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Introduction

During the week of June 17, 1985 a conference was held at Mankato State
University in Mankato, Minnesota. This monograph contains slightly expanded
versions of the ten talks I wrote for the occasion. Their theme is the interplay
between group theory and ring theory. Specifically, they concern group rings,
crossed products and the Galois theory of rings.

Group rings. The group ring R[G] is an easily defined, attractive object to
study. It is a tool of group theory, a tool of ring theory and an interesting
subject in its own right. If G is a finite group and R is a field, then the subject
concerns the ordinary and modular representations and characters of G. If R is
the ring of integers, then we are dealing with the integral representations of G
and its close relationship with maximal orders and algebraic number theory.

IfG i~ polycyclic-by-finite and R is a Noetherian ring, then so is R[G]. Thus we
obtain a large class of interesting examples of such rings, and indeed this subject
is now closely allied with the general study of noncommutative Noetherian rings.
Furthermore, there are many analogies here with enveloping algebras of finite­
dimensional Lie algebras.

For G arbitrary, it is best to restrict our attention to R being a field K or
the ring of integers. However, even with this assumption, we can no longer use
finite techniques and the problems become correspondingly more difficult. The
subject of group algebras of infinite groups was begun in the 50's and 60's with
work of G. Higman, 1. Kaplansky and S. A. Amitsur. It was most active in the
70's. The first four lectures are devoted to this material.

Crossed products. In some sense the crossed product R * G is a generalized
group ring, but it is actually much more. It first occurred in the study of division
rings and, in particular, of the Brauer group of fields. A classical question with a
modern answer due to Amitsur concerned whether all finite-dimensional division
rings are crossed products. In another vein, if one is interested in the Galois
theory of rings, then the skew group ring RG is an important tool. It of course
contains all the ingredients of the theory, namely the ring R, the group G and the
fixed ring RG. Results on crossed products have had impressive Galois theoretic
applications.

Furthermore, even if one is only interested in ordinary group algebras K[G],
then crossed products still occur. For example, if IV is a normal subgroup of G,
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viii INTRODUCTION

then K[G] = K[N] * (GIN) is a suitable crossed product of the quotient group
GIN over the subring K[N]. In addition, it frequently happens that if P is a
prime ideal of K[G], then K[Gll P has a natural crossed product structure. For
these and many other reasons, crossed products are interesting and important
objects of study. Three lectures are devoted to this subject, emphasizing fairly
recent work.

Galois theory. The Galois theory of noncommutative rings is a new subject
with roots in invariant theory and the classical Galois theory of fields and division
rings. If G acts on a ring R, then we are concerned with the relationship between
R and the fixed ring RG, and the relationship between the subgroups of G and
the intermediate rings.

One can argue that the subject began in the early 70's with the important
Bergman-Isaacs theorem on the existence of fixed points. This was later extended
by V. K. Kharchenko who also developed a general Galois theory for semiprime
rings. Important contributions were made by J. W. Fisher, S. Montgomery, J.
Osterburg and many others. Actions on specific rings have also been studied.
Of particular interest are actions on free rings, generic matrix rings, polynomial
rings, enveloping algebras and group algebras. The entire subject is quite active
at present and is being pursued in many different directions. The final three
lectures consider selected aspects of this material.

The ten talks included here are essentially independent although the notation
builds up. Each contains a selection of results on a particular subject, a limited
number of proofs or sketches and at least a few open questions. Furthermore,
each has its own brief list of references. Two general references for the series as
a whole are S. Montgomery's monograph, Fixed Rings of Finite Automorphism
Groups of Associative Rings, and my book, The Algebraic Structure of Group
Rings. Finally, since the topics chosen are all part of a common theme, they do
begin to merge and the lectures are eventually all interrelated.



1. D.-Methods in Group Rings

We begin by discussing group algebras. Let K be a field and let G be a
multiplicative group. Then the group algebra K[G] is a K-vector space with
basis G. Thus every element of K[G] is a formal finite sum 0: = LXEG axx with
each ax E K. Addition in K[G] is of course componentwise, and multiplication is
defined distributively using the multiplication of G. In this way, K[G] becomes
an associative K-algebra.

If 0: is as above, then its support is given by

Suppo: = {x E Glax -IO}.

Thus Supp 0: is a finite subset of G. If S is any subset of G, then we let K[S]
denote the K-subspace of K[G] spanned by the elements of S. Furthermore,
there is a natural projection map 1rs : K[G] ---+ K[S] defined by

'lrS (2:= axx) = 2:= axx.
xEG xES

When S = {I}, we frequently write 'lrS =tr because tr : K[G]----+ K enjoys many
trace-like properties. When S is finite we let S= LSES s denote the sum of the
elements of S so that S E K[S] ~ K[G]. Observe that if S = H is a subgroup
of G, then K[HJ is the group algebra of H naturally embedded in K[G].

LEMMA 1. Let H be a subgroup of G.
(i) 'lrH : K[G] ----+ K[H] is a K[H]-bimodule homomorphism.
(ii) IfO-lI<JK[G], thenO-l'lrH(I)<JK[H].
(iii) If 0: E K[G] and X is a right transversal for H in G, then

0: = 2:= 'lrH(O:X- 1 )x.
xEX

We are concerned here with linear identities, that is equations in K[G] of the
form L~ O:ix(3i = 0 which hold for all x E G or perhaps for all x in some large
subset of G. Such identities arise frequently and we will discuss a technique called
the b.-method which has proved successful in handling them. This method was
discovered independently by me in 1962 and by M. Smith in 1971. In addition,
it is related to methods used in operator algebras and in ergodic theory (see [2]
for a discussion of the latter). As we will see, there is really no best formulation
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of this technique. Rather, we will consider a number of variants of it, along with
the problems they apply to.

We start with the identity ax - xa = 0, \Ix E G, which merely says that
a E l(K[G]), the center of the group algebra. Using a = x-lax = aX it follows
easily that

LEMMA 2. a E l(K[G]) if and only if a = E axkx where kx is the conjugac~

class ofx E G and ax E K.

But the support of a is finite, so the above conjugacy classes must be of finite
size. This motivates us to define

~(G) = {x E Gllkxl = IG: Ce(x)1 < oo}

and
~+(G) = {x E ~(G)lo(x) < oo}

where o(x) denotes the order of x. We then have

LEMMA 3. ~(G) and ~+(G) are characteristic subgroups ofG.
(i) ~+ is generated by the finite normal subgroups of G.
(ii) ~/~+ is torsion-free abelian.
(iii) If ~+ = 1, then K[~] is a domain (in fact each nonzero element of K[~]

is regular in K[G]).

Thus ~ = ~(G) is very well behaved for an infinite group. It is analogous to
the center of G and is called the f.c. (finite conjugate) center. Set B= 7f.c:.. ThE
key result is then

PROPOSITION 4. Assume that Ei aix/3i = 0, \Ix E G. Then for all x E G
we have

(i) Ei B(ai)x/3i = 0,
(ii) Ei aixB(/3i) = 0,
(iii) Ei B(ai)xB(/3i) = O.

PROOF. We will show at least that Ei B(ai)/3i = O. If this expression is not
zero, fix v in its support and for each i write ai = O(a,)+ai with Suppain~= 0.
We now proceed in a series of three steps.

Step 1. Set W = nCe (y) where the intersection is over all y E Supp B(a.) for
all i. Then IG : WI < 00 and we will restrict our attention to group elements
x E W. Note that any such x centralizes each B(ai)'

Step 2. With x E W, multiply the given identity on the left by x- l to ob­
tain Ei aix/3 = O. This yields E. B(ai)/3i = - Ei ai x/3i, and since v is in thE
support of the left-hand term, it must occur on the right. Thus there exist
a E SUppai, b E SuPP/3i, for some i, with v = aXb. Hence aX = vb- l and
x E Cw(a)wa,b, a fixed right coset of Cw(a) depending upon a, b, and v. ThiE
implies that W is the finite union W = Ua,b Cw (a )Wa,b.

Step 3. We now invoke the following lemma to conclude that IW :Cw(a)1 < 00

for some a. But this is a contradiction since IG :WI < 00 and since a E Supp ai
implies that IG : Ce(a)1 = 00. The remainder of the proof is routine.



~-METHODS IN GROUP RINGS 3

LEMMA 5. If G is the finite union of eosets G = U~ Hi x" then IG : Hi I~ n
for some i.

As a first application we have

COROLLARY 6. Let A, B be ideals of K[G] with AB = O. Then 8(A)O(B)
=0.

This reduces the question of whether K[G] is prime or semiprime to the
subring K[Ll] where it is easily solved. Indeed we have

THEOREM 7 [1]. K[G] is prime if and only if Ll+(G) = 1 (that is, G has no
nontrivial finite normal subgroup).

If char K = 0, it is an easy result that K[G] is semiprime. For char K = p > 0
we have

THEOREM 8 [4]. Let char K = p > O. Then K[G] is semiprime if and only
if G has no finite normal subgroup of order divisible by p.

Now let us look at our first variation on this method. In the proof of Proposi­
tion 4, the linear identity was assumed to hold for all x E G, and what we needed
was that G n W could not be covered by a finite union of cosets of subgroups
of infinite index. Other subsets of G also have this property. Let T be a subset
of G. We say that T is large if for all subgroups W of finite index in G, Tn W
cannot be covered by a finite union of cosets of subgroups of infinite index. For
example, T could be a subgroup of G of finite index. We say that T is very
large if T and all its right translates Tx are large. For example, T could be the
nonempty complement of a finite union of cosets.

LEMMA 9. Let T be a very large subset ofG. IfL~ a,xf3i = 0 for all x E T,
then the identity holds for all x E G.

This can be proved by using the argument of Proposition 4 to deduce that
Li 8(a,x- 1 )xyf3i = 0 for all x, y E G. Then we merely sum these expressions
over all x E X, a transversal for Ll in G. As a minor application we mention

LEMMA 10. Let K[G] be prime with G =f 1. If 0 =f a,f3 E K[G], then for al
n ~ 1 there exists 8n E K[G] with ISupp a8n f31 ~ n.

PROOF. Note that G is infinite so that if S S;;; G is finite, then T = G\S is a
very large subset of G. We proceed by induction on n. Given 8n - 1 we see that
(Supp ag(3) n (Supp a8n - 1(3) =f 0 implies that 9 E S, a finite subset of G. If we
can find gET = G\S with agf3 =f 0, then clearly 8n = 9 +8n - 1 will suffice. On
the other hand, if agf3 = 0 for all gET, then agf3 = 0 for all 9 E G and hence
K[G] is not prime, a contradiction.

For a second variant, we restrict the linear identity to hold for all x E H, a
subgroup of G. We then define the almost centralizer of H in G to be

Dc(H) = {g E GIIH: (H(g)1 < oo}.
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This is clearly a subgroup of G with Dc(H) n H = DH(H) = 6(H). The same
argument yields, for example,

LEMMA 11. Let H be a subgroup of G, D = Dc(H), and let the identity
L, a,x(3, = a hold for all x E H. Then L,1r'D(a,)(3, = O.

A very nice application of this is the following intersection theorem.

THEOREM 12 [3]. Let H <l G with Dc(H) ~ H and assume that K[H] is
prime. If aof I <l K[G], then In K[H] of O.

PROOF. Choose aof a E I so that Suppa meets the minimal number, say
n +1, of cosets of H. We can assume that tr a of aso we can write a = L~=o a,
with a, E K[Hxi] and Xo = 1. Take hE H and form

(3 = ao ha - ahao E I
n n

= "2)aoha, - a,hao) = L(3,·
o 0

Since H <l G and ao E K[H], we have (3i E K[Hx,J. Furthermore, (30 = aso the
minimality of n implies that (3i = 0 for all i. In particular, if i of awe obtain the
linear identity

\/h E H.

Hence 1r'D(ao)a, = 1r'D(a,)ao. But D ~ H and Suppa, nH = 0 so 1r'D(ai) = a
and 1r'D(a,)ao = O. Finally, D = 6(H) is torsion-free abelian since K[H] is
prime, and 1r'D(ao) of 0 since tra of O. Thus 1r'D(ao) is regular in K[G] and we
conclude that ai = afor all i of O.

Recall that G = U~ H,x, implies that IG :H,I -s: n for some i. So far we have
only used IG : Hil < 00. Now we want numerical information which will apply
even when G is finite. This leads us to define for each integer k 2: 1

6dG) = {x E GIIG: Cc(x)/ -s: k},

Note that 6k is a normal subset of G, but not necessarily a subgroup. Further­
more, 6 a6 b~ 6 ab .

We would like the linear identity L, aix(3, = a to imply Li Ok (a,)(3, = 0
for a particular computable integer k. To do this, we look again at the proof of
Proposition 4. We see that it is necessary to control (1) the index IG : WI and
(2) the number of cosets which occur in the union W = Ua,b Cw(a)wa,b. The
latter is easy if we know ISupp a,l, ISupp (3,1 and the number of terms in the
sum. In fact, this suffices for both parts as we will see later.

We first discuss an application where (1) is realized by restricting the param­
eters involved. We study group rings satisfying a polynomial identity. If K[G]
satisfies a p.i. of deg n then by linearization it satisfies

f(~l, ~2, ... ,~n) = L a".~".l ~".2 ... ~".n
"'ESym~
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with au E K and al = 1. In particular, if we plug group elements into this
expression we get at most n! terms each with support size 1.

Here is a brief idea of the proof (we ignore the subscript k for simplicity).
Write

f = ~lg(~2,'''' ~n) + I>),(~2'" ., ~nklg>. (~2,'''' ~n)
>.

where A -::p 1 is a monomial and g>. is a polynomial in ~2, ... , SOn' Fix X2, .. . , Xn
E G with A(X2,"" xn ) rt. 6. for all A -::p 1, plug in ~i = x, for all i 2: 2, and
let ~l = x in f. This yields

0= xg(X2,"" xn ) +L A(X2,"" xn )xg>.(X2, ... , xn )
>.

for all x E G and by the 6.-method we obtain

0= g(X2,"" xn ) +L O(A(X2,"" xn ))g>.(X2, ... , xn )
>.

= g(X2' ... ,xn)

since A(X2' ... , xn) rt. ~. Thus we get a pj. of smaller degree, but one which is
satisfied only for certain X2, ... , Xn E G. By keeping track of all this information
and using linear identities on subsets of G we actually obtain

LEMMA 13. Let K[G] satisfy a p.i. of degree n. Then there exist integers
k = k(n) and t = t(n) with IG : 6.kl :::; t.

Of course 6. k is not a subgroup of G in general so IG : 6. kl :::; t means that
G = Ui 6.kxi, a union of t right translates of 6.k. From this we can deduce the
pj. result. This was known for char K = 0 by different means. In characteristic
p we have

THEOREM 14 [5, 8]. Let char K = p > 0 and suppose K[G] satisfies a
polynomial identity of degree n. Then there exists a subgroup A of G whose
commutator subgroup A' is a finite p-group and such that IG : AI . IA'I :::; g(n),
where the latter is an appropriate function of n.

Finally here is a variant and application which is not at all well known.
Start with Li a,x{3i = 0 for all x E G and assume that we are given m =
LJI Suppail + ISupp{3il)· Pick an integer k. Then the 6.-method shows that
either Li (h(ai)x{3i = 0 or there exists 9 E Suppa" for some i, with k <
IG :Cc(g)1 :::; f(k) where the latter function of k depends upon m.

