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DECOMPOSING FINITE Z-ALGEBRAS

MARTIN KREUZER, ALEXEI MIASNIKOV, AND FLORIAN WALSH

Abstract. For a finite Z-algebra R, i.e., for a ring which is not necessar-
ily associative or unitary, but whose additive group is finitely generated, we
construct a decomposition of R/Ann(R) into directly indecomposable factors
under weak hypotheses. The method is based on constructing and decompos-
ing a ring of scalars S, and then lifting the decomposition of S to the bilinear
map given by the multiplication of R, and finally to R/Ann(R). All steps
of the construction are given as explicit algorithms and it is shown that the
entire procedure has a probabilistic polynomial time complexity in the bit size
of the input, except for the possible need to calculate the prime factorization
of one integer. In particular, in the case when Ann(R) = 0, these algorithms
compute direct decompositions of R into directly indecomposable factors.

1. Introduction

In the early 1980s, A. Miasnikov and V. N. Remeslennikov studied the elemen-
tary theory of finite-dimensional algebras (not necessarily associative, not necessar-
ily unitary) over regularly separable fields (see [18], [19]), making use of Mal’cev’s
correspondence (see [14]). Later, in the early 1990s, A. Miasnikov extended and
improved these results to finite-dimensional algebras over arbitrary fields (cf. [17]),
and even to bilinear maps satisfying some weak hypotheses (cf. [16]). In the last
decade this topic has received renewed interest and many improvements and gen-
eralizations have been found (see for instance [15] and [5]).

For a finite Z-algebraR, i.e., a ring which is not necessarily associative or unitary,
but whose additive group is finitely generated, a central step is the construction of
a maximal ring of scalars which is a commutative, unitary ring. Then one uses the
theory of commutative rings to write the maximal ring of scalars as a direct product
of indecomposable rings, and finally this decomposition is lifted to a decomposition
of R/Ann(R).

The goal of this paper is to make all steps of this process explicit and algorithmic,
and to keep carefully track of the complexity of all operations involved in the
process. Already the case R = Z/nZ, where n = pq is the product of two large
prime numbers p and q, shows that the complexity of the entire construction cannot
be purely polynomial time. However, as we shall see, everything can be computed
in probabilistic polynomial time plus one integer factorization.

Let us discuss the results of the paper in more detail. In Section 2 we present an
algorithm to compute a presentation via generators and relations of the maximal
ring of scalars of a bilinear map. Let N1, N2,M be abelian groups and assume
that f : N1 × N2 −→ M is a bilinear map. The maximal ring of scalars S(f)
of f is a subring of the ring End(N1) × End(N2) and can be defined by equations
over N1 ×N2. After fixing presentations of the groups N1, N2 and M , its defining
equations can be found by solving linear diophantine equations. This means that the
maximal ring of scalars can be computed in polynomial time. After making all steps
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in the construction of S(f), we present the resulting algorithm in Proposition 2.13,
and then we turn its result into a Z-algebra presentation ofS(f) in Proposition 2.14.

Next, in Section 3, we apply this technique to compute a presentation of the
maximal ring of scalars of a finite Z-algebra R. We can calculate the maximal ring
of scalars for the bilinear map

f : R/Annλ(R) × R/Ann̺(R) −→ R2

and derive the maximal ring of scalars S(R) of R from S(f) (see Proposition 3.9).
The next step, namely the product decomposition of a finite unitary and commu-

tative Z-algebra, is taken in Section 4. For this task, we need to solve the problem of
computing the primitive idempotents of an explicitly presented commutative finite
Z-algebra S = Z[x1, . . . , xn]/I, where I is an ideal in P = Z[x1, . . . , xn]. To this
end, we use a simplified version of the algorithm given in [21] for the computation
of a primary decomposition of I (see Algorithm 1 and Proposition 4.7). Then it
only remains to compute the connected components of Spec(S) (see Algorithm 2)
and thus the primitive idempotents of S (see Proposition 4.12). For a presentation
of S like the one we have for a maximal ring of scalars, all algorithms in this sec-
tion can be performed in probabilistic polynomial time in the bit size of the input
presentation, except for one integer prime factorization (see [11]).

In Section 5 we combine the results of Section 2 and Section 4. More precisely,
given a bilinear map f : N1 ×N2 −→ M as above, we compute a presentation of
its maximal ring of scalars S(f) and then find the primitive idempotents of S(f).
Using these, we decompose f into a direct product of directly indecomposable
bilinear maps (see Corollary 5.4).

The topic of the last section is to lift this decomposition from the multiplication
map of a finite Z-algebra to a decomposition of the algebra itself. In this case we
obtain a decomposition of the residue class ring R/Ann(R) into a direct product
of Z-algebras (see Theorem 6.2). The algorithm for computing this decomposition
has again probabilistic polynomial time complexity plus one integer prime factor-
ization. Using suitably constructed finite dimensional Lie rings, we see that some
decompositions of R/Ann(R) may not be constructable by lifting a decomposi-
tion of S(R) (see Example 6.9), and that the decomposition of R/Ann(R) cannot
be lifted to a decomposition of R without further hypotheses (see Examples 6.10
and 6.11). Moreover, Proposition 6.8 provides a criterion under which the factors
in the decomposition given by Theorem 6.2 are directly indecomposable.

One of the main applications of these results is that if Ann(R) = 0 in a finite
Z-algebra R, then the algorithms designed in this paper compute direct decompo-
sitions of R into directly indecomposable factors and these computations are quite
efficient.

Unless explicitly noted otherwise, we use the definitions and notation introduced
in [9] and [10]. The algorithms in this paper were implemented by the third author
in the computer algebra system ApCoCoA (see [2]). The source code is available
from the authors upon request.

2. The Maximal Ring of Scalars of a Bilinear Map

In this section we study the maximal ring of scalars of a bilinear map between
abelian groups. The existence proof follows the construction in [16]. Our main goal
is to find an algorithm for calculating the maximal ring of scalars.

Definition 2.1. Let N1, N2 and M be abelian groups and f : N1 × N2 −→ M a
map.
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(a) The map f is called bilinear if, for every a ∈ N1 and b ∈ N2, the maps
f(a, ·) and f(·, b) are group homomorphisms.

(b) The map f is called non-degenerate if f(a, b) = 0 for all b ∈ N2 implies
a = 0, and if f(a, b) = 0 for all a ∈ N1 implies b = 0.

(c) If the additive group generated by f(N1, N2) is M then the map f is called
full.

The central object of study in this section is defined as follows.

Definition 2.2. Let N1, N2,M be abelian groups and f : N1×N2 −→M a bilinear
map.

(a) A commutative ring R is called a ring of scalars of f if N1, N2 and M
are faithful R-modules, and if f(ra, b) = f(a, rb) = r f(a, b) for all r ∈ R,
a ∈ N1 and b ∈ N2.

(b) A ring of scalars R of f is called maximal if every other ring of scalars R′

of f can be embedded as a subring of R.

A ring of scalars can be embedded into a larger ring as follows.

Remark 2.3. Let N1, N2,M be abelian groups and f : N1×N2 −→ M a bilinear
map.

(a) By viewing N1, N2 and M as Z-modules, we have the rings of endomor-
phisms End(N1), End(N2) and End(M).

(b) Given a ring of scalars R of f , we associate to every element r ∈ R the
multiplication endomorphisms ϕi,r : Ni −→ Ni given by ϕi,r(a) = ra
for a ∈ Ni, and ψr : M −→M given by ψr(c) = rc for c ∈M .

(c) Since N1, N2 andM are faithful R-modules, the maps Φi : R −→ End(Ni)
given by Φi(r) = ϕi,r and Ψ : R −→ End(M) given by Ψ(r) = ψr are
injective ring homomorphisms.

In the following we let N1, N2,M be abelian groups, let f : N1 ×N2 −→ M be
a bilinear map, and let R be a ring of scalars of f . Using the maps Φi in part (c)
of the preceding remark, we identify R with its images in End(N1) and End(N2),
and diagonally in End(N1) × End(N2). Our next goal is to show that a maximal
ring of scalars of f exists.

Definition 2.4. The elements of the sets

Sym(f) := {(ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ End(N1)× End(N2) | f(ϕ1(a), b) = f(a, ϕ2(b))

for all a ∈ N1, b ∈ N2} and

Z(Sym(f)) := {ϕ ∈ Sym(f) | ϕψ = ψϕ for all ψ ∈ Sym(f)}
are called the symmetric, respectively central symmetric, endomorphisms of
N1 ×N2 with respect to f .

The set of central symmetric endomorphisms of N1×N2 has the following prop-
erties.

Proposition 2.5. Let N1, N2,M be abelian groups, and let f : N1 ×N2 −→M be
a bilinear map.

(a) The set Z(Sym(f)) is a commutative unitary subring of End(N1)×End(N2).
(b) If f is non-degenerate then every ring of scalars R of f can be embedded as

subring of Z(Sym(f)).

Proof. To prove (a), we need to show that Z(Sym(f)) is closed under addition and
multiplication. For all ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2), ψ = (ψ1, ψ2) ∈ Z(Sym(f)) and all a ∈ N1 and
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b ∈ N2, we have

f((ϕ1 + ψ1)(a), b) = f(ϕ1(a), b) + f(ψ1(a), b) = f(a, ϕ2(b)) + f(a, ψ2(b))

= f(a, (ϕ2 + ψ2)(b))

and f(ϕ1ψ1(a), b) = f(ψ1(a), ϕ2(b)) = f(a, ψ2ϕ2(b)) = f(a, ϕ2ψ2(b)). Conse-
quently, we get ϕ+ ψ ∈ Z(Sym(f)) and ϕψ ∈ Z(Sym(f)), as claimed.

To show (b), we let R be a ring of scalars of f . Notice that, by definition, we
have R ⊆ Sym(f). It remains to show that R ⊆ Z(Sym(f)). For ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ R
and ψ = (ψ1, ψ2) ∈ Sym(f) and all a ∈ N1 and b ∈ N2, we have

f(ϕ1ψ1(a), b) = ϕ · f(ψ1(a), b) = ϕ · f(a, ψ2(b)) = f(ϕ1(a), ψ2(b)) = f(ψ1ϕ1(a), b)

Thus we obtain f((ϕ1ψ1 − ψ1ϕ1)(a), b) = 0 for all a ∈ N1 and b ∈ N2. Since f is
non-degenerate, it follows that (ϕ1ψ1 − ψ1ϕ1)(a) = 0 for all a ∈ N1. Analogously
we obtain (ϕ2ψ2 − ψ2ϕ2)(b) = 0 for all b ∈ N2, and hence ϕψ = ψϕ. This proves
R ⊆ Z(Sym(f)). �

Now we are ready to prove the existence of a maximal ring of scalars of f . The
following theorem was first shown in [16], Thm. 1, using a different setting and
notation.

Theorem 2.6. Let N1, N2,M be abelian groups, and let f : N1 ×N2 −→ M be a
non-degenerate and full bilinear map. Then there exists a unique maximal ring of
scalars of f . It is denoted by S(f) and satisfies

S(f) = {(ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ Z(Sym(f)) | ∑if(ϕ1(ai), bi) =
∑

jf(ϕ1(a
′
j), b

′
j)

for ai, a
′
j ∈ N1 and bi, b

′
j ∈ N2 with

∑

if(ai, bi) =
∑

jf(a
′
j , b

′
j) ∈M}.

Proof. The ring Z(Sym(f)) is commutative and acts faithfully on N1 and N2. By
Proposition 2.5, we know that every ring of scalars is a subring of Z(Sym(f)).
Since the map f is full, every element c ∈ M can be represented in the form
c =

∑

i f(ai, bi) with ai ∈ N1 and bi ∈ N2.
Let R be the set of all maps (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ Z(Sym(f)) such that

∑

i f(ai, bi) =
∑

j f(a
′
j , b

′
j) implies

∑

i f(ϕ1(ai), bi) =
∑

j f(ϕ1(a
′
j), b

′
j) for all a

′
j ∈ N1 and b

′
j ∈ N2

with c =
∑

j f(a
′
j , b

′
j). Using the bilinearity of f , we see that for ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2), ψ =

(ψ1, ψ2) ∈ R and ai, bi, a
′
j , b

′
j, c as above, we have

∑

if((ϕ1 + ψ1)(ai), bi) =
∑

if(ϕ1(ai), bi) +
∑

if(ψ1(ai), bi) =

=
∑

jf(ϕ1(a
′
j), b

′
j) +

∑

jf(ψ1(a
′
j), b

′
j)

=
∑

jf((ϕ1 + ψ1)(a
′
j), b

′
j)

and therefore ϕ+ ψ ∈ R. Furthermore,
∑

if(ψ1(ai), bi) =
∑

jf(ψ1(a
′
j), b

′
j) implies

∑

if(ϕ1ψ1(ai), bi) =
∑

jf(ϕ1ψ1(a
′
j), b

′
j) Hence the set R is closed under addition

and multiplication, and therefore a subring of Z(Sym(f)).
By definition, the action ϕ(c) :=

∑

i f(ϕ(ai), bi) on c =
∑

i f(ai, bi) ∈ M is
well-defined for all ϕ ∈ R. Since the action of R on N1 and N2 is faithful and f is
non-degenerate, the action of R on M is faithful as well. Thus R is a ring of scalars
of f .

