arXiv:math/0411586v2 [math.RA] 26 Nov 2004

A Class of Ring-like Objects

Keqin Liu
Department of Mathematics
The University of British Columbia
Vancouver, BC
Canada, V6T 172

November 23, 2004

Abstract
We introduce the notions of one-sided dirings, 3-irreducible left mod-
ules, 3-primitive left dirings, 3-semi-primitive left dirings, 3-primitive ide-
als and 3-radicals. The main results consists of two parts. The first
part establishes two external characterizations of a 3-semi-primitive left
diring. The second part characterizes the 3-radical of a left diring by using
3-primitive ideals.

By forgetting some structures of a 7-tuple introduced in Chapter 4 of [3],
we get three roads of generalizing the notion of a ring R. The first one is to
keep the additive group structure of R and to replace the multiplicative monoid
structure of R by a dimonoid with a one-sided bar-unit. The second one is
to replace the additive group structure of R by a commutative digroup and to
keep the multiplicative monoid structure of R. The third one is to replace the
additive group structure of R by a commutative digroup and to replace the
multiplicative monoid structure of R by a dimonoid with a one-sided bar-unit.
Although we do not know how far we can go along the third road now, the first
two roads are good enough to develop the counterpart of the basic ring theory.
The purpose of this paper is to study the counterpart of the Jacobson radical
for rings along the first road.

This paper consists of five sections. In Section 1 we introduce the notion of
a one-sided diring and discusses its basic properties. In Section 2 we consider
some fundamental concepts and results about a left module over a left diring.
In Section 3 we introduce the notion of a 3-irreducible left module and prove
that Schur Lemma is still true for 3-irreducible left modules over a left diring.
In Section 4 we introduce the notions of 3-primitive left dirings and 3-semi-
primitive left dirings, and establish two external characterizations of a 3-semi-
primitive left diring. In Section 5 we introduce the notion of the 3-radical of
a left diring by using the intersection of the annihilators of all 3-irreducible
left R-modules, and prove that the 3-radical of a left diring R is equal to the
intersection of the 3-primitive ideals of R.
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1 The Notion of One-sided Dirings

We begin this section with the definition of a one-sided diring.

Definition 1.1 A nonempty set R is called a left diring (or right diring) if
there are three binary operations +, - and - on R such that the following three
properties hold

(i) (R, +) is an Abelian group with the identity 0.
(i) (R, -, ) is a dimonoid with a left bar-unit e; (or a right bar-unit e, ).
(iii) The distributive laws
xx(y+z2)=zxy+awxz, (y+z)xx=y*xz+z*x
hold for all x, y, z € R and * € {f, %}.

A left diring or a right diring is called a one-sided diring and is denoted
by(R7+7 N )

—

Definition 1.2 A one-sided diring (R, +, _-\, 1-_) is called o diring if (R, -

, %) is a dimonoid with a bar-unit.

By forgetting the vector space structure of a dialgebra with a bar-unit([5]),
we can regard a dialgebra with a bar-unit as a diring.

N

If (R, +, f, %) is a one-sided diring, then the binary operations +, - and
" are called the addition, the left product and the right product, respec-
tively. The Abelian group (R, +) is called the additive group of R, and
the identity O of the additive group is called the zero element of R. If x is
an element of R, then the group inverse of x in the additive group is denoted
by —z. A one-sided bar-unit of the dimonoid ( R, f, %) is called a one-sided
multiplicative bar-unit of R. The left halo of the dimonoid (R, -, %) is
called the left multiplicative halo of R and is denoted by h, (R). The right
halo of the dimonoid ( R, f, %) is called the right multiplicative halo of R
and is denoted by K (R). The halo of the dimonoid (R, -, %) is called the
multiplicative halo of R and is denoted by 1 (R). Thus, we have

hi(R)={a€R|a - z=gxforallz € R},

hX(R)={a€R|z=xz - aforallz € R}

and B R
W*(R)={a€R|a - x=x=x - aforallze R}.

