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Abstract

The property of ∗-cleanness in group rings has been studied for some groups considering
the classical involution, given by g∗ = g−1. A group is called an SLC-group if its quotient by
its center is isomorphic to the Klein group; these groups are equipped with its own canonical
involution, which usually does not coincide with the classical one. In this paper we study the
∗-cleanness of RG when G is an SLC-group, considering ∗ as its canonical involution. In that
context, we prove that if RG is ∗-clean then G is the direct product of Q8 and an abelian group
with some extra properties and we find a converse for some specific cases, generalizing a result
by Gao, Chen and Li for Q8.
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1 Introduction

Clean rings were introduced by Nicholson in 1977 [N77], in the context of exchange rings, and
have since attracted a lot of attention. A ring is said to be clean if each of its elements can be
written as the sum of a unit and an idempotent.

We define a ring involution ∗ in a ring R as an antiautomorphism of order 2, i.e., an
application ∗ : R → R such that

(r + s)∗ = r∗ + s∗, (rs)∗ = s∗r∗ and (r∗)∗ = r,

for all r, s ∈ R. In this case, we call R a ∗-ring.
Vaš [V10] defined a ∗-clean ring as a ∗-ring for which all their elements can be written as

the sum of a unit and a projection - an idempotent ∗-invariant element. Naturally, since every
∗-clean ring is clean, the investigation on ∗-cleanness may be seen as determining conditions
for a clean ring to be ∗-clean.

Similarly to the ring case, a group involution in a group G is a group antiautomorphism
of order 2. Given a group involution ∗ in a group G, it may be linearly extended to a ring
involution for the group ring RG, which we also denote by ∗. An important special case is
given by the classical involution ∗ defined by the inversion g∗ = g−1 in any group G, for which
the ∗-cleanness has been widely studied [GCL15, HLT15, HLY15, LPY15].

Assuming ∗ as the linear extension of any involution on G, in [JM06] the authors asked
when the set (RG)+ = {α ∈ RG : α∗ = α} is commutative. In that paper, it was proved that
if G is non-abelian and char(R) 6= 2, then (RG)+ is commutative if and only if G′ = {1, s}
and the involution ∗ on G is given by

x∗ =

{
x if x ∈ Z(G)

sx if x /∈ Z(G).

The above application generally does not define an involution on G and if G is non-abelian
this map is an involution if and only if G′ = {1, s} and G has the lack of commutativity

property (LC for short), i.e., if xy = yx, then x, y or xy belongs to Z(G). LC-groups such
that G′ = {1, s} are called SLC-groups and the involution defined above is referred to be the
canonical involution (of SLC-groups). That definition is equivalent to G/Z(G) ≃ C2 × C2.
For more details, cf. [GJP96, PM22].

SLC-groups equipped with this involution appear as solutions to a series of other problems
concerning group rings with involution, such as normality (α∗α = αα∗) [CV20], Lie identi-
ties in (KG)+ [LSS09] and commutativity and anticommutativity in (RG)+ and (RG)− =
{α ∈ RG : α∗ = −α} for linear and some non-linear extension of the involution ∗ in G [BP06,
GP13a, GP13b, GP14, PT20].

Due to the quantity and variety of problems in which SLC-groups with canonical involution
appear as solutions in the context of group rings with involution, it is quite natural to ask
when RG is ∗-clean for G in this class of groups. As far as we know, there are no currently
published results on ∗-cleanness of those group rings, except for G = Q8 [GCL15], for which
the canonical involution coincides with the classical one. We will try to fill that gap in this
paper.

Our main result is the following:

Theorem A. Let G be an SLC-group with canonical involution ∗ and R be a unital com-
mutative ring such that 2 ∈ U(R). If RG is ∗-clean then G = Q8 × A, with A abelian, such
that

1. The group A has no elements of order 4;
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2. If p is a prime and there is n ∈ N such that p divides 2n + 1 then A has no elements of
order p.
Besides, the equation X2 + Y 2 + Z2 + 1 = 0 has no solutions in R.

From the definitions, it is clear that ∗-cleanness implies cleanness, so it is a reasonable task
to look for conditions that are sufficient for clean rings to be ∗-clean. With that in mind, we
have generalized a result for Q8 by Chen, Gao and Li [GCL15], to any direct product with
finite elementary abelian 2-groups.

Theorem B. Let G = Q8 × P2, with P2 being is a finite elementary abelian 2-group, ∗ being
its standard SLC-group involution and let R be a unital commutative ring such that 2 ∈ U(R).
Then RG is ∗-clean if and only if RG is clean and the equation X2 + Y 2 + Z2 + 1 = 0 has no
solutions in R.