It remains to show that R is a maximal ring of scalars and that it is unique.
Let R̃ be a ring of scalars of f . Using Remark 2.3, we identify R̃ with its image
in End(N1)×End(N2). Then, by Proposition 2.5, we have R̃ ⊆ Z(Sym(f)). Finally,

sinceM is a faithful R̃-module, the ring R̃ has to satisfy the defining condition of R,
and thus is a subring of R. This shows that R is a maximal ring of scalars of f . As
every other maximal ring of scalars embeds into R, it is the unique ring with this
property. �
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In the following we denote the additive group of a ring R by R+. In the next
step we describe the maximal ring of scalars S(f) of f as a set of solutions of a
system of homogeneous linear equations over Z. Since it is a subring of the ring
End(N1) × End(N2), the first goal is to describe the additive groups of End(N1)
and End(N2) as the set of solutions of such a linear system.

In the following we assume that N is a finitely generated abelian group and that
a presentation of N is given by

N = Ze1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zen /
〈

n
∑

i=1

ri1 ei, . . . ,
n
∑

i=1

riν ei
〉

with rij ∈ Z for i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . , ν. For i = 1, . . . , n, we denote the
residue class of ei in N by ai. Then {a1, . . . , an} is a system of generators of N .
We shall describe End(N) by solving a homogeneous linear system over N in the
following sense.

Remark 2.7. (Solving Systems of Linear Equations over N)
Let N be a finitely generated abelian group with a presentation as above, let
v1, . . . , vp ∈ N , and let

(i) x1v1 + · · ·+ xpvp = 0

be a homogeneous linear equation over N in the indeterminates x1, . . . , xp. For
i = 1, . . . , p, we write vi = ci1a1 + · · ·+ cinan with cij ∈ Z.

Then a tuple (s1, . . . , sp) ∈ Zp is a solution of (i) if and only if there exist
sp+1, . . . , sp+ν ∈ Z such that (s1, . . . , sp+ν) is a solution of the system of n homo-
geneous linear equations

(ii)
p
∑

i=1

xi(ci1e1 + · · ·+ cinen) +
ν
∑

j=1

xp+j(r1je1 + · · ·+ rnjen) = 0

where xp+1, . . . , xp+ν are further indeterminates.
Hence we may find a Z-basis of the set of solutions of equation (i) by solving

the system (ii), projecting the generators of the solution space to their first p
coordinates, and interreducing the result.

Now we are ready to describe End(N) as follows.

Proposition 2.8. Let N be a finitely generated abelian group with a presentation
as above. Consider the following system of homogeneous linear equations over N
in the indeterminates xij , where i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}:

(iii) r1i
n
∑

j=1

x1jaj + · · · + rni
n
∑

j=1

xnjaj = 0

for i = 1, . . . , ν. Then the elements of End(N) correspond to the solutions of (iii).
More precisely, a solution (cij) ∈ (Zn)n of (iii) corresponds to the endomorphism
ϕ ∈ End(N) which satisfies ϕ(ai) =

∑n

j=1 cijaj for i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. To every ϕ ∈ End(N), we associate the n-tuple (b1, . . . , bn) ∈ Nn with
bi = ϕ(ai) for i = 1, . . . , n. An arbitrary tuple (b1, . . . , bn) ∈ Nn is associated
to an endomorphism of N if and only if it satisfies the relations of N , i.e., iff
∑n

i=1 rijbi = 0 for j = 1, . . . , ν. We write each component bi as a linear combination
of the generators {a1, . . . , an} ofN and get bi =

∑n

j=1 cijaj with coefficients cij ∈ Z.

Thus the tuple (b1, . . . , bn) is associated to an element ϕ ∈ End(N) if and only if
the tuple of coefficients (cij) is a solution of (iii). �

Having described the elements of End(N1) × End(N2) as solutions of a system
of homogeneous linear equations, we now consider Sym(f), Z(Sym(f)), and S(f).
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Let N1 be generated by {a1, . . . , an} and let N2 be generated by {an+1, . . . , an′}.
Since these sets depend also on the abelian group M , we need to fix a presentation

M = Ze1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zem /
〈

m
∑

i=1

r′i1 ei, . . . ,
m
∑

i=1

r′iµ ei
〉

with r′ij ∈ Z for i = 1, . . . ,m and j = 1, . . . , µ. The residue class of ej in M is
denoted by bj for j = 1, . . . ,m. Then the set {b1, . . . , bm} is a system of generators
of M .

Furthermore, we may describe f explicitly as follows. For i = 1, . . . , n and
j = n + 1, . . . , n′, we write f(ai, aj) = γij1b1 + · · · + γijmbm with γij1, . . . , γijm ∈
Z. Notice that we can now solve the systems of homogeneous linear equations
over M appearing in the following proposition in analogy to the method explained
in Remark 2.7. In the following we assume that elements ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ End(N1)×
End(N2) are defined under the bijection given in Proposition 2.8 by tuples (dij) in

(Zn′

)n
′

with ϕ1(ai) =
∑n

j=1 dijaj for i = 1, . . . , n and ϕ2(ai) =
∑n′

j=n+1 dijaj for

i = n+ 1, . . . , n′.

Proposition 2.9. Let (dij) be a tuple in (Zn′

)n
′

which is associated to an element
ϕ ∈ End(N1)× End(N2) as above. Then the elements of Sym(f), Z(Sym(f)), and
S(f) correspond to the solutions of the following systems of homogeneous linear
equations.

(a) The element ϕ is contained in Sym(f) if and only if (dij) ∈ (Zn′

)n
′

is a
solution of the following system of homogeneous linear equations over M :

n
∑

i=1

xkif(ai, aℓ) −
n′

∑

j=n+1

xℓjf(ak, aj) = 0

for k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and ℓ ∈ {n+ 1, . . . , n′}
(b) Let (δ

(1)
ij ), . . . , (δ

(p)
ij ) be tuples in (Zn′

)n
′

such that the corresponding en-

domorphisms in End(N1) × End(N2) generate the additive group Sym(f).
Then an element ϕ of Sym(f) is contained in Z(Sym(f)) if and only if
the tuple (dij) is a solution of the following system of homogeneous linear
equations over M :

n
∑

i=1

n′

∑

j=n+1

xki δ
(π)
ℓj f(ai, aj) −

n
∑

i=1

n′

∑

j=n+1

xℓj δ
(π)
ki f(ai, aj) = 0

for k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, ℓ ∈ {n+ 1, . . . , n′} and π ∈ {1, . . . , p}.
(c) Let (z

(1)
ij ), . . . , (z

(q)
ij ) be tuples in (Zn)n

′−n which form a Z-basis of the
solution space of the following homogeneous linear equation over M :

n
∑

i=1

n′−n
∑

j=1

xij f(ai, aj+n) = 0

Then an element ϕ of Z(Sym(f)) given by a tuple (dij) ∈ (Zn′

)n
′

is con-

tained in S(f) if and only if (dij)
j=1,...,n
i=1,...,n in (Zn)n is a solution of the

following system of homogeneous linear equations over M :

n
∑

i,ℓ=1

n′−n
∑

j=1

xiℓ z
(k)
ij f(aℓ, aj+n) = 0

for k ∈ {1, . . . , q}.
Proof. A version of these claims was shown in [16]. For the convenience of the
reader, and since it is the basis for any implementation, we provide a proof using
our notation.
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To prove (a) we note that, for a tuple (dij) ∈ (Zn′

)n
′

, we have
∑n

i=1 dkif(ai, aℓ) =

f(ϕ1(ak), aℓ) and
∑n′

j=n+1 dℓjf(ak, aj) = f(ak, ϕ2(aℓ)). Hence the tuple (dij) solves
the system if and only if ϕ is symmetric.

Next we show (b). For π = 1, . . . , p, let ψπ = (ψπ
1 , ψ

π
2 ) be the tuple of endo-

morphisms corresponding to (δ
(π)
ij ) By assumption, {ψ1, . . . , ψp} generates Sym(f).

For every tuple (dij) ∈ (Zn′

)n
′

, we have

n
∑

i=1

n′

∑

j=n+1

dkiδ
(π)
ℓj f(ai, aj) = f(ϕ1(ak), ψ

π
2 (bℓ)) and

n
∑

i=1

n′

∑

j=n+1

dℓjδ
(π)
ki f(ai, aj) = f(ψπ

1 (ak), ϕ2(aℓ)).

Therefore this tuple solves the system if and only if we have f(ϕ1(ak), ̺2(bℓ)) =
f(̺1(ak), ϕ2(bℓ)) for every ̺ = (̺1, ̺2) ∈ Sym(f). Since ̺ is symmetric, this is
equivalent to

f(̺1ϕ1(ak), bℓ) = f(ϕ1(ak), ̺2(bℓ)) = f(̺1(ak), ϕ2(bℓ)) = f(ϕ1̺1(ak), bℓ).

Now we use the facts that f is non-degenerate and that {an+1, . . . , an′} generatesN2

to conclude that the latter condition is equivalent to ̺1ϕ1 = ϕ1̺1. Since ϕ is
symmetric, we analogously obtain ̺2ϕ2 = ϕ2̺2, which proves ϕ ∈ Z(Sym(f)).

Finally, we prove (c). By writing the elements ai, bi, a
′
j , b

′
j in Theorem 2.6 in

terms of the generators of N1 and N2, it is easy to check that ϕ is contained
in S(f) if and only if

n
∑

i=1

n′−n
∑

j=1

γijf(ai, aj+n) = 0 implies
n
∑

i=1

n′−n
∑

j=1

γijf(ϕ1(ai), aj+n) = 0

for all (γij) ∈ (Zn)n
′−n. By construction, the tuples (z

(k)
ij ) with k ∈ {1, . . . , q} form

a Z-basis of the solution space of the first equation. For every (dij) ∈ (Zn′

)n
′

, the

tuple (dij)
j=1,...,n
i=1,...,n satisfies

n
∑

i,ℓ=1

n′

∑

j=n+1

diℓ z
(k)
ij f(aℓ, aj) =

n
∑

i=1

n′

∑

j=n+1

z
(k)
ij f(ϕ1(ai), bj).

Hence we have
∑n

i=1

∑n′

j=n+1 z
(k)
ij f(ϕ1(ai), aj) = 0 for k = 1, . . . , q, if and only if

this tuple solves the second system in (c) and this is equivalent to ϕ ∈ S(f). �

Part (c) of the preceding proposition allows us to compute tuples representing a
system of generators of S(f). It remains to determine the relations between these
generators. This can be done as follows.

Proposition 2.10. Let (d
(1)
ij ), . . . , (d

(ℓ)
ij ) be tuples in (Zn′

)n
′

which represent ele-

ments ϕ1, . . . , ϕℓ ∈ S(f) with ϕi = (ϕi1, ϕi2), and assume that {ϕ1, . . . , ϕℓ} gener-
ates the Z-module S(f)+. Then a tuple of integers (γ1, . . . , γℓ) ∈ Zℓ represents a

relation
∑ℓ

i=1 γiϕi = 0 if and only if it is a solution of the system of homogeneous
linear equations over N1 ×N2 given by

ℓ
∑

i=1

n
∑

k=1

xi d
(i)
jk ak = 0

for j = 1, . . . , n and
ℓ
∑

i=1

n′

∑

k=n+1

xi d
(i)
jk ak = 0

for j = n+ 1, . . . , n′.
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Proof. Clearly, we have
∑ℓ

i=1 γiϕi = 0 if and only if we have
∑ℓ

i=1 γiϕi1(aj) = 0

for j = 1, . . . , n and
∑ℓ

i=1 γiϕi2(aj) = 0 for j = n+1, . . . , n′. Now it suffices to use

the equalities ϕi1(aj) =
∑n

k=1 d
(i)
jk ak and ϕi2(aj) =

∑n′

k=n+1 d
(i)
jk ak �

In summary, to compute a presentation of the maximal ring of scalars, we need
to solve the systems of linear equations over N1 and N2 given in Propositions 2.8
and 2.10, and the systems over M given in 2.9. As we have noted in Remark 2.7,
this amounts to solving various systems of homogeneous linear equations over Z.
Let us mention one way to perform this well-known task.

Remark 2.11. Let A ∈ Matm,n(Z) be an integer matrix which defines a system
of homogeneous linear equations. Since the set of solutions of this system forms a
Z-submodule of Zn, it is free. As for instance described in [12], we can compute a
Z-basis of the set of solutions of the system as follows.

For the matrix A, there exist unimodular matrices L ∈ Matm(Z) and R ∈
Matn(Z) such that LAR = D where D is a diagonal matrix called the Smith
normal form of A. Using these matrices, we can describe all solutions of the linear
system. Namely, let s be the rank of D. Then a Z-basis of the set of solutions of
the system is given by {Res+1, . . . , Ren}. Hence it suffices to compute the Smith
normal form of A and the corresponding unimodular matrix R.

