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MODULES WITH THE
QUASI-SUMMAND INTERSECTION PROPERTY

ULRICH ALBRECHT AND JUTTA HAUSEN

Given a torsion-free abelian group G, a subgroup A of G is said to be a quasi-
summand of G if nG < A® B £ G for some subgroup B of G and some positive
integer n. If the intersection of any two quasi-summands of G is a quasi-summand,
then G is said to have the quasi-summand intersection property. This is a gener-
alisation of the summand intersection property of L. Fuchs. In this note, we give
a complete characterisation of the torsion-free abelian groups (in fact, torsion-free
modules over torsion-free rings) with the quasi-summand intersection property. It
is shown that such a characterisation cannot be given via endomorphism rings alone
but must involve the way in which the endomorphism ring acts on the underly-
ing group. For torsion-free groups G of finite rank without proper fully invariant
quasi-summands however, the structure of its quasi-endomorphism ring QE(G)
suffices: G has the quasi-summand intersection property if and only if the ring
QE(G) is simple or else G is strongly indecomposable.

1. INTRODUCTION

Irving Kaplansky observed that for a free module over a principal ideal domain,
the intersection of any two direct summands is again a direct summand [18). Problem 9
of Laszlo Fuchs’ monograph Infinite Abelian Groups asked for a characterisation of the
abelian groups G which have the summand intersection property (abbreviated by SIP in
[22]), that is, have the property that the intersection of any two direct summandsis a di-
rect summand. For modules over arbitrary rings, this problem was considered by George
V. Wilson in [22], and a solution was given by Arnold and Hausen in [5]. As is to be ex-
pected, the summand intersection property is not preserved under quasi-isomorphisms.
That led to some unsatisfactory results: if G is a finite rank torsion-free abelian group
with SIP that has no proper fully invariant direct summands, then G must be a direct
sum of pairwise quasi-isomorphic groups whose common quasi-endomorphism ring is a
division algebra [15]. The converse of this, however, is false. This was one reason to con-
sider the quasi-summand intersection property (q-SIP for short) instead: an R-module
M has q-SIP if the intersection of any two quasi-summands is a quasi-summand. We
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will show that a torsion-free abelian group G has q-SIP if and only if (i) its endomor-
phism ring E = E(G) has q-SIP as a right module over itself, and (ii) G satisfies a
mild flatness condition as a left E-module (2.7). A torsion-free ring R has q-SIP as a
right regular module if and only if the ring @®z R has SIP as a right regular module
(2.3); in particular, if G is flat as left E-module, the conditions of G having q-SIP,
its endomorphism ring having g-SIP, and its quasi-endomorphism ring having SIP are
all equivalent (2.8). While every completely decomposable torsion-free abelian group
with gq-SIP must be flat over its endomorphism ring (3.4), this need not be the case
for torsion-free groups with q-SIP in general (4.3). A finite-rank torsion-free abelian
group G which is quasi-decomposable but without fully invariant quasi-summands has
q-SIP if and only if its quasi-endomorphism ring is a simple ring (3.2). It follows that
modules with q-SIP need not have SIP [15, p.144]. We will show that SIP does not
imply q-SIP either (4.4) so that both properties are independent of each other. Finally,
as was the case with SIP, it is not possible to characterise the q-SIP via endomorphism
rings alone: using a representation theorem due to Faticoni and Goeters [13] we will
show the existence of two torsion-free abelian groups G and H of finite rank with
E(G) ~ E(H) such that G has q-SIP while H does not (4.5). Thus, in addition to the
structure of its endomorphism ring, the way in which the endomorphism ring acts on

the group must enter into the characterisation.

2. MODULES WITH Q-SIP

As usual, Z and @ denote the ring of integers and field of rational numbers,
respectively.

The word ring is used to mean ring with identity. Throughout, R will be a torsion-
free ring (that is, the additive group R* of R is torsion-free) and M = Mp is a unital
right R-module such that the group (M,+) is torsion-free. Let QR = Q ®z R and
QM = Q®z M. Then QR is an associative Q-algebra (7], QM is a right module over
R as well as a right QR-module [9, p.23], and both R and M are naturally embedded
in QR and QM respectively [9, p.130, 2.3]. We will simplify notation by writing
ga for q® a. If K is an R-submodule of QM then QK is the Q-subspace of QM
generated by K, that is, the set of all rational multiples of elements in K.

