢ = 5, and the relation €;c; is to be
interpreted as both €5ai and €5a? if i = 5 or, else, as just the relation €;c;.

Relations R,,

n

t
2 Qn Q Qp—20p 10

a U100 23, Ol (] (a3 0ly

n n=1_ ¢ ajapasaad, asasagata

’\51 n—1 102003004005, Q034050

3 o on+1 :
NP2 _
//\' o n+ 2
a4 n-2° |
ﬂ Qp 500 -40p_30p_20n_1
« /\ m 1 2 1 2

4 TYm . n+m Qn—3 o — s, 00 — Qe
’ ﬁl(X?-, BQﬁh ceey ﬁmﬁm—l

Nt Dt
€5@ Ys €n+m 71617 72527 EEER ’Ym,ﬂ*m,
1 ; /’\éi o203, Gy 1<i<m

1
1 Q5060708009
An—2 QagaragaigQrig

«a i
5 o o -
6 A0 €2, a1t tial
) . .
g o Oéi—l\'/fi 1<i<n,i=0o0r4(mod 5)
7 o ar

2
€n+m7 Tm €n+m7 €n+m ﬁm

FIGURE 1. Quiver and relations for A, ,

We show that the big finitistic dimension of A = A,, ,,, is finite by showing that
its Loewy length is quasi-uniform. Note that A is a bound quiver algebra with
t¢(A) = 5 and the only indecomposable direct summands of A with non-maximal
Loewy length are the ones corresponding to vertices 1 and 2 (¢£(Ae;) = 3 and
t6(Aez) = 4) due to the relation ay,_say,—1ay,. Therefore, it holds that

Fin. dim A < max{id S (1),id Sx(2)}

according to Theorem 4.6, as 1 — e, = e1 + es.
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The algebra A satisfies conditions (i) to (viii) that precede this example. Con-
ditions (i) and (vi) follow immediately from the shape of @, ., (see also [18]) and
A is not monomial as the paths a4a}, and a4a§ are equal and non-zero in A. Fur-
thermore, it holds that the little finitistic dimension of A is non-zero as the regular
module Ap does not possess a submodule that is isomorphic to Sper (1), see [7,
Lemma 6.2]. Thirdly, it can be verified that every arrow of @, occurs in every
generating set of I, ,, and the algebra A is not Iwanaga-Gorenstein as [11, Corol-
lary 4.11] applies for the loop €, and the arrow ~,, (or the arrow f,,).

To see that condition (vii) is also satisfied, note first that S (i) has infinite
projective dimension for every vertex 4 such that 1 <¢ <n and ¢ = 0(mod 5) or
1 =4 (mod 5), due to the loop ¢;. If we let vertex n to be represented also by 0, then
for every vertex i such that 1 <i <n and ¢ =1 (mod 5), it holds that the module
Sa(i — 1) is a direct summand of Q2(S(4)). Similarly, the projective dimension of
Sa(n +m) is infinite due to the loop €1, and, if ¢ is such that 1 < i < m — 1,
then the module Sx(n+i+ 1) is a direct summand of Q'(Sx(n +i)). Finally,
the module Sp(n + 1) is a direct summand of Q!(Sx(2)) and Q%(SA(3)) and, for
every vertex ¢ such that 7 <i <n and ¢ =2 (mod 5) or ¢ = 3 (mod 5), the module
Sa(i — 5) is a direct summand of Q2(Sx (7)). We conclude that all simple A-modules
have infinite projective dimension.

It remains now to check that there are minimal projective resolutions of the form

0—en3A —enah— - = erA—egh = eah — e A — Sper(1) =2 0
and
0= enaoh—ep3A— - —esh—erA— esh — eah = Spr(2) > 0

implying that id Sx (1) = id Sx(2) = 2v—1, where v = %, due to the standard duality
between left and right finitely generated A-modules. In particular, we deduce that
1 < Fin.dimA <2v — 1.

The software [25] was used in order to verify that a preliminary version of the
algebra A1g,¢ had some of the properties required for the purpose of this example
out of many other candidate algebras.

If A = A, is the algebra of the above example, then there is an exact sequence
of the form

0— Sar(2) = enp1A = eptaA = - = epim_1A = Spp(n+m—1) =0

which is a truncation of the minimal projective resolution of Sper(n+m —1). In
particular, it holds that id Sy (n +m — 1) = 2v+m — 2. We close this section with
two observations based on that fact.

Firstly, there are bound quiver algebras A with quasi-uniform Loewy length such
that the maximum of all finite injective dimensions of simple modules is arbitrarily
bigger than the upper bound for Fin. dim A provided by Theorem 4.6. In particular,
the upper bound for fin.dim A provided by the vertex removal operation [13] can
be arbitrarily bigger than the upper bound provided by Theorem 4.6.

Secondly, the difference fin. dim A°P — Fin.dim A can be arbitrarily big for a non-
monomial bound quiver algebra A with fin.dimA > 0.

Corollary 4.9. It holds that fin.dim(Ay, ., )°° — Fin.dim A, > m — 1.
Proof. The corollary follows from Example 4.8 and the above discussion as
Fin.dimA,, ,, <2v—1<2v+m —2 <fin.dim(A,, )

where 2v +m — 2 = pd Spep (n +m — 1). O
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