The following example gives a left diring which is not a diring.

1The notion of a one-sided bar-unit of a dimonoid was introduced in Definition 6.3 of [3]



Example Let H := {0, a, b, ¢} be a set of four distinct elements. We define
three binary operations +, - and - on H as follows:

[+ [0fafblc]

00]albd]|c
allal0|c|b
b||b|lc|0]|a
cllc|blal]|O
Tl N
0Offojo0oj0f|oO Ofojofof|oO
all0]b|b|O all0]lal|b|c
b|O|b|Db]|O bll0]lal|lbd]|ec
clfl0O[0O]0O|O c|f0O{O0O|O|O

One can check that (H, -, - ) is a left diring with h)(H) = {a, b}. Since
hX(H) =0, H does not have any bar-unit. Hence, H is not a diring. ad

It is clear that if ( R, +, f, %) is a left diring with a left bar-unit e, , then
(R, +, o, o) is a right diring with a right bar-unit é, where é := e, and the
binary operations o and o are defined by

roy: = y -,
roy: = y -,

where z, y € R. R is called the opposite one-sided diring of an one-sided

diring R. Using the opposite one-sided diring, a fact about a left diring can be

converted to a fact about a right diring, and vice versa. Hence, we will only
discuss left dirings.

The following are direct consequences of the distributive laws:
zx0=0=0=xux,

(—z)xy=zx(—y) = —(z*xy),

where z, y are elements of an one-sided diring ( R, +, -, %) and * € {f, = }.

Definition 1.3 Let (R, +, f, 1-_) be a left diring with a left multiplicative bar-
unit ep. The set N
At (R)y={z€Rle, - z=0}

is called the additive halo of R.

It is clear that the definition of the additive halo 2™ (R) does not dependent
on the choice of the left multiplicative bar-unit of R. Since

N

er - I:O:>$I'_€g:(8g cx) - ep=(eq - ) - eg:OITeg:O,

P P — P



the additive halo A (R) can be also described as follows

W(R)={x€R|e, - 2=0=zx - e}

The notion of the additive halo is indispensable to rewrite commutative ring
theory in the context of dirings. The motivation of introducing the notion comes
from the following facts, which were obtained in our attempt to generalize the
Lie correspondence between connected linear Lie groups and linear Lie algebras.

Let (R, +, o %) be a diring with a multiplicative bar-unit e. According to
what we did in Section 4.1 of [3], there are three more binary operations W, &
and e on R. Their definitions are as follows:

x@y: = a:—l—efy,
:vgy: = :C%e—i—y,
vey: = x - y+a-y-—z-e -y, (1)

where z, y € R.

.

One can check that (R, @, W) is a digroup? with respect to the bar-unit
0, and the halo of the digroup is the additive halo 27 (R) of R. The binary

operation defined by () is called the Liu product induced by +, f, - and e.

Since the Liu product is associative, a diring ( R, +, ?, %) can be regarded as
aring (R, o) with the identity e.

Let A and B be two subsets of a one-sided diring ( R, +, o ). We shall
use A * B to indicate the following subset of R

AxB:={axbla€ A, be B},

where x € {+, -, - }. We also use 2 = y (mod A) to indicate that z —y € A
for z, y € R.

Proposition 1.1 Let (R, +, _-\, %) be a left diring with a left multiplicative
bar-unit ey.

(i) Forallz, y€ R and *, o€ { -, - }, we have

zxy=zoy (modh"(R)). (2)

(i) ht(R) " R=0=R - h"(R).
(iii) A" (R)* RC h*(R) and R« h™(R) ChY(R) for =€ { -, - }.

(iv) e +hT(R) Ch)(R).

2The notion of a digroup we shall use in this paper was introduced in Definition 1.1 of [E.
In other words, the left inverse of an element x of a digroup may be not equal to the right
inverse of x.




(v) Ife € h*(R), then e + hT(R) = h*(R).