Let £ be the ring of all QR-endomorphisms of QM. The ring E = Egr(M) of
all R-endomorphisms of M may be regarded as the subring £ consisting of all € € £
such that eM < M. If K € M then Homg(M,K) is a right ideal of E. We let
QHomp(M, K) be the Q-subspace of L generated by Homg(M, K). In particular, the
quasi-endomorphism ring QF = QEgr(M) consists of all rational multiples of endomor-
phisms of M.

Given two R-submodules K and L of QM, the terms “quasi-contained” and
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“quasi-equal” are used in the abelian group sense [14, p.148]: K<L if nK C L for
some natural number n, and K=L if both K<L and LK. Clearly, if K= L then
QK = QL. Two torsion-free abelian groups G and H are quasi-isomorphic, in symbol
G~ H, if they are isomorphic to quasi-equal groups. Furthermore, an R-submodule K
of QM is a quasi-summand of M if K = m(M) for some idempotent 7 in QEgr(M).
If A is an R-submodule of QM then A is a quasi-summand of M if and only if
M= A ® B for some R-submodule B of M. Also,if M= K@ L and K< ALS M
then A= K @& (AN L), and the relation of being a quasi-summand is transitive.

We summarise a few technical results:

LEMMA 2.1. Let S be a torsion-free ring and let w;, 7, and 7 be idempotents
in QS. Then
1) SN7QRS ==S.
(2) mSNmS=rS < mQASNmQS=7QS5.
(3) If S=Eg(M) and mMNmM=7M then m;;SNmS==§5.

ProoF: Easy calculations establish (1) and (2). For (3), note that the hypothesis
implies 7QM = Q(mM N=m,M) = m QM N QM. Consequently, # = m7 and
RS CmQ@SNmQS. If 0 € m@QSN7QS then sQM C 7QM so that o = 7o € wQS.
Hence 7QS = m QS N7 QS. Since S is a torsion-free ring, (2) is applicable. 1]

The following result is essential. It will be used throughout the paper without
necessarily being mentioned. It is the counterpart to the fact that an R-module M has
SIP if and only if, given any decomposition M = A @ B and any ¢ € Hompg(4, B), the
kernel of ¢ is a direct summand [22, 15].

PROPOSITION 2.2. The R-module M has q-SIP if and only if, given any qua-
si-decomposition M = A® B and any R-homomorphism € : A — B, the kernel of ¢ is

a quasi-summand of A.

PRroOOF: Assume, firstly, that M = A @ B has q-SIPand let ¢ : A — B. Consider
T=1{a+ e(a)|a € A}. Then A® B =T & B. By hypothesis, AN T = kernel(c)
is a quasi-summand of M and, thus, of 4. Conversely, assume M satisfies the stated
condition and let m; € QERr(M) be idempotents, i = 1,2. Choose a positive integer n
such that nm; € Er(M), i =1,2. Then nm;M®n(l — )M < M < ;M (1 — m)M,
i=1,2. Let e = n?(1 — m)my|myM. Then € : mM — (1 — m )M and one verifies that
kernel(e)=(miM N7 M) ® (myM N (1 — m2)M). Since, by hypothesis, the kernel of £
is a quasi-summand of m M ,sois mM NmM. 0

It follows from 2.2 that q-SIP is inherited by quasi-summands.

As in [5], we investigate the quasi-summand intersection property in the case that
M =R:
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PROPOSITION 2.3. The following properties of the torsion-free ring R are
equivalent.

(1) R has g-SIP as a right R-module.
(2) QR has SIP as a right QR-module.
(3) For all idempotent w € QR and all z € (1 — n)QRmw, the right ideal zQR

is projective.

PROOF: The equivalence of (2) and (3) is contained in Proposition 3 of [5]; the
equivalence of (1) and (2) follows from 2.1(2) above.

As in [5], this leads to the discussion of right principal projective rings: a ring R
is said to be right principal projective (or right p.p. [10]) if every principal right ideal
of R is projective as a right R-module. We obtain at once

COROLLARY 2.4. Let R be a torsion-free ring. If QR is right principal projec-
tive then Rgr has q-SIP.

