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MATRIX INVERTIBLE EXTENSIONS OVER COMMUTATIVE
RINGS. PART III: HERMITE RINGS

GRIGORE CALUGAREANU, HORIA F. POP, ADRIAN VASIU

ABSTRACT. We reobtain and often refine prior criteria due to Kaplansky, Mc-
Govern, Roitman, Shchedryk, Wiegand, and Zabavsky—Bilavska and obtain
new criteria for a Hermite ring to be an EDR. We mention three criteria: (1)
a Hermite ring R is an EDR iff for all pairs (a,c) € R2, the product homomor-
phism U(R/Rac) x U(R/Re(1 — a)) — U(R/Rc) between groups of units is
surjective; (2) a reduced Hermite ring is an EDR iff it is a pre-Schreier ring and
for each a € R, every zero determinant unimodular 2 X 2 matrix with entries
in R/Ra lifts to a zero determinant matrix with entries in R; (3) a Bézout
domain R is an EDD iff for all triples (a,b,c) € R? there exists a unimodular
pair (e, f) € R? such that (a,e) and (be +af,1—a— bc) are unimodular pairs.
We use these criteria to show that each Bézout ring R that is an (SU)2 ring
(as introduced by Lorenzini) such that for each nonzero a € R there exists no
nontrivial self-dual projective R/Ra-module of rank 1 generated by 2 elements
(e.g., all its elements are squares), is an EDR.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let R be a commutative ring with identity. Let U(R), N(R), J(R), Z(R) and
Pic(R) be its group of units, its nilpotent radical, its Jacobson radical, its set of
zero divisors, and its Picard group (respectively). For a € R, let Anng(a) be its
annihilator in R. For n € N = {1,2,...}, let M, (R) be the R-algebra of n x n
matrices with entries in R. Let GL,(R) be the general linear group of units of
M, (R). Let SL,,(R) := {M € GL,(R)|det(M) = 1} be the special linear subgroup
of GL,(R). Let Um(F) be the set of unimodular elements of a free R-module F.
We say that A, B € My(R) are congruent modulo an ideal I of R if A— B € My (I).

In this paper we study Bézout rings, i.e., rings whose finitely generated ideals
are principal. Each Bézout ring is an arithmetical ring, i.e., its lattice of ideals is
distributive and all its localizations at prime ideals are valuation rings (see [10],
Thms. 1 and 2). The ring R is a Bézout ring iff each diagonal matrix with entries
in R admits diagonal reduction (see [II], Thm. (3.1)). Each Hermite ring R in
the sense of Kaplansky, i.e., defined by the identity R? = RUm/(R?), is a Bézout
ring but the converse does not hold (see [0], Ex. 3.4, [20], Ex. 3.3, or [2], Prop. 8).
However, a Hermite domain is the same as a Bézout domain. Bézout domains are
GCD (greatest common divisors exist) domains and hence pre-Schreier domains
with trivial Picard groups. As R is a Hermite ring iff each 1 x 2 matrix with entries
in R admits diagonal reduction, each EDR is a Hermite ring. We will use the tools
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of Parts I and II in order to obtain necessary and sufficient criteria for a Hermite
ring (or domain) to be an EDR (or an EDD, i.e., an elementary divisor domain).

Let A € Um(M2(R)). Recall that A is called extendable if it is obtained from a
matrix AT € SL3(R) by removing its third row and its third column (see [3], Def.
1.1). If we can choose AT such that its (3,3) entry is 0, then A is called simply
extendable. Recall that A is called determinant liftable (resp. weakly determinant
liftable) if there exists B € Um(Ma(R)) (resp. B € Ma(R)) congruent to A modulo
Rdet(A) and with det(B) = 0 (see [3], Def. 1.1). The only general implications
between these 4 notions on A are the ones in the diagram

98] simply extendable =———=> extendable

y I

determinant liftable =—=> weakly determinant liftable

(see [], Thm. 1.3 for the vertical ones; for the fact that their converses do not hold
and that there exist no implications between extendable and determinant liftable
see [3], Exs. 5.3 and 6.2 and [4], paragraph after Thm. 1.3 and Ex. 1.9). Recall
that a matrix B € My (R) is caled non-full if it is the product of a2 x 1 and a 1 x 2
matrix with entries in R.

Recall from [3], Def. 1.2 that R is called a II, ring if each matrix in Um (Mz(R))
of zero determinant is extendable, equivalently it is simply extendable by [3], Lem.
4.1(1) and that R is called an E3 (resp. an SE») ring if each matrix in Um (Mz(R))
is extendable (resp. simply extendable). If Pic(R) is trivial (say, R is a Bézout
domain), then R is a Il ring (see [3], paragraph after Thm. 1.4).

See [3], Def. 1.5 for stable ranges notation. If R is a Hermite ring, then sr(R) < 2
(see [14], Prop. 8(i) or [21], Cor. 2.1.1). In fact, a Bézout ring R is a Hermite ring
iff sr(R) < 2 (see [2I], Thm. 2.1.2). Bézout domains that have stable range 1 or
1.5 were also studied in [16] and respectively [18], [I9] and [I]. For Hermite rings,
Parts I and II get summarized in an example and a theorem as follows.

Example 1.1. For Hermite rings R, simply extendable and extendable properties
on a matrix in Um(Mz(R)) are equivalent (see [3], Thm. 1.6). For Hermite rings R
that are Ils rings, simply extendable, extendable and determinant liftable properties
on a matrix in Um(Mz(R)) are equivalent (see [4], Cor. 1.5). For Hermite rings R
such that zero determinant matrices in Um (Mg (R)) are non-full, the 4 notions on
a matrix in Um(Mz(R)) are equivalent (see [4], Cor. 1.8).

Theorem 1.2. For a Hermite ring R the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The ring R is an EDR.
(2) The ring R is an SE> ring.
(8) The ring R is an Es ring.

(4) For each a € R, R/Ra is a Ils ring (equivalently, every projective R/Ra-
module of rank 1 generated by 2 elements is free).

(5) Each matriz in Um(Mz(R)) is determinant liftable and R is a Il ring.

If all zero determinant matrices in Mia(R) are non-full, then these five statements
are also equivalent to:

(6) Each matriz in Um(Mz(R)) is weakly determinant liftable.
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See [3], Cor. 1.8 for (1) & (2) < (3), see [3], Cors. 2.5 and 4.2 for (3) < (4), see
[3], Thm. 1.4 for the equivalence of (4), and see [4], Thm. 1.4 for (2) < (5). See
[], Thm. 1.7 for (3) < (6). The equivalence (1) < (4) can be viewed as a more
practical way to check that a Hermite ring is an EDR than [20], Thm. 2.1 (which
does not restrict to only 2 generators) or [23], Thms. 3 and 5 (which work with
finitely generated projective modules over all quotients of R).

Recall that R is a Hermite ring iff for all p,q € N and each p x ¢ matrix B with
entries in R, there exist M € GL,(R) and N € GL,(R) such that M B and BN are
both lower (equivalently, upper) triangular (see [7], Thm. 3). Thus, in Theorem
[C2(4) or (5) it suffices to consider only upper triangular matrices, and it is part
of the goals of this paper to show that in fact one can restrict to specific upper
triangular matrices (e.g., see Propositions and 2.3).

Example 1.3. For aring R (resp. a ring R with N(R) = 0) and (a, b, c) € Um(R?),

A= [ g lc) } € Um(Mz(R)) is determinant (resp. weakly determinant) liftable
iff there exists (,y, z,w) € R* such that ax + by + cw = 1 and 2w = yz (resp. such
that 1 — ax — by — cw + ac(zw — yz) = 0), see [4], Thm. 1.2 (resp. Thm. 5.1(2) and
(3)). Note that 1 — az — by — cw + ac(zw —yz) = (1 —ax)(1 — cw) — (b+ acz)y (cf.
[4], Eq. (II)), hence A is weakly determinant liftable iff there exists (z, z,w) € R3
such that b + acz divides (1 — az)(1 — cw).

Based on Example [[.3 and (1) < (5) of Theorem [[2 it follows directly:

Corollary 1.4. Assume R is a Hermite ring and a lla ring. Then R is an EDR iff
for each (a,b,c) € Um(R?) there exists (x,y,z,w) € R* such that ax + by +cw = 1
and xw = yz (i.e., there exists (x,y,w) € R® such that ax + by + cw = 1 and
zw € Ry).