Proof (i) Since

N N N

er - (xxy —zoy)=e -x -y—e -z -y=0

forall z, y € Rand *,o € { -, - }, (i) holds.
(ii) This part follows from

P

hH(R) T R=nt(R) " (eﬁR): (rﬁ(R)fez) "R=0"R=0

and

N

R~ K" (R)=R"- (eﬁfﬁ(R)) —R

(iii) For * € { -, - }, we have
ec  (WF(R)+R) = (e0 - WH(R)) “ R=0" R=0

and

N

o - (RehY(R) =er - (R . h+(R)) —e - 0=0,
which imply that (iii) holds.
(iv) By (ii), we have
(ee+h*(R) “x=e - a+h"(R) - z=z+0=u
Hence, e, + A" (R) C b (R).

(v) By (iv), we have e+ AT (R) C h*(R). Conversely, if a € h*(R), we have

— [N [N

e (a—e)=e-a—e- -e=e—e=0,

which implies that o — e € AT (R). Hence, a = e + (a — e) € e + T (R). Thus,
h*(R) C e+ hT(R). This proves (v). 0

Let (R, +, f, %) be a one-sided diring. A subgroup I of the additive group
(R, +) is called an ideal of R if

RxICI, I+xRC]

for x € { -, - }. It is clear that if ¥ (R) # 0, then every one-sided diring R
always has three distinct ideals: 0, " (R) and R by Proposition [CIKiii).

Definition 1.4 A one-sided diring R is said to be 3-simple if b (R) # 0 and
R has no ideals other than 0, h™(R) and R.



A one-sided diring R is said to be 2-simple if R has exactly two distinct
ideals. It is clear that if R is 2-simple, then A1 (R) = 0. Hence, the notion of a
2-simple diring is the same as the notion of a simple ring.

Let I be an ideal of a left diring ( R, +, _-\, B ), and let ey be a left multiplica-
tive bar-unit of R. We define two binary operations - and - on the quotient
group

R
7::{w+l|xel}

by
@+~ (y+I): = - y+1,

P

@+I) " (y+D): = z - y+1,

R
where x, y € R. The two binary operations above make the quotient group —

into a left diring with a left multiplicative bar-unit e, + I, which is called the
quotient left diring of R with respect to the ideal I.

It is clear that if I is an ideal of a left diring R and I 2 A*(R), then the
quotient left diring ? is a rng with a left identity.

Let (R, +, f, %) be a left diring. A subset S of is called a subdiring of
R if (S, +) is a subgroup of the additive group (R, +), (S, f, %) is a dimonoid
and SN, (R) # 0.

Definition 1.5 Let R and R be left dirings. A map ¢ : R — R is called a left
diring homomorphism if
¢(a+b) = ¢(a) + H(b),
¢(axb) = p(a) ¢(b)
¢ (b (R)) Nh; (R) #

a

where a, b € R and * € {f, %}. A bijective left diring homomorphism is called
a left diring isomorphism.

Let ¢: R — R be a left diring homomorphism from a left diring R to a left
diring R. The kernel Ker¢ and the image I'm¢ of ¢ are defined by

Ker¢:={ala€ R and ¢(a) =0}

and

Im¢:={¢(a)|ac R}.

It is clear that Ker¢ is an ideal of the left diring R, I'm¢ is a subdiring of
the left diring R and

é:a+ Kerg — ¢(a) fora e R



is a left diring isomorphism from the quotient diring

R.

R
to the subdiring of
ero

2 Modules Over One-sided Dirings

We begin this section with the definition of a left module over a left diring.

Definition 2.1 Let (R, +, f, 1-_) be a left diring with a left multiplicative bar-
unit e. A left R-module (M, ®, ©®) is an Abelian group M together with two

maps (a,x) = a © x and (a,z) — a © = from R x M to M satisfying the
following conditions:

ax(z+y) = axx+axy, (3)
(a+b)xx = axx+z*x, (4)
(afb@x - @(b*j), (5)
(@ -b)ozr = a® (bO), (6)
(aob) @z = ao(bo ) (7)

cor = z (8)

where a, b€ R, x, y € M, *6{6, 6} andoe{f, 1-_}.