We may also restrict the ring instead of restricting the group to obtain the following.

Theorem C. Let R = ⊕n
i=1Fi be a semisimple ring and let G = Q8 × A with A finite abelian

and ∗ being its canonical SLC-group involution such that char(R) does not divide |G|. Then
RG is ∗-clean if and only if the equation X2 + Y 2 + Z2 + 1 = 0 has no solution in Fi(ζd), where
ζd is a d-th primitive root of 1, for each d ∈ N such that A has an element of order d.

The following corollary shows some explicit examples of ∗-clean group rings over SLC-
groups.

Corollary A. Let G = Q8 × A, where A is a finite abelian group and ∗ is its canonical
involution as an SLC-group.

1. If G contains an element of prime order p such that p ≡ 3, 5 mod 8 then QG is not
∗-clean;

2. If A ≃ Cp, where p is a prime such that p ≡ 7 mod 8 and Cp is the cyclic group of order
p, then QG is ∗-clean.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we prove some general results on ∗-rings
we are going to need; in Section 3 we prove a necessary technical lemma on rings; in Section 4
we establish some notations and a preliminary result; in Section 5 we prove Theorem A and in
Section 6 we prove the other three results.

2 Some general results

We denote the set of units, idempotents and projections of a ring R by U(R), Idemp(R) e
Proj(R), respectively. We will always assume ∗, ◦ and ⋆ are involutions in the corresponding
rings.

We begin by presenting some results that are true for any rings with involution.

Lemma 2.1. Let R be a unital ∗-ring, S be a unital ◦-ring and ϕ : R → S be a homomorphism
for which holds ϕ(a∗) = ϕ(a)◦.

1. If r ∈ R is ∗-clean then ϕ(r) is ◦-clean.

2. If ϕ is an epimorphism and R is ∗-clean then S is ◦-clean.

3. If ϕ is an isomorphism then R is ∗-clean if and only if S is ◦-clean.

Proof. For the proof of item 1, if r = u + p, where u ∈ U(R) and p ∈ Proj(R), then ϕ(r) =
ϕ(u) + ϕ(p), with ϕ(u) ∈ U(S) e ϕ(p) ∈ Proj(S). Item 2 follows easily from item 1 and item 3
follows from item 2.
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Cleanness interacts well with direct sum, as we can see in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. [AC02, Proposition 2] Let R = ⊕n
i=1Ri be a unital ring. Then R is a clean

ring if and only if each Ri is clean.

We obtain a similar result for ∗-cleanness by using the following.

Proposition 2.3. [V10, Proposition 4] Let R be a ∗-ring. If p is a projection of R such pRp
and (1 − p)R(1 − p) are both ∗-clean, then R is ∗-clean.

Lemma 2.4. Let R1, R2 be rings such that R = R1 ⊕ R2 is a unital ring. If R is a ∗-ring
such that ◦ = ∗|R1

and ⋆ = ∗|R2
are involutions in R1 e R2 respectively, then R is ∗-clean if

and only if R1 and R2 are ◦-clean and ⋆-clean respectively.

Proof. First note that since R = R1 ⊕ R2 then 1R = e1 + e2, with ei being the unity of Ri for
i = 1, 2.

(⇒) It follows from Lemma 2.1 by using the canonical projections as ϕ.
(⇐) Since R1 = e1Re1, R2 = (1 − e1)R(1 − e1) and e1 ∈ Proj(R) then the result follows

from Proposition 2.3.

Proposition 2.5. Let R = ⊕n
i=1Ri be a unital ring. If R has an involution ∗ such that ∗i = ∗|Ri

are involutions on Ri, respectively, then R is ∗-clean if and only if each Ri is ∗i-clean.

Proof. Induction and Lemma 2.4.

Now we are going to approach how ∗-cleanness of group rings interacts with direct product
with finite elementary abelian 2-groups on the basis group.

We recall the following well-known result.

Proposition 2.6. [PS02, Proposition 3.6.7] Let R be a unital ring and let H be a normal
subgroup of G. If |H | ∈ U(R), then

RG ≃ R(G/H) ⊕ ∆(G, H).

Theorem 2.7. Let R be a unital commutative ring such that 2 ∈ U(R), let P2 is a finite
elementary abelian 2-group and G = H × P2 be a group with an involution ∗ such that ∗|P2

=
IdP2 . If RH is ∗-clean, then RG is ∗-clean.