For Hermite rings, to get necessary and/or sufficient conditions to be EDRs that
involve units, one would like to get unit interpretations that would characterize the
inequality sr(R) < 2 in some way similar to [3], Prop. 2.4. As a progress in this
direction we introduce using units the following class of rings.

Definition 1.5. We say that R is a Us ring if for each (a,b) € Um(R?) and c € R,
the natural product homomorphism

Vab.e : U(R/Rac) x U(R/Rbc) — U(R/Rc)
is surjective, i.e., the functorial commutative diagram
(I1) U(R/(Rac N Rbc)) — U(R/Rac)
| \
U(R/Rbc) ——— U(R/Rc)
whose arrows are natural reductions, is not only a pullback but is also a pushout.

For (a,b) € Um(R?), if (a/,1") € R? is such that aa’+bb' = 1, then v(4q/1—q4a’,c)
factors through v, p .. Hence R is a Us ring iff v, 14, is surjective for all (a,c) € R2.
The fact that a unit in U(R/Rc) does or does not belong to Im(vg,1—4,c) relates to
a certain zero determinant matrix being or not being non-full (see Example B.T]).

Example 1.6. Assume asr(R) = 1, i.e., R has almost stable range 1. We show
that R is a Us ring. Let (a,b) € Um(R?) and ¢ € R. If ¢ € J(R), then U(R) surjects
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onto U(R/Rc). If ¢ ¢ J(R), then, as c is a linear combination of ac and bc, either
ac ¢ J(R) or be ¢ J(R). Hence either U(R/Rac) — U(R/(Rac+ Rc)) = U(R/Rc)
or U(R/Rbc) — U(R/(Rbc+ Rc)) = U(R/Rc) is a surjective homomorphisms (see
[3], Prop. 2.4(3)). We incur that v, . is surjective.

Recall that a ring R is called pre-Schreier if each « € R is primal, i.e., if « divides

yz, with (y, z) € R?, then there exists (u,v) € R? such that x = uv, u divides y and
v divides z. The next two examples underline the relevance of this class of rings.

Example 1.7. Let R be such that each zero determinant matrix B € Ma(R) is
non-full. We show that R is a pre-Schreier ring. Let (x,y,2) € R?® be such that =

divides yz. Let w € R be such that zw = yz. Let C := { ;c Z ] € My(R). As

det(C) = 0, there exists (I,m,0,q) € R* such that C = [ nll ] [ o q ] Hence
x = lo with [ dividing y = lq and o dividing z = mo. Thus R is a pre-Schreier ring.

Example 1.8. Assume N(R) = 0. Let B € My(R) with det(B) = 0. We check
that if B admits diagonal reduction, then B is non-full. Let M, N € GL2(R) be such

that MBN = { g fb ] with (a,b) € R2. As det(BN) = det(M) det(B) det(N) =

0 = a?b, it follows that (ab)? = 0 and thus, as N(R) = 0, we have ab = 0. So,

B_Ml[g 8}N1_M1{8][1 0 ] N~ is non-full.

From Examples [[L7 and [L8 we get directly:
Corollary 1.9. If R is an EDR with N(R) = 0, then R is a pre-Schreier ring.
Section 3] proves the following theorem.

Theorem 1.10. We assume that one of the following conditions holds:

(1) for each (a,b,c) € Um(R3) there exists (z,y,z,w) € R* such that 1 — ax —
by — cw + ac(zw — yz) = 0 and R is a pre-Schreier ring;

(2) each upper triangular matriz in U’ITL(M2 (R)) is simply extendable and R 1is

either a Iy ring or an integral domain (e.g., R is an SEy ring).

Then R is a Uy ring.

Example 1.11. Assume each upper triangular matrix in U m(Mg(R)) is weakly
determinant liftable (e.g., this holds if R is a W.Jy 1 ring in the sense of [4], Def.
1.10(1), see [4], Thm. 1.11(1)). If R is also a pre-Schreier ring with N(R) = 0, then
condition (1) of Theorem holds by Example [[L3] hence R is a U ring.

Each Dedekind domain is a Us ring by Example Hence Dedekind domains
which are not PIDs are Us rings which are not Il rings (see [3], Thm. 1.7(4)).
In Section @ we prove the following ‘units supplement’ to Theorem

Theorem 1.12. For a Hermite ring R the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The ring R is an EDR.

(2) The ring R/N(R) is a pre-Schreier ring and each matriz in Um(Maz(R)) is
weakly determinant liftable.

(8) The ring R is a Us ring.
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(4) Given two unimodular pairs (a,b), (c,d) € Um(R?), there exists t € R such
that we can factor d + ct = didy with (a,dy), (b,d2) € Um(R?).

(5) Given (a,d) € R? and c € 1+ Rd, there exists t € R such that we can factor
d+ ct = didy with (a,dy), (1 — a,d2) € Um(R?).

Example 1.13. Let R be a Hermite ring which is not an EDR (see [0], Sect. 4 and
Ex. 4.11 and [2], Prop. 8). From Theorems [[.2] and [[.T2]it follows that R is neither
an Es ring nor a U ring and there exists a € R such that the Hermite ring R/Ra
is not a Ils ring.

Theorem implies directly the following result[]

Corollary 1.14. Assume R is a Hermite ring and a pre-Schreier ring with N(R) =
0. Then R is an EDR iff each matriz in Um(Maz(R)) is weakly determinant liftable
and iff for each (a,b,c) € Um(R3) there exists (z,y, z,w) € R* such that

(I1IT) (1 —azx)(1l —cw) = (b+ acz)y.

If asr(R) = 1, then R is an Us ring (see Example [L.6]), thus McGovern’s theorem
reproved as [3], Cor. 1.9(2) follows from the equivalence (1) < (3) of Theorem [[.12
In Section [l we prove the following ‘Il supplement’ to Theorem

Theorem 1.15. Assume R is a Hermite ring with N(R) = 0. Then R is an EDR
iff for each a € R the quotient ring R/Anng(a) is a Iz ring and each matriz in
Um(Mz(R)) is weakly determinant liftable (equivalently, and for every (a,b,c) €
Um(R®) there exists (z,y,z,w) € R* such that Equation (IIl) holds).

Lorenzini introduced 3 classes of rings that are ‘between’ Hermite rings and
EDRs (see [12], Prop. 4.11). For the first class, called Ja 1 (see [12], Def. 4.6), it
was proved in [4], Thm. 1.11(2) that each Jz 1 ring which is a Il ring is an EDR.
We recall the last 2 classes of rings (see [12], Def. 2.1) in a slightly different way.

Definition 1.16. For n > 2 we say that R 1is:

(1) a (WSU"),, (resp. (WSU), ) ring if for each A € Um(My(R)) there emists
N € SL,(R) (resp. N € GL,(R)) such that AN is symmetric;

(2) an (SU’),, (resp. (SU), ) ring if it a Hermite ring and a (WSU'),, (resp.
(WSU),,) ring.

In Definition 2I)(1), the existence of N is equivalent to the existence of M €
SL,(R) (resp. M € GL,(R)) such that M A is symmetric and equivalent to the
existence of M, N € SL,(R) (resp. M, N € GL,(R)) such that M AN is symmetric.
This follows via conjugation from the fact that for each symmetric matrix O €
M, (R) and every M € GL,(R), MOM?" is symmetric.

Each (WSU"),, ring is a (WSU),, ring. A (WSU)2 ring is an Ey (resp. SE> ring)
iff each symmetric matrix in Um(Mz(R)) is extendable (resp. simply extendable).
Section[@ proves basic properties of (W SU’), and (WSU),, rings; e.g., our definition
of (SU’),, or (SU),, rings is equivalent to the one in [12] by Proposition [6.11

In Section [0 we prove the following theorem.