Let End(M) be the ring of endomorphisms of an Abelian group M. If a is
an element of a left R-module (M, ®, ®) over a left diring R, then both [,
and L, are endomorphisms of M, where [, and L, are defined by

N

La(a:)::agx, Za(x)::aax for x € M. 9)

za and za are called the left translations determined by a, which have been
used to study digroups in Chapter 2 of [3].

It is easy to check that the two maps L: a '—>Za and Z: a '—>Za are two
group homomorphisms from the additive group (R, 4+ ) to the additive group
(End(M), +) and the following are true:

LaLb:LaLb:Laf\bu (10)
LaLv=Laxb, LaLb:La’fbv (11)
LaLe=La,  Le=1, (12)



where a, b € R

Conversely, if there are two group homomorphisms Z: a »—>za and z: a »—>za
from (R, +) to (End(M), +) satisfying (), (1) and (), then the Abelian
group M becomes a left R-module under the module actions defined by [@).

Let R be a left diring. A subset N of a left R-module (M, 6, 6) is called
a submodule of M if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) N is a subgroup of the Abelian group M,

(i) ForallaER,xENand*e{g, 6},a*xeN.

Let M be a left R-module over a left diring R. It is clear that both 0 and
M are submodules of M. Let K and J be two submodules of M. We say that
a submodule N of M is a proper submodule between K and J if K # N,
N #Jand K CN CJ.

Let e be a multiplicative bar-unit of R. The additive halo 2" (M) of M is
defined by
BE(M) = {ze M|eor=0}. (13)
It is immediate that A" (M) is a submodule of M. Hence, every left R-
module M always has three submodules: 0, At (M) and M.

A left diring (R, +, -, %) can be regarded as a left R-module ( R, 6, 6),

where ®:=- and &:= -. This module is denoted by rR and is called the left
regular module over R. A submodule of a left regular module rR is called a
left ideal of R.

Proposition 2.1 Let

(R, +, _-\, %) be a left diring with a left multiplicative
bar-unit e. If (M, ®, ®)

is a left R-module, then
(i) R® ht(M)=0.
(ii) At (R) ® M =0 and i*(R) ® M C 1 (M).

(iii) M = (e ® M) @ hT (M), where ® denotes the direct sum of groups.

Proof (i) For a € R and z € ht (M), we have

P N N

a6x=a6(e@x)za@(e@x)za@OzO

by @) and (). This proves (i).
(ii) For a € h*(R) and y € M, we have

P P P

a@y=a0(cOy)
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by @) and (@). Hence, it (R) & M = 0.
Using (), we have

66(a5y):(efa)6y:06y:0,
which proves that h*(R) ® M C it (M).

(iii) For any z € M, we have

N

z:eaz—l—(z—e@z). (14)
By @), @) and @), we have

65(2—662’)2662—66(662)
e®(e®

(e@z)—ea(egz):(),

which implies that

z—eazeh"’(M) for z € M. (15)
By (@) and (@), we get
M= (e® M)+ ht(M). (16)

Ife®ue (e®M)Nht (M) with u € M, then

s N

e@uze@(e@u)ze@(e@u)€R6h+(M):O
by (i). Hence, we get
(e® M)NKT (M) =0. (17)
It follows from ([@) and ([I7) that (iii) holds. ad

By Proposition EI(iii), every left multiplicative bar-unit e of a left diring R
induces a decomposition of a left R-module M:

M = My ® M, (18)
where N
My:=e® M, M, =T (M).

By ([®), every element z of a left R-module M can be expressed uniquely
as
T =x9+ 21, x; € M; for i =0, 1.
xg and x; are called the even component of z and the odd component of =
induced by e, respectively.