Proof. Note that G = H × C2 × · · · × C2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k factors

, where C2 is the cyclic group of order 2.

We will prove the result for k = 1 and the result easily follows by induction on k. So assume
k = 1 hence P2 = C2.

Note that C2 ⊳ G and |C2| = 2 ∈ U(R), thus by Proposition 2.6 we have

RG ≃ R(G/C2) ⊕ ∆(G, C2) ≃ RH ⊕ ∆(G, C2).
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Let a be the generator of C2, and note that if α ∈ ∆(G, C2) then there exist αhi ∈ R, for
i = 0, 1 and h ∈ H , such that

α =
∑

h∈H,i=0,1

αhihai(1 − a)

=
∑

h∈H

αh0h(1 − a) +
∑

h∈H

αh1ha(1 − a)

=
∑

h∈H

αh0h(1 − a) +
∑

h∈H

αh1h(a − 1)

=
∑

h∈H

αh0h(1 − a) −
∑

h∈H

αh1h(1 − a)

=
∑

h∈H

(αh0 − αh1)h(1 − a),

from which we can assume, for simplicity, that α =
r

2
(1 − a) with r = 2

∑

h∈H
(αh0 − αh1)h ∈

RH .
Note that 1∆(G,C2) =

1 − a

2
, since (1 − a)2 = 2(1 − a), and thus

r(1 − a) ·
1 − a

2
= r ·

2(1 − a)
2

= r(1 − a).

We will now show that ∆(G, C2) is ∗-clean.
Let α =

r

2
(1 − a) ∈ ∆(G, C2), and we will show that α is a ∗-clean element of ∆(G, C2).

In fact, from the ∗-cleanness of RH we know that if r ∈ RH then r = u+p, with u ∈ U(RH)

and p2 = p = p∗. Thus, α =
r

2
(1 − a) =

(
u

2
+

p

2

)

(1 − a).

We will show that
u

2
(1−a) ∈ U(∆(G, C2)) and that

(
p

2
(1 − a)

)2

=
p

2
(1−a) =

(
p

2
(1 − a)

)∗

.

To show that
u

2
(1 − a) ∈ U(∆(G, C2)), it suffices to note that

u

2
(1 − a) ·

u−1

2
(1 − a) =

uu−1

4
(1 − a)2 =

1 − a

2
.

Finally, note that

(
p

2
(1 − a)

)2

=
p2

4
(1 − a)2 =

p

4
· 2(1 − a) =

p

2
(1 − a)

and that
p

2
(1 − a) =

(
p

2
(1 − a)

)∗

follows from the fact that p∗ = p and (1 − a)∗ = (1 − a),

since a ∈ Z(G).
Thus we have that ∆(G, C2) is ∗-clean and by Lemma 2.4 we conclude RG is ∗-clean.

Corollary 2.8. Let R be a unital ring such that 2 ∈ U(R), let G be a group and let ∗ be
the classical involution. If RG is ∗-clean, then R(G × P2) is ∗-clean for any finite elementary
abelian 2-group P2.

Proof. It suffices to note that if ∗ is the classical involution, then ∗|P2
= IdP2 , therefore the

result follows from Theorem 2.7.
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3 A technical lemma on rings

To prove Theorem A, we will need the following technical lemma, inspired by [L05, p. 77,
Exercise 21].

Lemma 3.1. Let S be a unital ring and p ≥ 3 be an odd natural number. If g ∈ S is a central
element of S such that gp = 1 then

1.
t∏

k=0

(

1 + g2k
)

is a sum of two squares for each t ≥ 0.

2. Let n ∈ N such that p divides 2n + 1. Then there are α, β ∈ S such that
(

α2 + β2 + g2n
)

(g − 1) = 0.

Proof. We prove item 1 by induction on t. For t = 0, note that

1 + g = 12 +
(

g
p+1

2

)2

.

If the result is true for t ≥ 0, then there are a, b ∈ S such that

t+1∏

k=0

(

1 + g2k
)

=
(
a2 + b2

)(

1 + g2t+1
)

=
(

ag2t

+ b
)2

+
(

bg2t

− a
)2

,

which proves item 1.
For the proof of item 2, note that by hypothesis 2n − 1 ≡ p − 2 mod p, so there is a natural

q such that 2n − 1 = pq + p − 2 hence

Π :=
n−1∏

k=0

(

1 + g2k
)

=
2n−1∑

i=0

gi =

(
q−1∑

j=0

gpj

p−1∑

i=0

gi

)

+ gpq

p−2∑

i=0

gi = q

p−1∑

i=0

gi +
p−2∑

i=0

gi =

=

(

(q + 1)
p−1∑

i=0

gi

)

− gp−1.