In order to apply 2.3 to endomorphism rings, it is desirable to characterise the
principal projective right ideals of quasi-endomorphism rings. The M-socle of an R-
module K is defined to be Sy (K) =Y {ocM | 0 € Homgr(M, K)}.

PROPOSITION 2.5. Let E = Er(M), let € € E and let K = kernel(¢). The
following conditions are equivalent.
(1) The right ideal eQE is projective.
(2) There exists an idempotent 7 € QE such that Homp(M,K)= 7E.
(3) The M-socle Sm(K) of K is a quasi-summand of M .

PROOF: Let ¢* : QF — eQF be the left multiplication by €. One verifies that
kernel(¢*) = QHompg(M, K), and ¢QF is projective if and only if QHomp(M,K) =
mQE for some idempotent # € QE. Thus, (2) implies (1). Assume (1). Then we
have QHompg(M, K) = nQE which implies that, for each ¢ € Homg(M, K), o = 7o
Hence Spm(K) < #M . If m is a nonzero integer with mm € Homgp(M, K) then maM <
Sm(K). Thus, (1) implies (3). Assume (3). Then Sm(K)=nM with = = n? € QE.
There exists a positive integer n such that neM < Sp(K) < K and nSy(K) < *M.
Hence nw € Homg(M, K) so that nwE € Hompg(M, K); for every o € Homgp(M, K),
noM € nSy(K) < 7™M which implies ¢ = w0 € #E. Thus Homg(M,K)= 7E as
desired.

COROLLARY 2.6. The kernel K of an endomorphism ¢ € Er(M) = E is a
quasi-summand of M if and only if the right ideal eQE is projective and K = Sy (K).

We now give a characterisation of the R-modules M with g-SIP in terms of
their quasi-endomorphism ring. If I is a right ideal of E = Egr(M) we let IM =
S{eM | ¢ € I}. Cleartly, if J is a right ideal of E with I=J then IM = JM.
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Note that, if K < M, then Homg(M, K) is a right ideal of Er(M) and the M-socle
Sm(K) = Homg(M,K)M.

THEOREM 2.7. The following properties are equivalent for a right R-module M
with endomorphism ring E :

(1) M has q-SIP.

(2) (i) E has q-SIP as a right R-module;
(ii) for all idempotents = and p in QE, M NpM = (rEN pE)M.
(3) (i) QE has SIP as a right QE-module;

(i) if M= A® B and ¢ € Homp(A, B) then kernel(p) is quasi-
equal to its A-socle.
(4) If m € QF is idempotent and € € (1 — 7)Ew then
(i) the right ideal eQFE is projective; and
(ii) the kernel of e|M is equal to its M-socle.

ProoF: The quasi-summands of the right E-module E are precisely the E-
submodules J of QF of the form J= wE for some idempotent # € QE. It fol-
lows from 2.1(3) that (1) implies (2). For the reverse implication, let m; be two
idempotents in QE. Then there is 7 = 72 € QE with mE N m,E=7E, and
M = (rE)YM = (miENmE)M = myM N7, M. Thus (1) and (2) are equivalent; be-
cause of 2.2 and 2.3 they imply (3). Note that ¢ € (1 — n)QEw with 7 =n% € QF is
equivalent to M = A@® B for some A and B with ¢(A) < B and ¢(B) = 0. Using 2.2
and 2.5, this implies the equivalence of (1) and (4). Finally, assume (3). Then there
exists an idempotent 7 € QF and an ¢ € (1 — 7)QEm such that £|4 = . By 2.3, the
right ideal eQF is projective so that the M-socle of its kernel is a quasi-summand, by
2.5; hence kernel(p) is a quasi-summand of A completing the proof. 0

We now turn to the conditions (i) in Theorem 2.7. These are weakened flatness
conditions considered by various authors: Arnold showed that an abelian group A is
flat as a module over its endomorphism ring E if and only if (a) for every € € E the
kernel of ¢ equals its A-socle, and (b) (INJ)A = TAN JA for all finitely generated
right ideals I and J of E [4, Theorem 1.1]. The analogue of this for R-modules is
contained in [5, Proposition 10]. Ulmer proved that an R-module M is flat over its
endomorphism ring if and only if, given any positive integer n and any homomorphism
¢ : M™ — M, the kernel of ¢ equals its M-socle [21, p.531]. Thus, if M is flat over
Eg(M), the conditions (ii) in 2.7 are automatically satisfied:

COROLLARY 2.8. Suppose that the R-module M is flat as module over its
endomorphism ring E = Egr(M). Then the following conditions are equivalent.
(1) M has q-SIP.
(2) E has q-SIP as a right E-module.
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(3) QE has SIP as a right QE-module.
(4) For every idempotent m € QE and every € € (1 — w)Ex, the right ideal
eQF is projective.