ISimilar to Corollary [[L4] Corollary [[.14] can be also deduced from Example [[.3] and Theorem
[[2] via the result proved in [§] that a Bézout ring with N(S) = 0 is pre-Schreier iff all zero
determinant matrices in M2(S) are non-full.
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Theorem 1.17. Let R be a (WSU)s ring. Then the following properties hold:

(1) For each (a,b) € Um(R?) and ¢ € R, Coker(vy ) is a Boolean group, i.e.,
we have an inclusion {x*|x € U(R/Rc)} C Im(vgp.c)-

(2) If sr(R) < 4, then for each d € R, every projective R/Rd-module of rank 1
generated by 2 elements is self-dual.

(8) Assume that each element of R is the square of an element of R (e.g., this
holds if R is an integrally closed domain with an algebraically closed field of fractions
or is a perfect ring of characteristic 2). Then R is a Uy ring. If moreover R is a
Hermite ring, then R is an EDR.

In Section [§ we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.18. Let R be a Hermite ring with the property that for each (a,b) €
Um(R?) and c € R, Coker(vgp,c) is a Boolean group. Then for each d € R, every
projective R/Rd-module of rank 1 generated by 2 elements is self-dual.

To connect with Pell-type equations and provide more examples of (IW.SU ) rings
that are EDRs, we first prove in Section [ the following non-full Pell-type criterion.

Criterion 1.19. Let A = [ Z l; ] € Um(M2(R)) be symmetric and with zero

determinant. Then the following properties hold:

(1) The matriz A is simply extendable if there exists (e, f) € R? such that
ae? — cf? € U(R), and the converse holds if R has characteristic 2.

(2) Assume that R is a Hermite ring of characteristic 2 with N(R) = 0. If b is
not a zero divisor, then A is simply extendable.

By combining Theorem [[.T7(1) with Criterion[[.I9] we obtain the following Pell-
type criterion proved in Section

Criterion 1.20. Let R be a (SU)a ring. Then R is an EDR if for all (a,b,c) €
Um(R3) there exists (e, f) € R? such that (ae? — cf?,ac — b?) € Um(R?), and the

converse holds if R has characteristic 2.

We recall that, if the characteristic of R if a prime, then its perfection R, is
the inductive limit of the inductive system indexed by n € N whose all transition
homomorphisms are the Frobenius endomorphism of R. If R is Hermite (or a
Bézout) ring, then so is Rperr = (R/N(R))

perf’

Example 1.21. Assume R has characteristic 2. If for all (a, c¢) € R%, Coker(va1—q.c)
is a Boolean group, then Rpe,¢ is a Us ring. From this and Theorem [L.I7(3) it
follows that perfections of (WSU)2 rings of characteristic 2 are Us rings. Thus
perfections of (SU)y rings of characteristic 2 are EDRs by Theorem [[L.T21

As an application of Corollary [[.14] in Section [I0] we prove:

Criterion 1.22. For a Bézout domain R the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The ring R is an EDD.

(2) For each (a,b,s) € R®, there exists (q,7) € R? such that by defining y :=
r+s—asq—bqr and t := 1+q—aq—br we have t € Ry+ Rat (equivalently, there exists
a product decomposition y = y1y2 such that y; divides t and (a,y2) € Um(R?)).

(8) For each (a,b,s) € R? there exists (e, f) € Um(R?) such that (a,e), (be +
af,1—bs —a) € Um(R?).
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E.g., statement (3) holds if (a,s) € Um(R?) as we can take (e, f) := (s, 1), if
(1—a,b) € Um(R?) as we can take (e, f) := (1,0), or if there exists ¢ € R such that
(b+ag,1—bs—a) € Um(R?) as we can take (e, f) := (1—a,q+b). So, each Bézout
domain R with the property that for all (a, b, s) € R3 with (a, s), (b, 1—a) ¢ Um(R?)
there exists ¢ € R such that (b+ ag,1 — bs — a) € Um(R?), is an EDD.

The implicit and explicit questions raised in the literature, such as, “Is a Bézout
domain of finite Krull dimension [at least 2] an EDD?” (see [5], Ch. III, Probl. 5,
p. 122), and, ‘What classes of Bézout domains which are not EDDs exist?’, remain
unanswered. However, the above results reobtain or can be easily used to reobtain
multiple other criteria existing in the literature of when a Hermite ring is an EDR.
The equivalence (1) < (4) of Theorem was proved for Bézout domains in [17],
Thm. 5 and a variant of it was proved for Hermite rings in [15], Prop. 2.9. Equation
(ITI) generalizes and refines the equation one would get based on [15], Rm. 2.8. The
last two references were reinterpreted in terms of neat stable range (see [22], Def.
21) 1 in [22], Thms. 31 and 33; see [13] for clean and neat rings.

2. TEST MATRICES

Definition 2.1. Let A € Um(M?(R)). An upper triangular matriz B € Um(M?(R))
will be called a companion test matriz for A if there ewists (a,b,c,a’,c’) € R such

' , a b aa’ b
that A is equivalent to [ 0 ¢ ] and B = { 0 e }

Let P be one of the 4 notions extendable, simply extendable, determinant liftable
and weakly determinant liftable. Definition 2.1]is justified by the next proposition.

Proposition 2.2. If P is weakly determinant liftable we assume that N(R) = 0.
If A€ Um(M?(R)) has a companion test matriz B which is P, then A is P.

Proof. As P property depends only on equivalence classes (see [3], Lem. 4.3(1) for

the case of extendable and simply extendable notions), it suffices to show that if
!/

B = [ ag cl;’ ] is P, then so is C = [ 8 l;

First we assume that P is extendable (resp. simply extendable). From [3], Cor.
4.7 (vesp. [3], Thm. 4.3) it follows that there exists (e,g) € R? (resp. (e,g) €
Um(R?)) such that (ad’e,be + cc'g,aa’cc’) € Um(R?) (resp. (ad’e,be + cc'g) €
Um(R?)). Denoting f := /g € R, as (ad’e,be + cf,aa’cc’) € Um(R?) (resp.
(ad’e,be+cf) € Um(R?)), it follows that (ae, be+cf,ac) € Um(R?) (resp. (ae,be+
cf) € Um(R?)). Thus C is P by [3], Cor. 4.7 (resp. [3], Thm. 4.3).

Next we assume that P is determinant liftable (resp. weakly determinant liftable).
From [4], Thm. 1.2 (resp. [4], Thm. 5.1(2) and 3) it follows that there exists
(r,y,2z,w) € R* such that 1 — aa’x — by — cc’'w = 0 and 2w = yz (resp. such that
1—aad'z—by—ccw+ad' cc' (zw—yz) = 0). If (2/,y, 2/, w') == (d'x,y,d' ¢ z,dw) € R,
then 1—az’—by' —cw’ = 0 and 2'w’ = 'z’ (resp. 1 —ax’—by' —cw'+ac(z'w' —y'2") =
0), so C'is P by [M], Thm. 1.2 (resp. Thm. 5.1(2) and 3). O

Until Proposition2.3]below we assume that R is a Hermite ring, i.e., for every pair
(p,q) € R? there exists (r,s,t) € R? such that p = rs, ¢ = rt and (s,t) € Um(R?).
If moreover R is an integral domain (i.e., if R is a Bézout domain), then r is unique
up to a multiplication with a unit of R and is called the greatest common divisor
of p and ¢ and one writes r = ged(z,y). Our convention is ged(0,0) = 0 (so that
we can still write 0 = 0- 1 with ged(1,1) = 1).
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Let A € Um(Mz(R)) and M € SLy(R) be such that B := MA = [ g Z ] is

upper triangular. We write g = ac and h = be with (a,b) € Um(R?) and ¢ € R. As
B € Um(M2(R)) and Rg+ Rh = Rc, we have (c,u) € Um(R?). Let a’,b',c/, v € R
be such that aa’ + b’ = ¢’ +uu’ = 1. For d € R, A and B are equivalent to

o 1 dy 5! da" | | ac u+cd(aa +b0) | | ac u+cd
01 0 1 10 be 10 be

Here the role of u + cd is that of an arbitrary element of R whose reduction mod-
ulo Rc is the ‘fixed” unit v + Re € U(R/Rc). Note that each matrix Dy p g 1=

ad'cc u+cd
[ 0 bb e’
Dy 10 is the image of the ‘first universal test matrix for Hermite rings’

€ Um(M2(R)) is a companion test matrix for A and that

_ | z(1—yz) y
D:= [ 0 (1—2)(1—y2) € Um(Mz(Z[z,y, 2]))
via the ring homomorphism Z[z,y, 2] — R that maps x, y, and z to aa’, u, and u’
(respectively); so 1 —x maps to b’ = 1 —aa’ and 1 —yz maps to 1 —uu’ = ¢¢’. We
also note that D is equivalent to the matrix

5"L<x_1>1<1—yz> ﬂp{;z (1)]‘{3 (1= -2

which is the image of the ‘second universal test matrix for Hermite rings’

N Y
F = [ 0 (1-2)(1-y) } € Um(Mg(Z[:E,y,z]))
via the endomorphism of Z[z,y, z] that fixes z and y and maps z to 2z — y2z2. See
Corollary for the usage of universal test matrix in this paragraph.