Since 2n ≡ p − 1 mod p then g2n

= gp−1 hence

(

Π + g2n
)

(g − 1) =
(
Π + gp−1

)
(g − 1) =

[

(q + 1)
p−1∑

i=0

gi

]

(g − 1) = (q + 1)(gp − 1) = 0

and the result follows from item 1.

4 SLC-groups and Group Rings

We recall a group G is an SLC-group if and only if G�Z(G) is isomorphic to the Klein group. It
easily follows that the SLC property is closed for direct product with abelian groups. With that
in mind, the following result gives a full description of SLC-groups in terms of presentations
which we will freely use.
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Theorem 4.1 ([JLPM95]). A group G is a SLC-group if and only if G = D × A, where A is
abelian and D is an indecomposable 2-group such that D = 〈x, y, Z(D)〉, where D admits one
of the following presentations:

1. D1 = 〈x, y, a : x2 = y2 = am = 1〉;

2. D2 = 〈x, y, a : x2 = y2 = a, am = 1〉;

3. D3 = 〈x, y, a, b : x2 = am = bm2 = 1, y2 = b〉;

4. D4 = 〈x, y, a, b : x2 = a, am = bm2 = 1, y2 = b〉;

5. D5 = 〈x, y, a, b, c : x2 = b, y2 = c, am = bm2 = cm3 = 1〉;

such that G′ = {1, s} with s = (x, y) = am/2, m = 2k and mi = 2ki , being k, ki > 0 for all
i. For simplicity, we omit in the above presentations the relations [{x, y, a, b, c}, {a, b, c}] = 1,
which obviously imply a, b, c ∈ Z(G), whenever possible. More precisely, Z(G) = 〈a〉 × K for
some abelian group K, which is given below.

1. K = A if D = D1, D2;

2. K = 〈b〉 × A if D = D3, D4;

3. K = 〈b〉 × 〈c〉 × A if D = D5.

If an SLC-group G is isomorphic to Di × A, as in Theorem 4.1, we will say G is of type i

and we are going to freely use the notations of Theorem 4.1 for x, y, a, b, c.
In this section and the next, we will assume G is an SLC-group with G′ = {1, s}, equipped

with the canonical involution ∗, and τ = {1 = t1, t2, t3, t4} is a transversal of G over Z(G),
typically {1, x, y, xy}.

We will also assume R is a commutative unital ring such that 2 ∈ U(R). Hence RG is a

group ring such that e =
1 + s

2
, f =

1 − s

2
are orthogonal idempotents of RG, which means

e2 = e, f2 = f , ef = fe = 0. Hence RG = (RG)e ⊕ (RG)f . We also remark e and f are
central projections, i.e., projections that belong to the center of RG.

We begin with a technical lemma which is the basis for most of our proofs.

Lemma 4.2. Let R be a ring and G an SLC-group, with the notations and assumptions above.
Then

1. Every element α ∈ (RG)f may be uniquely written as

α =





4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 (1 − s), with xij ∈ RK for all i, j.

2. Given α as above,

α∗ =





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai −

4∑

j=2





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 (1 − s);

3. Given α as above,
α = α∗ ⇔ xij = 0 for all j ≥ 2;

4. Proj((RG)f) =






d(1 − s) | d =

m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai and d = 2d2






.
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Proof. 1. First we prove the existence. Since K is a transversal for 〈a〉 in Z(G), then

Kτ = {ktj | k ∈ K, 1 ≤ j ≤ 4} is a transversal for 〈a〉 in G. (4.1)

Let α ∈ (RG)f . Then there is n ∈ N and k1, k2, . . . , kn ∈ K such that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ 4,
0 ≤ i ≤ m

2
− 1, 1 ≤ ε ≤ n, 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1 there is a γijεδ ∈ R such that

α =

(
∑

j,i,ε,δ

γjiεδkεtjaisδ

)

(1 − s)

=

[(
∑

j,i,ε

γjiε0kεtjai

)

+

(
∑

j,i,ε

γjiε1kεtjais

)]

(1 − s)

=

[(
∑

j,i,ε

γjiε0kεtjai

)

−

(
∑

j,i,ε

γjiε1kεtjai

)]

(1 − s)

=

(
∑

j,i,ε

(γjiε0 − γjiε1) kεtjai

)

(1 − s)

=

[
4∑

j=1

(
∑

i,ε

(γjiε0 − γjiε1) kεai

)

tj

]

(1 − s)

=





4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

(
n∑

ε=1

(γjiε0 − γjiε1) kε

)

ai



 tj



 (1 − s)

=





4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 (1 − s),

,

which proves the existence.
To prove uniqueness, note that

α =





4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 (1 − s) =





4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

x′
ijai



 tj



 (1 − s)

implies





4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



−





4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 s =

=





4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

x′
ijai



 tj



−





4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

x′
ijai



 tj



 s.