In [8], Kannan and Bachem give an algorithm for computing the Smith normal
form and the corresponding unimodular matrices in polynomial time and such that
the number of digits of all matrix entries are bounded by a polynomial. More
detailed complexity analyses of solving systems of linear equations over Z are given
by Storjohann in [23] and Wan in [24].

At this point we are ready to combine the results of this section to give an
algorithm which computes a system of generators of the maximal ring of scalars of
a bilinear map.

Remark 2.12. As an input for all further calculations, we assume that we are
given the following information.

(a) Presentations of N1 and N2 of the form

N1 = Ze1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zen / 〈
n
∑

i=1

ri1ei, . . . ,
n
∑

i=1

riνei〉 and

N2 = Ze1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zen′−n / 〈
n′

∑

i=n+1

ri1ei−n, . . . ,
n′

∑

i=n+1

riν′ei−n〉

with rij ∈ Z. Denoting the residue class of ei inN1 by ai for i = 1, . . . , n, we
get a system of generators {a1, . . . , an} for the Z-module N1. Analogously,
denoting the residue class of ei in N2 by an+i for i = 1, . . . , n′ − n, we get
a system of generators {an+1, . . . , an′} for the Z-module N2.

(b) A presentation of M of the form

M = Ze1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zem / 〈
m
∑

i=1

̺i1ei, . . . ,
m
∑

i=1

̺iµei〉

with ̺ij ∈ Z. Denoting the residue class of ei in M by ci for i = 1, . . . ,m,
we get a system of generators {b1, . . . , bm} for the Z-module M .

(c) In order to encode the bilinear map f , we write the image f(ai, aj) as a
Z-linear combination of the generators of M and obtain

f(ai, aj) =
m
∑

k=1

sijkbk

with structure constants sijk ∈ Z for i = 1, . . . , n, j = n + 1, . . . , n′ and
k = 1, . . . ,m.
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Proposition 2.13. Let f : N1 × N2 −→ M be a full and non-degenerate bilinear
map. Assume that we are given presentations as in Remark 2.12. Then the fol-
lowing steps define an algorithm which computes elements ϕ1, . . . , ϕr in End(N1)×
End(N2) corresponding to a system of Z-module generators of S(f).

(1) Solve the system of homogeneous linear equations over N1 ×N2 given by
n
∑

i,j=1

xijrikaj = 0

for k ∈ {1, . . . , ν} and

n′

∑

i,j=n+1

xijrikaj = 0

for k ∈ {1, . . . , ν′}, and let L be its solution space.
(2) Solve the system of homogeneous linear equations over M given by

n
∑

i=1

xki
m
∑

κ=1
siℓκbκ −

n′

∑

j=n+1

xℓj
m
∑

κ=1
skjκbκ = 0 (i)

for k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and ℓ ∈ {n+ 1, . . . , n′}.
(3) Compute the intersection of L and the solution space of the linear sys-

tem (i). Let ((δ
(1)
ij ), . . . , (δ

(p)
ij ) be tuples in (Zn′

)n
′

which form a Z-basis of
the intersection.

(4) Solve the system of homogeneous linear equations over M given by

n
∑

i=1

n′

∑

j=n+1

xkiδ
(π)
ℓj

m
∑

κ=1
sijκbκ −

n
∑

i=1

n′

∑

j=n+1

xℓjδ
(π)
ki

m
∑

κ=1
sijκbκ = 0 (ii)

where k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, ℓ ∈ {n+ 1, . . . , n′} and π ∈ {1, . . . , p}
(5) Solve the following homogeneous linear equation over M :

n
∑

i=1

n′−n
∑

j=1

xij
m
∑

κ=1
sijκbκ = 0 (iii)

Let (z
(1)
ij ), . . . , (z

(q)
ij ) be tuples in (Zn)n

′−n which form a Z-basis of the
solution space.

(6) Solve the system of homogeneous linear equations over M given by

n
∑

i,ℓ=1

n′−n
∑

j=1

xiℓz
(k)
ij

m
∑

κ=1
sℓjκbκ = 0 (iv)

for k = 1, . . . , q and let L ⊆ (Zn)n be its solution space.

(7) Compute the intersection of L ⊕ (Zn′−n)n
′−n and the subspaces of (Zn′

)n
′

obtained in Step (3) and Step (5). Let the tuples (d
(1)
ij ), . . . , (d

(r)
ij ) in (Zn′

)n
′

be a Z-basis of the intersection.
(8) Return the elements ϕ1, . . . , ϕr in End(N1) × End(N2) given by ϕk =

(ϕk1, ϕk2) with ϕk1(ai) =
∑n

j=1 d
(k)
ij aj and ϕk2(ai) =

∑n′

j=n+1 d
(k)
ij aj.

Proof. By Proposition 2.8, the solutions of the system in Step (1) correspond to the
tuples of endomorphisms in End(N1) × End(N2). When we replace in (i) the sum
∑m

κ=1 sijκcκ by f(ai, aj), we see that it is exactly the system in Proposition 2.9.a.
Therefore the intersection of L and the solutions of (i) in Step (3) corresponds to
the elements of Sym(f). Next we note that system (ii) in conjunction with the
intersection in Step (3) corresponds by Proposition 2.9.b to the system defining the
elements of Z(Sym(f)). Furthermore system (iii) is equivalent to the hypothesis in
Proposition 2.9.c and system (iv) is the conclusion of this statement. Together with
Proposition 2.9.c we obtain that the intersection computed in Step (7) represents
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exactly the elements of S(f). Hence Step (8) returns the correct endomorphisms.
�

The final step is to take the endomorphisms found in this proposition and to
compute a Z-algebra presentation of S(f) from them. This is achieved as follows.

Proposition 2.14. Let f : N1 × N2 −→ M be a full and non-degenerate bilinear
map and assume that we are given presentations as in Remark 2.12. Moreover,

suppose we are given tuples (d
(1)
ij ), . . . , (d

(r)
ij ) in (Zn′

)n
′

which represent ϕ1, . . . , ϕr

in End(N1)×End(N2) corresponding to a system of Z-module generators of S(f).
Then the following steps define an algorithm which returns tuples (vk) ∈ Zr and

(uℓk) ∈ Zr for ℓ = 1, . . . , ̺ and (tijk) ∈ Zr for i, j = 1, . . . , r such that we have a
Z-algebra presentation

S(f) = Z[y1, . . . , yr] / 〈v1y1 + · · ·+ vryr − 1,
r
∑

k=1

uℓkyk, yiyj −
r
∑

k=1

tijkyk〉

for i, j = 1, . . . , r and ℓ = 1, . . . , ̺.

(1) For i = 1, . . . , r, form the elements δik =
∑n

j=1 d
(i)
kj aj ∈ N1 where k ∈

{1, . . . , n} and the elements δik =
∑n′

j=n+1 d
(i)
kj bj ∈ N2 where k ∈ {n +

1, . . . , n′}.
(2) Solve the system of homogeneous linear equations over N1 ×N2 given by

r
∑

i=1

xiδij = 0

for j = 1, . . . , n′. Let u1, . . . , u̺ be tuples in Zr which form a Z-basis of the
solution space.

(3) Solve the system of linear equations over N1 ×N2 given by
r
∑

i=1

xiδik − ak = 0

for k = 1, . . . , n′. Let (v1, . . . , vr) ∈ Zr be an element of the solution space.
(4) For i, j = 1, . . . , r, solve the system of homogeneous linear equations over

N1 ×N2 given by

n′

∑

ℓ=1

d
(j)
kℓ δiℓ −

r
∑

κ=1
xκδκk = 0

for k = 1, . . . , n′. For i, j = 1, . . . , r, let (tij1, . . . , tijr) ∈ Zr be an element
of the solution space.

(5) Return the tuples (vk) ∈ Zr and (uℓk) ∈ Zr for ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , ̺} as well as
(tijk) ∈ Zr for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , r} and stop.

Proof. In Step (1) we form for i = 1, . . . , r the elements δik in N1 and N2 such that
we have ϕi1(ak) = δik for k = 1, . . . , n and ϕi2(ak) = δik for k = n+1, . . . , n′. Then
the system of linear equations in Step (2) corresponds to the system in Proposi-
tion 2.10. Therefore Step (2) computes the linear relations of ϕ1, . . . , ϕr.

Step (3) computes a tuple (v1, . . . , vr) ∈ Zr such that (v1ϕ11+ · · ·+vrϕr1)(ak) =
ak for k = 1, . . . , n and (v1ϕ12 + · · ·+ vrϕr2)(ak) = ak for k = n+ 1, . . . , n′. Thus
the linear combination v1ϕ1+ · · ·+ vrϕr is the identity map. In order to finally get
a Z-algebra presentation of S(R), it remains to express the products ϕiϕj using
the system of generators {ϕ1, . . . , ϕr}. This is done in Step (4), where we use

ϕi1ϕj1(ak) = ϕi1(
n
∑

ℓ=1

d
(j)
kℓ aℓ) =

n
∑

ℓ=1

d
(j)
kℓ ϕi1(aℓ) =

n
∑

ℓ=1

d
(j)
kℓ δiℓ.

Then for i, j = 1, . . . , r a solution (tij1, . . . , tijr) ∈ Zr of the system in Step (4)
satisfies ϕi1ϕj1(ak) = (tij1ϕ11 + · · ·+ tijrϕri)(ak) for k = 1, . . . , n. Analogously, a
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solution (tij1, . . . , tijr) ∈ Zr satisfies ϕi2ϕj2(ak) = (tij1ϕ12 + · · · + tijrϕr2)(ak) for
k = n+ 1, . . . , n′. �

Notice that all computations performed by the algorithms of Proposition 2.13
and Proposition 2.14 can be done in polynomial time with respect to the size of
the input and require only coefficients whose size is bounded by a polynomial (see
Remark 2.11).

3. The Maximal Ring of Scalars of a Finite Z-Algebra

In this section we focus on our central topic, namely the study of finite Z-algebras.

Definition 3.1. Let (R,+) be an abelian group, i.e., a Z-module.

(a) The group R is called a Z-algebra if it is equipped with a Z-bilinear map
R ×R −→ R. This bilinear map is called the multiplication of R and is
denoted by (a, b) 7→ ab.

(b) A Z-algebra is called finite if it is finitely generated as a Z-module. Some-
times such rings are also called finite dimensional Z-algebras, or briefly
FDZ-algebras.

In other words, a Z-algebra is a ring for which we do not require the existence
of an identity element or associativity or commutativity of the multiplication. We
denote the additive group of R by R+. It is a finitely generated abelian group, and
the multiplication in R gives rise to a bilinear map R+ × R+ −→ R2, where R2

is the subgroup of R+ generated by all products a · b with a, b ∈ R. This bilinear
map is clearly full, but it can be degenerate, and therefore the results of Section 2
cannot be applied directly. In order to construct a non-degenerate bilinear map,
we proceed as follows.

Definition 3.2. Let R be a Z-algebra. Then the sets

Annλ(R) = {a ∈ R | a b = 0 for all b ∈ R},
Ann̺(R) = {a ∈ R | b a = 0 for all b ∈ R},

and Ann(R) = Annλ(R) ∩ Ann̺(R)

are called the left, right and two-sided annihilator of R, respectively.

Notice that Annλ(R) and Ann̺(R) are subgroups of R+ and that Ann(R) is a
two-sided ideal in R.

Proposition 3.3. Let R be a Z-algebra and let R2 be the subgroup of R+ generated
by the products a · b, where a, b ∈ R. Then the map

fR : R+/Annλ(R)×R+/Ann̺(R) −→ R2

given by fR(a+Annλ(R), b +Ann̺(R)) = a · b is non-degenerate and full.

Proof. Let us indicate the proof of the non-degeneracy of fR. Suppose that a ∈ R
is such that its residue class ā = a + Annλ(R) satisfies fR(ā, b̄) = ab = 0 for all
b̄ ∈ R/Ann̺(R). Then we have ab = 0 for all b ∈ R, and thus a ∈ Annλ(R) implies
ā = 0. The non-degeneracy in the other argument follows in the same way. �

Now Theorem 2.6 shows that fR has a unique maximal ring of scalars S(fR).
By definition of S(fR), the Z-modules R+/Annλ(R), R

+/Ann̺(R), and R2 are
faithful S(fR)-modules. But, in general, the action of S(fR) is not defined on
all of R. For our goal of computing a direct decomposition of R we need some
additional properties of the ring S(fR).

Definition 3.4. Let R be a Z-algebra.



12 MARTIN KREUZER, ALEXEI MIASNIKOV, AND FLORIAN WALSH

(a) A commutative ring S is called a ring of scalars of R if the following two
conditions are satisfied.
(i) The ring S is a ring of scalars of the bilinear map

f∗
R : R+/Ann(R)×R+/Ann(R) −→ R2.