A useful property of even components is

—

e® xg=To forﬂcoeeaM. (19)



Let M and M be two left modules over a left diring R. A map ¢: M — M
is called a R-homomorphism (or module homomorphism) if

dx+y) = ox)+oy),
plaxz) = axd(x),

forz,y e M,a € Rand * € {6, 6} A bijective R-homomorphism is called a R-
isomorphism. The kernel Ker¢ and the image I'm¢ of a R-homomorphism
¢: M — M are defined by

Kerg :={z|z e M and ¢(z) =0}

and
Im¢:={d(x)|v e M}.

It is easy to check that Ker¢ is a submodule of M, Im¢ is a submodule of
M and
B(h* (M) C ™ (Img) = K+ (M) 1 Tmé. (20)

Let N be a submodule of a left module (M, 6, 6) over a left diring R.
Since a* N C N for a € R and * € {®, ®}, we know that

ax(x+N):=a*xzx+ N forz e M (21)

M M
is a well defined map from R x (W) to the quotient group N One can check

M
that (ZI) makes N into a left R-module, which is called the quotient module
of M with respect to the submodule N. The additive halo o f the quotient

M
module N is given by

nt <%> = %WM) (22)

3 3-Irreducible Modules

We now introduce the notion of a 3-irreducible left module over a left diring.

Definition 3.1 Let R be a left diring. A left R-module M is called a 3-
irreducible module if h+(M) 18 the unique proper submodule between 0 and
M.

Let R be a left diring with a left multiplicative bar-unit e and M a left R-
module. A submodule N of M is said to be 3-maximal if the quotient module

10



M
~ is 3-irreducible. By [22), a submodule N of M is 3-maximal if and only if

N+t (M) is the unique proper submodule between N and M. A 3-maximal
submodule of the left regular module g R is called a 3-maximal left ideal.

The next proposition gives the characterizations of a 3-irreducible left R-
module.

Proposition 3.1 Let R be a left diring with a left multiplicative bar-unit e. If
(M, ®, ®) is a left R-module with M # h™ (M) and ht (M) # 0, then the

following are equivalent:

(1) M is 3-irreducible.

(ii) M=R © xo for any nonzero element xy of e ® M, and T (M) =R ® x1
for any nonzero element x1 of h™ (M).

R
(iii) M ~ T e left R-modules, where I is a 3-maximal left ideal of R.

Proof This is a direct consequence of Definition Bl O

Let { M{|X € A} be a family of left modules over a left diring R. The
(external) direct sum @M | of the left R-modules Mj is defined by
AEA

fiA— UMﬁ\isamap

@M’ = f AEA
N A such that f(\) € M} for A € A and
© supp f:={A| A € A and f(\) # 0} is a finite set

Forf,geéBMﬁ,aERand*E{g, 6},Wedeﬁnef—|—ganda*fby
AEA
(f+aN): = fN)+9(N), (23)
(ax f)A): = axf(d), (24)

where A € A. It is easy to check that <@M§\, 6, 6) is a left R-module.
AEA

Definition 3.2 Let R be a left diring. A left R-module M is said to be com-
pletely 3-reducible if M is a direct sum of 3-irreducible left R-modules.

Let M and N be left modules over a left diring R. The set of all R-
homomorphisms from M to N is denoted by Hom r(M, N). It is clear that
(Hom r(M, N), +, 0) is an Abelian group, where the addition + is defined by

(f+9)(x) = f(x) +g(x) foraxzeM

11



and the R-homomorphism 0 € Hom r(M, N) is defined by
0(z):=0 forze M.
The additive inverse —f of an element f € Hom g(M, N) is given by
(=f)(x) :=—f(z) forze M.
If M = N, the Abelian group
End gM := Hom r(M, M)
is a ring with respect to the associative product fg, where fg is defined by

(f9)(x) := f(g(z)) forxze M.

The next proposition shows that Schur’s Lemma is still true for 3-irreducible
left modules over a left diring.