The following result indicates a source for modules with both intersection proper-
ties:

COROLLARY 2.9. Suppose the R-module M is flat over its endomorphism ring
Egp(M) and Egr(M) is right principal projective. Then M has both SIP and q-SIP.

PRrOOF: E-flat modules with right principal projective endomorphism rings have
SIP [5, Corollary 12]. Since QEgr(M) is right principal projective if Egr(M) is, the

assertion follows from 2.4 and 2.8.

If M is a module such that M™ has g-SIP for every positive integer n, it does not
follow that each M™ has SIP; this can be seen from the Z-module M = Z @& A where
A is any noncyclic subgroup of @ (see 3.6 below and {15, 5.1]). The following result
indicates that modules with q-SIP are more common than modules with SIP:

ProPOSITION 2.10. If M is an R-module such that M™ has SIP for every
natural number n then M™ has q-SIP for every natural number n.

ProoF: Put E = Eg(M) and assume that the M™ has SIP for all positive integers
n. Then, for each positive integer m and every homomorphism ¢ : M™ — M, the
kernel of ¢ is a direct summand and, thus, equals its M-socle. By Ulmer’s theorem [21,
p. 531] this implies M is E-flat. Proceed as in [1, p.567, proof of 2.2] to see that E is
right semihereditary. (Indeed, Theorem 2.2 of [15] is valid without the hypothesis that
the module A be indecomposable.) Let k be a positive integer. Since the module M*
satisfies the hypothesis, too, it follows that M* is a flat Eg (M ")-module and Egr (M ")
is right semihereditary, hence right p.p. Apply 2.9. 0

3. TORSION-FREE ABELIAN GROUPS WITH Q-SIP

All groups under consideration will be torsion-free and abelian. It was Bjarni
Jénsson who introduced the concept of quasi-isomorphism and showed that in the cat-
egory of finite-rank torsion-free abelian groups with the quasi-homomorphisms as mor-
phisms a Krull-Schmidt theorem is valid [17] (see [14, 92.5]). A group A is strongly
indecomposable if every nonzero quasi-summand of A is quasi-equal to A. Obviously,
every strongly indecomposable group has q-SIP.

Let G be a torsion-free abelian group of finite rank. Then G= 4, @& --- ® 4,
where each of the A; is strongly indecomposable. If each A; is fully invariant in G
(that is, e(A;)< A; for every € € E(G)) then G has ¢-SIP (see (3, 2.1]). We shall
consider the case that G is without proper fully invariant quasi-summands but not
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strongly indecomposable. Such a group will be shown to have q-SIP if and only if its
endomorphism ring is simple. For the proof of this we need the following result which
is essentially contained in [6]. Note that we do not require the rank to be finite.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Let W be a torsion-free abelian group such that QE(W)
is a semisimple ring. Then the following hold:

(1) I I is a right ideal of E(W) such that QIW = QW then n-1w € I for
some natural number n.

(2) For every subgroup L of W, Sw(L) is a quasi-summand of W .

(3) If H is a torsion-free group with Sw(H)=H and ¢ : H — W is an
epimorphism then the kernel of € is a quasi-summand of H .

PROOF: Assume the hypothesis of (1). Then QI is a right ideal of QE = QE(W)
and the latter is semisimple so that QI = #QE for some idempotent 7 € QE. Hence
QW = QW which implies # = 1 and 1 € QI as desired. For (2), assume L < W and
let I = Hom(W,L). Then I is a right ideal of E(W) and Sw(L) = IW. As before,
the semisimplicity of QF implies the existence of # = 72 € QE with QI = =QE. It
follows that ¢ = mo € wE for all ¢ € I. If n is a nonzero integer with nw € I then
nrE < I £ wE and hence naW < IW = Sw(L) < #W. In order to prove (3), let
I = eHom(W, H). Then I is a right ideal of E and H = Sw(H) = Hom(W, H)W
which implies W = eH = IW . Part (1) completes the proof. 0

THEOREM 3.2. Let G be a torsion-free abelian group of finite rank which is not
strongly indecomposable. The following conditions are equivalent.