(ii) The canonical Z-linear map R2 −→ R+/Ann(R) is S-linear.
(b) A ring of scalars S of R is called maximal if every other ring of scalars S′

of R can be embedded as a subring of S.

To show the existence of the maximal ring of scalars of a Z-algebra R we can not
immediately apply Theorem 2.6, since the bilinear map f∗

R might be degenerate.
Instead we show that the maximal ring of scalars of R is a subring of S(fR).

Lemma 3.5. A ring of scalars of a Z-algebra R is a ring of scalars of the bilinear
map fR.

Proof. If S is a ring of scalars of R then R/Ann(R) and R2 are faithful S-modules,
the map f∗

R is S-bilinear and the map R2 → R/Ann(R) is S-linear. Observe that
in this case the subgroups Annλ(R)/Ann(R) and Ann̺(R)/Ann(R) are, in fact,
S-submodules of R/Ann(R). To see this, let x ∈ Annλ(R), let α ∈ S, and suppose
that α(x+Ann(R)) = x′+Ann(R) in R/Ann(R) for some x′ ∈ R. For every y ∈ R
we get

f∗
R(α(x +Ann(R)), y +Ann(R)) = f∗

R(x
′ +Ann(R), y +Ann(R)) = x′y.

On the other hand, we have

f∗
R(α(x +Ann(R)), y +Ann(R)) = α(xy) = α · 0 = 0.

Thus we obtain x′y = 0 for every y ∈ R, and hence x′ ∈ Annλ(R). Therefore
Annλ(R)/Ann(R) and Ann̺(R)/Ann(R) are S-submodules of R/Ann(R). This
implies that the residue class modules

(R/Ann(R))/(Annλ(R)/Ann(R)) and (R/Ann(R))/(Ann̺(R)/Ann(R))

induce S-module structures on

R/Annλ(R) ∼= (R/Ann(R))/(Annλ(R)/Ann(R))

and

R/Ann̺(R) ∼= (R/Ann(R))/(Ann̺(R)/Ann(R))

in such a way that, in the notation above, if α(x + Ann(R)) = x′ + Ann(R)
in R/Ann(R) then α(x + Annλ(R)) = x′ + Annλ(R) in R/Annλ(R) and α(x +
Ann̺(R)) = x′ +Ann̺(R) in R/Ann̺(R). Note that R2 is a faithful S-module, as
mentioned above.

Now we are ready to show that the map fR is S-bilinear. For y ∈ R, we have

fR(α(x +Annλ(R)), y +Ann̺(R)) = fR(x
′ +Annλ(R), y +Ann̺(R)) = x′y.

On the other hand,

f∗
R(α(x +Ann(R)), y +Ann(R)) = f∗

R(x
′ +Ann(R), y +Ann(R)) = x′y,

so

fR(α(x +Annλ(R)), y +Ann̺(R)) = f∗
R(α(x +Ann(R)), y +Ann(R))

for all x, y ∈ R. Hence, we deduce

fR(α(x +Annλ(R)), y +Ann̺(R)) = f∗
R(α(x +Ann(R)), y +Ann(R))

= αf∗
R(x+Ann(R), y +Ann(R))

= α(xy) = αfR(x+Annλ(R), y +Ann̺(R)).
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This shows that fR is S-linear in the first variable. A similar argument shows
that fR is S-linear in the second variable.

Finally, it remains to show that R/Annλ(R) and R/Ann̺(R) are faithful S-
modules. Suppose that α ∈ S is such that for every x ∈ R there exists an element
x′ ∈ Annλ(R) such that α(x + Annλ(R)) = x′ + Annλ(R). For every y ∈ R we
obtain

fR(α(x +Annλ(R)), y +Annλ(R)) = α(xy)

and also

fR(α(x +Annλ(R)), y +Annλ(R)) = fR(x
′ +Annλ(R), y +Annλ(R)) = x′y = 0.

Therefore we see that α(xy) = 0 for all x, y ∈ R, so αR2 = 0. Since R2 is a faithful
S-module, we conclude that α = 0. This shows that R/Annλ(R) is a faithful
S-module. A similar argument proves that R/Ann̺(R) is a faithful S-module. �

The following theorem is a generalization of Proposition 8 in [17].

Theorem 3.6. Let R be a Z-algebra, and let

η : R → R+/Annλ(R)×R+/Ann̺(R)

be the canonical diagonal group homomorphism. Then there exists a unique maximal
ring of scalars of R. It is the largest subring S of S(fR) for which the following
conditions hold.

(1) The canonical group homomorphisms

R2 → R+/Annλ(R) and R2 → R+/Ann̺(R)

are S-linear, i.e. the restriction of η to R2 is S-linear.
(2) The image η(R) ∼= R+/Ann(R) is an S-submodule of the S-module

R+/Annλ(R)×R+/Ann̺(R).

In the following we denote this ring S by S(R).

Proof. Let S be a ring of scalars of R. Then S is a ring of scalars of fR by
Lemma 3.5. We start by proving that S satisfies Conditions (1) and (2). Indeed,
by the construction in Lemma 3.5, the structure of an S-module on R/Annλ(R)
and on R/Ann̺(R) is induced by the structure of the S-modules

(R/Ann(R))/(Annλ(R)/Ann(R)) and (R/Ann(R))/(Ann̺(R)/Ann(R)).

Hence the group homomorphism

R/Ann(R) → (R/Ann(R))/(Annλ(R)/Ann(R))×(R/Ann(R))/(Ann̺(R)/Ann(R))

is S-linear. This proves that S satisfies Condition (2).
To show (1) observe that R2 → R/Ann(R) is S-linear, since S is a ring of scalars

of R. Now the canonical group homomorphismR2 → R+/Annλ(R)×R+/Ann̺(R)
is a composition of two S-linear homomorphisms

R2 → R/Ann(R) → R+/Annλ(R)×R+/Ann̺(R),

hence it is S-linear, so (1) holds.
Conversely, let S be a ring of scalars of fR which satisfies Conditions (1) and (2).

We now prove that S is a ring of scalars of f∗
R. Since S is a ring of scalars of fR, the

groups R/Annλ(R), R/Ann̺(R), and R2 are faithful S-modules. Condition (2)
ensures that the embedding

R/Ann(R) → R/Annλ(R)×R/Ann̺(R)
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induces a faithful S-module structure on R/Ann(R) in such a way that, for α ∈ S
and x, x′ ∈ R we have α(x+Ann(R)) = x′+Ann(R) if and only if α(x+Annλ(R)) =
x′ +Annλ(R) and α(x+Ann̺(R)) = x′ +Ann̺(R). Now we calculate

f∗
R(α(x +Ann(R)), y +Ann(R)) = f∗

R(x
′ +Ann(R)), y +Ann(R)) = x′y

= fR(x
′ +Annλ(R)), y +Ann̺(R)) = fR(α(x +Annλ(R)), y +Ann̺(R))

= αfR(x+Annλ(R), y +Ann̺(R)) = α(xy) = αf∗
R(x+Ann(R), y +Ann(R)).

Hence f∗
R is S-linear in the first variable. A similar argument shows that f∗

R is
S-linear in the second variable. We proved that S is a ring of scalars of f∗

R. It is
left to show that the group homomorphism R2 → R/Ann(R) is S-linear. But this
follows from Condition (1).

Finally, we need to show that there is a maximal ring S of scalars of fR which
satisfies Conditions (1) and (2). Denote by S the set of all elements α ∈ S(fR)
such that the maps R2 → R+/Annλ(R) and R

2 → R+/Ann̺(R) are α-linear and
the subset η(R) of the S(fR)-module R+/Annλ(R) × R+/Ann̺(R) is invariant
under the action of α. It is easy to check that S is a subring of S(fR). Hence it
is the largest subring of S(fR) satisfying Conditions (1) and (2). This proves the
theorem. �

Let us now examine how to compute the maximal ring of scalars S(R) of a finite
Z-algebra R. The first step is to apply the results of Section 2 and compute the
maximal ring of scalars of the bilinear map fR.

Assumption 3.7. For the remainder of this section, we assume that we are given
the following information.

(a) A presentation of R+ of the form

R+ = Ze1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zen /
〈

n
∑

i=1

ri1 ei, . . . ,
n
∑

i=1

riν ei
〉

with rij ∈ Z. Denoting the residue class of ei in R
+ by ai for i = 1, . . . , n,

we get a system of generators {a1, . . . , an} for the Z-module R+. We denote
the canonical image of ai in R+/Annλ(R) by bi and the canonical image
of ai in R

+/Ann̺(R) by ci.
(b) Furthermore, we assume that we are given equalities

aiaj =
n
∑

k=1

sijk ak

with sijk ∈ Z for i, j, k = 1, . . . , n.

In this setting, we can calculate Annλ(R) and Ann̺(R) as follows.

Remark 3.8. Let R be a ring which is a finite Z-module, and assume that R is
presented as above. In order to find systems of Z-module generators for Annλ(R)
and Ann̺(R), it suffices to solve suitable systems of linear equations over R+ via
Remark 2.7.

To compute a system of generators of Annλ(R), we have to find all b ∈ R such
that bai = 0 for i = 1, . . . , n. Let us write b = c1a1 + · · ·+ cnan with ci ∈ Z. Using
the above equalities to replace aiaj , we see that we have to solve the system of
homogeneous linear equations

x1
n
∑

j=1

s1ijaj + · · · + xn
n
∑

j=1

snijaj = 0

where i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
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We can determine a presentation of R+/Annλ(R). Let {b1, . . . , bµ} be a system
of generators of Annλ(R) and write bi =

∑n
j=1 dijaj with dij ∈ Z for i, j = 1, . . . , n.

Then we get a presentation

R+/Annλ(R) ∼= Ze1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zen/
〈

n
∑

i=1

ri1ei, . . . ,
n
∑

i=1

riνei,
n
∑

j=1

d1jej , . . . ,
n
∑

j=1

dµjej
〉

.

A presentation of R+/Ann̺(R) can be computed analogously.

Having determined generators of the maximal ring of scalars of fR, we can com-
pute the subring corresponding to S(R) as follows.

Proposition 3.9. Let fR be the bilinear map defined as above, and let ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2)
be an element of its maximal ring of scalars S(fR). Assume that ϕ is given by a
tuple (dij) ∈ (Z2n)2n defining endomorphisms ϕ1 of R+/Annλ(R) by ϕ1(bi) =
∑n

j=1 dijbj and ϕ2 of R+/Ann̺(R) by ϕ2(ci) =
∑2n

j=n+1 dijcj−n Then ϕ is an

element of S(R) if and only if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) The tuple (dij) is a solution of the system of homogeneous equations over
R+/Annλ(R)×R+/Ann̺(R) given by

n
∑

ℓ=1

n
∑

k=1

sℓjkxiℓbk −
n
∑

k=1

n
∑

ℓ=1

sijkxkℓbℓ = 0 and(i)

n
∑

ℓ=1

n
∑

k=1

sℓjkxi+n,ℓ+nck −
n
∑

k=1

n
∑

ℓ=1

sijkxk+n,ℓ+ncℓ = 0(ii)

for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
(2) There exist γ1, . . . , γn ∈ Z such that the tuple (dij) is a solution of the

system of equations over R+/Annλ(R)×R+/Ann̺(R) given by

n
∑

j=1

xijbj =
n
∑

j=1

γjbj and

n
∑

j=1

xi+n,j+ncj =
n
∑

j=1

γjcj

for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proof. Let πλ : R → R+/Annλ(R) and π̺ : R → R+/Ann̺(R) be the canonical
homomorphisms. Then ϕ satisfies Condition (1) of Theorem 3.6 if and only if
πλ(ϕ(aiaj)) = ϕ1(πλ(aiaj)) and π̺(ϕ(aiaj)) = ϕ2(π̺(aiaj)). Since the action of ϕ
on aiaj = fR(bi, cj) is defined by fR(ϕ1(bi), cj), we get

πλ(fR(
n
∑

ℓ=1

diℓbℓ, cj)) = πλ(
n
∑

ℓ=1

diℓaℓaj) =
n
∑

ℓ=1

diℓ
n
∑

k=1

sℓjkbk =

=
n
∑

k=1

sijk
n
∑

ℓ=1

dkℓbℓ =
n
∑

k=1

sijkϕ1(bk).

Hence we have πλ(ϕ(aiaj)) = ϕ1(πλ(aiaj)) if and only if (dij) is a solution of (i)
for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Similarly, πλ(ϕ(aiaj)) = ϕ1(πλ(aiaj)) is satisfied if and only
if (dij) is a solution of (ii) for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

For every tuple (dij) we have
∑n

j=1 dijbj = ϕ1(πλ(ai)) and
∑n

j=1 di+n,j+ncj =

ϕ2(π̺(ai)). Let η : R → R+/Annλ(R) × R+/Ann̺(R) be the canonical diago-
nal group homomorphism. Then every tuple (πλ(r), π̺(r)) ∈ η(R) is of the form
(πλ(r), π̺(r)) = (

∑n

j=1 γjbj,
∑n

j=1 γjcj) with γ1, . . . , γn ∈ Z. We conclude that

(di,j) is a solution of the system in (2) if and only if (ϕ1(πλ(ai)), ϕ2(π̺(ai))) =
(πλ(r), π̺(r)) for some r ∈ R. This is equivalent to ϕ satisfying Condition (2) of
Theorem 3.6. �
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Combining these results with those of the previous section, we get the following
algorithm.