Since
{

tjaisε : 1 ≤ j ≤ 4, 0 ≤ i ≤ m
2

− 1, ε = 0, 1
}

is a transversal for K in G, we obtain
xij = x′

ij for all i, j.
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2. Note that supp(xijai(1 − s)) is central hence invariant by ∗ for all i, j. Then

α∗ =









4∑

j=1





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 (1 − s)





∗

=









m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai +
4∑

j=2





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 (1 − s)





∗

=









m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai



 (1 − s)





∗

+









4∑

j=2





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 (1 − s)





∗

=





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai



 (1 − s) +





4∑

j=2





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 t∗
j



 (1 − s)

=





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai



 (1 − s) +





4∑

j=2





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tjs



 (1 − s)

=





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai



 (1 − s) +





4∑

j=2





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 (−tj)



 (1 − s)

=





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai



 (1 − s) −





4∑

j=2





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 (1 − s),

=





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai −

4∑

j=2





m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xijai



 tj



 (1 − s).

3. It follows from the two previous items.

4. Let α ∈ Proj((RG)f). Then α = α∗ implies α =

m
2

−1
∑

i=0

xi1ai(1 − s) = d(1 − s). Then

d(1 − s) = α = α2 = d2(1 − s)2 = d22(1 − s).

By the uniqueness of item 1, d = 2d2. The converse follows from the centrality of
supp(d(1 − s)).

5 Necessary conditions

In this section we prove Theorem A. Our main tool will be the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let R be a ring and G be an SLC-group, with the assumptions of Section 4.
Suppose there are elements γ, τ ∈ RG such that:

1. (1 − γ2)τ (1 − s) = 0;
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2. (z − 4−1γ)τ (1 − s) 6= 0 for all z ∈ RZ(G).

Then RG is not ∗-clean.

Proof. Suppose RG is ∗-clean. By Lemma 2.4, (RG)f is also ∗-clean.
Let γ, τ ∈ RG be as in the statement. Then (1 − γ2)τ (1 − s) = 0.
Consider h = 4−1(1 + γ)(1 − s) ∈ (RG)f . By hypothesis, there is a unit u ∈ (RG)f and a

projection p ∈ (RG)f such that h = u + p.
By Lemma 4.2, item 4, there is d ∈ RZ(G) such that p = d(1−s), with 2d2(1−s) = d(1−s).
Hence

u = h − p =
((

4−1 − d
)

+ 4−1γ
)

(1 − s).

Let
v :=

((
4−1 − d

)
− 4−1γ

)
τ (1 − s).

By hypothesis, v 6= 0 hence

uv = 2
((

16−1 − 2−1d + d2
)

− 16−1γ2)
)

τ (1 − s)

= 8−1(1 − γ2)τ (1 − s) = 0,

which is a contradiction, since u is a unit and v 6= 0.
It follows that (RG)f is not ∗-clean, which implies RG isn’t either, by Lemma 2.4.

Now we are ready to prove the first part of Theorem A.

Lemma 5.2. Let G be an SLC-group and R a ring with the assumptions of Section 4. If RG
is ∗-clean then G = Q8 × A, with A abelian, such that

1. The group A has no elements of order 4.

2. If p is a prime and there is n ∈ N such that p divides 2n + 1 then A has no elements of
order p.

Proof. We will use Lemma 5.1 several times to eliminate possibilities, defining different γ and
τ for each case. In every case we use the transversal {t1, t2, t3, t4} of G over Z(G) as being
{1, x, y, xy} (cf. Theorem 4.1).

By Theorem 4.1, G is isomorphic to Di0 × A, for some i0 ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}.
Suppose i0 = 1. Take γ = y and τ = 1. Then

(1 − γ2)τ (1 − s) = (1 − y2)(1 − s) = (1 − 1)(1 − s) = 0.