Now take ko = 1 and inductively define kn = f(kn - 1 )· Then ko < k1 < ... <
km +1 so there must exist a subscript t :::; m with

ut then we have LOk,(ai)x{3i = O. We have therefore proved
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LEMMA 15. Given the linear identity 2:~ aix;3, = 0 for x E G, set m =
2:JISuppa,1 + ISupp;3il)· Then there exists k <::: h(m) with 2:,lh(ai)x;3,
= 0, Vx E G. Here h is a fixed function of m.

This can be easily extended to deal with products of more terms. For example
we have

LEMMA 16. Given aD, a1,.··, an E K[G] with

Then there exists an integer k bounded by a function of 2:i ISupp ail with

Bk(ao)x1(h(adx2'" xnBdan) = 0 VX1, X2, ... , xn E G.

As an application we mention the following technical result used to study the
Jacobson radical of group rings of locally solvable groups.

PROPOSITION 17 [7]. Let G = QH with Q <J G and IHI <::: t < 00. Assume
that JK [Q] = 0 and that a E JK[G] nK[H]. Then there exists a subgroup W <J H
with

(i) IQ :CQ(w)1 <::: g(t), Vw E W,
(ii) 7l"w(a) E JK[G] nK[W].

Here 9 is a fixed function of t.

PROOF. Observe that IG : QI <::: IHI <::: t. Since JK[Q] = 0, it now follows
(see [6, Theorem 7.2.7]) that J K[G]t = O. Thus, since a E J K[G] we have

Furthermore, a E K[H] implies that ISupp al <::: IHI <::: t. Thus Lemma 16 applies
and there exists an appropriate integer k with

Ok(a)xl Oda)x2 ... xt-lBda) = 0 VXt, X2, ... , Xt-l E G,

and therefore Ok(a) E JK[G]. Now let W be the normal closure in H of the
support of Bk(a). A more careful choice of k will guarantee that Oda) = 7Tw(a).

The material discussed here was all done before 1979. But the ~-method (as
we will see) is still being used in crossed products and in the computation of
certain rings of quotients. It has been an important technique for almost 25
years and it will certainly continue to be useful in the future.
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2. The Jacobson Radical of Group Rings

The last section concerned methods; this one will be speculation on a spe­
cific question. We wish to determine when K[G] is semiprimitive (equivalently
semisimple) and more generally to describe the Jacobson radical JK[G]. This
is my favorite problem. It was suggested to me by my advisor, R. Brauer, who
learned about its infinite aspects from 1. Kaplansky (see [4]) at the famous Ram's
Head Inn conference. For finite groups the result is easy.

THEOREM 1 [5]. Let G be finite. Then K[G] is semiprimitive if and only i
IGI ¥=O inK.

From this it appears that for all groups G, if char K = 0 then J K[G] = O.
The best result here is proved by studying the behavior of the radical under field
extensions.

THEOREM 2 [1]. Let A be an algebra over the field F and let K ;;:? F be a
eld extension.

(i) If K/F is separably algebraic, then J(K ® A) = K ® (JA).
(ii) If K / F is purely transcendental and K ¥= F, then J (K ® A) = K ® I

where I is a nil ideal of A.

Since K ® F[G] = K[G], the above applies to yield

COROLLARY 3 [2]. Let char K = 0 with K not algebraic over the rationals.
If G is any group, then K[G] is semiprimitive.

PROOF. Since K /Q is not algebraic we have K ;;:? F ;;:? Q where F /Q is
purely transcendental, F i- Q and K / F is separably algebraic. Thus it suffices
to show that Q[G] has no nonzero nil ideals. For this, let *: QrG] --t Q[G] be
the natural involution determined by x* = X-I for all x E G. If a = L axx i- 0,
then aa* is *-symmetric with trace Lax

2 ¥= O. Therefore if 0 ¥= a E I <J QrG],
then 0 i- aa* E I and (aa* pn ¥= 0 for all n so I is not nil.

Thus in characteristic 0, this leaves only the rationals Q and (equivalently)
its algebraic extensions. For these fields, a number of special classes of groups
have been considered and in each such case JQ[G] = O. But there has been no
real progress for 25 years. Logicians have tried model theoretic techniques but
also to no avail. The semiprimitivity of Q[G] is still a wide open problem.
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In characteristic p > 0 one can follow the above lead for pi_groups, that is
groups with no elements of order p. This assumption implies that K[G] has no
nonzero nil ideals. Also one knows that any finitely generated field extension of
GF(p) is necessarily separably generated. Thus we have

COROLLARY 4. Let char K = p > 0 with K not algebraic over GF(p). If G
is a pi_group, then K[ G] is semiprimitive.

It is not true that K[G] semiprimitive implies G is a pi_group. The first exam­
ple, due to Wallace, is G infinite dihedral in characteristic 2. Another example is
the wreath product G = Z wr Zp in characteristic p where Z denotes the infinite
cyclic group and IZpl = p. In fact if G = Zp wr Z or Symoo (the countably infinite,
locally finite symmetric group), then K[G] is a primitive ring in characteristic p.

Let us study the characteristic p situation in more detail. Let R be any ring
and observe that J R contains all nil and nilpotent ideals of R. Thus if N R, the
nilpotent radical of R, is defined to be the sum of all nilpotent ideals of R, then
N R is a characteristic nil ideal of R contained in JR. For a group G we set

i:l.P(G) = (x E i:l.+(G)lx is a p-element),

that is i:l.P is generated by all elements of i:l.+ of order a power of p. We have the
following i:l.-method result.

THEOREM 5 [6]. Let char K = p > O.
(i) NK[G] = JK[i:l.P] . K[G].
(ii) J K[i:l.P] = Uw J K[W] where W runs over all finite normal subgroups of

G generated by p-elements.
(iii) N K[G] is nilpotent if and only if i:l.P is finite.

Part (i) above is an example of controlling. Let I <l K[G] and let H <l G. We
say that H controls I if I = (I n K[H])· K[G], that is K[H] contains generators
for I as an ideal. It is easy to show that for each ideal I there exists a unique
smallest normal subgroup C = C(I), the controller of I, so that H <l G controls
I if and only if H ;;;? C.

With the assumptions of Theorem 5 we can also show that C(NK[G]) =

i:l.P (G). By accident, the above result might prove to be important here. This is
because in all cases so far computed it has been observed that G finitely generated
implies JK[G] = NK[G]. We remark that there exist many computations here
due to Villamayor, Wallace, Zalesskii (and his student, Dyment) and me (and my
student, Hampton). We will not discuss these methods here, and in so doing we
are leaving out the bulk of published material on the Jacobson radical of K[G].
Instead we will speculate as to the correct answer based on these computations.

LEMMA 6. Let H ~ G.
(i) IfW is an irreducible K[H]-module, then there exists an irreducible K[G]­

module V such that W is a submodule of the restriction VH.
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(ii) J K[G] n K[H] <;;:: J K[H].

PROOF. (i) Take W = K[H]/M where M is a maximal right ideal of K[H].
By freeness we have M .K[G] i= K[G] so there exists a maximal right ideal L of
K[G] with L :! M· K[G]. It follows that L n K[H] = M so

W = K[H]/M = K[H]/(L n K[HJ) <;;:: K[G]/L = V.

(ii) Let a E J K[G] n K[H] and let W be an irreducible K[H]-module. Then
W <;;:: VH and Va = aso Wa = 0 and a E JK[H].

It follows from (ii) above that the property of belonging to J K[G] is local,
that is it depends on finitely generated subgroups of G. Because of this we need
a local version of ~ and ~+. We define

A(G) = {x E Glx E ~(H) for all finitely generated

subgroups H containing x},

A+(G) = {x E A(G)lo(x) < oo}.

These also have fairly nice properties, one of which is quite surprising.

LEMMA 7. A(G) and A+(G) are characteristic subgroups of G.
(i) A+ is locally finite.
(ii) A/A+ is torsion-free abelian.
(iii) If H <J G with H <;;:: A+) then A(G/H) = A(G)/H and A+(G/H)

A+(G)/H.

Part (iii) above says that A+ is a radical. This is not true of l, 6 +,6 or A.
Also if G is a locally finite group, then G = A+(G) so A+ can be an arbitrary
locally finite group.

We now need a local version of the nilpotent radical NR. Let R be a ring and
set

N* R = {r E RlrS is nilpotent for all finitely

generated subrings S <;;:: R}.

It is easy to see that N* R is a characteristic nil ideal of R. Furthermore if R is
a K-algebra then

N* R = {r E RlrS is nilpotent for all finitely

generated subalgebras S <;;:: R}.

Note that if R is a finitely generated K-algebra then N* R = NR. The following
result is, for the most part, an immediate corollary of Theorem 5.

THEOREM 8 [7]. Let K[G] be given with char K = p > O.
(i) If J K[H] = NK[H] for all finitely generated subgroups H <;;:: G) then

J K[G] = N* K[G].
(ii) N* K[G] = J K[A+] . K[G].
(iii) N* (K[G]/N* K[GJ) = O.
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Thus, by (ii), A+(G) controls N*K[G]. While it is not the controller in gen­
ral, we do have C(N*K[GJ) ~ A+(G) so that the controller is a locally finite
haracteristic subgroup of G. Part (iii) above says that N* is a radical for group
ings even though it is not a radical for rings in general. This lends additional
upport to the conjecture that JK[G] = N* K[G] for all groups G. In view of (i)
bove this is equivalent to showing that JK[G] = N K[G] for all finitely gener­
ted groups G. Frankly it is hard to use this extra hypothesis (that G is finitely
enerated). In the computations so far, this assumption was sometimes used to
eal with certain aspects of the Burnside problem which occur because of lim-

'tations in the available techniques. One test problem I propose is: Determine
J K[G] for G finitely generated and residually finite.

Let us move on. Because of (ii), or for its own intrinsic interest, we certainly
ant to settle the case of locally finite groups. Here a version of subnormality

omes into play. Let G be locally finite. A finite subgroup A is said to be locally
subnormal in G (written A lsn G) if A <I<IB for all finite B with G ~ B ~ A. It
is a result of [3] that for A finite, A lsn G if and only if A is serial (that is there
xists a generalized series from A to G).

LEMMA 9. Let G be a locally finite group and let char K = p > O.
(i) If AlsnG, then JK[A] ~ JK[G].
(ii) If G is solvable, then J K[G] # 0 if and only if there exists A lsn G wit

IIAI·

PROOF. (i) It suffices to show that JK[A] . K[G] is a nil right ideal. Sine
this is a local property, we need only check that JK[A] .K[B] is nil for all finite
B ~ A. But A<J::JB and IBI < 00 so it follows easily that J K[A] ~ JK[B] thereby
yielding the result.

(ii) If A exists then JK[G] # 0 by (i). Conversely assume J K[G] # 0 an
let 1 = Go < Gi < ... < Gn = G be the derived series for the solvable grou
G. Since J K[GoJ = 0 and J K[Gnl # 0 we can choose k 2': 0 maximal wit
JK[Gk] = 0 and have k < n. Thus J K[Gk+d # 0 so there exists a group H
with Gk ~ H ~ Gk+i,HIGk finite and JK[Gk+i ]nK[H] # o. Now JK[H] #
and IHIGkl < 00 imply that JK[H] is nilpotent. Thus there exists a finit
normal subgroup A of H of order divisible by p. Since A <I H, H <I Gk+i and
GHi <lG we have A<I<lG.

Let G be locally finite. In view of the preceding result we define

J(G) = (AIAlsnG).

Thus S = J(G) is a group which is generated by its locally subnormal subgroups.
Possible examples of such groups are (i) Sap-group or (ii) S an f.c. group, that
is S = ~(S). As we will see these examples are the building blocks for a genera
S. For each integer n 2': 1 define

J (G) = (AlA lsn G and l(A) S n)
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where l(A) denotes the composition length of A. For any operator W on groups
we set

WP(G) = IX E W(G)lx is a p-element).

This is of course consistent with our definition of liP.

THEOREM 10 [8]. Let G be a locally finite group and p a prime. If Op(G) =
1, then JP(G) is the ascending set theoretic union fP(G) = U~=l f:(G) of the
normal f. c. groups f: (G).

Note that JP (G) need not be an f.c. group in the above situation. Now let us
add the normal p-subgroup Op(G) to the structure. We define Sp(G) :2 Op(G)
by

Sp(G)/Op(G) = fP(G/Op(G)).

Thus Sp is the extension of a normal p-subgroup by an ascending union of normal
.c. groups. Based on the few computations with locally finite groups, it appears
hat Sp (G) might be the controller of JK [G]. For this reason we consider the

ideal I below.

THEOREM 11 [9]. Let G be a locally finite group and let char K = p > O.
Set I = JK[Sp(G)]· K[G].

(i) I is a nil ideal of K[G] so I ~ J K[G].
(ii) I is a semiprime ideal, that is K[GJ!I is a semiprime ring.
(iii) If Li (G) = 1, then I is a prime ideal.

Thus we have at least some support for the conjecture that if G is locally
nite and char K = p > 0, then

JK[G] = JK[Sp(G)] . K[G].

ote that if this formula holds then we necessarily have Sp(G) = C(J K[GJ).
But the latter controller statement seems somewhat dubious since Sp is not

radical operator, that is we do not have Sp(G/Sp(G)) = 1 in general. Thus we
ook at the J-radical of G. If W is a group, we say that W is hyper-f if every

nonidentity homomorphic image W of W satisfies f (W) i- 1.

LEMMA 12. Let G be a locally finite group and let H = H(G) be generated
by all the hyper-f normal subgroups of G.

(i) H is the unique largest hyper-f normal subgroup of G.
(ii) H(G/H) = f(G/H) = 1.
(iii) H :2 Sp(G) for any prime p.

Thus H is a radical and we discover

COROLLARY 13 [9]. Let G be locally finite and let char K = p > O. I
H = H(G) and S = Sp(G), then JK[H] = JK[S]· K[H].
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linear groups in prime characteristic q i- p. Perhaps just look at the special
case of Chevalley groups over infinite algebraic extensions of GF(q). (2) Assume
that the orders of the finite p-subgroups of G are bounded. Does this imply that
JK[G] is nilpotent? The conclusion would follow if the Cartan invariants of a
finite group W were bounded by a function of the order of the Sylow p-subgroups
ofW.

It now appears that the study of JK[G] with G locally finite will require a
very close look at the Jacobson radicals of group rings of finite groups. However
it is not clear just what information we will need from the latter. We mention
two results on finite groups which are somewhat suggestive. The first offers a
description of JK[G] for Gap-solvable group. The second shows that (2) holds
at least for the radical of the center of K[G].

THEOREM 14 [11]. Let char K = p > 0, let G be finite and define the p-trace
t p : K[G] ----7 K by

where the latter sum'L' is over all p-elements of G.
(i) tp(JK[G]) = O.
(ii) If G is p-solvable, then JK[G] is the largest ideal I of K[G] with tp(I) = O.