The ‘universal test upper triangular matrix for all rings’ is

Proposition 2.3. If P is weakly determinant liftable we assume that N(R) = 0.
Then the following properties hold:

(1) Each upper triangular matriz in Um(Ma(R)) is P iff for each homomor-
phism ¢ : Z[z,y, z) = R, the image of G € Um(Mz(Z[z,y,z])) in Um(Mz(R)) via
¢ isP.

(2) Each zero determinant upper triangular matriz in Um(MQ(R)) is P iff for
each homomorphism ¢ : Z[z,y,z] = R with (1 — x — yz) € Ker(¢), the image of
G € Um(Mz(Z[z,y, 2])) in Um(Mz(R)) via ¢ is P.

Proof. The ‘only if’ parts are clear. For the ‘if’ part of (1), let A = [ 8 lc) } c

Um(Mz(R)). Let (a/,1,c') € R? be such that aa’+bb'+cc’ = 1. Let ¢ : Z[z,y, 2] —
R be the homomorphism that maps x, y and z to aa’, b and b’ (respectively). The

li
a(()z o of G via ¢ is P, so A is P by Proposition 2.2l The ‘if’ part of

(2) is proved similarly as ac = 0 implies aa’cc’ = 0 and z(1 —z —yz) € Ker(¢). O

image
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3. PrROOF OF THEOREM [[[10
Let (a,b) € Um(R?) and ¢ € R. For a fixed unit 4 € U(R/Rc), let u € R be

such that @ = u + (¢) and consider the matrix A = ac ] € Um(Maz(R)).

0 bc

Assume R is a pre-Schreier ring and for (ac, u, bc) € Um(R?) there exists (z,y, z, w) €
R* such that 1 — acx — uy — bew + abc?(zw — yz) = 0; so (1 — acx)(1l — bew) =
y(u+abc?z) (cf. Example[l3). As u+abc?z divides (1—acx)(1—bcw) and R is a pre-
Schreier ring, we will only use the existence of a nonuple (z,y, 21, 22, w, g, 1, $,t) €
R% eg., v:= (z,y,bcz,0,w,1,1,1,1) € R?, such that (ac,sq), (be,rt) € Um(R?)
and we can decompose qru + aczi + bcze = ugup, with u, € R dividing s — acz
and u, € R dividing ¢ — bcw. Hence (¢ + Rac)™! - (uq + Rac) € U(R/Rac) and
(r 4+ Rbe)™1 - (up + Rbc) € U(R/Rbe) are such that the product of their images in
U(R/Rc) is @. Thus R is a Us ring.

Assume R is a Il ring and A is simply extendable. So A is determinant liftable.
Let (7,9, z,w) € R* be such that (1 — acx)(1 — bew) = (u + abc?2)y and zw = yz
(see Example [L3)). Clearly, (1 — acz,y,1 — bcw) € Um(R?). We will only use the
existence of a nonuple (z,v, 21, 22, w, q,7,5,t) € RY, e.g., v above, such that

s —acxr qru+ aczy + bczo

D= Y t — bcw

eU m(Mg(R))

has zero determinant, (ac, sq), (be, rt) € Um(R?) and (s—acx, y, t—bcw) € Um(R?).
As R is a Il ring, D is non-full (see [3], Thm. 1.4) and thus we can decompose
qru—+ aczy +bezo = ugqup, with u, € R dividing s —acx and u, € R dividing t — bcw.
As in the previous paragraph we argue that R is a Us ring.

In this paragraph we assume that R is an integral domain and A is simply
extendable. To prove that v, . is surjective we can assume that abc # 0. As A is
simply extendable, from [3], Prop. 5.1(1) it follows that its reduction modulo Rabc?
is non-full and hence the system of congruences

zy =ac mod abc®, zw =u mod abc?, yz=0 mod abc?, zw =bc mod abc?

has a solution (r,y, z,w) € R*. From the second congruence it follows that (¢, zw) €
Um(R?). From this and the first and fourth congruences, it follows that there exists
(v, 2") € R? such that y = cy’ and z = cz’. Thus, as R is an integral domain, the
above first system of congruences is equivalent to a second one

zy' =a mod abe, zw=u mod abc®, y'2 =0 mod ab, z’'w=>b mod abc.

As (a,b) € Um(R?), from the last two congruences it follows firstly that (a,z’) €
Um(R?) and secondly that there exists 4" € R such that ¢’ = ay”. Thus the second
system of congruences is equivalent to a third one

zy”" =1 mod be, zw=u mod abc®, 3"z’ =0 modb, zw=b mod abe.

From the first and third congruences it follows firstly that (b,y”) € Um(R?) and
secondly that there exists z”/ € R such that 2z’ = bz”. Thus the third system of
congruences is equivalent to a fourth one that has only three congruences

zy” =1 modbe, zw=u mod abc®, z"w=1 mod ac.

Thus « € U(R/Rbc) and w + Rac € U(R/Rac) are such that the product of their
images in U(R/Rc) is 4. Hence R is a Us ring. Thus Theorem [L.T0 holds.
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Example 3.1. Let (a,c¢) € R? be such that RacN R(1 —a)ec = 0 and let u € R
2. _ B | ac u

be such that (c,u) € Um(R?); so a(l —a)c = 0 and A = [ 0 (1-a) ] €

Um(Mz(R)) has zero determinant. The reduction of A modulo Rac is A; :=

[ 8 z } and modulo R(1 — a)c is Ay := [ ] Both A; and Ay are non-full.
l;

m;
solving the system of equations l;0; = ¢d;1, l;q; = u, m;0; =0, m;q; = cd;2, where
81 and ;2 are Kronecker deltas. As (c,u) € Um(R?), we have l; € U(R/Rac) and
g2 € U(R/R(1—a)c). So the solution sets are {(l1,0, cl; ', ul; ")|l1 € U(R/Rac)} for
i=1and {(ug; ", cq;",0,q2)|g2 € U(R/R(1—a)c)} for i = 2. As Re = Rac+ R(a—
a)c, the matrix A is non-full iff there exists (01, q2) € U(R/Rac) x U(R/R(1 — a)c)
such that lo01 + Re = u+ Rc and iff w4+ Rf € Im(vg,1—q,c)-

c u
0 0

For i € {1,2}, to solve the matrix equation A; = [ ] [ 0; Qi } is the same as

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.12] AND APPLICATIONS

To prove Theorem [[LT2] let S := R/N(R). We show that (1) = (2). As Ris an
EDR, each matrix in Um(Mz(R)) is determinant liftable by Theorem [[2and so it
is weakly determinant liftable. From [9], Thm. 3 it follows that S is an EDR and
hence it is a pre-Schreier ring by Example .8 So (1) = (2) holds.

We show that (2) = (3) if N(R) = 0. As N(R) = 0, from Example it
follows that condition (1) of Theorem holds, hence R is a Us ring. We have
(3) & (4), as for (a,b),(c,d) € Um(R?), (4) only translates what means that the
unit d+ Re € U(R/Rc) is in the image of vg p .. Clearly, (4) = (5) (with b =1—a).

To check that (5) = (4), let (a,b), (c,d) € Um(R?). If (e, f,s,t) € R* is such
that ae + bf = cs + dt = 1, then by applying (5) to (ae,d) and sc € 1+ Rd it
follows that there exists t; € R such that we can decompose d + t1sc = di1ds with
(ae,dr), (1 — ae,d2) = (b,d2) € Um(R2) and thus (a,d1), (b,d2) € Um(Rz2) and
statement (4) holds by taking ¢ := t;s.