By Lemma 5.1, there is z ∈ RZ(G) such that

0 = (z − 4−1γ)τ (1 − s) = (z − 4−1y)(1 − s).

It follows from the uniqueness part of Lemma 4.2 that −4−1 = 0, a contradiction.
Suppose now i0 ∈ {3, 4, 5}. Take γ = y and τ =

∑ r
2

−1

i=0 y2i, where r ≥ 4 is the order of y.
Then

(1 − γ2)τ (1 − s) = (1 − y2)





r
2

−1
∑

i=0

y2i



 (1 − s)

=





r
2

−1
∑

i=0

y2i −

r
2∑

i=1

y2i



 (1 − s)

= (1 − yr)(1 − s) = (1 − 1)(1 − s) = 0.
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By Lemma 5.1 there is z ∈ RZ(G) such that

0 = (z − 4−1γ)τ (1 − s)

= (z − 4−1y)





r
2

−1
∑

i=0

y2i



 (1 − s)

=



z





r
2

−1
∑

i=0

y2i



+ y



−4−1

r
2

−1
∑

i=0

y2i







 (1 − s).

Note that z
∑ r

2
−1

i=0 y2i ∈ RZ(G) and, by construction, the powers y2i 6= 1, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r
2

− 1,

belong to 〈b〉 or 〈c〉, never to 〈a〉. Then 4−1
∑ r

2
−1

i=0 y2i belongs to RK. It follows that, by the
uniqueness part of Lemma 4.2,

−4−1

r
2

−1
∑

i=0

y2i = 0,

which is a contradiction, since each power y2i, for 0 ≤ i ≤ r
2

− 1, is a different element of the
group G.

That means i0 = 2. Suppose m ≥ 4. Take γ = xya
m−4

4 e τ = 1. We have

(1 − γ2)τ (1 − s) =

(

1 −
(

xya
m−4

4

)2
)

(1 − s)

=
(

1 − x2y2sa
m−4

2

)

(1 − s)

=
(

1 − a2sa
m−4

2

)

(1 − s)

=
(
1 − sa

m
2

)
(1 − s)

=
(
1 − s2

)
(1 − s) = (1 − 1)(1 − s) = 0.

By Lemma 5.1, there is z ∈ RZ(G) such that

0 =
(
z − 4−1γ

)
τ (1 − s) =

(

z + xy
(

−4−1a
m−4

4

))

(1 − s).

By the uniqueness part of Lemma 4.2, we have −4−1a
m−4

4 = 0, a contradiction.
Then i0 = 2 and m = 2, which means G ≃ Q8 × A, for some abelian group A.
For the proof of item 1, suppose A has an element of order 4, which we denote by g ∈ A.

Take γ = xg and τ = 1 − g2. Then

(1 − γ2)τ (1 − s) = (1 − (xg)2)(1 − g2)(1 − s)

= (1 − x2g2)(1 − g2)(1 − s)

= (1 + g2)(1 − g2)(1 − s)

= (1 − g4)(1 − s) = 0(1 − s) = 0.

By Lemma 5.1, there is z ∈ RZ(G) such that

0 = (z − 4−1γ)τ (1 − s)

= (z − 4−1xg)(1 − g2)(1 − s)

=
[
z(1 − g2) + x

(
−4−1(1 − g2)

)]
(1 − s).
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By the uniqueness part of Lemma 4.2, we have −4−1(1 − g2) = 0, which is a contradiction,
since g has order 4.

Finally, for the proof of item 2, suppose g ∈ A has order p as in the statement. Since
S = RA, p, g satisfy the hypothesis of Lemma 3.1, then there are α, β ∈ RA ≤ Z(RG) such
that

(

α2 + β2 + g2n
)

(g − 1) = 0. (5.1)

Take γ = αg2n−1+1x + βg2n−1+1y and τ = g − 1.
Then

(1 − γ2)τ (1 − s) =
[

1 −
(

α2g2n+2x2 + αβg2n+2xy + αβg2n+2yx + β2g2n+2y2
)]

(g − 1)(1 − s)

=
[
1 + g(α2 + β2)

]
(g − 1)(1 − s)

=
[

g2n+1 + g(α2 + β2)
]

(g − 1)(1 − s)

= g
[

g2n

+ α2 + β2
]

(g − 1)(1 − s) = 0.

By Lemma 5.1, there is z ∈ RZ(G) such that

0 = (z − 4−1γ)τ (1 − s)

=
[

z − 4−1
(

αxg2n−1+1 + βyg2n−1+1
)]

(g − 1)(1 − s)

=
[

z(g − 1) − 4−1αg2n−1+1(g − 1)x − 4−1βg2n−1+1(g − 1)y
]

(1 − s).