Proposition 3.2 Let R be a left diring. If M and N are 3-irreducible left R-
modules, then any R-homomorphism from M to N is either O or a R-isomorphism.
In other words, End pM is a division ring.

Proof Let f be a nonzero R-homomorphism from M to N. Then Kerf =
At(M) or Kerf =0, and Imf = h(N) or Imf = N. Hence, we have four
possible cases.

Case 1: Kerf =ht(M) and Imf = h*(N), in which case, we have

N —

f(e@x):e@f(a:)ée@ﬁ*‘(N):O for x € M.

Hence, ¢ 6 M C Kerf = h™ (M), which is impossible.
Case 2: Kerf =h" (M) and Imf = N, in which case, we have

M M

W = Kerf ~ N as left R-modules.

Since A1 (V) is a proper submodule between 0 and N, there is a proper sub-
module between A" (M) and M, which is impossible.

Case 8: Kerf =0 and Imf = h"(N), in which case, 0 # e oM C Kerf =
0, which is impossible.

Case 4: Kerf =0and Imf = h"(N), in which case, f is a R-isomorphism.
O

12



4 3-Primitivity and 3-Semi-Primitivity

Let (R, +, _-\, %) be a left diring. The annihilator anngM of a left R-module
(M, ®, ®) is defined by

annRM::{a€R|a*M=O for*e{a,g}}. (25)

It is clear that anngM is an ideal of R.

A left R-module (M, 5, 6) is said to be faithful if anngM = 0. It is

easy to check that ( M, 6, 6 ) is a faithful left -module and the module

anng
actions are defined by
(b+annRM)6:v: = ng, (26)
(b—i—annRM)ga:: = ng, (27)

where b € R and = € M.

Definition 4.1 A left diring R is said to be 3-primitive if there is a faithful
3-irreducible left R-module. A left diring R is said to be 3-semi-primitive
if for any a # 0 in R there exists a 3-irreducible left R-module M such that
a & anngpM.

Let { Rx| X € A} be a family of left dirings indexed by a set A. The set

fiA— UR)\ is a map
[[R =S r AEA : (28)
AEA such that f(A) € Ry for A€ A
is called the direct product of the left dirings Ry with A € A. For f, g €

HRA,wedeﬁnef—l-g,ffgandf%gby
AEA

for all A € A. Let 0y and ey be the zero element of Ry and a left multiplicative
bar-unit of Ry, respectively. We define 05 and ep by

0A(A) := 0y, ea(N) == ey for all A € A.

Then the direct product <H Ry, +, f, T is a left diring, where 0, is the

AEA
zero element of the direct product, and ey is a left multiplicative bar-unit of the

13



direct product. The additive halo and the left multiplicative halo of the direct
product are given by

ht (H R,\> ={fIf(\) € ht (R)) forall A € A} (29)

AEA
and
hy (H Rx> ={fIf\) € b} (Ry) forall A € A}. (30)
AEA
For A € A, the map 7y : H R, — R, defined by
a€A
() =) for fe [] Ra (31)

acA

is a surjective left diring homomorphism. ) is called the projection from

H R, onto Rj.
aEAN

Definition 4.2 Let { Ry |\ € A} be a family of left dirings indexed by a set A.
A left diring R is called a subdirect product of Ry with A € A if there is an

injective left diring homomorphism ¢ : R — H Ry such that Im(wyd) = Ry

A€EA
for all A € A.

We now establish two external characterizations of 3-semi-primitivity.
Proposition 4.1 The following conditions on a left diring R are equivalent:
(1) R is 3-semi-primitive.

(il) There exists a faithful completely 3-reducible left R-module.
(iii) R is a subdirect product of 3-primitive left dirings.

Proof (i) = (ii): For each a # 0 in R, we have a 3-irreducible left modules M,

such that a € anngM,. Form M = @ M, which is the direct sum of the

acR\{0}
left modules M, with a € R\ {0}. By @4)), we have

annpM = m anngpM, = 0.
ac€R\{0}

Hence, the direct sum is a faithful completely 3-reducible left R-module.

