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ON COATOMS OF THE LATTICE OF MATRIC-EXTENSIBLE
RADICALS

HALINA FRANCE-JACKSON

A radical « in the universal class of all associative rings is called matric-extensible if
for all natural numbers n and all rings A, A € a if and only if M,(4) € o, where
M, (A) denotes the n x n matrix ring with entries from A. We show that there are
no coatoms, that is, maximal elements in the lattice of all matric-extensible radicals
of associative rings.

1. INTRODUCTION

We work in the universal class of all associative rings. A radical a is called matric-
extensible if for all natural numbers n and all rings A, we have A € « if and only if
M,(A) € a, where M,(A) denotes the n X n matrix ring with entries from A. Many
of the most important radicals such as, the prime radical 8, Levitzki, Jacobson and
Brown-McCoy radicals are well known to be matric-extensible and one of the hardest
and still open problems in ring theory raised by Koethe in 1930 is equivalent to the
matric-extensibility of the nil radical. Thus there is a motivation for studying matric-
extensible radicals. Snider 7] shown that the class L, of all matric-extensible radicals has
a complete lattice structure with respect to inclusion. If {a;,7 € I} is a class of matric-
extensible radicals, then the meet and join are given by Ao; = (s and \Vo; = l(Ua,—),

i€l i€l i€l icl
where I(U a,) denotes the smallest radical containing the class U a;. In [2] all atoms,
iel

that is, minimal elements of the sublattice of L,, consisting of all hereditary matric-
extensible radicals were described and it was shown that this sublattice is atomic. In this
paper we shall show that L,, does not contain coatoms, that is, maximal elements.

In what follows the notation A <« B means that A is an ideal of B, A <; B means
that A is a left ideal of B and A <' B means that the factor ring B/A is a prime ring.
As usual, the cardinality of a set S will be denoted by |S|, S C R means that S is
contained in R and S C R means that S is strictly contained in R. A class p is called
hereditary if / << R € u implies I € pu, left hereditary if I < R € p implies I € p, and
homomorphically closed if I < R € u implies R/I € p. For aradical a and a ring A, a(A)
denotes the a-radical of A and S(a) = {A: a(A) = 0}. A ring 4 is called a-semisimple
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if a(A) = 0. A radical « is left strong if for any ring A we have L <; A and L € o imply
L C aA). For aclass p of rings, {(x) denotes the smallest radical containing p and ,(p)
denotes the smallest left strong radical containing u. All undefined terms and used facts
on radicals can be found in [1] and [4].

2. MAIN REsSULTS

We require the following.

CONSTRUCTION. ([3]) For any cardinal £ > 1, let S = W{(k) be the set of all finite
words made from a (well-ordered) alphabet of cardinality &, lexicographically ordered.
Then S is a linearly ordered set with no greatest element, with least element and such
that every interval [z,y], £ < y, has cardinality k. Moreover, S is a semigroup with
multiplication defined by zy = max{z,y}. For any nonzero semiprime ring A let A(S)
denote the semigroup ring of S over A.

LEMMA 1. The semigroup ring A(S) enjoys the following properties:

(a) A(S) is a subdirect sum of copies of A.
(b) IfQ < A(S), then A(S)/Q ~ A/P, for some P <" A.
(c) If0% L < A(S), then |[L/B(L)| > &.

PRroOF: Parts (a) and (b) are proved in [3]. Our proof of part (c) is an adaptation
of ([3], proof of Lemma 1(d)). Since A is a semiprime ring, it follows from part (a) that
so is A(S). Let 0 # L <; A(S). Then LA(L) < A(L) and, since (L) € § and § is
left hereditary ([4, Example 3.2.12]}, it follows that LA(L) € 8. But then, since 8 is
left strong ([4, Example 3.17.2 (i)]), it follows that LA(L) C B(A(S)) = 0. Moreover,
B(L) # L since otherwise we would have L?* = L/B(L) = 0 which is impossible because
A(S) is a semiprime ring. Let z = ayuy + -+ + arur € L\B(L), 0 # a; € A and
u; € 5, where u; < -+ < . Ifa = zk:ai # 0 then, since A is a semiprime ring, it
follows that aba # 0 for some b € A. "—I‘lhen for all v € S such that v > u; we have
0 # baug + bav = (bux + bv)x € L. Moreover, bauy + bav ¢ B(L) since otherwise we
would have 0 # abauy + abav = x(baux + bav) € LB(L) = 0, a contradiction. Thus
bauy + bav € L\B(L). Let c € A be such that (ba)c(ba) # 0. Then for each u € S such
that ux < u < v we have 0 # cbau + cbav = cu(bau; + bav) € L\B(L) since otherwise we
would have