We note that the p-elements of G are precisely the elements whose pi_part
is trivial. More generally we can consider those elements of G whose pi_part is
contained in a fixed conjugacy class of G. Then each of these p-sections of G
gives rise to a trace map K[G] ----+ K and by considering all of these traces, we
obtain a description of JK[G] as in (ii) which applies to all finite groups.

THEOREM 15 [10]. Let char K = p > 0 and let G be a finite group with Sy­
low p-subgroup P. Then J(l(K[G])) is nilpotent of degree bounded by a function
oflPI·

Finally we return to arbitrary groups G. By combining the two conjectures
we have proposed, we obtain as a possible description of the Jacobson radical
the expression

JK[G] = JK[Sp(A+(G))]· K[G].

Furthermore, if this holds then Sp(A+(G)) = C(JK[G]) and JK[G] = 0 if and
only if Sp(A+(G)) = 1. Thus the description would be sufficiently sharp to solve
the semiprimitivity problem in characteristic p.

We close by tabulating some classes of groups for which the conjecture is
known to hold. These are the so-called computations we have alluded to through­
out this section. The results appear in a sequence of papers by Zalesskii, Hampton
and myself.

THEOREM 16. Then
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or G a locally solvable group or a linear group over a field F of characteristic
or p.

In addition, if G is a linear group over a field F of characteristic q i- p,
hen we know at least that JK[G] = N* K[G] and that the conjecture holds for

G = SLn(F) or GLn(F). Unfortunately, there has been no real progress on this
onjecture in 7 years.
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3. ings

We continue studying the group algebra K[G] and consider a problem of a
ifferent sort. If 1 =I- x E G with n = o(x) < 00, then

(1- x)(l + x +... +xn - 1) = 1- xn = 0

and K[G] has zero divisors. On the other hand, if G is torsion-free, then K[G]
as no obvious zero divisors. Based on this observation, and with frankly very

little supporting evidence, it was conjectured that G torsion-free implies that
K[G] is a domain (that is, has no zero divisors). Even so, the conjecture has held
up for over 30 years and it is beginning to appear now that it is in fact correct.

In the early days, the work on this problem was for the most part group
theoretic in nature and quite unsatisfactory. The idea was to show that G torsion­
free implies that G has certain other properties which might trivially imply that
K[G] is a domain. Among the special families considered were ordered, right
ordered and unique product groups. But certainly most torsion-free groups are
not right ordered and it is quite possible that they are not unique product either.

When it finally became time to get one's hands dirty, it was clear that the
finitely generated torsion-free abelian-by-finite groups were the groups to con­
sider. Let G be such a group with A a normal abelian subgroup of finite index.
If G/ A is cyclic, then G is necessarily right ordered so nothing new occurs. The
first case of interest is then G/ A = Z2 X Z2 and here one discovers the nasty
group

H = (x, ylx- 1y2x = y-2, y-1x2y = x-2).

Then H is torsion-free, A = (x2,y2, (xy) 2) is free abelian of rank 3 and H /A is
a fours group. Furthermore, H is not right ordered. Ad hoc attacks on the zero
divisor problem for this seemingly easy group failed miserably. The question was
finally settled because H is supersolvable.

We recall that a group G is supersolvable if it has a normal series 1 = Go ~

G1 ~ ... ~ Gk = G with each quotient Gi+1/G, cyclic. Some examples are
G = Z, Z2 * Z2, the infinite dihedral group and, of course, the group H above.

The first real result on the zero divisor problem was based on work of P. M.
Cohn. Let n be a positive integer. A ring R is said to be an n-fir if and only if all
n-generator right ideals of R are free of unique rank. This concept is of interest
since a i-fir is precisely a domain.

14
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THEOREM 1 [3]. Let R1 and R2 be n-firs containing a common division ring
D. Then the coproduct R1 JL R2 over D is also an n-fir.

Lewin observed that the division ring D above could be replaced by an Ore
omain via localization and then Formanek used it to prove

THEOREM 2 [8]. If G is torsion-free supersolvable, then K[G] is a domain.

It is not true that all finitely generated abelian-by-finite groups are super­
solvable, but they are contained in the following family. A group G is said to
be polycyclic-by-finite if it has a subnormal series 1 = Go <J ••. <J Gk = G with
each quotient Gi+l/Gi either infinite cyclic or finite. Note that such groups G
are Noetherian and that K[G] is a right and left Noetherian ring. Furthermore,
if G is torsion-free, then K[G] is certainly a prime ring so the Goldie machinery
's available for its study. Formanek obtained another result which proved to be
quite important.

THEOREM 3 [7]. Let G be a torsion-free Noetherian group and let char K =
O. Then K[G] has no nontrivial idempotents.

PROOF (SKETCH). We first study F[G] with char F = p > O. For any x E G
define tr",: F[G] ---+ F by

tr", (Lagg) = Lag
g~'"

here g ~ x indicates that the elements are conjugate in G. Then tr", (a,B) =
r",(f3a) and

tr",(aP") = L: try(a)p".
ypn ......... x

Now let eE F[G] be an idempotent. Then eP" = e implies that

tr", (e) = L try (e)p"

for all n. Note that Suppe is finite so try(e) -I- 0 for only finitely many conjugacy
lasses. Thus tr",(e) -I- 0 implies x p" ~ x for some n > 0 and then, since G is

Noetherian, we have x = 1.
Now if aug: F[G] ---+ F is the augmentation map, then aug(e) is an idempotent

in F and hence equal to 0 or 1. We conclude from this, and from the fact that
tr", (e) = 0 for all x -I- 1, that trl (e) = aug (e) = 0 or 1. Finally we study
e E K[G] with char K = O. Using specializations from K to various fields of prime
haracteristic, we deduce that (tr e) 2 = tr e so tr e = 0 or 1. A characteristic 0

result of Kaplansky now implies that e = 0 or 1.

We note that in the above characteristic p argument, one only needs to assume
that G has no pi-torsion. This trace argument is one of the two ways we know 0

using the torsion-free hypothesis. The other one is related but more mysterious.
If e E KG is an idempotent, then eK G is a projective K[G]-module. The
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above result then implies that if K[G] = PEEl Q, the sum of two K[G]-modules,
then P = 0 or K[G].

Projective modules show up in certain homological considerations. Let R be
a ring and let M be an R-module. Then M has finite homological dimension if
there exists a long exact sequence

o~ Pn ~ Pn - 1 ~ ... ~ Po ~ M ~ 0

with each Pi projective. We say that R has finite global dimension if all R­
modules have finite homological dimension. In case R = K[G] is a group algebra,
we need only test the principal module M = K (where all x E G act like 1).

THEOREM 4 [12]. Let IG : HI < 00 and assume that K[H] has finite global
dimension. If G is torsion-free, then K[G] also has finite global dimension.

PROOF (SKETCH). We are given the long exact sequence

o~ Pn ~ Pn - 1 ~ ... ~ Po ~ K ~ 0

of K[H]-modules with each P, projective. We want to lift this to K[G]-modules.
Ordinary induction of modules, however, will not work since K induces to KG
a module of degree t = IG : HI, and this is not the module K that we need. The
trick is to use tensor induction since K ® K ® ... ® K = K. One shows that
there exists a K[G]-module structure on

Qm=

and K[G]-module homomorphisms so that

... ~ Qk ~ Qk-l ~ ... ~ Qo ~ K ~ 0

is exact. Roughly speaking, G acts on Qm by permuting the tensor factors via
signed permutations on the cosets of H. Since Qm is eventually 0, the goal is to
show that each Qm is projective.

If G permutes the set fl, then K[fl], the K-vector space with basis fl, becomes
a special K[G]-module which we call a permutation module. Now suppose, for
example, that each P, is free and hence a permutation module for K[H] with H
acting semiregularly on the basis (that is, the stabilizer Ho; in H of each point
0: is trivial). It follows that each Qm is a (signed) permutation module for K[G]
with H again acting semiregularly. But then Go; n H = HOt. = 1 so each Go; is
finite. Hence, since G is torsion-free we have Go; = 1, and this implies that each
Qm is a free K[G]-module.

It turns out that the above proof only requires G to have no p-torsion if
char K = p, and then we have

COROLLARY 5. Let G be a polycyclic-by-finite group with no p-torsion and
let char K = p > O. Then K[G] has finite global dimension.

What good is any of this? Here is a result which should give you an idea. Let
P be a projective R-module. Then P is said to be stably free if P EEl F1 = F2
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with F1 and F2 finitely generated free R-modules. This of course implies that P
must be finitely generated.

THEOREM 6 [13]. Suppose R is a ring wich satisfies
(i) R is right Noetherian and semiprime,
(ii) R has finite global dimension,
(iii) all finitely generated projective R-modules are stably free.

Then R is a domain.

PROOF (SKETCH). Since R is Noetherian we can work with finitely gener­
ated R-modules. Note that finite global dimension implies that all R-modules
are close to the projectives and (iii) says that all projectives are close to the free
modules and hence to RR. In particular we can prove that if M is a nonsingular
R-module, then the uniform dimension of R divides u.d. M. Furthermore, (i)
implies that RR is nonsingular and hence so are all right ideals. If I i= 0 is such
a right ideal, then 0 < u.d. I :::; u.d. R and the divisibility yield u.d. I = u.d. R
so I is essential in R. Thus u.d. R = 1 and, since R is semiprime, the classical
ring of quotients of R is a division ring.

It was Brown who first saw how to apply these ideas. He used a localization
theorem of Roseblade to embed K[G] in a local ring (so all finitely generated
projective modules are free). Then Serre's result, Corollary 5, and the above
showed that if G is a torsion-free, abelian-by-(finite p) group in characteristic p,
then K[G] is a domain. This was then lifted to characteristic 0 to settle the case
of torsion-free abelian-by-finite groups.

Farkas and Snider carried this further with the following two key ideas. (1)
The difficulty in applying Theorem 6 directly to R = K[G] is that we do not
know whether G torsion-free suffices to imply hypothesis (iii). But G does have
a poly-(infinite cyclic) subgroup H of finite index, and all finitely generated
projective modules for S = K[H] are stably free. Thus the first idea is to study
the finitely generated nonsingular R-modules M and to somehow show that
their restriction to S satisfies u.d. Rs Iu.d. Ms. In particular, if I is a nonzero
right ideal of R, then this divisibility along with 0 < u.d. Is :::; u.d. Rs will
yield IsessRs and hence certainly IRessRR. (2) The second idea is to study
the finitely generated projective K[G]-modules via trace maps. Given such a
module P, there exists a complementary module Q with P EfJ Q = F = K[G]n,
the free K[G]-module of rank n. Then the projection map e: F ----; P ~ F is
an idempotent in EndK[GJF = Mn(K[G]). Now let Tr: Mn(K[GJ) ----; K be the
composition of the matrix trace followed by the group ring trace. Then Tr e turns
out to be an invariant of P and one computes as in the proof of Theorem 3.

This yields the characteristic 0 part of the following result. Cliff then lifted
the trace computations from characteristic p fields to the p-adics to obtain the
haracteristic p part.

THEOREM 7 [1, 2, 5]. If G is a torsion-free polycyclic-by-finite group, then
[G] is a domain.
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There now exist slightly easier proofs in characteristic O. But this combination
f ideas is still required for the general case. It is interesting to see how the
orsion-free assumption is used in the above proof and for this it is best to
onsider characteristic p > O. Then the Formanek trace argument uses no p'­
orsion and the Serre argument uses no p-torsion. Thus the two techniques are
oth required and nicely complement each other. The following result settles the

.dempotent problem in characteristic p.

THEOREM 8 [2]. Let char K = p > 0 and let G be a polycyclic-by-finite
group with no p'-torsion. Then K[G] has no nontrivial idempotents.

Theorem 7 is certainly the best result to date on the zero divisor problem.
he next case to consider is probably the torsion-free solvable groups. Here K[G]

's no longer Noetherian, but sometimes it can be suitably localized and made
oetherian. This approach was used by Snider to obtain some interesting special

ases. Still, we have a long way to go and the zero divisor problem is wide open.
n addition, there are other questions for arbitrary groups which we have not
ven mentioned. For example:

a. If G is torsion-free, are all units of K[G] trivial, that is, of the form kg with
k E K\O, g E G? This is not even known for supersolvable groups.

b. If K[G] is a domain, is it necessarily embeddable in a divison ring? This
is clear in the Noetherian case and it is known to be true if G is ordered or a
l-relator group.

Now back to polycyclic-by-finite groups. The above proof leaves a number 0

roblems in its wake. Specifically these are:
1. If G is a torsion-free polycyclic-by-finite group, are all the finitely generated

projective modules stably free?
2. Let G be a torsion-free polycyclic-by-finite group. Discuss the nature of the

division ring of fractions Q(K[G]).
3. Let G be a polycyclic-by-finite group with ~+(G) = 1. Determine the

Goldie rank of K[G].
For the remainder of this section, we briefly indicate what is known about

each of the above.

(1) This seems to be the province of Farrell and Hsiang and the methods are
topological. Their latest result is

THEOREM 9 [6]. If G is a torsion-free polycyclic-by-finite group, then al
finitely generated projective modules for the integral group ring Z[C] are stabl
ree.

Note that once C becomes nonabelian, these stably free modules are not in
general free.

(2) Let us denote this division ring of fractions by K(G). We will mention
.ust a few results of interest.
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THEOREM 10 [4]. Let G and H be torsion-free polycyclic-by-finite groups.
IfG and H are nilpotent, then K(G) ~ K(H) implies that G ~ H. IfG and H
are not nilpotent, then this is not necessarily true.

A counterexample for the latter is constructed as follows. Let G = A Xu Z
and H = A X T Z where A = {a, b) is free abelian ofrank 2 and where 0" = (6 ~l)

and 7 = (~~) describe, in additive notation, how a generator for Z acts on A.
Observe that the matrices 0" and 7 are conjugate over the rationals Q but not
over the integers. It is easy to see that G contains an isomorphic copy of H 0

index 2 and that H contains a copy of G of index 2. Furthermore, G i:- H since
GIG' has torsion but HIH' does not.

THEOREM 11 [9]. Let G be a torsion-free polycyclic-by-finite group and se
D = K (G). Then linear groups over D enJ'oy similar properties to those over
fields. For example

(i) Any periodic subgroup of GLn(D) is locally finite (analog of Burnside's
theorem).

(ii) If char K = 0, then any periodic subgroup of GLn(D) is abelian-by-finite
(analog of Jordan's theorem).

(iii) If G is nilpotent, then any noncentral normal subgroup of GLn(D) con­
tains a noncyclic free group (analog of Tits' theorem).

Part (i) has been further refined by Wehrfritz.

THEOREM 12 [10]. Let G be a torsion-free polycyclic-by-finite group. If G is
poly-( infinite cyclic), then K(G) is a universal field of fractions of K[G] (that is,
a version of the Extension Theorem for Places holds). If G is not poly-( infinite
cyclic), then this is not necessarily true.

For a counterexample, take our original nasty group

H = (x, ylX- 1y2x = y-2, y- 1x2y = x-2)

with char K i- 2 and let a: K[H] --+ K be the augmentation map. If a extends
to a specialization, then there exists an intermediate ring R with K[H] ~ R ~

K (H) and an extended map a: R --+ K such that Ker a = JR. Then R is local
and all elements of K[H] not in the augmentation ideal are invertible in R. Now
compute.