14



(ii) = (iii): Let M be a faithful completely 3-reducible left R-module. Then

M = @ My is the direct sum of 3-irreducible left R-modules M. Hence, we

AEA
have

0=annpM = ﬂ annpM,y. (32)
AEA
Since ann g M) is an ideal of R for A € A, we have a left diring homomorphism
¢ from R to the direct product H Ry of the left dirings Ry, where Ry :=
AEA

is the quotient left diring of R with respect to the ideal anng My, and
annpM)

¢ is defined by

d(a) : A — a+ annp M)y for a € R and X\ € A. (33)
It follows from B2) and ([B3)) that
¢(a) =0

& a+tanngMy = anngM, forall A € A
& a€anngMy forall A e A
& ac ﬂannRMA:O,

AEA

which proves that ¢ is injective.
For any A € A, we have

mA(é(a)) = ¢(a)(N) = a+ anng M) for a € R,

which implies that

R
Im(7r>\¢) = W = R)\ for all A € A.

This proves that R is a subdirect product of left dirings R).

R
Since M) is a faithful 3-irreducible left module over ————— = R, under
anngMy
the module actions (28) and @), R, is a 3-primitive left diring. Therefore, (iii)

holds.

(iii) = (i): Let R be a subdirect product of the 3-primitive left dirings Ry
with A € A. Hence, there is an injective left diring homomorphism ¢ : R —

I &~

AEA
Let My be a faithful 3-irreducible left R)-module, where A € A. For x) €

M), we define

axzy = (mrg)(a) x xy = dla)(A\) * zy, (34)
where a € R, * € {6, 6}, and y : H R, — R, is the projection defined by
a€A

@1). It is clear that M) becomes a left R-module under (&).
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Note that ¢ (i, (R)) (1) (H R,\> # 0. Hence, we have e € I, (R) such
AEA

that ¢(e) € i) (H Rk>. By @), ¢(e)(\) € i) (Ry). For x5 € My, we have
AEA

6696,\=O<:>¢(e)()\)5x,\20

by B4). This proves that the additive halo of the R-module M) is equal to the
additive halo of the Ry-module M.

Since Im(mxd) = Ry for A € A, a subgroup N of (M, +) is a left Rjx-
submodule of M) if and only if N is a left R-submodule of My by @4). This
proves that M) is a 3-irreducible left R-module under (B4)).

We now consider the direct sum M = @ M), of the 3-irreducible left R-
AEA
modules M)y. Using @B4) and the fact that M, is a faithful Ry-module, we
get

a € anngM
< 7ma(é(a)) €annp, My =0 for A€ A

& ¢(a) € ﬂ Kermy =0
AEA
& a=0.
Hence, M = @M » is a faithful completely 3-irreducible R-module. In

A€A
other words, R is 3-semi-primitive. O

5 3-Primitive Ideals

Let I be a left ideal of a left diring ( R, +, _-\, 1-_), We define
(I:R):={a€R|la- RCIanda - RCI}. (35)

After regarding I as a submodule of the left regular R-module gR, the
R
annihilator of the quotient R-module T is (I : R). Thus, we know that

(I:R) = annn (?) (36)

is an ideal of R. If K is an ideal of R contained in I, then K ¢ R C K C [ for
oe{-, -}. Hence, K C (I : R) by B8). This proves that

(I : R) is the largest ideal of R contained in I, (37)
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where [ is a left ideal of a left diring R.
Note that
Ris adiring = (I : R) C I.
Let (M, 6, 6) be a left module over a left diring R. If H is an ideal of R
_ R
and H C anngM, then M is a left module over the quotient left diring R := —

H
under the following module actions:
(a+ H)xx:=ax*uz, (38)
where a € R, x € M and * € {6, 6} It is clear that
M is a 3-irreducible left R-module
& M is a 3-irreducible left R-module (39)
and M
annpM = am;]; . (40)

Definition 5.1 An ideal H of a left diring R is called a 3-primitive ideal if
R
the quotient left diring T 18 a 3-primitive left diring.