Corollary 3.10. Let R be a finite Z-algebra given by a presentation as in Re-
mark 3.7. Then the following steps define an algorithm which returns elements
ϕ1, . . . , ϕt of End(R+/Annλ(R)) × End(R+/Ann̺(R)) corresponding to a system
of Z-module generators of S(R), together with an ideal I ⊆ Z[x1, . . . , xt] such that
we have a Z-algebra presentation S(R) = Z[x1, . . . , xt]/I.

(1) Using Remark 3.8, compute presentations of the Z-modules R+/Annλ(R)
and R+/Ann̺(R).

(2) For i, j = 1, . . . , n, let mij =
∑n

k=1 sijkak. Using Remark 2.7, solve the
linear equation

∑n
i,j=1 xijmij = 0 in (Zn)n and deduce a finite presentation

of the Z-module R2.

(3) Apply Proposition 2.13 to compute tuples (δ
(1)
ij ), . . . , (δ

(r)
ij ) ∈ (Z2n)2n corre-

sponding to a system of Z-module generators of S(fR).
(4) Solve the system of homogeneous linear equations over R+/Annλ(R) ×

R+/Ann̺(R) given by
n
∑

ℓ=1

n
∑

k=1

sℓjkxiℓbk −
n
∑

k=1

n
∑

ℓ=1

sijkxkℓbℓ = 0 and

n
∑

ℓ=1

n
∑

k=1

sℓjkxi+n,ℓ+nck −
n
∑

k=1

n
∑

ℓ=1

sijkxk+n,ℓ+ncℓ = 0

for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let L1 ⊆ (Z2n)2n be its solution space.
(5) Solve the system of homogeneous linear equations over R+/Annλ(R) ×

R+/Ann̺(R) given by
n
∑

j=1

xijbj −
n
∑

j=1

yjbj = 0 and

n
∑

j=1

xi+n,j+ncj −
n
∑

j=1

yjcj = 0

for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let L2 ⊆ (Z2n)2n be the projection of the solution space
onto the x-coordinates.

(6) Compute the intersection of L1, L2 and the Z-module 〈(δ(1)ij ), . . . , (δ
(r)
ij )〉.

Let (d
(1)
ij ), . . . , (d

(t)
ij ) be tuples in (Z2n)2n which form a Z-basis of this inter-

section.
(7) Apply Proposition 2.14 to the tuples (d

(1)
ij ), . . . , (d

(t)
ij ) and obtain an ideal

I ⊆ Z[x1, . . . , xt].
(8) Return the tuples of endomorphisms ϕ1, . . . , ϕt defined by ϕk = (ϕk1, ϕk2)

with ϕk1(bi) =
∑n

j=1 d
(k)
ij bj and ϕk1(ci) =

∑2n
j=n+1 d

(k)
ij cj−n, together with

the ideal I.

Proof. An element v ∈ (Z2n)2n of the intersection in Step (6) corresponds to an
element ϕ of End(R+/Annλ(R))×End(R+/Ann̺(R)) such that ϕ ∈ S(fR). Since
the element v is a solution of the system in Step (4), it satisfies Condition (1) in
Proposition 3.9. It is also a solution of the system in Step (5) and therefore satisfies
Condition (2) in Proposition 3.9. Hence we get ϕ ∈ S(R). This means that the
intersection in Step (6) represents exactly the elements of S(R). Therefore Step (8)
returns a Z-algebra presentation of S(R). �

Notice that all computations in this algorithm reduce to solving linear systems
over a finitely presented abelian group. Solutions of such linear systems can be
obtained in polynomial time with respect to the size of the input, as described in
Remark 2.7 and 2.11.
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4. Computing the Primitive Idempotents

In the preceding sections we saw how to compute a Z-algebra presentation of the
maximal ring of scalars S(R) of a finite Z-algebra R. Now we want to decompose
S(R) into irreducible factors, i.e., we want to calculate its primitive idempotents.
Thus we use the following setting.

Let S be a commutative ring which is a finitely generated Z-module. We assume
that S is given by a presentation

S ∼= Z[x1, . . . , xn]/I

where I is an ideal in P = Z[x1, . . . , xn] which is given by an explicit set of gener-
ators.

Recall that an idempotent e of S is called primitive if it is non-zero and not
of the form e = e′ + e′′ with idempotents e′, e′′ such that e′e′′ = 0. In order to
compute the primitive idempotents of S, we shall use strong Gröbner bases which
are defined as follows.

Definition 4.1. Let Tn = {xα1

1 · · ·xαn
n | αi ≥ 0} be the monoid of terms in P .

(a) A term ordering σ on Tn is a complete ordering relation which is a well-
ordering and compatible with multiplication. In other words, for t, t′, t′′ ∈
Tn we have 1 ≤σ t and t ≤σ t

′ implies t t′′ ≤σ t
′ t′′.

(b) Every polynomial f ∈ P \ {0} has a unique representation f = c1t1 +
· · · + csts with ci ∈ Z \ {0}, with ti ∈ Tn, and with t1 >σ · · · >σ ts.
Then LMσ(f) = c1t1 is called the leading monomial of f , the number
LCσ(f) = c1 is called its leading coefficient, and the term LTσ(f) = t1
is called its leading term with respect to σ.

(c) Given an ideal I in P , a set of polynomials G = {g1, . . . , gr} in I is called
a strong σ-Gröbner basis of I if, for every polynomial f ∈ I \ {0}, there
exists an index i ∈ {1, . . . , r} such that LMσ(f) is a multiple of LMσ(gi).

Strong Gröbner bases can be computed using a suitable extension of Buchberger’s
Algorithm (see [1], Ch. 4). Many improvements for this computation have been
found and implemented (see for instance [13] and [22]). Subsequently, our main
task will be reduced to computing several strong Gröbner bases. For some ideal-
theoretic operations which can be performed effectively using strong Gröbner bases,
we refer to [1], Ch. 4 and [9], Ch. 3.

The first step is to calculate the primary decomposition of the ideal I. For this,
we use a simplification of the algorithm presented in [6] and [21]. Let us collect
some basic observations about the structure of the primary decomposition of I.

Remark 4.2. Let I be an ideal in P = Z[x1, . . . , xn] such that P/I is a finitely
generated Z-module.

(a) The ring S = P/I satisfies dim(S) ≤ 1. Hence the primary components
of I have height n or n+ 1.

(b) A primary component Q of I has height n+ 1 if and only if it contains an
integer q ≥ 2. In this case, the radical of Q is a maximal ideal M of P .
Then we have M ∩ Z = 〈p〉 for some prime number p and q = pe for some
e > 0. The residue class ideal m of M in Fp[x1, . . . , xn] is a maximal ideal,
too.

(c) In the setting of (b), we may recover the ideal M from m as follows. For
ā ∈ Fp, we call the unique element a ∈ {0, . . . , p− 1} such that ā = a+ 〈p〉
the canonical lifting of ā. For every polynomial in Fp[x1, . . . , xn], we define
its canonical lifting in P by lifting all coefficients canonically. Given a
system of generators {ḡ1, . . . , ḡs} of m, we then have M = 〈p, g1, . . . , gs〉,
where gi is the canonical lifting of ḡi for i = 1, . . . , s.
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(d) A primary component Q of I has height n if and only if Q ∩ Z = {0}.
In this case we have Q = QQ[x1, . . . , xn] ∩ P , and the extended ideal
QQ[x1, . . . , xn] is primary to a maximal ideal.

The next proposition allows us to split the task of computing the primary com-
position of I into two cases. Recall that a strong Gröbner basis is called minimal
if no leading monomial divides another one.

Proposition 4.3. Let I be an ideal in P = Z[x1, . . . , xn] such that P/I is a finite
Z-algebra, let G = {g1, . . . , gs} be a minimal strong Gröbner basis of I, and let
N ∈ Z be the least common multiple of the leading coefficients of the elements of G.

(a) The ideal (I : 〈N〉)/I is the torsion subgroup of P/I.
(b) We have I = (I : 〈N〉) ∩ (I + 〈N〉).

Proof. To prove (a), it obviously suffices to show the inclusion ⊇. Let f ∈ P be a
polynomial such that f+I is in the torsion of P/I. By [1], Prop. 4.4.4 and Ex. 4.4.1,
we know that N if ∈ I for some i ≥ 1. We want to show that Nf ∈ I. Assuming
that this is not the case, there exists a smallest number i ≥ 1 such that N if /∈ I
and N i+1f ∈ I. Among all polynomials f with this property, choose the one with
the smallest leading term w.r.t. σ. Then N i+1f ∈ I implies that there exists a
j ∈ {1, . . . , s} such that LMσ(gj) divides LMσ(N

i+1f). Write LMσ(gj) = cjtj with
cj ∈ Z and tj ∈ Tn. Then tj divides LTσ(f) and we can write LTσ(f) = tj t̃ with
t̃ ∈ Tn. Since cj divides N , it follows that LMσ(gj) divides LMσ(Nf). Hence
there is a monomial h such that Nf − hgj has a smaller leading term than f . Now
Nf − hgj /∈ I and N i(NF − hgj) ∈ I contradict the minimality of LTσ(f).

Since (a) implies I : 〈N〉 = I : 〈N〉∞, claim (b) is a standard lemma in com-
mutative algebra. In fact, if f ∈ P with Nf ∈ I and f = g +Nh for some g ∈ I,
h ∈ P then N2h ∈ I implies Nh ∈ I, and hence f ∈ I. �

Note that the number N from the previous proposition is in general not the
exponent of P/I.

Example 4.4. Consider the ideal I = 〈x2, y2, z2, xz+yz, xy, 2x−y, 3z〉 ⊆ Z[x, y, z].
The generators form a strong Gröbner basis of I and P/I is generated as a Z-module
by the residue classes of x, y, z. Even though 2x ∈ LM(I), the element x̄ is not
in the torsion of P/I, since the normal form of 2x with respect to I is y, and no
proper multiple of y is in I. Therefore the exponent of P/I is 3.

At this point we are ready to formulate Algorithm 1 for computing the primary
decomposition of I.

Let us point out how the various steps of this algorithm can be carried out
effectively.

Remark 4.5. Let I be an ideal in P such that P/I is a finitely generated Z-module.

(a) The ideal I Q[x1, . . . , xn] in Line 6 is a 0-dimensional ideal in Q[x1, . . . , xn].
Hence its primary decomposition can be computed using standard computer
algebra methods (see for instance [10], Ch. 5).

(b) If I contains a non-zero integer q and p is a prime dividing q, then also
I Fp[x1, . . . , xn] is a 0-dimensional ideal. We can therefore again use stan-
dard primary decomposition algorithms for 0-dimensional ideals in Line 16
such as the ones in [10], Ch. 5.

(c) Notice that most of the algorithms mentioned in (a) and (b) also determine
the prime components of the respective ideals, i.e., the radical ideals of
the primary components.

(d) The preimages in Line 21 can be found as in Remark 4.2.b.
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Algorithm 1 Computing a Primary Decomposition

Input: Generators of an ideal I ⊆ P such that P/I is a finite Z-algebra.
Output: A tuple of ideals L = (Q1, . . . ,Qk) such that I = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩ Qk is a

primary decomposition of I.
1: Compute a minimal strong Gröbner basis {g1, . . . , gs} of I.
2: Let q be the generator of I ∩ Z.
3: L := ( )
4: if q = 0 then
5: N := lcm(LC(g1), . . . ,LC(gs))
6: Compute a primary decomposition I Q[x1, . . . , xn] = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩Qℓ.
7: Compute Qj ∩ P and append these ideals to L.
8: Recursively apply the algorithm to I + 〈N〉 and obtain the set M .
9: Compute J :=

⋂

Q∈LQ.
10: Remove all ideals in M that contain J .
11: return L ∪M
12: else
13: Compute the prime factorization q = pν11 · · · pνrr .
14: M := ( )
15: for i = 1, . . . , r do
16: Compute a primary decomposition I Fpi

[x1, . . . , xn] = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩Qm.
17: if νi = 1 then
18: Compute the preimages Qj of Qj in P and append them to M .
19: else
20: Compute the prime components P 1, . . . , Pm of I Fpi

[x1, . . . , xn].

21: For j = 1, . . . ,m, compute the preimage Pj of P j in P .
22: For j = 1, . . . ,m, calculate k ∈ N such that (I +Pk) ∩ (I : P∞) = I.
23: For j = 1, . . . ,m, append the ideal Qj := I +Pk to M .
24: end if
25: end for
26: return M
27: end if

The following results, adapted from [21], are used to prove the correctness of
Algorithm 1. They allow us to reduce the task to the computation of primary
decompositions in Q[x1, . . . , xn] and Fp[x1, . . . , xn].