In addition, Stafford has shown that for D = K(G)

KdimDop 0 D = gldimDOP ® D = h(G)

where the latter is the Hirsch number of G. Now let G be nilpotent. Then Makar­
Limanov proved that K(G) contains a noncommutative free subalgebra if Gis
nonabelian and Lorenz has studied the GK-transcendence degree of K(G).

(3) Finally we discuss the Goldie rank problem. Here we assume that G is
polycydic-by-finite with L).+(G) = 1 so K [G] is prime. If N is a finite subgroup
of G, then INII u.d. K[G]. Conversely, if IG : HI < 00 and K[H] is a domain,
then u.d. K[G11IG : HI. Thus
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LEMMA 13. In the above context l.c.m·N INII u.d. K[C] and u.d. K[C] I
g.c.d· H IC: HI·

The conjecture is that u.d. K[C] = l.c.m.N INI. In his work on this, Rosset
formalized the argument of [5] as follows. Let H be any poly-(infinite cyclic)
subgroup of C of finite index. If M is a finitely generated K[C]-module, let

0----. Pn ----. Pn - 1 ----. ... ----. Po ----. MH ----. 0

be a projective resolution for the restricted module MH . Since each projective
K[H]-module Pi is stably free, we can define the Euler characteristic of M by

X(M) = IC : HI-1 2)_l)i rank Pi.

It is easy to see that this depends only upon M and not on the choice of H or
the resolution. Furthermore

LEMMA 14. With the above notation we have
(i) If M is a nonsingular K[C]-module, then X(M) = u.d.M/u.d.K[C].
(ii) u.d. K[C] is the smallest positive integer m with mx(M) E Z for all

nonsingular modules M.

Part (ii) follows since there exists a suitable module M with u.d. M = 1. The
trace argument of [2] and [5] amounts to showing in the torsion-free case that
if P is a projective K[C]-module then IC : HI divides rank PH. Hence X(M) is
always an integer. A nice application of the above is

PROPOSITION 15 [11]. Let C be polycyclic-by-finite with ~+(C) = 1. Then
u.d. Q[C] divides u.d. CF(p)[C] for all primes p.

PROOF. Write F = CF(p). Let M be a uniform right ideal of Q[C] and set
U = M n Z[C] so that Q ®z U = M. Since U is Z-pure in Z[C] we see that
U = F ®z U is contained in F ® Z[C] = F[C] and thus U is a nonsingular
F[C]-module.

Now let
0----. Pn ----. Pn - 1 ----. ... ----. Po ----. UH ----.0

be an appropriate projective resolution of Z[HJ-modules. Since these are all free
Z-modules, the sequence splits as Z-modules and tensoring with Q or F over Z
is exact. Thus

0----. Q ® Pn ----. Q @ Pn - 1 ----. ----. Q @ Po ----. M ----. 0,

o----. F @ Pn ----. F @ Pn - 1 ----. ----. F @ Po ----. U ----. O.

are projective resolutions of Q[H]- and F[H]-modules respectively. Since

rank Q® P, = rankF ® Pi

we have X(U) = X(M) and thus, by Lemma 14,

u.d. U/ u.d. F[C] = 1/ u.d. Q[C].
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There does not appear to be a direct nonhomological proof of the above. We
remark that the conjecture is known for G supersolvable, (free abelian)-by-cyclic,
or poly-(infinite cyclic)-by-(elementary abelian p) in characteristic p.
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4. Polycyclic Group Rings

I recently wrote a survey [5] on group rings of polycyclic-by-finite groups. Since
I do not wish to merely repeat parts of that here, I will stress different aspects.
The subject has been flourishing because 'of its connection with Noetherian ring
theory. Nevertheless, there has been a strong influence from the study of division
rings and from group theory. We consider some examples.

Let D be a divison ring with center K. Suppose G is a multiplicative subgroup
of D\O and assume that G and K generate D as a division ring. The latter implies
that 1(G) = G n K. The following result of Zalesskii indicates how G sits in D,
at least for certain special e.

LEMMA 1. Let D, K and G be as above and assume that G is torsion-free
nilpotent. If T is a transversal for l(G) in G, then the elements of T ~ Dare
linearly independent over K.

PROOF. Let Gn denote the nth term of the upper central series of G and let
Rn be the K-linear span of Gn in D. Thus R 1 = K. For n ?: 1 let Tn+1 be a
transversal for Gn in Gn +! with 1 E Tn+1 . It suffices to show that Tn+! is free
over Rn for all n ?: 1.

Suppose 2:~ O:i = 0 with O:i E Rnxi and Xi E Tn +1 . We can assume that t is
minimal, all O:i =J 0 so t ?: 1 and that Xo = 1. If 9 E G we have L~ 0:,9 = 0 so

t

I)aoo:,9 - O:io:09) = O.
i=O

Now it is easy to see that the ith term here is contained in RnXi and that the
i = 0 term is missing. Thus the minimality of t implies that all terms vanish.
Write 0:0 = 0:, 0:1 = (3x with 0:, (3 E Rn \0 and X E Gn+1\Gn. Then we obtain
the identity

0:((3X)9 = ((3X)0:9 'rig E G.

If n = 1, then R 1 = K = l(D). Thus the above yields X9 = X, 'rig E G, so
x E e1, a contradiction. Finally let n > 1 and rewrite the identity as

0:(39 (x9 x- 1 ) = (3a9x -
1

'rig E G.

Since X9X- 1 E en, this is an equation in Rn. By induction, Rn = Rn-1Tn
with Tn free over Rn-l. Thus each element of Rn has a well defined support in

22
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Tn = Gn/Gn- l . Since this is a central factor of G, we have Supp,8g = Supp,8
and similarly for oo. Also multiplication is in D so products do not vanish. Thus
for all g E G

g -1 b- l -lb dGx x = 1 al 2a2 mo n-l

with a, E Supp a, bi E Supp,8. In other words, xgx- l takes on only finitely many
values modGn- l so xGn- l E b.(G/Gn- l ) = Gn/Gn- l since G is torsion-free
nilpotent. This yields x E Gn , a contradiction.

We remark that for n ::::: 1, Rn = Rn-l * (Gn/Gn-I) is actually a crossed
product (which will be defined later on). Now the embedding of G in D gives
rise to a homomorphism K[G] ----7 D whose kernel P is obviously a prime ideal.
Note that 1 - g E P if and only if g = 1. Furthermore, the above lemma says
that P = (P n K[Gll) . K[G]. This was the first indication that primes might
have this property for more general groups. Indeed it asserts that Gl = l(G)
controls P.

Let G be a polycyc1ic-by-finite group which is not necessarily nilpotent. Then
1.(G) may be trivial, but G can still have normal abelian subgroups of interest. In
fact, we will consider what the minimal such might look like. Let 1 i= A<lG with A
free abelian and assume that no nonidentity subgroup of A of smaller rank is nor­
mal in G. Then in additive notation, G acts irreducibly on the finite-dimensional
rational vector space Q @ A+. We say that G acts rationally irreducibly on A.
It is quite possible that A becomes reducible for a subgroup of finite index in G.
Thus, at the expense of dropping down to a subgroup of G of finite index, we
get a more interesting concept.

Let 1 i= A be a finitely generated free abelian group and let G be an arbitrary
group acting on A. We say that A is a plinth for G if G and all its subgroups
of finite index act rationally irreducibly on A. It was Zalesskii who first saw the
importance of plinths. Note that G also acts on K[A] and permutes its ideals.
Zalesskii believed that the G-invariant primes of K[A] were necessarily scarce.
In fact, he conjectured the following beautiful result of Bergman.

THEOREM 2 [1]. Let A be a plinth for G. If P is a G-invariant prime ideal
of K[A], then P = 0 or K[A]/P is finite-dimensional over K.

PROOF (FLAVOR). Assume that K = Q, the rationals, and that A = (x, y).
Then Q[A]jP is a commutative domain containing Q, and the images x, y. If x
and yare both algebraic over Q, then Q[A]jP = Q[A] is a finite field extension
of the rationals and we are done. Thus we may assume that x is transcendental.
We can then embed Q[A] into the complex numbers C in many different ways.
In particular we can insist that Ixl -1= 1.

Suppose a E P, a i= 0 and write a = LtEA ktt. Then 0 = L ktt E C. Let
u i= v be elements of Supp a with lui maximal and Ivl second maximal. Then
kuu = - Ltt-u ktt implies that

lui::::; Ikul- l 2: Iktl'lvl
t
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and hence 1 ~ luv-11 ~ N where N depends only on the coefficients of a and
not on the choice of u or v.

Now P is G-invariant, so if 9 E G then a g = L kttg E P. We conclude as above
that 1 ~ l(uv-1)gl ~ N for the same N but for perhaps different u,v E Suppa.
But there are only finitely many possible pairs to deal with, so for simplicity let
us assume that we always get uv- 1 = z. Then for all 9 E G, 1 ~ Izgl ~ N. For
this z i= 1 write zg = xa(g)yb(g) so that Izg I = Ixla(g) IYlb(g). Taking logs then
yields

o~ a(g) In Ixl +b(g) In Iy! ~ InN.

In the plane, let 1/ denote the vector 1/= In Ixli + In IY!J' so that 1/ i= 0 since
Ixl i= 1. Then the above inequality forces the vector a(g)i + b(gh to belong to
an infinite strip perpendicular to 1/ and of finite width. (See the figure below for
an example.)

Let M: G --. GL2(Z) denote the matrix representation of G on A. Then for
all 9 E G, [a(1), b(1)]M(g) = [a(g), b(g)]. Now in general, for 9 i= 1, M(g) will
have a dominant eigenvalue and hence by applying M(gn) for n --. 00, -00 we
see that M(g) must have an eigenvector perpendicular to 1/. Since this is true
for all 9 E G, G does not act irreducibly on A.

Alternately we can vary the embedding of Q[A] into C getting other choices
for 1/. Bergman extended this idea to a careful characteristic 0 proof. Then he
eliminated all the analysis by using non-Archimedean valuations which apply in
all characteristics.

We remark that if P i= 0, then G acts on the finite-dimensional field extension
K[AlIP fixing K and thus G must act like a finite group. In other words, G has
a subgroup H of finite index which acts trivially on A, the image of A. If A c::= A,
then H acts trivially on A and the plinth assumption implies that rank A = 1.
Otherwise A 'f:. A. So A is finite and P is the complete inverse image of a
G-invariant prime of K[A].

This leads to the following definition. Let I <JK[G] and observe that G ~ K[G]
maps into the group of units of K[GlII. We say that I is faithful if G embeds in
K[GlII. I is almost faithful if the kernel of the homomorphism is finite. The key
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part of the next result is the easing up of the assumptions on the group action.
The more general A is not difficult to consider.

THEOREM 3 [8]. Let A be a finitely generated lc.-group, let G act on A an
set D = 0 A (G), the almost centralizer of G in A. Then D <J A, and if P is an
almost faithful G-invariant prime of K[A] we have P = (P n K[DJ) . K[A] so
that D controls P.

Let us move on to a second influx of ideas, namely the group theoretic work
of Ph. Hall. Hall was interested in extending known properties of polycyclic-by­
finite groups to more general families. In particular he studied finitely generated
abelian-by-(polycyclic-by-finite) groups. For our purposes they look like M )<J G
where M is abelian, G is polycyclic-by-finite, and M+ is a finitely generated
Z[G]-module. Obviously, the study of such groups is equivalent to the study 0

Z[G]-modules.
For example, polycyclic-by-finite groups are residually finite. Hall asked about

the larger class. Let us see what is involved here. Let M be an irreducible Z[G]­
module. If M )<J G is residually finite then it has a normal subgroup N of finite
index with N 7l. M. But then N n M corresponds to a proper submodule so
N n M = 1 and M embeds in the finite quotient (M )<J G)/N. Thus, at the
very least we must show that if M is an irreducible Z[G]-module, then M is
finite. In particular this says that for any such M there exists a rational prime p
with Mp = 0, and furthermore, all irreducible GF(p) [G]-modules are finite. The
latter statement is a natural generalization of the Hilbert Nullstellensatz. Indeed
if G is a finitely generated abelian group, then one aspect of the Nullstellensatz
asserts that all irreducible K[G]-modules are finite-dimensional over K.

To deal with this problem, Hall discovered a new technique for proving the
Nullstellensatz. This method is now known as generic flatness.

THEOREM 4 [2]. Let G be a polycyclic-by-finite group, let A be a torsion-free
central subgroup of G and let R be a commutative Noetherian domain. Suppose
M is a finitely generated R[G]-module. Then there exists a free R[A]-submodule
Mo of M and 0 i= a E R[A] such that every element of M/Mo is annihilated b
some power of a.

In particular, if we localize at the element a given above, then Ma. = (Mo)a.
is a free R[AJa.-module.

COROLLARY 5. With the above notation, if M is irreducible and if R[A] i
a principal ideal domain with infinitely many primes, then R[A] does not ac
faithfully on M.

PROOF. Assume that R[A] acts faithfully. Since A is central in G this implies
that R[A] embeds in the division ring D = EndR[G] M. Let mE M\O and let F
be the field of fractions of R[A]. Then F embeds in D and M :2 Dm :2 Fm ':::: F
as R[A]-modules. Since a submodule of a free R[A]-module is free, there exists
Fo a free R A -submodule of F and 0 i= a ERA] such that every element of
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FIFa is annihilated by a power of 0'. Of course we must have Fa = ,6R[A) for
some ,6 E F, so it follows that every element of F is contained in ,6O'-nR[A] for
some n. In particular, only finitely many primes can occur as denominators in
F.

Since Z and GF(p)[(x)] are principal ideal domains we get

COROLLARY 6 [2]. Let G be a polycyclic-by-finite group and let M be an
irreducible Z[G]-module. Then there exists a prime p with Mp = O. Furthermore,
if G is nilpotent, then M is finite.

The problem was finally solved in the affirmative by Roseblade and Jate­
goankar. A key intermediate result is the following Nullstellensatz with opera­
tors.

THEOREM 7 [4, 6]. Let A be a finitely generated free abelian group which
is a plinth for the polycyclic-by-finite group G. Let 0' E K[A] and suppose that
or every maximal ideal T of K[A] with only finitely many G-conjugates we have

0'9 E T for some 9 E G. Then 0' = O.

A second group theoretic question concerns the nilpotence of the Frattini
subgroup. Recall that lll(G) in the intersection of all maximal subgroups of G.
It follows that if G -----t V is an epimorphism, then lll(G) maps into lll(V). If G is
polycyclic-by-finite, then a result of Hirsch asserts that lll(G) is nilpotent. How
about W = M Xl G? Let us see what is involved here.

Let H be the image of lll(W) in W1M = G. Thus H ~ lll(G) is a normal
nilpotent subgroup of G. Let T be a maximal submodule of M. Then MIT
is finite so WIT = (MIT) Xl G is polycyclic-by-finite. Since lll(W) maps into
the nilpotent group lll(WIT), we deduce that lll(W) centralizes MIT and hence
H centralizes MIT for all such T. Note that Z[H] acts on M and if I is its
augmentation ideal, then I annihilates each MIT.