(1) G has q-SIP and contains no proper fully invariant quasi-summands.

(2) G %= A™ for some positive integer n and some group A such that QE(A)
is a division algebra.

(3) The quasi-endomorphism ring QE(QG) is a simple (Artinian) ring.

(4) For every natural number m, the group G™ has q-SIP and contains no .

proper fully invariant quasi-summands.

PRroOF: It suffices to show that the first three conditions are equivalent. In or-
der to show that (1) implies (2), assume, by way of contradiction, that G is quasi-
decomposable but not of the stated form. Since the quasi-summand intersection prop-
erty is inherited by quasi-summands, we may assume that G= A; @---® A,, with each
A; strongly indecomposable, 4; and A; not quasi-isomorphic for ¢ # j and n > 2.
By hypothesis, for each i there exists a 7 # i such that Hom(A;, A;) # 0 so that
A; — Aj, by 2.2. Since there are only finitely many ¢ we must have Ay — A; — A4;
for some indices k and j with k # j. It follows from (3, 6.2(d)] that Ax~A; which
i1s a contradiction. Thus, all the A; are pairwise quasi-isomorphic and every nonzero
¢ € Hom(A4;, A;) is monic. This implies that every nonzero endomorphism of A4; is a
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monomorphism and QE(A;) is a division algebra {3, 6.1] as claimed. The equivalence
of (2) and (3) is due to Reid [19]. Assume the validity of (3), let G= H & K and
let ¢ : H —» K be a nonzero homomorhism. Note that G &~ A™ with A strongly in-
decomposable, and Jénsson’s theorem implies H =~ AP and K ~ A? for some positive
integers p and ¢ [14, 92.5]. By Reid’s result, both H and K have simple quasi-
endomorphism rings. Let L = eH. Then L = Sy(L)= Sa(L)= Sk(L). Applying
3.1(2) with W = K we conclude that L is a quasi-summand of K. Hence, L ~ A™
for some positive integer m. It follows that Sp(H)= S4(H)= H and that QE(L) is
a simple ring, too. Aplying 3.1(3) with W = L completes the proof. 0

We now characterise the almost completely decomposable groups with q-SIP. The
first step toward this goal is the following lemma. The type of a rank-one group X is
denoted by t(X).

LEMMA 3.3. Let A, B and C be rank-one groups such that t(A) < #(C) and
(B) < t(C), andlet G= A@B®C. If G has q-SIP then t(A) and t(B) are comparable.

PRroOOF: Pick nonzero homomorphisms a : A — C and § : B — C and define
e: A®B — C by e(a,b) = a(a) — (). Let X = a(A)N B(B). Then X is a rank-
one group and t(X) is a lower bound of ¢{(A) and ¢{(B). Furthermore, kernel(e) =
{(a*(2),87(z))|z € X} ~ X, and kernel(¢) is a quasi-summand of 4 ® B, by 2.2.
Thus, X ~ A or X ~ B as desired. 0

The completely decomposable groups G that are flat as modules over their endo-
morphism rings have been characterised by Arnold [4] and Richman and Walker [20]:
if T denotes the set of types of the rank-one summands of G then G is a flat E(G)-
module if and only if T has the property that any two of its elements that have an
upper bound in T must also have a lower bound in T. Combining this with our results
we obtain

THEOREM 3.4. A completely decomposable torsion-free group G has q-SIP if
and only if (i) its endomorphism ring E = E(G) has q-SIP as a right regular module
and (ii) G is flat as a left E-module.