We show that (3) = (1). As R is an EDR iff it is an Es ring (see Theorem [[2)),
it suffices to show that if R is a Us ring, then each A € Um(Mjz(R)) is extendable.
Based on [3], Lem. 4.1(3), we can assume that A is upper triangular, and hence

we can write A = | 2¢ ¢ } where (a,b,c,u) € R?* is such that det(A) = abc?

0 bec
and (a,b) € Um(R?) and u in R is (up to equivalence, see Section ) an arbitrary
representative of a fixed unit u + Re € U(R/Rc). As R is a Us ring, based on
the arbitrariness part we can assume there exists (d,e) € R? such that u = de,
d+ Rac € U(R/Rac) and e+ Rbc € U(R/Rbc). Let d’, ¢’ € R be such that d’' + Rac
is the inverse of d + Rac and ¢’ + Rac is the inverse of e + Rbe. Let f,g € R be
such that dd’ = 1+ acf and ee’ = 1 + bcg. The non-full matrix

ac(1 + beg) u | acee de
abc?d'e’  be(1+ acf) ] - { abc?d'e’  bedd'
is congruent to A modulo Rdet(A). So A modulo Rdet(A) is non-full, thus simply
extendable (see [3], Prop. 5.1(2)). Hence A is extendable by [3], Lem. 4.1(1).
We are left to show that (2) = (3) in general (i.e., without assuming that
N(R) = 0). For A € Um(Ma(R)), let A € Um(Mz(S)) be its reduction modulo
N(R). If B € Um(Ms(S)), we choose A such that B = A. As A is weakly

B := S MQ(R)
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determinant liftable, there exists C' € My(R) congruent to A modulo R det(A) and
det(C) = 0. Hence C € My(S) is congruent to B modulo S det(B) and det(C) = 0.
So S has the same properties as R (note that N(S) =0and S = S/N(S) = R/N(R)
is a pre-Schreier ring). As we proved that (2) = (3) if N(R) =0, it follows that S
is a Uz ring. As (3) = (1), we incur that S is an EDR. It is well-known that this
implies that R is an EDR: e.g., see [9], Thm. 3; this also follows from Theorem [[.2]
via the fact that A is (simply) extendable iff A is so as one can easily check based
on [3], Cor. 4.7. As R is an EDD, it is an SF5 ring (see Theorem [[.2)) and hence a
Us ring (see Theorem [[.T2(2)). Thus (2) = (3). Hence Theorem [[.T2] holds.

Corollary 4.1. Assume R is a Bézout domain such that for each (a,b) € Um(R?)
and ¢ € R, the image of the functorial homomorphism U(R/Rabc) — U(R/Rab) =
U(R/Ra) x U(R/Rb) is the product of the images of the functorial homomorphisms
U(R/Rabc) — U(R/Ra) and U(R/Rabc) — U(R/Rb). Then R is an EDR.

Proof. Based on Theorem[[.12] it suffices to show that R is a Us ring. Given a unit
u+ Re € U(R/Re) and (a,b) € Um(R?), let a’ := ged(a,c) and b’ := ged(b, c). As
ged(a, b) = 1, there exists ¢’ € R such that ¢ = a’b’¢’. From our hypothesis applied
to (a’',b') € Um(R?) and ¢’ € R it follows that there exist units e + Re, f + Re €
U(R/Rc) such that their images in U(R/Ra’) x U(R/RV) are (u+ Ra’, 1+ Rb') and
(1+Ra’,u+Rb') (respectively). Then (u+Ra,1+Rb) € R/Rab= R/RaxR/Rband
e+Rc € R/Re (resp. (14+ Ra,u+Rb) € R/Rab = R/Rax R/Rband f+Rc € R/Rc)
map to the same element in R/Ra’d’ = R/Ra’ x R/Rb' and hence, as abc’ is the
least common multiple of ¢ and ab, there exists (g,h) € R? such that g + Rabc’
(resp. h + Rabc’) reduces to both of them. As g+ Rbc € U(R/Rbc) and h + Rac €
U(R/Rac), it follows that (e+Rc)(f+Rc) € Im(vq p,c). Hence to show that v ¢ is
surjective, by replacing u+ Rc with (u+ Rc)[(e+ Re)(f + Re)] ™! we can assume that
u—1 € Ra'V, i.e., the images of u+ Rc and 1+ Rab in Ra’b’ are equal, which implies
that u 4+ Re belongs to Im(U(R/Rabc’) — U(R/Rc)). As abc + Rabc € R/Rabc
has square 0, the homomorphism U(R/Rabc) — U(R/Rabc’) is surjective and thus
u + Re belongs also to Im(U(R/Rabc) — U(R/Rc)) and hence to Im(vgp.c). O

Corollary 4.2. Let R be a Hermite ring. Then R is an EDR iff for all homo-
morphisms ¢ : Z[x,y,z] — R, the image of D € Um(MQ(Z[x,y,z])) (equivalently,
F € Um(Mz(Z]z,y,2])), see Section[d) in Um(Mz(R)) via ¢ is extendable.

Proof. The ‘only if’ part is obvious. To prove the ‘if’ part, based on Theorem [T.12] it
suffices to prove that R is a Uy ring, i.e., for all a,c € R and every (u,c) € Um(R?),
we have u+ Re € Im(vg,1-q,c). Let s,t € R be such that cs+ut = 1. As u+ Res €
U(R/Res), it suffices to prove that u + Res € Im(vg,1—a,cs). Thus by replacing ¢
a(l — ut) u

0 (1 —a)(1—ut)
Um(Mz(R)) is the image of D via the homomorphism ¢ : Z[z,y,z] — R that
maps z, y, and z to a, u, and t (respectively) and so A is extendable. As D
is equivalent to &£ (see Section [I), it follows that A is equivalent to the matrix
B:= 8 (1- a)le — uw) € Um(Mz(R)), where w := 2t — ut®. From [3], Lem.
4.1(3) it follows that B is extendable and hence its reduction modulo det(B) =
Ra(1 —a)(1 —uw) = Ra(1l — a)c? is non-full (see [3], Prop. 5.1(2)). We will denote
by * the reduction modulo Ra(1 — a)c? of x, where * is either R or an element of

with cs we can assume that ¢ = 1 —ut. Hence A = S
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R. We have a product decomposition @ = s with 41 = u; + Ra(l —a)c? € R
dividing @ and @y = us + Ra(l — a)c?* € R dividing (1 — a@)(1 — wa) and hence
also 1 — @; here (u1,us) € R% Thus there exists a triple (d, e, f) € R3 such that
urug = u+a(l—a)cd, uy divides a+a(1—a)c?e and usy divides 1 —a+a(l—a)c?f.
It follows that (u1, (1 —a)c), (u2,ac) € Um(R?), and therefore we have an identity
u 4+ Re = ujug + Re = Ua)l_a7c(u2 + Rac,u; + R(1 — a)c). O

Corollary 4.3. Let R be a Bézout domain. Then R is an EDD iff for all (a,u,t) €
R3 with u # 0 there exists (s,1,z) € R® such that

(Iv) (1—us—al)® +1—usl —al®> — (s +t —ust)z = 0.

Proof. The Hermite ring R is an EDR iff for all (a,u,t) € R? the matrix A =

a(l 6 ut) 1 a)l(Ll ) } € Um(Mz(R)) is extendable (see Corollary B2 iff
it is determinant liftable (see Example[[.T(1)) and hence (see [4], Thm. 1.2) iff there
exists (z,y, z,w) € R* such that
1—a(l —ut)r —uy— (1 —a)(l —ut)w =0 = zw — yz.