To see what this means, let us consider an example. Suppose that M = Z[G]
is the regular Z[G]-module. Then each T is a maximal right ideal so, since I
annihilates MIT, we have I ~ T. In other words, I ~ JZ[G]. The best we can
hope for here, in analogy with the Nullstellensatz, is that I is nilpotent.

Returning to the general problem, we expect to conclude that I is nilpotent
in its action on M. This was shown by Hall for G a nilpotent group and then

THEOREM 8 [7]. Let G be a polycyclic-by-finite group, M a finitely generated
Z [G] -module, and let H be a normal nilpotent subgroup of G. If the augmentation
ideal I of Z[H] annihilates all quotients MIT with T a maximal Z[G]-submodule,
then MIn = 0 for some n.

COROLLARY 9. If W is a finitely generated abelian-by-(polycyclic-by-finite)
group, then lll(W) is nilpotent.

PROOF. Say W = M Xl G and use the above notation. We know that H is a
normal nilpotent subgroup whose augmentation ideal I kills all MIT. Therefore,
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MIn = 0 for some n. In multiplicative notation this says that the n-fold com­
mutator [M, H, H, ... ,H] = 1. Since H is nilpotent it follows easily that M :xl H
is nilpotent and hence so is ~(W) ~ M XI H.

Another aspect of the Nullstellensatz was observed by Segal. An R-module M
is poly-(residually simple) if M has a finite chain of submodules 0 = Mo ~ ...
~ Mn = M with each quotient Mt+dMi residually simple (that is, has radical
zero). Segal proved the marvelous

THEOREM 10 [9]. Let G be a finitely generated nilpotent group. Then any
finitely generated Z[G]-module is residually simple.

PROOF (FOR G ABELIAN). Since M is a Noetherian Z[G]-module we can
let M ' be a maximal poly-(residually simple) submodule. We can now mod out
by M'. The goal is to show that M = O. If M i- 0, then M contains a nonzero
element m whose annihilator in Z[G] is a prime ideal P. Thus mZ[G] ~ Z[G]/P.
But the Nullstellensatz implies that any prime ideal is an intersection of maximal
ideals so mZ[G] is residually simple. This contradicts the maximality of M'.

The noncommutative proof is orders of magnitude more difficult. It was then
extended by Brookes to arbitrary polycyclic-by-finite groups.

A third input into the subject is the general theory of noncommutative Noethe­
rian rings. If G is polycyclic-by-finite, then K[G] is Noetherian. In fact, it is
sometimes hard to find where group ring theory ends and Noetherian ring the­
ory begins. We will not discuss additional motivation here except to say that
prime ideals and prime rings are the basic building blocks of the Goldie theory.
The best result in this part of group rings is a description of the primes of K[G].

Let P be a prime of K[G]. We say that P is standard if:

1. P = (P n K[LlJ) . K[G] so that Ll(G) controls P.
2. P n K[Ll] = Q1 n Q2 n·· .n Qn a finite intersection of G-conjugate almost

faithful primes of K[Ll].

Note that Ll is center-by-finite and finite-by-abelian so the individual Qi are
well understood. Also, GICG(Ll) is finite so G acts as a finite group on Ll. We
remark that if P is standard then it is almost faithful.

More generally we say that P is image standard if there exists N <J G with
P the complete inverse image in K[G] of a standard prime of K[GIN]. Since
the natural map K[G] ---t K[GIN] is so simple, the structure of image standard
primes is also well understood.

If G is a torsion-free, finitely generated nilpotent group, then Zalesskii showed
that all faithful primes of K[G] are standard. More generally, there exists a
property known as being orbitally sound which is satisfied by nilpotent groups
and for which we have
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THEOREM 11 [8]. Let G be a polycyclic-by-finite group.

(i) There exists a unique largest subgroup Go of finite index in G which is

orbitally sound.

(ii) If G is orbitally sound then all prime ideals of K[G] are image standard.

It follows from later work that the converse of (ii) also holds. That is, if all
prime ideals of K[G] are image standard, then G is orbitally sound. We will
discuss definitions and results for arbitrary polycyclic-by-finite groups later on.
However, for many problems the finite index IG : Go I is easily finessed. In partic­
ular, there exist applications to describing primitive ideals, computing prime and
primitive lengths, and describing division rings generated by polycyclic-by-finite
groups.

We close with two problems of interest. The first one asks whether K[G]
is a catenary ring; that is, for all primes P ~ Q i- K[G], are all saturated
chains of primes joining P and Q of equal length? This is known to be true
for G orbitally sound, but the finite index problem has proved to be difficult to
surmount. The second is to study the structure of the injective K[G]-modules.
Since K[G] is Noetherian, each injective module is uniquely a direct sum 0

uniform injectives. Thus we are interested in the injective hulls E(X) for X a
uniform K[G]-module. In particular we want to study essential extensions 0

uniform modules. For example, let P, Q be prime ideals of K[G]. Then we say
that there exists a link P ~ Q if and only if (roughly) there exists a short exact
sequence 0 ---+ X ---+ U ---+ Y ---+ 0 where U is uniform, X i- 0 is a uniform right
ideal of K[GlIP, and Y i- 0 is a uniform right ideal of K[G]/Q. Such links have
been studied by Brown and Warfield.
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5. roups

Let R be a ring and let G be a group. To start with, a crossed product R *G
is a generalized group ring. It has as an R-basis the set 7] which is a copy of G,
so that each element of R * G is uniquely a finite sum 2:xEG rxx with rx E R.
Addition is as expected, but multiplication has two new wrinkles, a twisting and
an action. Specifically, for x, y E G, we have

(twisting) xy = t(x, y)xy

where t: G x G ----t U = U(R), the group of units of R. Furthermore, for x E G
and r E R, we have

(action)

where x E Aut R. The twisting and action are interrelated by conditions precisely
equivalent to R * G being associative. Note that we can and will assume that
I = 1. It follows that R is naturally embedded in the crossed product via r ----t rI.
On the other hand, G is in general not contained in R * G. Nevertheless, each
x is a unit in the ring, lB = {uxlu E U, x E G} is the group of so-called trivial
units of R *G and lB/U c:::: G.

We study crossed products because they occur naturally. We do not merely
go around constructing them. For example

LEMMA 1. Let N <l H. Then K[H] = K[N] * (H/N).

PROOF. Set R = K[N] and G = H/N. For each x E G let x E H be a fixed
inverse image. Then H = Ux Nx implies that

K[H] = Ell L K[N]x = Ell L Rx
x x

so 7] is an R-basis for K[H].
Since N <lH, x -1 Nx = N so X -1K[N]x = K[N] and x induces a conjugation

automorphism on R. In particular, if x E G and r E R, then

rx = x(x -lrx) = xrx

and we see that an action occurs. Note that the action is trivial if N is central
·nH.

29
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Next, for x,y E G we have Nx· Ny = Nxy so xy = t(x,y)xy for some
t(x, y) E N <;;, U(R). Furthermore, this twisting is trivial if we can choose a
consistent set of coset representatives, that is, if H = N )<J G. Finally we observe
that K[H] is certainly associative.

Several remarks are in order. (1) Finite index problems occur frequently in the
study of group rings. Namely, suppose we know information about K[N] with
N a normal subgroup of H of finite index. The goal is to lift this information to
K[H]. Since K[H] = K[N] * (H/N), the structure of crossed products of finite
groups ~an sometimes help. We will offer a nice example of this. (2) Suppose
I <l K[H] is controlled by N so that I = L . K[H] with L = In K[N]. It
then follows easily that K[H]jI = (K[N]jL) * (HjN). (3) Finally, the same
argument shows that if we are given R *Hand N <l H, then R *H =2 R *Nand
R *H = (R * N) * (H j N). Thus we do not leave the family of crossed products.

Certain special cases of crossed products have their own names. If there is no
action or twisting, then R * G = R[G] is an ordinary group ring. If the action
is trivial, then R * G = Rt[G] is a twisted group ring. Finally, if the twisting
is trivial, then R * G = RG is a skew group ring. We frequently construct the
latter.

LEMMA 2. Let G --+ Aut R be a group homomorphism and define RG as
above. Then this skew group ring is associative.

Note that since the twisting is trivial in RG we have xy = xy. Thus we can
drop the overbars here and assume that RG =2 G. The skew group ring is a useful
tool in the Galois theory of rings. We will discuss this later on.

Historically, crossed products arose in the study of division rings. Let K be a
field and let D be a division algebra finite-dimensional over its center K. If F is a
maximal subfield of D, then dimK D = (dimK F)2. Suppose that F / K is normal,
although this is not always true. If x E Gal(F/ K) = G, then the Skolem-Noether
theorem implies that there exists x E D\O with x -1 Ix = r for all I E F.
Furthermore, xy and xy agree in their action on F so xyx -ly -1 E CD(F) = F.
Once we show that the elements x for x E G are linearly independent over F,
then we conclude by computing dimensions that D = EB LXEG EX = F * G.

More generally we say that A is central simple over K, if A is a finite­
dimensional simple algebra over its center K. Thus A = Mn(D) for some n
and division ring D with Z(D) = K. Two such algebras A and B are equiva­
lent if they have the same D. The equivalence classes then form a group under
tensor product 0K, the Brauer group. Now given A, one can show that there
exists B ~ A with B = F * G. But F * G is determined by the twisting func­
tion t: G X G --+ F, a 2-cocycle. Thus, in this way we obtain the homological
characterization of the Brauer group as the 2nd cohomology group.

We now begin to consider the ring theoretic properties of R *G with G finite.
We start with the essential version of Maschke's theorem (see [7]).
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THEOREM 3. Given R *G with G finite. Let W ~ V be R *G-modules wit
no IGI-torsion. Then WessR 11 if and only ifWessR*c V.

PROOF. We need only show that W eSSR*C V implies that W essR V since the
ther implication is obvious.

Case 1. Suppose V = W EB U where U is a complementary R-submodule.
hen for all x E G, V = Wx EB Ux = W EB Ux and we let 'Trx: V ~ W be the

R-homomorphism determined by this decomposition. Note that if v = w + ux,
hen vy = wy + uxy, so clearly

'TrXy(vy) = wy = 'Trx(v)y.

t follows that 'Tr = Lx 'Trx is an R *G-homomorphism from V to W since

'Tr(vy) = L 'Trx(vy) = L'Trxy(vy)
x x

x

urthermore, we have 'Tr(w) = IGlw so Ker'TrnW = 0 since V has no IGI-torsion,
nd hence, Ker'Tr = 0 since W essR*C V. Finally, let u E U and set w = 'Tr(u).
hen IGlu - w E Ker'Tr so IGlu E W n U = 0 and u = O.

Case 2. Now for the general case. Choose UR ~ V maximal with URn W = o.
hen WEB UeSSR V and set E = nx (W EB U)x. It follows that E eSSR V and that

E is an R *G-submodule. Furthermore, W ~ E ~ WEB U so E = WEB (U n E).
y Case 1, W = E so WessRV.

THEOREM 4 [2]. Let R be a semiprime ring with no IGI-torsion. Then R *G
~s sem~pnme.

PROOF. Let N <J R *G with N2 = O. If L = lR*C(N), then L <J R *G and
L essR*C R *G as right ideals. Maschke's theorem now implies that L essR R *G
o (L n R) eSSR R. Since R is semiprime, we conclude that !.R(L n R) = 0 and
hen N ~ !.R*c(L n R) = 0, by the freeness of R * Gover R.

The proof given above is from [1] but the original techniques are still needed
or the following generalization.

THEOREM 5 [8]. Given R * G with G finite.
(i) If R *G is semiprime and H ~ G, then R * H is semiprime.
(ii) Assume that R * P is semiprime for P = 1 and all elementary abelian

-subgroups P ~ G such that R has p-torsion. Then R *G is semiprime.

Now let us study the prime ideals in R*G with G finite. Note that G permutes
the ideals of R by conjugation. If A <J R *G, then An R is a G-invariant ideal 0

R. Conversely, if I is a G-invariant ideal of R, then 1* G = I(R *G) is an ideal
of R with (I *G) n R = I. Moreover, (R *G)/(I * G) = (R/ I) *G.

To study the prime ideals P of R *G we might as well mod out by (P nR) *G
and assume that P n R = O. This forces R to be G- rime a condition somewhat
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weaker than being prime. Indeed for G finite it means that there exists a prime
ideal Q of R with nx QX = O. Note that {Qxlx E G} is the set of minimal primes
of R and hence is uniquely determined by R. There are two cases to consider
according to whether R is prime or not. We start with the latter situation.

Let H be a subgroup of G and let I <J R * H. Then I(R * G) is a right ideal
of R * G and we denote by IG the unique largest two-sided ideal it contains. In
other words, the induced ideal IG is given by

I G = Id(I(R *G)) = n(I(R *G))x.
xEG

If J is a second ideal of R * H, then IG JG <J R *G and

IGJG <;;; I(R *G)JG <;;; IJG <;;; IJ(R *G).

Thus, induction satisfies the submultiplicative formula IG JG C (I J)G. Note
that H <J G implies that

IG
= (n IX) (R * G)

xEG

and H controls IG. The first main result on primes is

THEOREM 6 [5]. Given R*G with G finite and suppose Q is a prime ideal of
R with nXEG QX = O. Let H be the stabilizer of Q in G. Then the map T --+ T G

yields a one-to-one correspondence between the primes T ofR*H with TnR = Q
and the prime ideals P of R *G with P n R = O.

Note that there is an obvious one-to-one correspondence between the primes
T of R*H with TnR = Q and the prime ideals T of (R*H)/(Q*H) = (RIQ)*H
with Tn (RIQ) = O. This, therefore, reduces considerations to the prime case.

Now suppose that R is prime and consider all R-module homomorphisms
f: RA --+ RR where A runs over all nonzero two-sided ideals of R. We say
that f '" 9 if and only if f and 9 agree on their common domain and we let j
denote the equivalence class of f. Then Ql(R), the set of all such equivalence
classes, becomes a ring under function addition and composition. Furthermore,
R embeds in Ql(R) via r --+ right multiplication by r. Ql(R) is called the (left)
Martindale ring of quotients of R.

We will discuss S = Q! in more detail later on. For now it suffices to know that
C = l(S) is a field called the extended centroid of R. Also, any automorphism (J

of R extends uniquely to one of S. We say that (J is X-inner if it becomes inner
on S.

Given R * G, there exists a unique extension to a crossed product S * G. We
let Ginn = {X E Glx is X-inner on R}. Then Ginn <JG and the second main result
on pnmes IS

THEOREM 7 [5]. Let R * G be a crossed product with G finite and R prime.

Set S = QdR) and let E = CS*G(S).
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(i) E = Ct[Ginnl is a twisted group algebra of Ginn over the field C, the
extended centroid of R.

(ii) ConJ'ugation by each x E R * G ~ 5 * G yields an action of G on E.
(iii) Their exists a one-to-one correspondence between the prime ideals P of

R * G with P n R = 0 and the G-orbits of primes of E.