PROOF: Sufficiency of (i) and (ii) follows from 2.8. For the converse, let G =
@;cr Xi with each X; of rank one and type ¢;,let T = {t:}ier1, and suppose G has
q-SIP. By 2.7, so does Eg and, for any three pairwise distinct 1,7,k in I, so does
X; ® X; ® X). By 3.3 and [20, Theorem 4], G is E-flat. 0

We have a similar result for almost completely decomposable groups:

THEOREM 3.5. An almost completely decomposable torsion-free group G has
g-SIP if and only if (i) its endomorphism ring E = E(G) has q-SIP as a right regular
module and (ii) G is quasi-equal to a group H which is flat as a left E(H)-module.
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PROOF: Combine 3.4 and 2.3. g

For almost completely decomposable groups of finite rank the quasi-summand in-
tersection property can be characterised by the set of types of the quasi-summands:

THEOREM 3.6. Let {X;}", be a family of torsion-free rank-one groups X; of
type ti, let T={t;{i=1,...,n},andlet G= X, ®--- ® X, with endomorphism
ring E = E(G). Then G has q-SIP if and only if any two types in T which have an
upper bound in T are comparable.

ProoF: By 3.3, the stated condition is necessary for T'. Conversely, assume T
is as stated but G fails to have q-SIP. Choose a counterexample, G, of minimal rank.
Following Bowman and Rangaswamy [8], define an equivalence relation on T by letting
o ~ 1 if there exist 7,...,7m € T such that ¢ = 1,7 = T, and 7; and 74, are
comparable for i =1,...,m —1. If Gy = GB%‘G[‘] X; then each Gy is fully invariant
in G and G is quasi-equal to the direct sum of the Gpj. By minimality, G = Gy
and any two types in T are equivalent. Let o € T' be a minimal element. As in [15,
p.147], the hypothesis on T' implies that ¢ < ¢t forall t € T. Let H = @, X;
and F = EBtj>, Xj. Then G=H @ F and F is fully invariant in G. Since G
is a counterexample, G has a quasi-decomposition G= A4 @ B for which there is a
homomorphism € : A — B such that K = kernel(¢) is no quasi-summand of 4;
among all such decompositions choose one in which A has minimal rank, p. Note that
F=(FnA)® (FnB) [3, 21). By Jénssen’s result, A= 4, ® --- ® A, with each
A ~ X; for some 1; in addition, the minimality of the rank of A implies that each
restriction map €|4; is monic, j = 1,...,p. If A< F then F= A® (FNB) and
e(A) < FNB sothat K isa quasi-summand of A since F has a rank smaller than the
rank of G. Consequently, we may assume that {(4;) = ¢. Put W = @}_, A;. Since
W @ B has a rank that is smaller than the rank of G, W @ B has q-SIP so that KNW
is a quasi-summand of W. Again, the minimality of the rank of A implies that ¢|W
is monic. Hence €(A) = €(A;) + ¢(W) with £(4;) ~ A; and ¢(W) ~ W. Suppose
€(A;)Ne(W) = 0. Then ¢ is monic which is impossible. Consequently, e(A;)Ne(W) # 0
and £(A4;) N e(W) has rank one. Since #(z) > o = t(4,) for all z € G, it follows that
t(A;) = t(e(A1)) = t(e(A1) Ne(W)). Hence me(A4;) < e(W) for some positive integer
m (3, 6.1] which implies €(A) = e¢(W). But then A= W + K = W @ K and the proof
is completed. 0

We note that 3.6 does not hold for groups of infinite rank: if F is a free group of
infinite rank and A is any torsion-free group of rank one which is not isomorphic to Z
then G = F @ A does not have q-SIP even though the set T = {{(Z),t(A)} is linearly
ordered.
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4. EXAMPLES

By 2.7, the quasi-summand intersection property of the module implies that of its
endomorphism ring. The converse of this is not true. In fact, we can make a stronger
statement (see 2.4):

EXAMPLE 4.1. There exists a torsion-free abelian group G of rank three with-
out q-SIP whose quasi-endomorphism ring QE(G) is right principal projective.

PROOF: Let R be the set of all rationals with denominator a power of 2, let §
be the set of all rationals with denominator a power of three, andlet T = R+ S as
a subset of Q. Then R, S and T are additive groups as well as subrings of . Let
G=ReS®T. It follows from 3.3 that G does not have q-SIP. Furthermore

R 0 0 Q 0 0
QEG)~Q[o0o s o)=[0 @ o},
T TT R Q@ @

which is easily verified to be right principal projective as desired. 0

According to 2.7, a module with g-SIP satisfies some mild flatness conditions over
its endomorphism ring. These conditions by themselves do not imply g-SIP, in fact,
even E-flatness does not imply q-SIP:

EXAMPLE 4.2. There exists a torsion-free abelian group A of rank four which
is flat as a module over its endomorphism ring but does not have q-SIP.