If uw = 0, then A is diagonal and hence simply extendable (see [3], Ex. 4.9(3)). Thus
we can assume u # 0. The equation 1 —a(1 —ut)r —uy — (1 — a)(1 —ut)w = 0 can
be rewritten as 1 —uy = (1 — ut)(ax — aw + w) and working modulo Ru with u # 0
it follows that its general solution is az 4 (1 —a)w = 1 —us and y = s+t —ust with
s € R. As R is an integral domain, the general solution of az + (1 —a)w =1 — us
isz=1-us+ (1 —a)l and w = 1 — us — al and the equation zw — yz = 0 becomes
1—us+ (1—a)](1—us—al)—(s+t—ust)z =0 and the corollary follows. [

5. PrROOF OF THEOREM [L.15]

For (a,b) € R?, let Diag(a,b) be the diagonal matrix whose (1,1) and (2,2)
entries are a and b (respectively). We first prove the following general lemmas.
Lemma 5.1. Let (d,e) € R? be such that Rd = Re. Then there exists N € SLa(R)
such that N Diag(d,0) = Diag(e,0) (so Diag(d,0) and Diag(e,0) are equivalent).

Proof. Let (u,v) € R? be such that (d,e) = (eu,dv). As 1 —uv € Anng(d), for

N = { K _ul } € SLy(R) one computes N Diag(d,0) = Diag(e,0). O

1—uv
Lemma 5.2. Let e € R be such that for m € {2,4} the reduction map Um(R™) —
Um((R/AnnR(e))m) is surjectivll. Assume N(R) = 0. Then all zero determinant
matrices in eUm(Mz(R)) admit diagonal reduction iff R/Anng(e) is a Il ring.
Proof. For x € RUMs(R), let * be the reduction of * modulo Anng(e). We compute
A e LET] g I it
The right hand side of Equation (V]) depends only on the pairs (mj1,ma1), (I11, l12)

in R2. Given such two pairs, we have (m11,ma1), (l11,l12) € Um(R?) iff there exists

mi1 Mi2 lll 112
(mlg,mgg, 121, 122) S R4 such that |: Mo1 Moy ) 121 122 :| S SLQ(R)
2Each element of Um((R/AnnR(e))m> is the image of an element of Um((R/Rf)*) for some

f € Anng(e) and hence, if sr(R) < m, of an element in Um(R?*) by [3], Prop. 2.4(1).
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Let A =
and as N(R)

€ Um(Maz(R)) be such that det(eA) = 0; so e?det(A) = 0

it follows that edet(A) = 0. Thus det(A) € Anng(e) and
hence det(A) = The matrix eA admits diagonal reduction iff it is equiva-
lent to (f,0) (see Example [[.8)) with Re = Rf and hence iff it is equivalent to
(e,0) (see Lemma [5I). From this and the previous paragraph it follows that
eA admits diagonal reduction iff there exists (mi1,ma1), (I11,l12) € Um(R?) such
that (ea, eb, ec, ed) is equal to (emi1l11,emi1li2, emarlil, emailiz) and, as the map

Um(R?) — Um((R/Amp(e))?) is surjective, iff A = {Z:;} [Tn Tz ] is

a b
c d
=0

non-full. Each C € Um(Mg (R/AnnR(e))) is B for some B € Um(Mz(R)); if
det(C) = 0, then det(B) € Anng(e) and hence det(eB) = 0. Thus we conclude
that all zero determinant matrices in aUm (Mz (R)) admit diagonal reduction iff all

zero determinant matrices in Um (Mg (R/Ann R(e))) are non-full (equivalently, are
simply extendable by [3], Prop. 5.1(1)) and iff R/Anng(e) is a Il ring. O

We prove Theorem If R is an EDR then all zero determinant matrices in
My (R) admit diagonal reduction. If for each a € R, R/Anng(a) is a I3 ring, then
all zero determinant matrices in RUm (Mz(R)) = Mz (R) admit diagonal reduction
by Lemma[5.2 In the last two sentences we can replace ‘admit diagonal reduction’
by ‘are non-full’ by Example [[L8 hence Theorem follows from Theorem

6. ON (WSU’),, AND (WSU), RINGS

For F' € M, (R), let F'T be its transpose and let Kerr and Imz be the kernel
and the image (respectively) of the R-linear map Lp : R™ — R™ defined by it.

Proposition 6.1. A ring R is an (SU’), (resp. (SU), ) ring in the sense of Defi-
nition [201(2) iff it is so in the sense of [12], Def. 2.1.

Proof. For the ‘only if’ part, let B € M,,(R). As R is a Hermite ring, there exist
e € Rand C € Um(M,(R)) such that B = eC. As R is an (SU’),, (vesp. (SU),,)
ring, there exists N € SL,(R) (resp. N € GL,(R)) such that AN is symmetric.
Hence BN = e(AC) is symmetric, thus R is an (SU’),, (resp. (SU),,) ring in the
sense of [12], Def. 2.1. For the ‘if part, clearly R is a (WSU’), (resp. (WSU),)
ring and it is a Hermite ring by [12], Prop. 3.1. O

As in [12], Sect. 2, if U(R) is a 2-divisible abelian group, R is a (WSU’),, ring
iff it is a (WSU),, ring. For (WSU), rings we have the following general result.

Theorem 6.2. Assume R is a (WSU), ring. Then the following properties hold:

(1) Each unimodular matriz A € Um(My(R)) is equivalent to its transpose AT .

(2) If n = 2, then every projective R-module of rank 1 and generated by 2
elements is self-dual.

(3) If sr(R) < n?, then for each d € R, R/Rd is a (WSU), ring.

Proof. If N € GLy(R) is such that AN is symmetric, then (NT)"!AN = AT
and hence part (1) holds. To check part (2), let P be a projective R-module of
rank 1 generated by 2 elements. We consider an isomorphism P & Q = R? to be
viewed as an identification. Taking determinants it follows that ) is the dual of
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P. Let B € Um(MQ(R)) be such that Kerg = Q and Img = P. As BT and B
are equivalent by part (1), the R-modules P and @ are isomorphic, so P is self-
dual. Thus part (2) holds. To check part (3) for d € R, let A € Um(M,(R/Rd)).
As sr(R) < n?, there exists A € Um (Mn(R)) such that its reduction modulo Rd
is A (see [3], Prop. 2.4(1)). Let N € GL,(R) be such that AN is symmetric. If
N € GL,(R/Ra) is the reduction of N modulo Rd, then AN, being the reduction of
AN modulo Rd, is symmetric. Thus R/Rd is a (WSU),, ring; so part (3) holds. [

Remark 6.3. If R is an integral domain such that for each d € R, every projective
R/Rd-module of rank 1 and generated by 2 elements is self-dual, then each A €
Um (M, (R)) is equivalent to its transpose A”.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.17] AND APPLICATIONS

Let Spec R be the spectrum of R and let Mazx R be its subset of maximal ideals.
To prove part (1), it suffices to show that for all (u,c) € Um(R?) and a € R, we
have u? + Re € Im(va,1—q.c)- To check this we can assume that ¢ # 0. As in the
proof of Corollary[4.2] we can assume that there exists t € R such that ¢ = 1—ut. As

we are assuming that R is a (WSU)a ring, there exists M = [ i g) } € GLy(R)

ac u

0 (1-a)
(VD) acz =ux + (1 —a)cy.

As ¢ divides ux and (u,c) € Um(R?), ¢ divides z. Let s € R be such that = = cs.
Let p:= det(M) = csw — yz € U(R). Thus (cs,yz) € Um(R?).
We first assume that ¢ ¢ Z(R). Dividing Equation (VI)) by c it follows that

(VII) az+ (a — 1)y = us.

We check that the assumption (a,s) ¢ Um(R?) leads to a contradiction. This
assumption implies that there exists m € Max R such that Ra+ Rs C m. From this
and Equation (VII)) it follows that (a—1)y € m. As a—1 & m, it follows that y € m,
hence (s,yz) ¢ Um(R?), a contradiction. As (a,s) € Um(R?), s+ Ra € U(R/Ra).

From Equation (VII) it follows that the images of (—y + Re)(u + Re)™! €
U(R/Rc) and s+ Ra € U(R/Ra) in U(R/(Ra+ Rc)) are equal. Thus there exists a
unit of the quotient ring R/(RaN Re) that maps to (—y+ Re)(u+Re)~t € U(R/Rc).
As (RaN Rc)/Rac is a square 0 ideal of R/Rac, the homomorphism U(R/Rac) —
U(R/(Ran Rc)) is surjective, hence (—y + Rc)(u + Re) ™' € Im(va1—a,c).