To be precise, the G-orbit {Tx} of primes of E corresponds to

P = (n TX) .(5 * G) n (R *G).
xEG

By combining the above two results we see that for RaG-prime ring, the primes
P of R *G with P nR = 0 correspond to the H -orbits of primes of E = Ct [H inn ]

where C is the extended centroid of RIQ. Since E is a finite-dimensional C­
algebra, this implies that there are only finitely many primes P and indeed we
have

COROLLARY 8. Given R *G with G finite and RaG-prime ring.
(i) If P is a prime ideal of R *G, then P is a minimal prime if and only if

PnR = o.
(ii) There exist only finitely many minimal primes PI, P2, ... ,Pn and n ::; IGI.
(iii) If J = PI n P2n ... n Pn , then J is the unique largest nilpotent ideal of

R *G and JIGI = O.

This result is now a special case of properties of finite normalizing extensions.
But more information is available here. For example, in the notation of Theorem
6, the number of primes P with P n R = 0 is at most equal to the number of
conjugacy classes of H (not of G). Furthermore, if char C = p > 0, then only the
p-regular classes matter. In particular, if Hinn is a p-group, then there exists a
unique prime P with P n R = O.

We can also use these results to describe when R *G is prime. It reduces to
the twisted group algebra case which is still unsolved.

The above material was developed to study prime ideals in group rings of
polycyclic-by-finite groups. For example, if G is such a group, then G has a
normal subgroup Go of finite index which is orbitally sound, and hence, we
essentially know the primes of K[Go]. Furthermore, K[G] = K[Gol * (GIGo) so
the preceding results can apply. Indeed, Theorem 6 translates almost directly as
follows. Let P be a prime ideal of K[G] and let Q be a prime of K[GoJ minimal
over P n K[Go]. If H is the stabilizer of Q in G, then G ~ H ~ Go and there
exists a prime T of R * (HIGo) = K[H] with

P = T G = n(T· K[Gj)X.
xEG

It remains to consider T and, in an attempt to apply Theorem 7 directly, Lorenz
and I computed X-inner automorphisms using Ll-methods. It turned out that
yet another variant of the Ll-method was the missing ingredient, namely
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PROPOSITION 9 [4]. Let G be a polycyclic-by-finite group and let I be an
ideal of K[G] with I = (I n K[b.]) . K[G] and In K[b.] = Q1 n Q2 n··· n Qn,
an intersection of almost faithful primes. If A, B <I K[G] with AB ~ I, then
B(A)B(B) ~ B(I) = In K[b.]. In particular, I is a semiprime ideal and if all Qi
are G-confugate, then I is a (standard) prime.

This was sufficient to show that T above is image standard. Thus, to start
with, if P is a prime ideal of K[G], then P = TC for T an image standard
prime of K[H] with IG : HI < 00. This sounds like a complete solution but it
does leave a number of questions unanswered. Most notably we ask what are
the possibilities for H and how unique is the situation. For this we need some
additional definitions.

Let N be a subgroup of G. Then N is orbital if and only if it has a finite
number of G-conjugates, that is, IG : Nc(N)1 < 00. N is said to be an isolated
orbital if it is orbital and for any larger orbital N1 > N we have IN1 : NI = 00.

Finally, G is orbitally sound if all isolated orbitals are normal. Note that any finite
orbital subgroup of G is contained in b.+(G) and that b.+ is an isolated orbital.
The answer to the first question is that H can be taken to be the normalizer of
an isolated orbital subgroup. Thus if G is orbitally sound, then H = G. Next, if
H = Ne(N), then what is N? Again we need some more definitions.

If I <I K[G], then we let It = {x E Glx - 1 E I}. Then It is the kernel of the
homomorphism G ----+ K[GlII and It <I G. We can now state that H = Ne(Tt)
and, more properly, H is the normalizer of the unique isolated orbital subgroup
of finite index above Tt.

Note that any standard prime is induced from a prime ideal of K[b.]. This
leads to our last definition. Let N ~ G and set H = Nc(N). Then we let 'ile (N)
be the subgroup of G with H ~ 'ile(N) ~ Nand 'ile(N)/N = b.(H/N). We
can now state the following three results of [6]. The first of course is based on
the work of [9].

THEOREM 10 (EXISTENCE) [6, 9]. Let G be polycyclic-by-finite and let P
be a prime ideal of K[G]. Then there exists an isolated orbital subgroup N of G
and a prime L of K['ile(N)] with IN: Ltl < 00 and P = Le.

Note that 'ile(N)/N is torsion-free abelian so 'ile(N)/V is finite-by-abelian
(and center-by-finite). Thus L is essentially a prime of a commutative group
algebra. We call N above a vertex of P and L a source.

THEOREM 11 (UNIQUENESS) [6]. Let G be polycyclic-by-finite and let P
be a prime of K[G]. Then the vertices of P are unique up to confugation in
G. Furthermore, if N is a vertex, then the sources for this N are unique up to
confugation by Ne (N).

THEOREM 12 (CONVERSE) [6]. Let N be an isolated orbital subgroup
of the polycyclic-by-finite group G. If L is a prime ideal of K['ile(N)] with
IN: VI < 00, then Le is prime.
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It is a consequence of the last result that every isolated orbital subgroup i~

a vertex. Thus if all primes are image standard, then all isolated orbitals are
normal and G is orbitally sound. The above has been extended to

COROLLARY 13 [1]. Let N be an isolated orbital subgroup of the polycyclic
by-finite group G. If L is a prime ideal of K[N] having only finitely many con­
jugates under Nc(N), then LG is prime.

In closing we briefly mention the beautiful results on finite normalizing ex­
tensions. These deserve a much more detailed discussion than we can offer here.
Let S :2 R be rings with the same 1. Then S is a finite normalizing extension
of R if there exist S1, S2, ... ,Sn E S with S = L~ Rs. and StR = RSt for all
i. For example, we could have S = R *G with G a finite group or S could be
a finite centralizing extension where each St centralizes R. The following result
was contributed to by a number of people. But by far the most difficult part is
the incomparability due to Heinicke and Robson. So we credit all of it to their
paper.

THEOREM 14 [3]. Let S = L~ Rs. be a finite normalizing extension of R.
(i) (Cutting Down) If P is a prime ideal of S, then pnR = Q1 nQ2 n··· nQt

is an intersection oft:::; n minimal covering primes of R. Furthermore, all RIQ,
are isomorphic.

(ii) (Lying Over) Let Q be a prime ideal of R. Then there exist primes P1 , P2,
... ,Ps of S with 1 ::::: S :::; n such that Q is minimal over each Pt n R.

(iii) (Incomparability) Let P be a prime ideal of S and let 1<1 S with I> P.
Then InR > PnR.

A continuation of [3] considers nilpotent ideals of S. Furthermore, the authors
study intermediate extensions, that is, rings T contained between Rand S. They
obtain a strong relationship between the primes of R and those of T. However,
they are less successful relating those of Sand T. We remark that not every
tinite extension of interest is an intermediate extension. For example, let R be a
local commutative algebra of characteristic p > 0 with J = J R =I 0 and suppose
8 is a derivation of R with 8P = 0 and 8J C£. J. Then R[x; 81xP = 0] is not an
intermediate extension of R.
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6. Crossed Products of Infinite Groups

Let us move on to infinite groups and consider a number of natural questions.
To start with, when is R *G prime or semiprime? In the case of group algebras,
the main technique for this is the Ll-method and the answer depends upon the
nite normal subgroups of G. To understand what is happening, we begin by

assuming that R is prime.

PROPOSITION 1 [6]. Let R be prime and let 0 =f:. 1<] R * G. Then In
(R * Ginn) =f:. O.

PROOF. Let 0 -# "I E I with minimal support size and say SUPP"l =
{I = xo, Xl, . .. , xn }. For each i, define

Ai = {r E RI2: r/Ej E I and r = ri }'
J

Then 0 =f:. Ai <] R. Set A = Ao and note that if L:i aixi E I, then ao uniquely
etermines the other ai. Thus there exist well defined maps fi: A ---+ Ai given
y a, = aoli. These are clearly left R-module homomorphisms and they have

inverses g,: Ai ---+ A defined similarly. Thus each Ii determines a unit q, E
QI(R) = S. In addition, for all r E R we have (aor)!i = (aofdrX;l so qi1rqi =
--1
:1:, and hence Xi E Ginn for each i.

This can be used to get a weakened version of the following theorem rather
quickly. The idea is to first drop down to R *Ginn <;;; S *Ginn and note that S *

inn = S0Ct [G inn ]. Then the known results on the primeness or semiprimeness
f twisted group algebras can apply. However, the sharper result below requires

a somewhat more complicated approach.
Let G permute the ideals of R. Then R is said to be a G-prime ring if for

all nonzero G-invariant ideals A, B of R we have AB -# O. Similarly, R is G­
emiprime if for all nonzero G-invariant ideals A of R we have A2 =f:. O. Note
hat if R * G is given and N <] G, then G does permute the ideals of R * N by
onjugation.

THEOREM 2 [7]. Let R * G be given with R a prime ring. Then R * G is
prime (respectively, semiprime) if and only if for all finite normal subgroups N
of G with N <;;; Ginn the ring R *N is G-prime (respectively, G-semiprime).
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Note that for R prime and N finite, R *N has a unique largest nilpotent ideal.
Thus G-semiprime and semiprime are equivalent here. In any case, we see that
the property again depends on the finite normal subgroups.

Next we move on to semiprime coefficient rings and here we discover the
following interesting (that is nasty) example. Let H ~ G and assume that th
group algebra K[H] has ideals 0 f:- A, B with AB = O. Now G permutes the set
II of right cosets of H and if a Ellis the coset H itself, then the stabilizer Ga

is also equal to H. Define the commutative semiprime ring R = DWEll K w to be
the complete direct product of copies of K indexed by the elements of ll. Clearly
G acts on R by permuting the factors and we can form the skew group ring RG.

Let ew denote the idempotent in R having a one in the w-factor and zeros
elsewhere. Since ew g = ewg it follows that, in RG, we have eagea = eag or 0
according to whether 9 E H or not. Now Ka = eaK so RG ";2 eaKH = eaK[H]
and we can define A= (RG)eaA(RG) and B= (RG)eaB(RG). The above then
yields eaAgeaB = 0 for all 9 E G since A, B <lK[H] with AB = O. Thus jiB = O.

In other words, RG can fail to be prime or semiprime even if G has no non­
trivial finite normal subgroups. Let us look further. Set I = K a <lR. Then GI, the
stabilizer of I in G, is equal to H and for all 9 E G\H we have Ig I ~ Ig n 1= O.
Moreover, K[H] is not prime (or semiprime) so H must have a finite normal
subgroup N with appropriate properties. As we will see, this actually describes
what happens in the case of a general crossed product R * G.

Here is at least an idea of the beginning of the argument. Suppose I, J are
nonzero ideals of R*G with I J = O. Let T be a finite subset of G with In(R*T) f:­
oand J n (R *T) f:- O. We can assume that 1 E T and that A = tr(I nR *T) f:- 0
and B = tr(J n R *T) f:- O. Here, of course, tr indicates the identity coefficient.
Clearly A, B <l R. Now take 9 E G. If A9B f:- 0, then we can choose a = L axx E
InR*T and (3 =L bxx E JnR*Twith algb1 f:- O. But a9(3 = 0, so by computing
the identity coefficient we see that there exist x, y E T\l with xgy = 1. Hence
9 must belong to an appropriate coset of CG(x). Looking backwards, this says
that if 9 is not contained in this finite union of cosets, then A9B = O. Note that
the latter cannot happen if R is prime and that is why the prime case is easier.
In general, to deal with equations of this nature we have the following technical
lemma.

LEMMA 3. Let G act on R, let H be a subgroup of G of finite index and let
0=1- J <l R. Assume that Jg J = 0, Vg E H\ U~ gkHk, where the latter is a fixe
finite union of cosets of the subgroups Hk ~ H. Then there exists a subgroup L
of G and a nonzero product

o =I- 1= JYIJY2 ... JY" ~ J

of G-conjugates of J with Ig 1= 0, Vg E G\L. Moreover, IL : L n Hk I < 00 fa
some k.

To appreciate some of the content of this lemma, suppose we are given
IG : HI < 00 and H = un gkHk. Let G act trivially on any field K and take
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J = K. Then Jg J = 0 for all g E H\U~ gkHk, since the latter set difference i
empty, and thus the above applies. But then clearly we must have G\L = 0 s
L = G and IG : Hkl < 00 for some k. In other words, this lemma generalizes
the group theoretic property we considered earlier.

The main result is

THEOREM 4 [9]. Given the crossed product R *G, there exist ideals 0 cF A, B
of R *G with AB = 0 if and only if there exist

(i) N <J H ~ G with N finite,
(ii) an H-invariant ideal 0 -=1= I of R with 191 = 0 for all g E G\H,
(iii) H -invariant ideals 0 1= A, B of R * N with A, B ~ 1* Nand AB = O.

Moreover, A = B if and only if A = B.
Note that if R * G is prime or semiprime, then R is G-prime or G-semiprime

respectively. Thus there is no loss in assuming that R is G-semiprime. In that
case, the above result can take on a slightly different form. We say that I <J R is a
T.!. ideal (trivial intersection ideal) iffor all g E G, either 19 = lor 19nI = O. We
state two corollaries which use these ideals and finesse the finite group problem.

COROLLARY 5 [9]. Let R *G be given with RaG-prime ring. Assume that
or all T.!. ideals 0 -=1= I <J R we have ~+(G I) = 1. Then R *G is prime.

In particular, if G is torsion-free and R is G-prime, then R * G is prime.

COROLLARY 6 [9]. Let R *G be given with R a G-semiprime ring. Assume
that for all T.!. ideals 0 -=1= I <J R we have ~P(GI) = 1 if I has p-torsion. Then
R * G is semiprime.

Thus if R has characteristic 0 (that is has no torsion) and if R is G-semiprime,
then R * G is semiprime.

We would of course like to go further and actually study the prime ideals P
of R * G and again we can assume that P n R = O. At the very least, some
ersion of incomparability is required. Note that in the ordinary polynomial ring

K[XI, ... ,Xn ], if 0 = Po < PI < '" < Pn+1 is a chain of prime ideals, then
Pn +1 = K[XI, ... , xn] so Pn+l n K = K > Po n K = O. The best one can
hope for is an analogous result for crossed products with G polycyclic-by-finite.
n this case R * G can be viewed as a generalized polynomial ring where the

number of variables corresponds to the Hirsch number h(G). Recall that h(G)
is the number of infinite cyclic factors in a subnormal series for G and that any
finitely generated nilpotent group is polycyclic. We know at least

THEOREM 7 [2]. Let R * G be given with G a finitely generated nilpotent
group of Hirsch number n. If Po < H < ... < Pk is a chain of primes in R * G
with k > 2n, then Pk n R > Po n R.

This of course yields information on the prime length of R *G in terms of h(G)
and the G-prime length of R. The general case of polycyclic-by-finite groups is
till open.
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We now change topics slightly and discuss group-graded rings. The notation
here may be slightly confusing. Let G be a multiplicative group. The ring R
is G-graded if R = EEl LXEe R(x) is a direct sum of additive subgroups R(x)
indexed by the elements x E G, and if R(x)R(y) <;;; R(xy). Clearly R(l) is a
subring, the base ring, and we have 1 E R(1). We say R is strongly graded i
R(x)R(y) = R(xy) for all x, y E G.

If X is any subset of G, we let R(X) = LXEX R(x). Thus R(G) = R, and i
H is a subgroup of G, then R(H) is the naturally contained H-graded subring.
Here are some examples.