The uniqueness part of Lemma 4.2 implies

4−1αg2n−1+1(g − 1) = 4−1βg2n−1+1(g − 1) = 0

hence α(g − 1) = β(g − 1) = 0.
Combining the above with (5.1), we obtain 1−g2n

= g2n

(g−1) = 0, which is a contradiction
since 2n ≡ −1 mod p.

Then Theorem A follows from the next Lemma, inspired by [GCL15, Theorem 3.8].

Lemma 5.3. Let R be a ring and G = Q8 × A, with A being an abelian group, and with the
assumptions of Section 4. If the equation X2 + Y 2 + Z2 = 1 has a solution in R then RG is
not ∗-clean.

Proof. Let a1, a2, a3 ∈ R be such that

a2
1 + a2

2 + a2
3 + 1 = 0.

Note that ai may not be all equal to zero. Suppose RG is ∗-clean. We are going to use Lemma
5.1 to find a contradiction. We recall G is of type 2 with D2 = Q8, hence x2 = y2 = (xy)2 = s
and xy = yxs. Let

γ := 2−1(a1x + a2y + a3xy)(1 − s) ∈ RG

and τ = 1 ∈ RG.
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Then

γ2 = 4−1
(
(a1x + a2y + a3xy)2

)
(1 − s)2

= 4−1
[
(a2

1 + a2
2 + a2

3)s
]

2(1 − s)

= 4−1 · 2[(−1)s](1 − s) = 2−1(1 − s).

Hence

(
1 − γ2

)
τ (1 − s) = 2−1(1 + s)(1 − s) = 0.

By Lemma 5.1 there is z ∈ RZ(G) such that

0 = (z − 4−1γ)τ (1 − s) =
(
z − 4−1a1x − 4−1a2y − 4−1a3xy

)
(1 − s).

Now the uniqueness part of Lemma 4.2 implies a1 = a2 = a3 = 0, which is a contradiction.

We finish this section with a simple corollary.

Corollary 5.4. If G is an SLC-group with canonical involution ∗, CG is not ∗-clean.

Proof. Since the equation X2 +Y 2 +Z2 +1 = 0 has a solution in C, namely (X, Y, Z) = (i, 0, 0),
then the result follows from Theorem A.

6 Sufficient conditions

In this section we investigate sufficient conditions for clean group rings in the pattern of Theo-
rem A to be ∗-clean. Before our results, we present the theorem that inspired this work.

Theorem 6.1. [GCL15, Theorem 3.8] Let R be a unital commutative ring such that 2 ∈ U(R)
and let ∗ be the canonical involution on the SLC-group Q8 (which coincides with the inversion).
Then

1. If RQ8 is ∗-clean then RQ8 is clean and the equation X2 + Y 2 + Z2 + 1 = 0 has no
solutions in R.

2. If R is local, RQ8 is clean and the equation X2 + Y 2 + Z2 + 1 = 0 has no solutions in R,
then RQ8 is ∗-clean.

We remark that in the original version of the above theorem R is local in both itens, but the
proof of the first item does not use locality. Our goal in this section is to generalize Theorem
6.1 as much as possible to other SLC-groups, possibly adding hypothesis on R.

If A is an elementary abelian 2-group, the result follows easily from Section 2, as we can
see below. It is worth noting that in this case the canonical SLC involution coincides with the
classical one.

Proof of Theorem B. If RG is ∗-clean, it is obviously clean and the equation X2 +Y 2+Z2 +1 =
0 has no solution in R by Theorem A.

Suppose RG is clean and the above equation has no solution in R. By definition we have
∗|P2

= IdP2 . Hence the result follows from Theorems 6.1 and 2.7 for H = Q8.

The converse of Theorem 6.1 may also be easily extended to applying direct sums on the
coefficients.
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Theorem 6.2. Let R be a unital commutative ring such that 2 ∈ U(R) and R = ⊕k
i=1Ri with

Ri local for all i. If RQ8 is clean and the equation x2 + y2 + z2 + 1 = 0 has no solution in any
Rj then RQ8 is ∗-clean.

Proof. Note that RQ8 = (⊕k
i=1Ri)Q8 ≃ ⊕k

i=1(RiQ8). Then by Proposition 2.2 RiQ8 is clean
hence ∗-clean for all i by Theorem 6.1. By applying Lemma 2.4, we obtain RQ8 is ∗-clean.