Due to the symmetry of Equation (VII)) in az and (a — 1)y, similar arguments
give s+ R(1—a) € U(R/R(1—a)) and (24 Rc)(u+ Re) ™" € Im(va,1—q,c). Clearly
w4 Re € Im(vgi—qc). As p+ Re = (—y + Rc)(z + Rc), it follows that

(u+Re)* = [(—y+Re)(u+Re) 7 H(z+ Re)(u+Re) ) Hu+Re) € Im(va,1—a,c)

We use a trick with annihilators to show that an analogue of Equation (VIII) holds
even if ¢ € Z(R). As (c,u), (c,yz) € Um(R?), it follows that (c,uyz) € Um(R?).
This implies that Anng(c) C Ruyz. From this and the identity c[az+(a—1)y—us] =
0 it follows that there exists ¢ € R such that az + (a — 1)y — su = uyzq. If
s1 1= s+ yzq, then (s1,yz) € Um(R?) and the identity az + (a — 1)y = us; holds.
Thus, using s; and the last identity instead of s and Equation (VII), as above we
argue that (u + Re)? € Im(va1—a.c)- So part (1) holds.

such that M [

} is a symmetric matrix, i.e., we have an identity
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Part (2) follows from Theorem [6.2(2) and (3). The first part of part (3) follows
from part (1) and definitions. Based on it, the second part of part (3) follows from
Theorem Thus Theorem [[.T7 holds.

Remark 7.1. If (a,y) € Um(R?) (resp. (1 —a,z) € Um(R?)), then —y + Rac €
U(R/Rac) (resp. z+R/R(1—a)c € U(R/R(1—a)c)), hence u+ Re € Im(va,1—a,c)-
Corollary 7.2. For a Bézout domain the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The ring R is an (WSU)a (resp. (WSU’)2) ring.

(2) For all (a,b),(c,u) € Um(R?) with abc # 0, if (a/,b') € R? such that
aa’ +bb' =1 is given, then there exists a triple (s,l,w) € R with the property that
csw + (a’us — bl)(V'us + al) € U(R) (resp. csw + (a’us — bl)(b'us + al) = 1).
Proof. If A1, Ay € My(R) are equivalent, then there exists M; € GLy(R) such
that M Ay is symmetric iff there exists My € GLo(R) such that MsAs is symmet-
ric. This is so, as for M, N, M; € GLy(R) such that Ay = M AN and M1 A, is
symmetric, by denoting My := NTMiM~1 € GLy(R), MaAy = NT(MyA;)N is
symmetric. Also, if M, N, M; € SLy(R), then My € SLa(R).

Based on the previous paragraph and Section 2] the ring R is a (WSU)sy (resp.

(WSU")2) ring iff for all (a,b),(c,u) € Um(R?) there exists M = [ j Z } in

GL3(R) (resp. in SLy(R)) such that the matrix M [ %c l?c ] is symmetric, i.e.,
the equation acz = ux+bcy holds. If abc = 0, then %C l?c is simply extendable

(see [3], Ex. 4.9(3)) and hence equivalent to a diagonal matrix (see [3], Thm. 4.3)
and from the previous paragraph we get that M exists. Thus we can assume that
abc # 0. So ¢ ¢ Z(R) and hence as in the proof of Theorem [[L.TT, we write x = cs
with s € R and the identity az = us+by holds. The general solution of the equation
az — by = us in the indeterminates ¥,z is z = a’us — bl and y = —b'us — al with
l € R. Asdet(M) = 2w —yz = csw+ (a’us — bl)(b'us + al), the corollary hods. O

Remark 7.3. Referring to Corollary[7.2(2) with b = 1 —a, we can take ' =1 =¥/,
and one is searching for (s,l,w) € R? such that csw+ (us+al—1)(us+al) € U(R)
(resp. and csw+ (us+al —1)(us+al) = 1, which for ¢ = 1 — ut with ¢ € R is closely
related to Equation ([V]) via a substitution of the form z := —w).

a b
b d
liftable iff there exists (z,w)? € R such that b divides 1 — ax — dw and for a suitable
s € R such that bs = 1 — azx — cw, the equation X2+ sX +zw = 0 has two solutions
y,2€ R (sozw —yz=0and 1 —ax — by — bz — dw = 0).

Remark 7.4. A symmetric matrix A = [ ] € Um(M2(R)) is determinant

Recall from [24], Sect. 1 that R is said to have square stable range 1, and one
writes ssr(R) = 1, if for each (a,b) € Um(R?), there exists r € R such that
a®? +br € U(R). Clearly, if sr(R) = 1, then ssr(R) = 1.

Example 7.5. Assume ssr(R) = 1. Then for each ¢ € R, the cokernel of the
reduction homomorphism U(R) — U(R/Rc) is a Boolean group and hence for
all (a,b) € Um(R?), Coker(v,p.) is a Boolean group. If (c,u) € Um(R?), let

w € R be such that u? 4+ cw € U(R). Then M := { 2 :Uu } € GL2(R) and the
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ac U
0 (1-a
ring, then each upper triangular matrix in Um (Mg (R)) has a companion test matrix
equivalent to a symmetric matrix; thus, from this, Theorem [[.2] and Proposition[2.2]
it follows that R is an EDR iff each symmetric matrix in Um (M2 (R)) is extendable.

product matrix M [ e } is symmetric. Hence, if R is also a Hermite

8. PROOF OF THEOREM [[L18

Let P be a projective R/Rd-module of rank 1 generated by 2 elements. We
consider an isomorphism P & @ = (R/Rd)?. Let D € Um(M(R/Rd)) be such
that Kerp = @ and Imp = P. As sr(R) < 2, there exists A € Um(M>(R)) such
that its reduction modulo Rd is D (see [3], Prop. 2.4(1)). Let R := R/Rdet(A) and
let A € Um(Mz(R)) be the reduction of A modulo Rdet(A). We have det(A) € Rd.
We know that Ker ; and Im ;5 are dual projective R-modules of rank 1 generated by
2 elements (see [3], Sect. 3) and their reductions modulo the ideal Rd/R det(A) of
R are Q and P. Thus, to end the proof, it suffices to show that the classes of Ker 4
and Im 4 in Pic(R) are equal (equivalently, have orders 1 or 2 or equivalently, Ker’
and Im% are free R-modules of rank 2). So, d and D will not be mentioned again.
ac u
0 be
R3 such that (a,b),(c,u) € Um(R?) and we will only use that Coker(vgp.) is
a Boolean group. As Coker(v,p.) makes sense for R/Rabc and as two finitely
generated projective R/Rabc?>-modules are isomorphic if and only if their reductions
modulo the square 0 ideal Rabc/Rabc® are isomorphic, by reducing modulo Rabc
we can assume that abc = 0. Hence (R, A) = (R, A) and we will only use (R, A).

Let (s,t) € R? be such that es +ut = 1. By [3], Ex. 5.2 we have Kery =

Ruvy + Ruvg, where vy := [ ;g } and vy := { —é)c ] As (a,b) € Um(R?), we have

Spec R = Spec R, U Spec Ry. Note (Kerg), = Ryv1 and (Kera), = Rp(tvg + %’Ug).

Based on Section[2] we can assume that A = { ] € My (R) with (a,b,¢) €

Over Ry, we have ¢ = 0 and hence v1 = u(tvy + 21}2). Thus (Kerfz)a = R(v1 ®v1),

(Ker%Q)b = R((tvl + %vg) ® (tvr + %vg)), and over Ry, we have an identity v1 @ vy =

u?((tvr + %Ug) ® (tvy + 2’1}2)). As u? + Re € Im(v, p.c), there exists u, € U(R/Rbc)

and uy, € U(R/Rac) such that the product of their images in U(R/Rc) is u* + Re.
As R, is a localization of R/Rbc and R}, is a localization of R/Rac, we will denote
also by u, and u, their images in R, and Ry, (respectively). Thus u; !(v; ® v1) and

uljl ((tvl + %’02) ® (tvy + 21}2)) coincide over R, and hence there exists an element
v € Ker$? whose images in (Ker%?), and (Ker$?), are equal to u; ' (v1 ® v1) and
uy (b + %Ug) ® (tvy + %Ug)) (respectively). Thus Rv = Ker%?, hence Ker%? = R.