1. Let S be the crossed product S = R*G. Then S(x) = Rx, S(1) = R, so R
is the base ring and S(H) = R *H.

2. Let 1<1 R and assume that n~ In = O. Then there is a natural Z-grading
on the associated graded ring S = EEl L~ In / In+ 1.

3. Let G be a finite group and let Me(R) denote the ring of IGI x IGI matrices
over R. We index the rows and columns by the elements of G and assign a grade
of x- 1 y to the entries in the (x,y)-position. In this way, Me(R) becomes G­
graded with base ring the set of diagonal matrices. Note that if G is infinite we
can still introduce a grading on the row finite matrices. However, this does not
make Me (R) a G-graded ring since certain infinite sums arise.

4. Let L be a Lie algebra over K and let U(L) be its universal enveloping
algebra. If ,\: L --+ K is a linear functional, let

S).. = {u E U(L)I[I,u] = >.(l)u for all I E L}.

These are the semi-invariants corresponding to >.. Now set S = L).. S)... Then
one knows that the sum is direct and that S).. SI' <;;; S)..+I" Thus the semicenter S
of U(L) is graded by the additive group HomK (L, K).

Group graded rings were introduced by Dade [4] as a formal way to deal with
group representation problems. It was clear to him (and most group theorists)
that standard module arguments would apply here. It is interesting to speculate
as to whether he knew about the version of Maschke's theorem which holds. We
will discuss this later.

Now we would certainly like to extend the crossed product results mentioned
earlier to group-graded rings. However, it quickly becomes apparent that the
ld techniques do not carryover. Fortunately they are not necessary since there

exists a duality machine begun in [3] and extended in [10] which translates many
f the crossed product results directly to this new context. We use the simpler

approach of [10] and for convenience assume that G is finite.
Let R be G-graded with G finite. Form Me(R) and for every subgroup H of

G define R{H} <;;; Me(R) by

R{H} = {o: E Me (R)lo:xy E R(x- 1 Hy)}.

Here O:xy denotes the (x,y)-entry of the matrix 0:. Then R{H} is a subring of
the matrix ring and R G = Me R . In addition, G embeds in Me R via
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g --4 9 = (8xg ,y), the permutation matrix with a 1 in the (x, xg)-entries and zeros
elsewhere.

LEMMA 8. Let H be a subgroup of the finite group G. Then

R{H} = EB L R{I}h = R{1} * H,
hEH

a skew group ring.

The duality result of [3] follows from R{I} *G = R{G} = Ma(R) once R{I}
is suitably identified as a smash product. That result per se has few applications.
The applications really follow from the specific realization of the isomorphism.
Here is a sample application. We say that the grading on R is nondegenerate if
for all x E G and 0 =I- r E R(x) we have rR(x- l ) =I- a and R(x-l)r =I- O. If R is
semiprime and G is finite, then a result of Cohen and Rowen asserts that R is
nondegenerate. Conversely

THEOREM 9 [3]. Let R be a nondegenerate G-graded ring with G finite. If
the base ring R(1) is semiprime with no IGI-torsion, then R is semiprime.

This is of course a natural extension of the Fisher-Montgomery theorem. It
is proved by studying the embedding of R into R{I}. On the other hand, [10]
finesses this aspect and is able to study all subrings R{H} directly as follows.

Write G = {Xl, X2,"" xn} and for any subgroup H of G define the diagonal
subsets D(H), D-I (H) of Ma (R) by

D(H) = diag(R(Hxd, R(Hx2),"" R(Hxn )),

D- I (H) = diag(R(x11H), R(X21H), ... ,R(x:;;l H)).

LEMMA 10. If H is a subgroup of the finite group G, then

D-I(H) . Ma(R(H)) . D(H) c: R{H},

D(H)· R{H}· D-I(H) c: Ma(R(H)).

In other words, R{H} and Ma(R(H)) are generalized conjugates by diagonal
matrices. This suffices for most applications. For example, we say that R is
component regular if r(R(x)) = 0 and I(R(x)) = 0 for all X E G. More generally,
an R-module V is component regular if vR(x) = aimplies v = O. Here is a nice
application.

THEOREM 11 [10]. Let R be a G-graded ring with G finite.
(i) If R is semiprime and H is a subgroup of G, then R(H) is semiprime.
(ii) Assume that R(I) is semiprime and that R(P) is semiprime for all ele­

mentary abelian p-subgroups P c: G for which R has p-torsion. If R is component
regular, then it is semiprime.

PROOF (SKETCH). (i) Since R is semiprime so is Ma(R) = R{I} * G. The
crossed product result now implies that R{1} * H = R{H} is semiprirne. We
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conclude from the generalized conjugation that Me (R( H)) is semiprime and
hence so is R(H).

(ii) Note that the torsion of Me(R) is identical to that of R. Now R(P)
semiprime implies the same for Me(R(P)). Next the generalized conjugation
along with component regularity shows that R{P} = R{1} * P is semiprime.
Finally, the crossed product result implies that R{l} *G = Me(R) is semiprime
and hence so is R.

This method also yields graded ring analogs of the results discussed earlier on
necessary and sufficient conditions for R * G to be prime or semiprime with G
infinite. Again some minimal hypothesis on the grading is required to preserve the
group structure. One can also obtain module information this way. For example,
here is the essential version of Maschke's theorem.

THEOREM 12 [8, 10]. Let R be a G-graded ring with G finite and let W c;::; V
be component regular R-modules with no IGI-torsion. Then W eSSR V if and only
ifW eSSR(l) V.

PROOF. One direction is trivial, so assume W essR V. Let V = Rowe (V) be
the set of row vectors of size IGI with entries in V. Then V ;2 Wand these
are both right Me (R)-modules. Furthermore, W essMa(R) V. Since Me(R) =

R{l} * G, the crossed product result implies that W essR{l} V. Finally, take
v E V\O and let v = [v,O, ... ,0] E V. Then vR{l} n W -I- 0 so the definition of
R{l} implies that there exists r E R(x) for some x with 0 -I- vr E W. Since W is
component regular, we have vrR(x- 1 ) f::- 0 so vR(l) nW f::- o.

A related result of interest is the following lemma of Grzeszczuk.

LEMMA 13. Let R be a G-graded ring with G finite and let 0 -I- V be an
R-module. Suppose W is an R(l)-submodule of V with W essR(l) V. Then W
contains a nonzero R-submodule of V.

PROOF. Since V f::- 0 we have W f::- O. Note that w E W\O implies that
wR(l) c;::; W. Now choose X a subset of G of maximal size such that there exists
w E W\O with wR(X) c;::; W. We claim that X = G. If not, let 9 E G\X. If
wR(g) = 0, then wR(X U {g}) c;::; W, a contradiction. Thus wR(g) f::- O.

Now wR(g) is a nonzero R(l)-submodule of V and W essR(l) V. Thus there
exists w' E wR(g) n W with w' -I- O. Observe that

W'R(g-lX) c;::; wR(g)R(g-lX) c;::; wR(X) c;::; W

and w' E W so w'R(g-lX U {I}) c;::; W, again a contradiction. Thus X = G and
wR(G) is a nonzero R-submodule contained in W.

THEOREM 14 [5]. Let R be a G-graded ring with G finite and let 1/ be a com­
pletely reducible R-module. Then the restriction VR(l) is a completely reducible
R(l)-module.

PROOF. We can assume that V is irreducible. The lemma then implies that
VR(l) has no proper essential submodules and hence it is completely reducible.
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Returning to the duality, we mention another module application, this time
for infinite groups.

THEOREM 15 [11]. Let R be a G-graded ring with G polycyclic-by-finite and
let M be a graded-Noetherian R-module. Then M is a Noetherian R-module and

KdimRM::; grKdimRM + h(G).

This extends a result of [8] on nilpotent groups and generalizes a result of
Bell on strongly graded rings.

We remark that the duality considered here is part of a more general duality
for Hopf algebras. Unfortunately, the infinite-dimensional case is too technical
to state here, but the finite-dimensional case at least gives the flavor. Here #
enotes the Hopf algebra smash product.

THEOREM 16 [1]. Let H be a Hopf algebra of dimension n < 00 over afield
K and let H* be its dual. If A is an H -module algebra then

In the infinite-dimensional case, H* is too large so [1] uses a certain Hopf
ubalgebra U of the finite dual HO. We remark that in the case of G-graded

rings for G infinite, this duality does not agree with that of [10]. The result of
[1] is more functorially defined but only exists for residually finite f.c. groups.
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7. Computing the ~ymmetric Ring of quotients

Let R be a prime ring. We recall that Ql(R), the left Martindale ring of
quotients of R, is defined as the set of equivalence classes of left module homo­
morphisms f: RA --. RR where A runs over the nonzero two-sided ideals of R.
Therefore, the following abstract characterization comes as no surprise.

PROPOSITION 1. Let R be prime. Then Ql = Ql(R) has the following four
!properties.

(i) Ql ~ R with the same 1.
(ii) If q E Ql, then there exists 0 i:- A <l R with Aq ~ R.
(iii) If q E Ql and 0 i:- A <l R, then Aq = 0 implies q = O.
(iv) Let 0 i:- A <l R and let f: RA --. RR be an R-module homomorphism.

Then there exists q E Ql with aq = af for all a E A.
Furthermore, Ql is uniquely characterized by these properties.

Of course, the right ring of quotients Qr(R) also exists and has an analogous
characterization. Here are some examples of Qz.

1. Let R be a simple ring. Then QI(R) = R. Indeed (i), (ii) and (iii) are
obvious and (iv) follows since the only left module maps f: RR --. RR are right
~ultiplication by elements of R.

2. Let R be a commutative domain with field of fractions F. Then Qz (R) = F.
Again (i), (ii) and (iii) are trivially satisfied by F. For (iv), suppose f: RA --. RR

is given. If a, bE A\O, then

a(bf) = (ab)f = (ba)f = b(af)

so a-1(af) = b-1(bf) and we see that a-1(af) is the same element q E F for all
a E A\O.

3. Let R = K (x, y) be the free algebra on two variables and let I be the ideal
generated by x and y. Then I = Rx + Ry is the free R-module on x and y and
we can define f: RI --. RR by xf = 0 and yf = 1. Thus, by (iv), there exists
q E Ql(R) with xq = 0 and yq = 1. In particular, Qz(R) has zero divisors even
though R itself is a domain.

It is because of example (2) that Ql is a ring of quotients and it is because of
(3) that Ql is really too large.

Martindale [3] introduced Ql to study generalized polynomial identities. For
the most part, he restricted his attention to the smaller ring RC where C =1(Qd

dd
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's the extended centroid of R. RC is called the central closure of R. It is prime and
centrally closed. Martindale used this extension ring to handle certain types of
inear identities. In particular he proved (i) below and (ii) is an easy consequence.

PROPOSITION 2 [3]. Let R be a prime ring and C its extended centro~d.

(i) Let ai, b, E R\O and suppose ~? a,xb, = 0 for all x E R. Then aI, a2, ... ,an
are linearly dependent over C.

(ii) Assume that R is centrally closed and let E be an algebra over C. If P is
a prime ideal of R 0c E with P n R = 0, then P = R 0 Q with Q a prime ideal
of E.

The following computations concern group rings. Here Qcl denotes the clas-
ical ring of quotients.

THEOREM 3 [1, 8]. Let K[G] be a prime group ring with center Z.

(i) If K[G] is an Ore ring, then l(Qd(K[G])) = Qcl(Z).
(ii) Qd(Z) = OJ the extended centroid of K[G].

Kharchenko observed that Q I can be used to develop a Galois theory of prime
ings. He actually worked with semiprime rings (there is an appropriate defini­

tion of Ql in this case) but the subject becomes much more unpleasant. Recall
that a E Aut R is X-inner if its unique extension to Ql is inner. A group G of
automorphisms is X-outer if only the identity is X-inner. He showed

LEMMA 4. Let R be a prime ring with ai, b, E R and a i E Aut R for i =

0,1, ... ,n. Assume that ao, bo =I- 0 and ao = 1. If ~~ a,xG
, b, = 0 for all x E R,

then, for some i oj. 0, a, is X -inner.

COROLLARY 5 [2]. If G is a group of X -outer automorphisms of R, then
the elements of G are linearly independent automorphisms.

The independence of automorphisms is of course a key ingredient in the ordi­
ary Galois theory of fields. This led Montgomery to define the normal closure

RN of R to be the subring of Ql generated by Rand

N = {units q E Qdq-1Rq = R}.

hat is, N is the set of units which define X-inner automorphisms. It follows that
RN is an extension ring of R which is still prime, but it is not normally closed
.n general (example later). Since RN is large enough for the study of crossed
products and Galois theory, numerous special cases have been computed. We
tart with

THEOREM 6 [5]. Let A be a filtered algebra, so that A = U~=o An with
An Am ~ An+rn , and assume that the associated graded algebra A is a com­
mutative domain. If a is an X -inner automorphism of A, then a preserves the

ltration and acts trivially on A.

PROOF (SKETCH). If a E An\An- 1 , let a E An/An- 1 ~ A be its leading
term. Since A is a domain it follows that ab = abo Now let a be an X-inner
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automorphism. Then there exist a, b, c, d E A \0 with arb = cr(7d for all rEA.
We therefore have aiD = crad for all r i=- O. In particular, setting r = 1 yields
aD = cd and thus since if is a commutative domain we see that r = r(7. Thus a
preserves the filtration and acts trivially on A.

This of course applies to U = U(L), the universal enveloping algebra of a Lie
algebra Lover K. Indeed we know that U is filtered and that U is a commutative
polynomial ring. Also, if L is finite-dimensional, then U is an Ore domain.

Let q be a unit of QI(U) which gives rise to an X-inner automorphism a.

Then the above implies that q-1lq = I + A(l) for all I E L where A: L ---; K.
Thus A E Hom(L, K) and [I, q] = lq - ql = A(l)q so q is a semi-invariant for
L with q E QI(U);... Conversely, suppose 0 i=- q E QI(U) with [I, q] = A(l)q for
all I E L. It follows that U(L)q = qU(L) and hence that q is a unit of QI(U),
Multiplying by q-l then yields q-1lq = 1+ A(l) and again we have an X-inner
automorphism. We conclude that

COROLLARY 7 [5]. Let L be a Lie algebra over K and let U = U(L) be its
enveloping algebra.

(i) The group of X -inner automorphisms of U(L) is isomorphic to the additive
subgroup of Hom(L, K) of those A with Ql (U);.. i=- O.

(ii) The semi-invariants for L in U are precisely the normal elements of U.
Hence, the semicenter is a characteristic subring of U.

Filtered rings occur naturally in the study of coproducts. Let R1 and R2 be
rings containing a common division ring D. Then R = Rl Jl R2' the coproduct
over D, is filtered by FO = D and Fn = (R1 + R2 )n = L.-~,R12·· ·R.n • The
X-inner automorphisms of such rings have been studied in a series of papers
by Lichtman, Martindale and Montgomery (in various combinations). The best
result now is

THEOREM 8 [4]. Assume that each ~ > D, at least one of the dimensions
over D is larger than 2, and one-sided inverses in ~ are two-sided. Then every
X -inner automorphism of R = R1 Jl R2 is inner unless one of the following
occurs.