0 # bacbau + bacbav + bacbav + bacbav = (bauy + bav)(cbau + cbav) € LB(L) =0,

k-1
a contradiction. If a = 0, then ¢ = Y a; # 0 and, since A is a semiprime ring, we have

=1
cde # 0 for some d € A. Hence 0 # dcu-y + daxur = dug_1z € L\B(L) since otherwise
we would have

0# cdeug_y + ardeuy = z(dcuk_l + daku.k) € L\,B(L) =0,
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a contradiction. Let f € A be such that dcfdc # 0. Then for every w € S such that
Up-1 < w < ug we have 0 # fdew + fdarur = fw(deux—y + dayuy) € L\B(L) since
otherwise we would have

0 # dcfdcw + dcfdaruir + day fdcuy + day fdaguy
= (deug-1 + dagug)(fdew + fdayux) € LB(L) =0,

a contradiction. In any case there are s,t € S, s < t and nonzero g,h € A such that
gs+ht € L\B(L) and such that for every z in the interval [s, ] and some [ € A such that

(gl)g # 0, Ugz) + lht = (12)(gs + ht) € L\B(L).
Let 2; and z; be in the interval [s, t] and suppose

l(gz1) + lht + B(L) = l(gz2) + tht + B(L).

Then
l(gz1) — l(g22) € B(L).
Hence
(g5 + ht)(l(g21) — l(gz2)) € LB(L) = 0.
Thus

gl(gz1) — gl(g22) + (hl)gt — (hi)gt =0
which implies that z; = 2;. This shows that the mapping z — {(g9z) + lht + B(L) is an
injection of the interval [s,] into L/B(L) which implies that |L/B(L)| 2 |[s, t]| = and
ends the proof.
Let € denote the class of all rings. A subring S of a ring A is called a left accessible
subring of A if there exist subrings Sp,...,S, of Asuchthat §=5,C S5, C...C S, =4
and S; < Sy for every i € {0,1,...,n —1}.

THEOREM 2. For every radical a # ¢ there exists a matric-extensible radical o
such that a C l(aUa') Ce.

PRrROOF: We shall use similar arguments to those of ([1], proof of Theorem 5, pp.
252-253). Let a be a radical such that o # £. Let A be a nonzero semiprime and o-
semisimple ring. The existence of such a ring A was shown in [3]. Let 774 be the class of
all rings isomorphic to the homomorphic images of the left accessible subrings of A. Let
u=1aUpf and let ¢ = [,(u). We shall show that o' is the required matric-extensible
radical. Clearly, 774 is 2 homomorphically closed and left hereditary class of rings and so
is 8. Thus u is a homomorphically closed and left hereditary class of rings. Moreover,
pC {A: A° € u}, where A° denotes the ring with zero multiplication on the additive
group of A. Therefore, it follows from ([5, Corollary 3]) that o is left hereditary. Since
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o' is also left strong, it follows from ([4, Theorem 4.9.6]) that o' is matric-extensible.
Moreover, since o/ Ua C l(aU ') and A € a'\g, it follows that a C (e U o'). To show
that [(a U ') C ¢, it is sufficient to build a nonzero I(a U o')-semisimple ring. Take a
cardinal k > |A| and construct the semigroup ring A(S). We shall show that A(S) is
l{aUa')-semisimple. Since A is semiprime and a-semisimple, Lemma 1 (a) implies that so
is A(S). Suppose A(S) is not a’-semisimple. Then, since A(S) is semiprime and the class
u is homomorphically closed and hereditary, it follows from ([6, Lemma 2.1 (ii)]) that
A(S) contains a left ideal L such that 0 # L/B(L) € u. Then 0 # L/B(L) € ns because
L/B(L) ¢ B. Then applying Lemma 1 (c) one gets |L\B(L)| > . But this is impossible
since clearly, for any R € 74 we have |R| < |A| < k. Thus A(S) is o’-semisimple and so
A(S) is l(a U o')-semisimple because S(l(aU &')) = S(a) N S(a). 0

COROLLARY 3. The lattice L,, of all matric-extensible radicals does not contain
coatoms.

ProoOF: If a # ¢ is a matric-extensible radical, then so is the radical avVe' = I(aUd'),
where o' is the matric-extensible radical built in the proof of Theorem 2. Moreover, it
follows from Theorem 2 that & C a V & C ¢. Thus the result follows. 0
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