Lemma 4.6. Let I ⊆ P be an ideal such that S = P/I is a finite Z-algebra.

(a) Suppose that I∩Z = {0}, and let I Q[x1, . . . , xn] = Q1∩· · ·∩Qs be a primary
decomposition. If we set Qi = Qi∩P for i = 1, . . . , s, then I = Q1∩· · ·∩Qs

is a primary decomposition of I.
(b) Suppose that I∩Z = 〈p〉 for some prime number p, and let I Fp[x1, . . . , xn] =

Q1∩· · ·∩Qs be a primary decomposition. If we let Qi be the preimage of Qi

in P for i = 1, . . . , s, then I = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩ Qs is a primary decomposition
of I.

(c) Suppose that I ∩ Z = 〈pν〉 for some prime number p and ν ≥ 1, and let
P 1, . . . , P s be the prime components of I Fp[x1, . . . , xn]. If we let Pi be

the preimage of P i in P for i = 1, . . . , s, then P1, . . . ,Ps are the prime
components of I.

Proof. First we prove (a). Consider the ring homomorphism Φ : Z[x1, . . . , xn] −→
Q[x1, . . . , xn] given by embedding the coefficients into Q.
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Then we have

I = I Q[x1, . . . , xn] ∩ P = Φ−1(I Q[x1, . . . , xn])

= Φ−1(Q1) ∩ · · · ∩ Φ−1(Qs) = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩Qs.

Since the preimage of a primary ideal is primary, this implies the claim.
To prove (b), we proceed analogously. We consider the ring homomorphism

Ψ : Z[x1, . . . , xn] −→ Fp[x1, . . . , xn] given by Ψ(c1t1+· · ·+cmtm) = c̄1t1+· · ·+c̄mtm
for ci ∈ Z \ {0} and ti ∈ Tn and argue as before.

Finally, we show (c). If pν ∈ I then p ∈
√
I, and we can apply (b) to compute

the primary components of
√
I. Since

√
I is a radical ideal, these are prime ideals

and thus precisely the prime components of I. �

Now we can prove the correctness of Algorithm 1.

Proposition 4.7. Algorithm 1 terminates and computes a primary decomposition
of the input ideal I.

Proof. Since the first recursive call of the algorithm necessarily leads to the else
branch, the algorithm terminates. It remains to prove the second claim.

By Proposition 4.3, we have I : 〈N〉 = I : 〈N〉∞ and I = (I : 〈N〉) ∩ (I + 〈N〉)
for the number N > 0 computed in Step (5). Hence, in the case I ∩ Z = {0}, we
may compute the primary decomposition of

I : 〈N〉 = I Q[x1, . . . , xn] ∩ P
via Lemma 4.6.a and the ideal I + 〈N〉 can be decomposed by the following steps,
since it intersects Z non-trivially.

If I∩Z = 〈q〉 for some q > 0, we determine the prime factorization q = pν11 · · · pνrr
in Step (13). Then we have I =

⋂r
i=1(I + 〈pνii 〉), and thus it suffices to decompose

each ideal I + 〈pνii 〉 individually.
In the case νi = 1, we may again use Lemma 4.6 and conclude that it is enough to

compute the primary decomposition of I Fpi
[x1, . . . , xn] and to calculate the preim-

ages of the primary components in P . In the case νi > 1, we can still compute
a set of minimal associated primes of I. They are the preimages of the minimal
associated primes of I Fpi

[x1, . . . , xn] in P . Then we can extract the primary com-
ponents Qj from the corresponding prime components Pj. Since Pj is a maximal
ideal, I +Pk

j is Pj-primary for every positive k. If k is sufficiently large, I +Pk
j

is a primary component of I (see [4], Section 4). We can determine such a k by
checking whether (I +Pk

j ) ∩ (I : Pj) = I (see [7], Criterion 3).
Altogether, the collection of all primary components in L∪M intersects to I. If

⋂

i6=j Qj ⊂ Qi for some primary ideal Qi ∈ L ∪M then Qi has to be an element

of M . But this means the condition J ⊆ Qi in Step (10) is satisfied. Hence we
have found a primary decomposition of I. �

A small modification of Algorithm 1 allows us to compute the prime components
of the ideal I as well.

Remark 4.8. In Algorithm 1, replace Steps (6) and (20) by

(6’) Compute a primary decomposition I Q[x1, . . . , xn] = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩Qℓ and the
corresponding prime components P 1, . . . , P ℓ.

(20’) Compute a primary decomposition I Fpi
[x1, . . . , xn] = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩ Qm and

the corresponding prime components P 1, . . . , Pm.

Furthermore, include the computation of Pi = Qi ∩ P in Step (7), include the
computation of the preimages Pi of P i in Steps (18) and (21), and append the
pairs (Qi,Pi) to the lists L and M in the appropriate places.
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Then the resulting algorithm computes a primary decomposition I = Q1∩· · ·∩Qk

of I as well as the corresponding prime components Pi. In particular, we have a
primary decomposition

√
I = P1 ∩ · · · ∩Pk.

Having calculated a primary decomposition I = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩ Qk of the ideal I,
our next goal is to find the primitive idempotents of S = P/I. Recall that the
spectrum of the ring S is the set Spec(S) of all prime ideals of S. This set is a
topological space via the Zariski topology whose closed sets are the sets V(J)
consisting of all prime ideals containing some ideal J of S. The spectrum and the
primitive idempotents of S are related through the following observations (see [3],
II.4.3, ex. 14 and [20], ex. 4.B.5).

Remark 4.9. Let T be a commutative, unitary, noetherian ring.

(a) Given an idempotent e ∈ T , the set V(1 − e) is both open and closed
in Spec(T ).

(b) If U ⊆ Spec(T ) is a subset which is both open and closed, there exists a
unique idempotent e ∈ T such that in Tp/pTp we have ē = 1 for p ∈ U and
ē = 0 otherwise.

(c) The correspondence given in (a) and (b) is 1-1. The primitive idempotents
correspond uniquely to the connected components of Spec(T ).

Thus, in order to compute the primitive idempotents of S, we calculate the
connected components of Spec(S) first. If dim(S) = 1, this ring has infinitely many
prime ideals. To describe the connected components of Spec(S), the following
definition will come in handy.

Definition 4.10. Let I ⊆ P be an ideal, and let I = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩Qk be a primary
decomposition of I. A maximal subset of {Q1, . . . ,Qk} such that all corresponding
prime ideals are part of the same connected component of Spec(P/I) is called a
connected component of the primary decomposition.

Recall that, given a primary decomposition I = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩Qk of an ideal I ⊆ P
such that S = P/I is a finite Z-algebra, the primary components Qi are either
of height n and do not contain a non-zero integer, or they are of height n + 1
and correspond to a maximal component of I. The connected components of the
primary decomposition of I are determined by the next Algorithm 2.

Proposition 4.11. Algorithm 2 computes the connected components of a primary
decomposition of I.

Proof. In view of Remark 4.2, a connected component C of the primary decompo-
sition I = Q1 ∩ · · · ∩ Qk ∩ Q′

1 ∩ · · · ∩ Q′
m computed in Step (1) is of one of the

following forms.

(a) There exists a subset T of {Q′
1, . . . ,Q

′
m} such that C consists of T and all

ideals Qj containing an ideal in T .
(b) We have C = {Qi} for some i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}.

Here two ideals Q′
i,Q

′
j are in the same connected component if and only if there

exists a maximal ideal containing both Pi and Pj, and this is equivalent to Pi +
Pj 6= 〈1〉. Thus the ideals Q′

i in connected components of type (a) are correctly
determined in Steps (8)-(10), and the ideals Qi in these components are sorted out
in the loop (3)-(7).

The remaining idealsQi correspond to connected components {Mi} of Spec(P/I)
for which Mi is both a minimal and a maximal ideal, i.e., to isolated points
of Spec(P/I). They are correctly found in Step (11). �

Finally, we can calculate the desired idempotents of S as follows.
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Algorithm 2 Computing the Connected Components

Input: An ideal I ⊆ P such that P/I is a finite Z-algebra.
Output: A set M = {C1, . . . , Cν} such that C1, . . . , Cν are the connected compo-

nents of a primary decomposition of I.
1: Using Remark 4.8, compute a primary decomposition of I together with the

corresponding prime components. Let Q1, . . . ,Qℓ be the primary components
of height n + 1, let M1, . . . ,Mℓ be the corresponding prime components, let
Q′

1, . . . ,Q
′
m be the primary components of height n, and let P1, . . . ,Pm be the

corresponding prime components.
2: Let M = {{Q′

1}, . . . , {Q′
m}}.

3: for i = 1 to m do
4: for j = 1 to ℓ do
5: If Pi ⊆ Mj then append Qj to the set in M that contains Q′

i.
6: end for
7: end for
8: while there are sets C,C′ ∈M such that there exist Q′

i ∈ C and Q′
j ∈ C′ with

Pi +Pj 6= 〈1〉 do
9: replace C and C′ in M by C ∪ C′.

10: end while
11: For every ideal Qi which is not contained in any of the sets of M , append the

set {Qi} to M .
12: return M .

Proposition 4.12. (Computing the Primitive Idempotents)
Let I be an ideal in P such that S = P/I is a finite Z-algebra. The following steps
define an algorithm which computes the primitive idempotents of S.

(1) Using Algorithm 2, compute the connected components C1, . . . , Cν of a pri-
mary decomposition of I.

(2) For i = 1, . . . , ν, compute Ji =
⋂

Q∈Ci
Q.

(3) For i = 1, . . . , ν, compute elements qi ∈ ⋂

j 6=i Jj and pi ∈ Ji such that
qi + pi = 1.

(4) Return {q1, . . . , qν}.

Proof. First we show that the ideals J1, . . . , Jν are pairwise comaximal. It suffices to
show that all ideals Q ∈ Ci and Q′ ∈ Cj are pairwise comaximal for i 6= j. Since Q
and Q′ are primary ideals, we may replace them by their prime components P

and P′. Then we have P + P′ = 〈1〉, since P and P′ would otherwise belong to
the same connected component of Spec(P/I).

Next we consider the canonical ring homomorphism

Φ: P/I −→
ν
∏

i=1

P/Ji

given by Φ(f + I) = (f + J1, . . . , f + Jk) for f ∈ P . Since the ideals Ji are pairwise
comaximal, and since J1 ∩ · · · ∩ Jν = I, the Chinese Remainder Theorem (cf. [9],
Lemma 3.7.4) shows that Φ is an isomorphism. Furthermore, by the definition
of the ideals Ji, the spectrum Spec(P/Ji) is connected, and therefore the ring
P/Ji has only the trivial idempotents. The primitive idempotents of P/I are then
given by the preimages of the elements e1, . . . , eν on the right-hand side. The
polynomials qi computed in Step (3) are precisely the preimages of the elements ei
for i = 1, . . . , µ. �
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Let us finish with some observations on the complexity of the algorithms in this
section.

Remark 4.13. Given a presentation of a commutative finite Z-algebra S = P/I
as at the beginning of this section, the computation of the primitive idempotents
of S is dominated by the calculation of a strong Gröbner basis of I in Line 1
of Algorithm 1. Although a precise complexity estimate seems not to have been
derived yet, it appears to be singly exponential in the number and size of the
generators of S.

The Gröbner basis computation can be avoided if a presentation of S is given as
in Proposition 2.14. This means we are given Z-module generators and structure
constants, together with a presentation S ∼= Zm/U of S as a Z-module, where U
is a submodule of Zm. In a forthcoming paper [11] we give a detailed complexity
analysis of the computation of the primitive idempotents, if the Z-algebra is given
as above. We show that all calculations, except for one integer prime factorization
in Step 13 of Algorithm 1, can be performed in probabilistic polynomial time in
the bit complexity of the input.

5. The Canonical Decomposition of a Bilinear Map

Given a finite Z-algebra R, our main goal is to use the decomposition of its
maximal ring of scalars S(R) into directly indecomposable factors to get a de-
composition of R itself. In this section we start by studying the decomposition
of bilinear maps. Later we apply the results to the multiplication maps of finite
Z-algebras.

Definition 5.1. Let N1, N2,M be abelian groups, and let f : N1 ×N2 −→M be
a bilinear map.

(a) If there exist subgroups Mi of M , N1i of N1 and N2i of N2 such that

M =
⊕k

i=1Mi, N1 =
⊕k

i=1N1i and N2 =
⊕k

i=1N2i, and if there are
bilinear maps fi : N1i ×N2i −→Mi for i = 1, . . . , k such that f(x1 + · · ·+
xk, y1+ · · ·+yk) = f1(x1, y1)+ · · ·+fk(xk, yk) for all xi ∈ N1i and yi ∈ N2i,
then we say that f is the direct product of the maps fi, and we write
f = f1 × · · · × fk.

(b) The map f is called directly indecomposable if f cannot be written as
a direct product of non-trivial bilinear maps.