We may also easily obtain a first generalization for semisimple coefficients rings.

Theorem 6.3. Let R be a unital commutative ring such that 2 ∈ U(R) and G = Q8 × A, with
A being a finite abelian group. If R is semisimple, |G| ∈ U(R), RG is clean and the equation
X2 + Y 2 + Z2 + 1 = 0 has no solution in any of the simple components of RA then RG is
∗-clean.

Proof. First note that |G| ∈ U(R) implies |A| ∈ U(R) hence, since R is semisimple, by
Maschke’s Theorem we conclude RA is semisimple. That means RA = ⊕k

i=1Fi, with Fi begin
a field for all i. Since every field is local,

RG ≃ (RA)Q8 ≃ (⊕k
i=1Fi)Q8

and by hypothesis the equation X2+Y 2 +Z2+1 has no solution in any of the fields Fi, Theorem
6.2 implies RG is ∗-clean.

For a deeper investigation we need the following result.

Theorem 6.4. [Z10, Corollary 9] If R is a commutative local ring such that J(R) is nil and
G is a locally finite group, then RG is clean.

Theorem 6.5. Let F be a field and Let G = Q8 × A, where A is a finite abelian group and ∗ is
its canonical involution as an SLC-group. Suppose also that char(F) does not divide |G|. Then
FG is ∗-clean if and only if the equation X2 + Y 2 + Z2 + 1 = 0 has no solution in F(ζd), where
ζd is a d-th primitive root of 1, for each d ∈ N such that A has an element of order d.

Proof. First note that by Perlis-Walker Theorem (cf. [PS02, Theorem 3.5.4]]) we have

FA ≃ ⊕
d

adF(ζd),

where ζd is a d-th primitive root of 1, with n = |A| and ad ∈ N for each d ∈ N such that A has
an element of order d.

(⇒) Suppose FG is ∗-clean. Since G is finite and J(F) = {0}, Theorem 6.4 implies FG is
clean.

Since FG ≃ F(Q8 × A) ≃ (FA)Q8 and in Q8 the classical involution coincide with the
standard involution of Q8, by Lemma 2.1 we have (FA)Q8 is ◦-clean, where ◦ is the classical
involution of Q8.

So
(FA)Q8 ≃ ⊕d|nad(F(ζd)Q8)

and by Proposition 2.5, each F(ζd)Q8 is ◦-clean.
Applying Theorem 6.1 to each F(ζd)Q8, we have that the equation X2 + Y 2 + Z2 + 1 = 0

has no solution in F(ζd).
(⇐) Since the simple components of FA are the fields F(ζd), by applying Theorem 6.3 we

conclude FG is ∗-clean.

Now we can prove Theorem C.
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Proof of Theorem C. First note that RG ≃ ⊕n
i=1(FiG) and the restriction ∗i of ∗ to FiG is an

involution of FiG. By Proposition 2.5 RG is ∗-clean if and only if each FiG is ∗i-clean. The
result follows from applying Theorem 6.5 to each FiG.

If we consider rational coefficients, we may use quadratic forms theory to achieve some extra
conclusions. We recall that the level s(F) of a field F is the smallest natural number n such
that −1 is a sum of n squares in F . If −1 is not a sum of squares, then s(F) = ∞. By the
Pfister Level Theorem, s(F) is always ∞ or a power of 2 (cf. [L05, p. 379]). For the specific
case of Q(ζp), where p is an odd prime and ζp is a p-th primitive root of 1, we have

s(Q(ζp)) =

{
2, if p ≡ 3, 5 mod 8
4, if p ≡ 7 mod 8

2 or 4, if p ≡ 1 mod 8.

Proof of Corollary A. 1. Since s(Q(ζp)) = 2 then the equation X2 +Y 2 = −1 has a solution
in Q(ζp) hence, by making Z = 0, QG is not ∗-clean by Theorem A.

2. Since s(Q(ζp)) = 4, then the equation X2 + Y 2 + Z2 + 1 = 0 has no solutions in Q(ζp).
Since every element of Cp has order p, the result follows from Theorem 6.5.

We finish with an interesting application of Corollary A. The following result may be proven
by using the law of quadratic reciprocity, but we give a different proof.

Corollary 6.6. Let p be a prime number. If p ≡ 7 mod 8 then there is no n ∈ N such that p
divides 2n + 1.

Proof. Suppose there is such n and let G = A × Cp. By Corollary A, QG is ∗-clean, but that
contradicts Theorem A.
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