Proposition 5.1 Let H be an ideal of a left diring R. Then H is 3-primitive
if and only if H = (I : R) for some 3-mazximal left ideal I of R.

Proof If H is a 3-primitive ideal, then there exists a 3-irreducible R := g—

module 3 M such that anngM = {H}.
It is clear that M becomes a left R-module g M under the following module
actions:
axx:=(a+ H)x*ux, (41)

where a € R, x € M and * € {6, 6} Since
ac€ammpM < a+HecanngM ={H} <a+H=H < acH,

we have anngM = H. By BY), M is also 3-irreducible as a left R-module.

R
Using Proposition BIiii), M ~ T s left R-modules, where I is a 3-maximal
left ideal of R. Thus, we get

H = anngM = anng <§> = (I:R).

Conversely, if H = (I : R) for a 3-maximal left ideal of R, then M ~ ? is a
3-irreducible left R-module such that

anngM = anng (?) =({:R)=H.

17



Using B8), B and ED), M is a faithful 3-irreducible left module over the

R
quotient left diring —. This prove that T is a 3-primitive left diring. Hence,

H is a 3-primitive ideal O

Let R be a left diring. The intersection of the annihilators of all 3-irreducible
left R-modules is called the 3-radical of R and is denoted by radsR. Since

radsR = ﬂ annpM (42)

M runs over all
3-irreducible left R-module

and anngM is an ideal of R, radsR is an ideal of R.

Proposition 5.2 If R is a left diring, then radsR is the intersection of the
3-primitive ideals of R.

Proof By Proposition Biii), B0) and 2), we have

radsR = m (I:R),

I runs over all
3-maximal ideal of R

which can be written as

radsR = ﬂ H (43)

H runs over all
3-primitive ideal of R

by Proposition BTl O
Proposition 5.3 Let R be a nonzero left diring.

(i) R is 3-semi-primitive if and only if radsR = 0.

. R
(i) rads <rad3R> =0.

Proof (i) If radsR = 0, then

N H=0

H runs over all
3-primitive ideal of R

R
by @3)). Hence, R is a subdirect product of the 3-primitive left dirings I where
H runs over the 3-primitive ideals of R. It follows from Proposition EE1l that R

is 3-semi-primitive.
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Conversely, if R is 3-semi-primitive, then R is a subdirect product of the
3-primitive left dirings Ry with A € A. Hence, there is an injective left diring
homomorphism ¢ : R — H Ry such that Im(wy¢) = Rx. Thus, we have

A€EA
R ~ Ry as left dirings. This proves that Ker(mx¢) is a 3-primitive
Ker(my¢)
ideal of R. If a € m Ker(my¢), then

AEA

0 =7ma(p(a)) = ¢(a)(N) for A € A,

which proves that ¢(a) is the zero element of the diring H Ry. Since ¢ is

AEA
injective, a = 0. It follows from (3] that

0= ﬂ Ker(mag) 2 ﬂ H = radsR.

AEA H runs over all

3-primitive ideal of R
Hence, we get radsR = 0.
(ii) H is an ideal of R :=

if and only if H = for some ideal H

radsR rads
of R containing radsR. Moreover, we have
R —
g ~ TadT?’R = % as left dirings.
radsR

By Proposition B2, every 3-primitive ideal H of R contains radsR. Hence,
we have

radsR = ﬂ H
H runs over all -
3-primitive ideals of R

- M (MZR) ' (44)

H runs over all
3-primitive ideals of R

If a +radsR € rads R, then a € H for any 3-primitive ideal H of R by (@4).
Hence, we get

a &< ﬂ H = radsR.
H runs over all
3-primitive ideals of R

Thus, a + radz R = rads R is the zero element of R. This proves (ii). ad
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