A direct product decomposition of a bilinear map f into directly indecomposable
maps can be computed using the primitive idempotents of its maximal ring of
scalars.

Proposition 5.2. Let f : N1 ×N2 −→M be a full, non-degenerate bilinear map,
and assume that we are given a complete set of primitive idempotents {e1, . . . , ek}
of the maximal ring of scalars S(f). Then we obtain direct sum decompositions

N1 =
⊕k

i=1 eiN1, N2 =
⊕k

i=1 eiN2 and M =
⊕k

i=1 eiM such that f is the direct
product of the full, non-degenerate and directly indecomposable bilinear maps

fi : eiN1 × eiN2 −→ eiM

given by fi(eix, eiy) = eif(x, y) for x ∈ N1, y ∈ N2 and for i = 1, . . . , k.

Proof. Writing 1 = e1+ · · ·+ ek in S(f), we see that x = 1 ·x = e1x+ · · ·+ ekx for

every x in N1, N2 orM . Thus we obtain the sum decompositions N1 =
∑k

i=1 eiN1,

N2 =
∑k

i=1 eiN2 as well as M =
∑k

i=1 eiM . These sum decompositions are direct,
since for instance eim = ejm

′ with m,m′ ∈ M and i 6= j implies eim = e2im =
eiejm

′ = 0.
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Clearly, for i = 1, . . . , k, the maps fi : eiN1 × eiN2 −→ eiM defined by letting
fi(eix, eiy) = eif(x, y) for x ∈ N1 and y ∈ N2 are well-defined and bilinear. To
show that the map fi is full, let x ∈ eiM . Then there exists an element m ∈ M
with x = eim. Since the map f is full, we find elements n1, . . . , ns ∈ N1 and
n′
1, . . . , n

′
s ∈ N2 such that m = f(n1, n

′
1) + · · ·+ f(ns, n

′
s). Therefore we obtain

x = eim = e2i f(n1, n
′
1)+ · · ·+ e2i f(ns, n

′
s) = fi(ein1, ein

′
1)+ · · ·+ fi(eins, ein

′
s).

To show the non-degeneracy of fi, assume that x ∈ N1 satisfies fi(eix, eiy) =
eif(x, y) = 0 for all y ∈ N2. Then we have f(x, y) = 0 for all y ∈ N2, since M is a
faithful S(f)-module. Now the fact that f is non-degenerate implies x = 0.

Finally, given elements x ∈ N1 and y ∈ N2, we let xi = eix and yi = eiy for
i = 1, . . . , k, and we calculate

f(x, y) = f(x1 + · · ·+ xk, y1 + · · ·+ yk) = f1(x1, y1) + · · ·+ fk(xk, yk)

since f(eix, ejy) = f(x, eiejy) = f(x, 0) = 0 for all i 6= j. Thus we obtain the direct
product decomposition f = f1 × · · · × fk.

It remains to show that the maps fi are directly indecomposable. Suppose there
exists a non-trivial decomposition fi = g × h. Then we have S(fi) = S(g)×S(h)
by [16], Proposition 3.1, and we get ei = eg + eh with orthogonal idempotents
eg = (1, 0) and eh = (0, 1). This contradicts the assumption that ei is primitive. �

Definition 5.3. The decomposition f = f1 × · · · × fk given in this proposition is
called the canonical decomposition of the bilinear map f . Using the results of
the preceding sections, it can be computed as follows.

Corollary 5.4. (Computing the Canonical Decomposition of a Bilinear
Map) Let f : N1 ×N2 −→ M be a full and non-degenerate bilinear map. Assume
that {a1, . . . , an}, {an+1, . . . , an′} and {b1, . . . , bm} are generating sets of N1, N2

and M , respectively. Furthermore, assume that we are given presentations of N1,
N2 and M as in Remark 2.12 and structure constants sijk ∈ Z for i = 1, . . . , n,
j = n + 1, . . . , n′ and k = 1, . . . ,m such that f(ai, aj) =

∑m
k=1 sijkbk. Then the

following steps define an algorithm which computes the canonical decomposition
f = f1 × · · · × fℓ.

(1) Use Proposition 2.13 to compute tuples (d
(1)
ij ), . . . , (d

(r)
ij ) ∈ (Zn′

)n
′

corre-

sponding to elements of End(N1) × End(N2) which generate the maximal
ring of scalars S(f). For k = 1, . . . , r let Ak ∈ Matn,n(Z) be the matrix

given by (d
(k)
i,j )i,j=1,...,n and let A′

k ∈ Matn′−n,n′−n(Z) be the matrix given

by (d
(k)
i,j )i,j=n+1,...,n′ .

(2) Use Proposition 2.14 to compute generators g1, . . . , gk ∈ Z[x1, . . . , xr] of an
ideal I such that S(f) = Z[x1, . . . , xr ]/I.

(3) Use Proposition 4.12 to compute polynomials representing a complete set
{e1, . . . , eℓ} of primitive idempotents of Z[x1, . . . , xr]/I.

(4) For i = 1, . . . , ℓ, let Ei = ei(A1, . . . , Ar) and E′
i = ei(A

′
1, . . . , A

′
r) and

compute

(ni1, . . . , nin)
tr = Ei · (a1, . . . , an)tr and

(n′
i1, . . . , n

′
i,n′−n)

tr = E′
i · (an+1, . . . , an′)tr.

(5) Return the bilinear maps fi : N1i ×N2i −→ Mi for i = 1, . . . , ℓ, where N1i

is the subgroup of N1 generated by {ni1, . . . , nin}, N2i is the subgroup of N2

generated by {n′
i1, . . . , n

′
in′}, and Mi is the subgroup of M generated by

f(nij , n
′
ik) for j = 1, . . . , n and k = 1, . . . , n′ − n.
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Notice that all steps in this computation can be carried out in probabilistic
polynomial time, except for one integer prime factorization inside the algorithm of
Step (3).

6. Computing Decompositions of Finite Z-Algebras

In this section we combine the previous results and use the idempotents of the
maximal ring of scalars of a Z-algebra R to obtain a decomposition of R. Recall
that we denote the underlying Z-module of the Z-algebra R by R+.

Definition 6.1. Let R1, . . . , Rn be Z-algebras.

(a) The direct product of the Z-algebras R1, . . . , Rn is the direct product
R+

1 × · · · ×R+
n of the underlying Z-modules equipped with componentwise

multiplication. It is denoted by R1 × · · · ×Rn.
(b) A Z-algebra is called directly indecomposable if it cannot be written as

the direct product of two non-trivial Z-subalgebras.

Let R be a finite Z-algebra. Our goal is to obtain a decomposition of R into
a direct product of directly indecomposable Z-subalgebras of R. Let R2 be the
subgroup of R+ generated by all products a ·b with a, b ∈ R+. Recall from Section 3
that the maximal ring of scalarsS(R) ofR is a subring of the maximal ring of scalars
of the bilinear map

f∗
R : R+/Ann(R)×R+/Ann(R) −→ R2

which satisfies the additional condition that the canonical map R2 → R+/Ann(R)
is S(R)-linear. Using the primitive idempotents of S(R), computed as in Section 4,
we can now decompose the Z-algebra R/Ann(R) as follows.

Theorem 6.2. (Direct Decomposition of Finite Z-Algebras Modulo An-
nihilator) Let R be a finite Z-algebra, and assume that we are given a complete
set of primitive idempotents {e1, . . . , ek} of the maximal ring of scalars S(R). For
each i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, let Ri = ei (R/Ann(R)). Then we obtain a decomposition

R/Ann(R) = R1 × · · · ×Rk

of R/Ann(R) into a direct product of Z-subalgebras.

Proof. Since R+/Ann(R) is a faithful S(R)-module the primitive idempotents
yield a decomposition of the Z-module R+/Ann(R) into a direct sum of the Z-
submodules Ri. Therefore the map

ϕ : R1 × · · · ×Rk → R/Ann(R), (r1, . . . , rk) 7→ r1 + · · ·+ rk

is a Z-module isomorphism. Let us now show that the Z-submodules Ri are closed
under multiplication. We denote the canonical image of an element x ∈ R in
R/Ann(R) by x̄. Let x, y ∈ R such that x̄, ȳ ∈ Ri. Then these elements satisfy
eix̄ = x̄ and eiȳ = ȳ. Since the canonical homomorphism π : R2 → R+/Ann(R) is
S(R)-linear by the definition of S(R), we get

x̄ ȳ = π(xy) = π(f∗
R(x̄, ȳ)) = π(f∗

R(eix̄, eiȳ)) = π(eixy) = eix̄ȳ.

This shows that each Ri is a subalgebra of R/Ann(R). We proceed to show that
ϕ is a Z-algebra isomorphism. For x, y ∈ R/Ann(R) and i 6= j, we have

eix · ejy = π(f∗
R(eix, ejy)) = eiejπ(f

∗
R(x, y)) = 0.
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For i = 1, . . . , k, let ri, si ∈ Ri. Then we have ri = eiri and si = eisi, and the
above equation implies

ϕ((r1, . . . , rk))ϕ((s1, . . . , sk)) = (
k
∑

i=1

eiri)(
k
∑

i=1

eisi) =

=
k
∑

i=1

eisiri = ϕ((r1, . . . , rk)(s1, . . . , sk)). �

Combining this theorem with the results of the proceeding sections, we get the
following algorithm. We assume that a Z-algebra R is given as in Remark 3.7. This
means that R is generated by elements a1, . . . , an, and we are given a presentation
of the Z-module R+. Furthermore, the multiplication is represented by structure
constants sijk ∈ Z for i, j, k = 1, . . . , n such that aiaj =

∑m

k=1 sijkak.

Corollary 6.3. Let R be a finite Z-algebra. Assume that R is given as in Re-
mark 3.7. Then the following steps define an algorithm which computes a direct
decomposition R/Ann(R) = R1 × · · · ×Rℓ into Z-subalgebras of R/Ann(R).

(1) Use Corollary 3.10 to compute tuples (d
(1)
ij ), . . . , (d

(t)
ij ) ∈ (Z2n)2n corre-

sponding to elements of End(N1) × End(N2) which generate the maximal
ring of scalars S(f), together with an ideal I ⊆ Z[x1, . . . , xt] such that
S(R) = Z[x1, . . . , xt]/I. For k = 1, . . . , t let Ak ∈ Matn,n(Z) be the ma-

trix given by (d
(k)
i,j )i,j=1,...,n and let A′

k ∈ Matn,n(Z) be the matrix given by

(d
(k)
i,j )i,j=n+1,...,2n.

(2) Use Proposition 4.12 to compute a complete set {e1, . . . , eℓ} of primitive
idempotents of Z[x1, . . . , xt]/I.

(3) For i = 1, . . . , ℓ, let Ei = ei(A1, . . . , At) and E′
i = ei(A

′
1, . . . , A

′
t) and

compute

rij = η−1(Ei · (0, . . . , bj, . . . , 0)tr, E′
i · (0, . . . , cj , . . . , 0)tr)

for j = 1, . . . , n, where η : R→ R/Annλ(R)×R/Ann̺(R) is the canonical
group homomorphism.

(4) Return the Z-algebras R1, . . . , Rℓ, where Ri is the subalgebra of R/Ann(R)
generated by the residue classes of ri1, . . . , rin.

Again, except for one integer prime factorization inside the algorithm of Step (2),
all computations can be performed in probabilistic polynomial time. Note that, in
general, we cannot lift a direct decomposition of R/Ann(R) to a direct decompo-
sition of R. Also, the direct decomposition of R/Ann(R) that we obtain need not
be directly indecomposable. Examples which show this are given below.

A class of examples for finite Z-algebras for which the left and right annihila-
tors coincide, but which do not contain an identity element, is provided by finite
dimensional Lie rings.

Definition 6.4. A Lie ring L is a Z-module together with a Z-bilinear map
[ , ] : L× L −→ L such that

(a) [x, x] = 0 and
(b) [x, [y, z]] + [z, [x, y]] + [y, [z, x]] = 0

for all x, y, z ∈ L. The bilinear map is called Lie bracket. A Lie ring is called
finite dimensional if it is finitely generated as an abelian group.

Since we have [x, y] = −[y, x] for all x, y ∈ R, a Lie ring R, or more generally
any (anti-)commutative Z-algebra, satisfies Annλ(R) = Ann̺(R). In the following
example we apply Corollary 6.3 to a concrete case.
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Example 6.5. Let us consider the finite dimensional Lie ring L generated by
x1, . . . , x5 with relations 3x1 = 6x2 = 3x3 = 7x4 = 7x5 = 0 whose multiplication is
given by

[x1, x2] = x2, [x1, x3] = 2x5,

[x2, x1] = 5x2, [x2, x3] = 3x5,

[x3, x1] = 5x5, [x3, x2] = 4x5, [x3, x4] = x3,

[x4, x3] = 2x3

and [xi, xj ] = 0 in all remaining cases. When we compute the annihilators of L,
we obtain Annλ(L) = Ann̺(L) = 〈x5, 3x4〉. Following the steps of the algorithm
in Corollary 6.3 we get that the maximal ring of scalars S(L) is generated by the
endomorphisms ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ End(L+/Ann(L)) given by the matrices

Mϕ1
=













1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0













and Mϕ2
=













0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0













These yield a presentation

S(L) ∼= Z[y1, y2]/〈6, 3y2, y1 + y2 − 1, y22 − y2〉.
Using this presentation we compute the primitive idempotents 3, y2, and 2y2 + 4.
Finally, we get the direct decomposition L/Ann(L) = 〈3x̄2〉 × 〈x̄3〉 × 〈x̄1, 4x̄2〉.