Corollary 8.1. Let R be a Hermite ring such that for each a € R, every self-
dual projective R/Ra-module of rank 1 generated by 2 elements is free. Then the
following properties hold:

(1) The ring R is an EDR iff for all (a,b) € Um(R?) and ¢ € R, Coker(vgp,c)

is a Boolean group.

(2) If R is a (WSU)2 ring, then R is an EDR.
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Proof. For part (1), its ‘only if’ part follows from Theorem To check the ‘if’
part, from Theorem [[L18 it follows that for each A € Um (Mg (R)), the reduction
A of A modulo Rdet(A) is such that Im 5 = R/Rdet(A), hence A is non-full and
thus extendable (see [3], Prop. 5.1(2)). Hence R is an Es ring and thus an EDR by
Theorem [[L21 Thus Corollary BI[1) holds. Corollary BIK2) follows from Corollary
BIK1) and Theorem [[T7(1) (it also follows from Theorems [6:2(2) and [[2]). O

9. PROOF OF CRITERIA [I.19 AND [L.20)

We first prove Criterion [LTd(1). If there exists (e, f) € R? such that ae? —cf? €
U(R), then from the identity ae? — cf? = e(ae + bf) — f(be + cf) it follows that
(ae + bf,be + cf) € Um(R?), so A is simply extendable by [3], Thm. 4.3. For the
converse, assume char(R) = 2 and A is simply extendable. Let (e, f) € Um(R?) be
such that (ae +bf,be + cf) € Um(R?) by loc. cit. To prove that ae® — cf? € U(R)
it suffices to show that the assumption that there exist m € MaxzR such that
ae? — cf? € m, leads to a contradiction. By replacing R with R/m, we can assume
that R is a field and we know that either a # 0 or ¢ # 0, either ae + bf # 0 or
be +cf # 0, ac = b? and ae? = cf?; hence either e # 0 or f # 0. If acef = 0,
then by the symmetry in (a,c) and (e, f) we can assume that ae = 0; if a = 0,
then b = 0, ¢ # 0, and hence f = 0, thus ae + bf = be 4+ cf = 0, a contradiction,
and if e = 0, then f # 0, hence ¢ = 0, and by the symmetry in the pair (a,c),
we similarly reach a contradiction. Thus we can assume that acef # 0, hence
b2 = ac = e 22 f? = f~2a%¢? as char(R) = 2 and R is a field, it follows that
b=-elef = flae, thus ae +bf = be + cf = 0, a contradiction. So part (1) holds.

To prove part (2), as b ¢ Z(R), for each m € MaxR, b is a nonzero element
of Ry. As R is a Hermite ring and N(R) = 0, each Ry is a valuation domain
(e.g., see [4], Ex. 2.4). Let d € R and (/,’) € Um(R?) be such that a = da’ and
b =db. As d divides a and (a,c) € Um(R?), we have (d,c) € Um(R?). Thus
also (d?,c) € Um(R?). From this, as d* divides ac, it follows that d? divides a; let
u € R be such that a = d?u. As b € Ry \ {0}, it is easy to see that the image of
uw in Ry, is a unit for all m € MaxR. Hence u € U(R). By symmetry, there exist
g € Rand v € U(R) such that ¢ = g?v. As b ¢ Z(R), we have d, g ¢ Z(R).

To complete the proof that the matrix A is extendable, based on part (1) it
suffices to show that there exists (e, f) € R? such that ae?—cf? = ae?+cf? € U(R).
Replacing A by u='A (see [3], Lem. 4.1(3)), we can assume that u = 1. Thus
a = d?. From this and the identities ac = b? and ¢ = g?v, the element w := i
of the total ring of fractions of R has the property that w? = v in each valuation
domain R, with p € Spec R, hence w € Ry, and we conclude that w € R and
v = w?. By replacing (v, g) with (1, gw), we can assume that v = 1 and ¢ = g%
As (a,c) = (d?,¢%) € Um(R?), it follows that (d,g) € Um(R?), hence there exists
(e, f) € Um(R?) such that de + gf = 1, and so ae? + cf? =1 € U(R). Thus part
(2) holds and so Criterion [[.T9 holds.

We prove Criterion As R is an (SU)y ring, it is a Hermite ring, and,
as the extendability is preserved under equivalence (see [3], Lem. 4.1(3)), it is an
E, ring iff each symmetric matrix in Um(Mz(R)) is extendable. Thus R is an
EDR iff each symmetric matrix in Um (M3 (R)) is extendable by Theorem [L21 Let

4= { b lc) } € Um(M>(R)). Based on [3], Lem. 4.1(1) and Criterion [LT%1)
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applied to A modulo R(ac — b?), A is extendable if there exists (e, f) € R? such
that ae? —cf?+R(ac—b?) € U(R/[R(ac—b%)]), equivalently, if (ae>—cf?, ac—b*) €
Um(R?), and the converse holds if char(R) = 2; hence Criterion [[20 holds.

10. PROOF OF CRITERION
As R is a Bézout domain, R is an EDD iff for all (a,b,s) € R3, the equation
(VIII) [1—(1—a—-0bs)w—>byl(l —azx)=ay[(1—a—bs)z+ bz

in the indeterminates z, y, z and w has a solution in R* (see Corollary [L14] and
Proposition Z3(1)). To solve this equation, we note that, as (a,1—az) € Um(R?),
a divides 1 — (1 —a — bs)w — by. Thus, as R is an integral domain, Equation (I[X])
has a solution in R* iff the system of two equations

(IX) 1—(1—a—-bs)w—by=ta and t(1 —azx) =y[(1 —a — bs)z + bz]

in the indeterminates ¢, x, y, z and w has a solution in R (this holds even if a = 0!).
The first equation of System ([X]), rewritten as w = 1 + a(w — t) + b(sw — y),

has the general solution given by w=1—aq—br,t=q4+w=14+¢q¢—aqg—br and

y=r+sw=r+s(l—aq—br), where (¢,7) € R? can be arbitrary.

The second equation of System ([X]), rewritten as t = (at+by)z+ (1 —a—bs)yz,
has a solution iff t € R(at +by) + R(1 —a —bs)y. As 1 = (1—a—bs)w+ (at + by),
we have t € R(at +by) + R(1 —a — bs)y iff t € R(at + by) + Ry = Rat + Ry.

From the last two paragraphs it follows that System (IX]) has a solution in R®
iff there exists (¢,7) € R? as mentioned in statement (2). Thus (1) < (2).

If (1 —a,b) € Un(R?), then we can choose (q,7) € Um(R?) such that t =
14+¢g(l—a)+rb=0, hence t =0 € Rat + Ry = Ry, and for e := 1 and f :=0, we
have (a,e), (be + af,1 — bs —a) € Um(R?). Thus to prove that (2) < (3) we can
assume that (1 — a,b) ¢ Um(R?), and hence always t # 0.

For t; := ged(r —gs,t) we write t = t1t2 and 7 —gs = at with (a,t2) € Um(R?);
thus y = r + s(t — q) = st + at;. We would like to find (g,7) € R? such that there
exists (g, h) € R? with the property that gy+aht = t, equivalently, gst+gat,+aht =
t, and thus we must have g € Rty. Writing g = t28 with 8 € R, we want to find
(¢,7) € R? such that there exists (3,h) € R? satisfying 1 = B(st2 + a) + ah,
equivalently, such that (a,stz + a) € Um(R?). Replacing r = ¢s + aty in t, it
follows that ¢t = 1 4+ q¢ — bgs — bat; — aq, hence there exists v € R such that
1+ ¢(1—bs—a) =t17; we have t3 = v — ba and thus e := sta + a = sy + (1 — bs)a.
As (o, t2) € Um(R?), it follows that («,v) € Um(R?). There exists a unique f € R
such that « = e — fs and v = be + f(1 — bs); in fact we have f = t5 = v — ba and
thus R = Ra+ Ry = Re+ Rf, i.e., (e, f) € Um(R?). There exists ¢ € R such that
be+ f(1—bs) divides 1+¢q(1 —bs —a) iff (be+ f(1 —bs), 1 —bs—a) € Um(R?) and
hence iff (be + af,1 —bs —a) € Um(R?). Thus (2) < (3). So Criterion [L22] holds.
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