PROOF: Let A = Z ® G where G is the group of 4.1. Since G does not have
q-SIP, neither does A. By [20, Theorem 4], A is flat over its endomorphism ring,. 0

Conversely, modules with q-SIP need not be flat. In order to provide an example
we will use recent results on the representation of rings as endomorphism rings. Since
Corner’s celebrated theorem that every countable reduced torsion-free ring is the endo-
morphism ring of a countable reduced torsion-free group [11], significant progress has
been made on this subject. Recently, a more delicate question has been considered:
given a ring R and some module-theoretic property N, is there a group G such that
E(G) ~ R and, in addition, the left E(G)-module G has property N'? Faticoni and
Goeters [13] and Albrecht [2] considered this problem for A being the property “flat”.
Every finite-rank torsion-free abelian group with right semihereditary endomorphism
ring must be E-flat [6], [16]; but if R is a reduced torsion-free ring of finite rank which
is not semihereditary, R can be realised as the endomorphism ring of a finite-rank
torsion-free group which is not flat over its endomorphism ring [13, 3.11]. In contrast,
both Corner’s construction and the Dugas-GSbel construction [12] lead to E-flat groups
(13, 2].
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EXAMPLE 4.3. There exists a torsion-free abelian group A which has q-SIP but
is not flat as a left E(A)-module.

Proor: Consider the subring R = Z @ 2iZ of the field of complex numbers,
i = v/=1. It is well known that R is not semihereditary. By [13] there exists an
abelian group A with E(A) ~ R which is not flat as a left E(A)-module. Since
QR = Q(3) is a field, A is strongly indecomposable.

Examples of finite-rank torsion-free groups that fail to have SIP but do have g-SIP
exist in abundance (see for example [15, p.144]).-Modules with SIP that do not have
q-SIP are less common. We have

EXAMPLE 4.4. There exists a torsion-free abelian group A of finite rank which
has SIP but not q-SIP.

0
ProoF: Consider the matrix ring R = {(z ) |z,y€ Z } . Its additive group
Yy z
is free of rank two, and QR is a commutative local ring with unique maximal ideal

0 0
J = ( 0 0). Thus, the regular module QR is indecomposable. One verifies that J
00

equals the annihilator ideal of the matrix T = (1 0) € QR. Let M = M,(R) be

the ring of 2 X 2-matrices over R, and consider its subring S = Z - 15 + 2M. Then
S = M, and their additive groups are free of finite rank. There exists a torsion-free
abelian group A of finite rank such that E(A) ~ S and A is flat over its endomorphism
ring [13, 2]. The quasi-endomorphism ring of A is isomorphic to QM = M,(QR).
We claim that A has SIP but not q-SIP. For the latter, it suffices to show that the

1
regular module QM fails to have SIP (2.7). Let = = (0 g) € QM and let & :
QM — (1 — 1)QM be the left multiplication by the matrix (; ?)) € QM. One

J J
0 o0

) . By [15, 1.4], QM fails to have SIP as aright

verifies that the kernel of ® equals KX = (

the @QM-module QM = (Q(;R' Q(;R

regular module. The proof is completed once we show § has no nontrivial idempotents.

) which is not a direct summand of

Assume p = p2 € S. Then p =n -1+ 2a for some a € M and an integer n € {0,1}.
Computation yields 0 = n(1 —n)-1 = 4a® + (4n — 2)a. It follows that, for both values
of n, @ = +£20? so that a has infinite 2-height in M. By the freeness of M we must
have a = 0 which shows p is trivial. This completes the proof. 0

We now show that the quasi-summand intersection property of a module cannot
be characterised by its endomorphism (or its quasi-endomorphism) ring alone:

EXAMPLE 4.5. There exist two Z-modules with isomorphic endomorphism
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rings one of which has q-SIP while the other one does not.

PROOF: Let G be the group in Example 4.1 and let E be its endomorphism
ring. Then G does not have the quasi-summand intersection property while Eg does.
Clearly, E is a countable reduced torsion-free ring. By [13], Corner’s construction in
[11] realises E as the endomorphism ring of a torsion-free group H such that H is flat
as a left E(H)-module. Since E(H) ~ E, it follows from 2.8 that H has q-SIP. 0
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