The next two lemmas will come in handy when we analyze under the which
conditions the factors obtained in Corollary 6.3 are directly indecomposable. In
the following we consider Z-algebras R which satisfy Annλ(R) = Ann̺(R). Note
that in this case we have f∗

R = fR.

Lemma 6.6. Let R be a finite Z-algebra and let S1, S2 be subalgebras of R/Ann(R)
such that R/Ann(R) is the direct product of S1 and S2. Let s1, s2 ∈ R be chosen
such that s̄1 ∈ S1 and s̄2 ∈ S2. Then we have s1s2, s2s1 ∈ Ann(R) ∩R2.

Proof. Clearly, we have s1s2, s2s1 ∈ R2, and it remains to show s1s2, s2s1 ∈
Ann(R). By assumption, the Z-linear map ϕ : S1 × S2 −→ R/Ann(R) given by
(a, b) 7→ a+ b is a Z-algebra isomorphism. Therefore we get

ϕ((s̄1, 0)(s̄1, s̄2)) = ϕ((s̄21, 0)) = s̄21 = s̄21 + s̄1s̄2 = s̄1(s̄1 + s̄2) = ϕ((s̄1, 0))ϕ((s̄1, s̄2))

This shows s̄1s̄2 = 0, and hence s1s2 ∈ Ann(R). Analogously, we obtain s2s1 ∈
Ann(R). �

Under the following assumption a direct decomposition of the bilinear map fR
yields a decomposition of S(R).

Lemma 6.7. Let R be a finite Z-algebra that satisfies Annλ(R) = Ann̺(R) and
Ann(R) ∩ R2 = {0}. Assume that S1, S2 are subalgebras of R/Ann(R) such that
the bilinear map

fR : R+/Ann(R)×R+/Ann(R) −→ R2

can be decomposed into a direct product of the non-trivial bilinear maps fS1
× fS2

,
where fSi

: S+
i ×S+

i −→ 〈fR(S+
i , S

+
i )〉 is given by the restriction of fR to S+

i ×S+
i .

Then S(R) can be decomposed into a direct product of non-trivial subrings.

Proof. By assumption, we have R+/Ann(R) = S+
1 ×S+

2 . We denote the projection
from R+/Ann(R) to S+

i by πi ∈ End(R+/Ann(R)). Then, in view of the proof of
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[16], Proposition 3.1, we have πi ∈ S(fR), and π1, π2 are orthogonal idempotents
in S(fR) with 1 = π1 + π2.

Now we proceed to show that πi ∈ S(R) ⊆ S(fR). Let ψ : R2 → R+/Ann(R)
be the canonical homomorphism. We want to show that ψ(πi(x)) = πi(ψ(x)) for
all x ∈ R2. By assumption, the group R2 is generated by elements of the form
fR(s̄1 + s̄2, s̄

′
1 + s̄′2) with s1, s

′
1, s2, s

′
2 ∈ R such that s̄1, s̄

′
1 ∈ S1 and s̄2, s̄

′
2 ∈ S2.

Then we have

ψ(π1(fR(s̄1+ s̄2, s̄
′
1+ s̄

′
2))) = ψ(fR(π1(s̄1+ s̄2), π1(s̄

′
1+ s̄

′
2))) = ψ(fR(s̄1, s̄

′
1)) = s̄1s̄

′
1.

From Lemma 6.6 we get s1s
′
2 + s2s

′
1 ∈ Ann(R) ∩R2 = {0}, and therefore

π1(ψ(fR(s̄1 + s̄2, s̄
′
1 + s̄′2))) = π1(ψ(s1s

′
1 + s2s

′
2))) = π1(s̄1s̄

′
1 + s̄2s̄

′
2) = s̄1s̄

′
1.

This proves π1 ∈ S(R), and π2 ∈ S(R) follows analogously. Altogether, we see
that S(R) = π1S(R)× π2S(R). �

The direct decomposition ofR/Ann(R) obtained in Proposition 6.2 is, in general,
not directly indecomposable, as we shall see below. However, under the following
additional hypothesis, it is.

Proposition 6.8. Let R be a finite Z-algebra with Annλ(R) = Ann̺(R), and
let R/Ann(R) = R1 × · · · × Rk be the decomposition into Z-subalgebras obtained
from the primitive idempotents {e1, . . . , ek} of S(R) as in Proposition 6.2. If R2 ∩
Ann(R) = {0}, then the factors R1, . . . , Rk are directly indecomposable.

Proof. Recall that Ri = ei(R/Ann(R)), and that the idempotents yield a decom-
position of the bilinear map fR : R+/Ann(R)×R+/Ann(R) −→ R2 into the direct
product of the bilinear maps

fRi
: R+

i × R+
i −→ 〈fR(R+

i , R
+
i )〉, (eix̄, eiȳ) 7→ eixy.

Assume that Ri is the direct product Ri = S1 × S2 of two non-trivial subalgebras
S1, S2 ⊆ Ri. For j = 1, 2, letMj be the Z-submodule generated by fR(S

+
j , S

+
j ). We

show that the bilinear map fRi
can be further decomposed into the direct product

of the two non-trivial bilinear maps fSj
: S+

j ×S+
j −→Mj given by the restriction

of fR to S+
j × S+

j .

By assumption, we have R+
i = S+

1 ⊕ S+
2 . Next we show that 〈fR(R+

i , R
+
i )〉 =

M1 ⊕ M2. Let π : R2 → R+/Ann(R) be the canonical homomorphism. Since
S1 ∩ S2 = 0 and π(Mj) ⊆ Sj , we have π(M1 ∩M2) = 0, and hence

M1 ∩M2 ⊂ Ann(R) ∩R2 = {0}.

To show that 〈fR(R+
i , R

+
i )〉 = M1 +M2, let s̄1 + s̄2 and s̄′1 + s̄′2 be two elements

of Ri with s̄1, s̄
′
1 ∈ S1 and s̄2, s̄

′
2 ∈ S2. Then we have

fR(s̄1 + s̄2, s̄
′
1 + s̄′2) = fR(s̄1, s̄

′
1) + fR(s̄2, s̄

′
2) + s1s

′
2 + s2s

′
1 =

= fS1
(s̄1, s̄

′
1) + fS2

(s̄2, s̄
′
2)

since s1s
′
2+s2s

′
1 ∈ Ann(R)∩R2 = {0} by Lemma 6.6. This proves 〈fR(R+

i , R
+
i )〉 =

M1 ⊕M2, and it also shows that fRi
is the direct product of the bilinear maps fS1

and fS2
. By Lemma 6.7 the ring eiS(R) can then be decomposed into a direct

product of subrings. Therefore the primitive idempotent ei is the sum of two non-
trivial orthogonal idempotents, which is a contradiction. �

Our next example shows that the direct decomposition of R/Ann(R) given in
Proposition 6.2 is, in general, not directly indecomposable.
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Example 6.9. Let us consider the finite dimensional Lie ring R generated by
x1, . . . , x5 with multiplication given by [x1, x2] = x5, [x3, x4] = x5, and [xi, xj ] = 0
in all remaining cases. This implies Ann(R) = 〈x5〉 and R2 = 〈x5〉. Clearly, the
product R/Ann(R) = 〈x̄1, x̄2〉 × 〈x̄3, x̄4〉 is a direct decomposition of R/Ann(R).
However, the maximal ring of scalars S(R) is indecomposable, since the Z-module
R2 is directly indecomposable. Therefore we obtain no decomposition of R/Ann(R)
using Proposition 6.2.

Moreover, in general, we cannot lift a direct decomposition of R/Ann(R) to a
direct decomposition of R, as the following two examples show.

Example 6.10. Let R be the free Z-module generated by x1, . . . , x6. We define a
commutative multiplication on R by

x1x3 = x4, x2x3 = x4, x3x4 = x3, x5x6 = x1 − x2

and xixj = 0 in all other cases. Then we obtain Ann(R) = 〈x1−x2〉, since we have
(x1 − x2)x3 = x4 − x4 = 0. The maximal ring of scalars S(R) is generated by the
endomorphisms ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ End(R) given by the matrices

Mϕ1
=

















1 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

















and Mϕ2
=

















0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1

















Then the maximal ring of scalars has the presentation

S(R) ∼= Z[y1, y2]/〈y21 − y1, y1y2, y
2
2 − y2, y1 + y2 − 1〉,

and from this we compute the primitive idempotents −y2 + 1 and y2.
Finally, we get the direct decomposition R/Ann(R) = 〈x̄1, x̄2, x̄3, x̄4〉 × 〈x̄5, x̄6〉.

This decomposition cannot be lifted to a direct decomposition of R because of
x1 − x2 ∈ 〈x5, x6〉 ∩ 〈x1, x2, x3, x4〉.

In the final example of this section we see a case in which a decomposition of
R/Ann(R) cannot be lifted to R for a different reason.

Example 6.11. Let R be the free Z-module generated by x1, . . . , x5. We define a
commutative multiplication on R by letting

x21 = 2x4, x1x2 = x2, x22 = x2, x23 = x3

and xixj = 0 in all other cases. Then we have Ann(R) = 〈x4, x5〉 and R2 =
〈x2, x3, 2x4〉. The maximal ring of scalarsS(R) is generated by the endomorphisms
ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ End(R) given by the matrices

Mϕ1
=













1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0













and Mϕ2
=













0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0













Here we calculate the presentation

S(R) ∼= Z[y1, y2]/〈y21 − y1, y1y2, y
2
2 − y2, y1 + y2 − 1〉,

and from this we determine the primitive idempotents −y2 + 1 and y2 of S(R).
Finally, we obtain the direct decomposition R/Ann(R) = 〈x̄1, x̄2〉 × 〈x̄3〉. To

lift this decomposition to a decomposition of R, we would need to find a direct
complement of Ann(R) ∩ R2 = 〈2x4〉 in Ann(R) = 〈x4, x5〉. However, it is clear
that 〈2x4〉 is not a direct summand in 〈x4, x5〉.
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In view of these examples we can lift the decompositions of R/Ann(R) to de-
compositions of R only under suitable additional assumptions. One setting where
one could look for such hypotheses are Lie rings associated to finitely generated
nilpotent groups.

Let us denote the members of the lower central series of a group G by γi(G),
i.e., we let γ1(G) = G and γk+1(G) = [γk(G), G] for k ≥ 1. The group G is called
nilpotent if γn(G) = {e} for some n ≥ 0. The smallest such n is then called the
nilpotency class of G. Let us also recall the following construction.

Definition 6.12. Let G be a nilpotent group. The additive group of the associ-
ated Lie ring L(G) is given by the direct sum L(G) =

⊕∞
k=1 γk/γk+1. The direct

summand γk/γk+1 is called the homogeneous component of weight k of L(G).
Multiplication of elements of homogeneous components of L(G) is defined by

[a+ γi+1, b+ γj+1] = [a, b] + γi+j+1

for a ∈ γi(G) and b ∈ γj(G). Then this multiplication is extended to L(G) by
linearity.

Let us consider the case of nilpotent groups of class 2, i.e., groups G such that
[G, [G,G]] = {e}.
Remark 6.13. If G is nilpotent of class 2, the definition of L(G) simplifies to
L(G) = G/[G,G] × [G,G]. An element a[G,G] + b ∈ L(G) is in Ann(L(G)) if and
only if [a [G,G]+ b, c [G,G]+d] = [a [G,G], c [G,G]] = [a, c] = e for all c ∈ G. This
is equivalent to a ∈ Z(G), where Z(G) denotes the center of G. Hence we have

Ann(L(G)) = Z(G)/[G,G]× [G,G]

and the bilinear map associated to L(G) is given by

fG : G/Z(G)×G/Z(G) −→ [G,G], (g Z(G), hZ(G)) 7→ [g, h].

Note that the canonical group homomorphism [G,G] → G/Z(G) is trivial, and
therefore S(fG) linear. This implies S(L(G)) = S(fG) by Theorem 3.6. Now the
primitive idempotents of S(L(G)) yield a decomposition of fG into a direct product
of indecomposable bilinear maps. In particular, we obtain a decomposition of the
abelian group G/Z(G) into cyclic subgroups.

At this point a number of further questions arise. Can we deduce a decomposition
of G from the decomposition of the bilinear map fG? Can one find decompositions
for nilpotent groups of higher nilpotency classes using this method? We leave this
study to future research.
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