(i) Each R. is primary, that is, R. = D + T, with T,2 = O.
(ii) One R, is primary and the other is 2-dimensional.
(iii) char D = 2, one Ri is not a domain, and one is quadratic.

In the course of the proof one shows that X-inner automorphisms a are
strongly bounded; that is, there exists an integer k 2: 0 with deg r(7 ~ deg r + k
for all r E R.

As we observed above, if q induces an X-inner automorphism of U(L), then
q normalizes L + K. As an analog in crossed products we consider those X­
inner automorphisms of R * G which normalize the group of trivial units. The
following result gives the idea without all the tedious details. Recall that the
condition Ginn n Do+ = 1 implies that R *G is prime.
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THEOREM 9 [6]. Let R * G be a crossed product with R prime and Ginn n
~+ = 1. Suppose q is a unit of Ql(R * G) and a E Aut G with

q-l Rxq = Rxa "Ix E G.

Then a = atC!2 where at centralizes a subgroup of G of finite index and a2 is an
inner automorphism of G. Furthermore, there exists a fairly tight description of
the element q.

COROLLARY 10 [6]. Let R * G be given with R prime and Ginn n ~+ = 1

and let S * G be the unique extension of R * G with S = Ql (R). Suppose X is
the group of X -inner automorphisms of R * G which normalize both R and the
group of trivial units of R * G. If X o is the subgroup of X consisting of those
automorphisms induced by trivial units of S *G, then X j X 0 is a periodic abelian
group.

We remark that we frequently see theorems which assert that X-Inn Rjlnn R
is a periodic abelian group. This is certainly a special situation since, for domains
R, X-Inn R/lnn R can be any group.

Let us return again to enveloping algebras and use them as the coefficient
ring of a skew group ring H = U(L)G. Then H is actually a co-commutative
Hopf algebra. Conversely, a result of Kostant asserts that every co-commutative
Hopf algebra over an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0 is of this form.
Moreover, the Hopf algebra structure essentially picks out Land G.

Note that since U(L) is a domain and we know its group of X-inner automor­
phisms, it is easy to determine when H is prime. For example, in characteristic
othis occurs if and only if Cc(U(L)) n~+ = 1.

Let 0 -I- q E Ql(H) = Ql(U(L)G). We say that q is a semi-invariant for Land
G if and only if there exists ji,: L -+ K with

[I, q] = ji,( l)q

and there exists>.: G -+ K\O with

x-1qx = >.(x)q

'VI E L

'VxE G.

That is, q is a common eigenvector for the natural actions of L and of G on
Ql' This actually makes sense in Hopf algebra terms. Indeed q is a common
eigenvector for the Hopf inner action of H on Ql (H).

Note that if q is a semi-invariant, then q is a unit of Ql (H) normalizing U(L)
and the group of trivial units of U(L)G. Thus the above applies. That along with
known results on the semi-invariants of U(L) then yields

COROLLARY 11 [6]. Let U (L)G be a skew group ring of G over the universal
enveloping algebra U(L) of the finite K-dimensional Lie algebra L. Assume that
H = U(L)G is prime and that char K = 0 and let SZ denote the linear span of
all semi-invariants for Land G contained z'n H.

i S Z is a commutative integral domain.
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(ii) Every semi-mvarwnt for Land Gin Ql (H) is a quotient of semi-invariants
in 5Z.

As we said earlier, the normal closure RN is large enough to handle problems
in crossed products and Galois theory. But it is not large enough for deriva­
tions. Let 0: R -+ R be a derivation. Then 0 extends uniquely to a derivation
0: Ql(R) -+ Ql(R). As usual, we say that 0 is X-inner if it becomes inner on
Ql, that is, if there exists q E Ql with o(r) = [r,q] = rq - qr for all r E R (or
r E Ql (R)). This concept is needed, for example, in

LEMMA 12. Let R be a prime algebra over the rationals and let R[x; oj be
a differential operator ring in the variable x. If 0 is not X -inner, then for any
ideal 0 i- I <l R[x; 8] we have In R i- o.

If 8 is an X-inner derivation induced by q E Ql(R), then q need not belong to
the normal closure RN. However it does belong to a larger and still well behaved
subring of Qf. Rather than merely adding all such q to RN, we take a slightly
different point of view.

Let R be a prime ring. We have already defined QI (R) and its right analog
Qr(R). In view of Proposition 1, we might expect a symmetric Martindale ring
of quotients to be characterized as follows.

PROPOSITION 13. Let R be prime. Then the ring Q s = Q s (R) is uniquely
determined by the following four properties.

(i) Qs(R) d R with the same 1.
(ii) If q E Qs, then there exist 0 i- A, B <l R with Aq, qB c::: R.
(iii) Let q E Qs and let 0'1 I <l R. Then qI = 0 or I q = 0 implies that q = O.
(iv) Let 0 i- A, B <l R and suppose f: RA -+ R Rand g: B R -+ RR are module

homomorphisms satisfying

(af)b = a(gb) Va E A, bE B.

Then there exists q E Q s with af = aq and gb = qb for all a E A, b E B.

Notice that the balanced or associative condition (af)b = a(gb) is necessary
in (iv) since it is equivalent to the associativity statement (aq)b = a(qb) in Qs'
Notice also that while Qs is unique, at this point we do not know that it exists.
One approach, of course, is to consider the set of all equivalence classes of pairs
(j, g) of balanced maps. However, we avoid this by identifying Qs as a subring
of QI.

PROPOSITION 14. If R is a prime ring, then Qs(R) exists. Indeed

Qs(R) = {q E QllqB c::: R for some 0 'I B <l R}

and
Qs(R) = {q E QrlAq c::: R for some 0 'I A <l R}.

PROOF. Set 5 = {q E QrlqB c::: R for some 0 i- B <J R}. Since R is prime, it
ollows easily that 5 is a subring of Ql R containing R. The goal is to show that



COMPUTING THE SYMMETRIC RING OF QUOTIENTS 49

S satisfies (i)-(iv) of Proposition 13. Of course, (i) and (ii) follow by definition
and for (iii) we know at least, since q E Ql, that I q = 0 implies q = O. In the
other direction, if qI = 0, then choose 0 =f A<lR with Aq c::: R. Then (Aq)I = 0 so
Aq = 0 since R is prime and hence q = O. Finally, let I, g be given as in (iv). Then
we know at least that there exists q E Ql with af = aq for all a E A. The balanced
condition and associativity now imply that a(gb) = (aflb = (aq)b = a(qb) so
A(gb - qb) = 0 and hence gb = qb for all b E B. Finally, qB = gB c::: R so q E S.

This subring of Q1 was used by Kharchenko in his work on Galois theory,
although he did not really stress the symmetric aspects of the ring. The sym­
metric formulation can presumably simplify some arguments-my later work
with Montgomery, in particular.

Two remarks are now in order. First, if R is a domain, then so is Qs(R). Thus
Qs is not too big. Second, Qs(R) =2 RN and it contains all q inducing X-inner
derivations. Thus it is big enough. Let us consider some specific computations.

1. Let R = K (x, y, ... ) be a free algebra on at least two generators. Then
Qs (R) = R. More generally Kharchenko showed that if R satisfies a 2-term
weak algorithm and if R =f D[x; a]' a skew polynomial ring over a division ring,
then Qs(R) = R.

2. This is the example used by Bergman to show that RN need not be normally
closed. Let R = K[t][x, ylxy = tyx]. Then we have

Ql(R) = K(t)[x-I, x, y[xy = tyx],

Qr(R) = K(t)[x,y,y-1Ixy = tyx],

Qs(R) = K(t)[x,Ylxy = tyx].

Thus Qs(R) = RC = RN. Also if S is any of the three rings above, then

a simple ring. This shows that none of QI, QT1 Qs, RN is a closure operator.
On the other hand, these examples terminate in two steps. One wonders whether
there is an example which keeps growing for infinitely many steps.

3. Let M(XJ(K) be the set of all 00 x 00 matrices over K. Then this is not
a ring but it does contain the rings of row finite matrices and of column finite
matrices. Let I be the set of all finite matrices (that is having only finitely many
nonzero entries) and let R = K + I. Then

Ql (R) = {row finite matrices},

Qr (R) = {column finite matrices},

Qs (R) = {row and column finite matrices}.

One would like to say in general that Qs = Ql nQr' However this example shows
that Ql and Qr are not subrings, in a natural manner, of a common ring.
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Now let us look at group rings. First, K[G] must be prime so tl.+(G) = 1.
Next we have

LEMMA 15. If Qs(K[G]) = K[G], then tl.(G) = 1.

This is proved by first showing that l(K[G]) must be trivial. Thus if K[G]
is symmetrically closed, then G has no nonidentity finite conjugacy classes. It
turns out that the countable classes are the interesting ones since

THEOREM 16 [7]. If all nonidentity conjugacy classes of G are uncountable,
then K[G] is symmetrically closed.

What about the countable classes? They each generate, of course, a countable
normal subgroup of G and we have at least

PROPOSITION 17 [7]. Let ~+(G) = 1 and let 1 f:- N be a countable locally
nite normal subgroup of G. Then K[G] is not symmetrically closed.

COROLLARY 18 [7]. Let G be a locally finite group with ~+(G) = 1. Then
K[G] is symmetrically closed if and only if all nonidentity cony'ugacy classes 0

G are uncountable.

Let 0 i= I <l K[G] and let H <l G. Then an intersection theorem asserts that
under suitable hypotheses In K[H] f:- O. Such theorems can be used to compute
Qs(K[G]). We will skip the precise details here and just mention some groups
to which they apply.

THEOREM 19 [7]. (i) If G is a nonabelian free group or an algebraically
closed group, then K[G] is symmetrically closed.

(ii) If G is a polycyclic-by-finite group with ~+(G) = 1, then Qs(K[G]) =
Z-lK[G], the central closure of K[G], where Z = l(K[G]).

We remark that if R is a prime Noetherian ring, then Qs(R) need not equal the
central closure Re. Thus part (ii) above does have content. Finally, it appears
that the problem of finding necessary and sufficient conditions for K[G] to be
symmetrically closed will prove to be elusive. Aspects of it seem to be related to
the zero divisor problem.
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8. Galois Theory and Crossed Products

Let G act on the ring R so that we have a group homomorphism G ---t Aut R.
Then we can form the skew group ring RG which is associative and contains
R, G and the fixed ring R G . In other words, RG contains all the ingredients
for the study of the Galois theory of rings. Thus we might hope to use crosse
product results to obtain Galois theoretic information. Indeed there exist such
applications, but perhaps not an overwhelming amount for the following reasons.

First, it seems necessary for us to assume G is finite. The reason is that only
certain classes of infinite groups are allowed (discussed in the next section) an
their description does not readily translate into crossed product terms. Second,
the structure of RG is best understood when R has no IGI-torsion. Thus th
route through crossed products usually requires that assumption. Third, certain
natural Galois theory questions may not translate to natural questions about
RG and vice versa.

In this section we will discuss skew group ring applications and we will always
assume G to be finite here. We start with the existence of fixed points. Let G
act on R and let I be a nonzero G-invariant ideal of R. The question is whether
I G = I n R G must necessarily be nonzero. The answer is yes and no. For no w
have the following example of Bergman.

Let S = K(x, y) be the free algebra on x, y over the field K of characteristic
> 2 and let R = M2 (S) be the ring of 2 x 2 matrices over S. Now let G be the

group of units of R generated by the matrices

[-1 0] [1 x] [1 y]01' 01' 01'
Then IGI = 2p2, G acts on R by conjugation, and hence RG = LR(G). To
compute the latter, first note that the centralizer of [-t~] is precisely the set
of diagonal matrices, since char K i- 2. It then follows easily that RG = K. But
there is a natural homomorphism S ---t K obtained by mapping x, y -+ 0 and this
xtends to a map R -+ M2 (K) with kernel I f:. O. Since I <l R, I is G-invariant,
ut In RG = InK = O.

We note three properties of this example. (1) R is a prime ring but not
domain (and hence has nontrivial nilpotent elements). (2) G is inner on R. (3)
R has IGI-torsion.
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As we will see, each of these three properties is in some sense a necessar
ingredient of the example. We start with a fairly easy result. In the skew group
ring RG , set G = LXEC x. Then yG = Gy = G for y E G so (G)2 = IGIG. Also,
if r E R we have

GrG = G 2: rx = G 2: xrx = G 2: rX
•

xEC xEC xEC

Thus if we define

trc(r) = 2: r X,
xEC

then trC: R -> RC is an R C-bimodule homomorphism and

GrG = Gtrc(r) = trc(r)G.

PROPOSITION 1. Let G act on the ring R. Then any of the following implies
the existence of fixed points in nonzero G-invariant one-sided ideals of R.

(i) RG is semiprime.

(ii) R is semiprime with no IGI-torsion.
(iii) R is prime and G is X -outer.

(iv) R has characteristic p > 0 and IGI = p.

PROOF. (i) Let I be a nonzero G-invariant left ideal of R. Then IG is a left
ideal of RG. Since RG is semiprime, this implies that IGIG #- 0 so Itrc(I)G #- O.
Thus 0 #- trc(I) ~ IC.

(ii) and (iii) certainly imply (i).
(iv) Say G = (g) with gP = 1 and let I be as above. Then 9 acts as a linear

transformation on I and char R = p so (g -1)P = O. Now note that the nilpotent
transformation 9 - 1 has a nonzero kernel.

We remark that (iv) is in fact true for any finite p-group G. This covers
properties (2) and (3) of the example, but what about (1)?

THEOREM 2 [2]. Let G act on the domain R.

(i) If G is X -inner and faithful, then R has no IG'I-torsion.
(ii) If I is a nonzero G-invariant one-sided ideal of R, then IC #- O.

PROOF. (i) Say char R = p > 0 and let

H = {qlq is a unit of Qs(R) which acts like some 9 E G on R}.

Then H is a multiplicative group which contains C', the set of nonzero elements
of the extended centroid C of R. Since G is both X-inner and faithful we have
Hie' '::'0 G. Therefore H is center-by-finite and this implies that the commutator
subgroup H' of H is finite. Now let q E H' and suppose qP = 1. Then (q-1)P = 0
so q = 1 since Qs(R) is a domain. It follows that ptlH'1 and hence ptlG'1 since
H' maps onto G'.

(ii) Since a subring of a domain is a domain, this easily reduces to the situation
where G is sim Ie and acts faithful! on R. Since Ginn <J G there are three cases
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a. G is X-outer.

b. G is X-inner and abelian.

c. G is X-inner and nonabelian.
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Case (a) is already done and for (b) we must have IGI = p for some prime p. Here
the result follows if either char R = p or not. Finally, for (c) we have G = G1 so
(i) implies that R has no IGI-torsion and again fixed points exist.

Kharchenko in fact proved the stronger result: If R has no nilpotent elements,
then fixed points exist. Thus we are able to finesse IGI-torsion in this case. Now
what can we get with the additional assumption that R has no IGI-torsion? We
actually get the premier result on this question. First note that the augmentation
map p: RG ---. R is given by p(~g rgg) = ~g rg. For a ERG, x E G and r E R
we have p(ax) = p(a),p(x-Ia) = p(a)X and p(ro:) = rp(a).

THEOREM 3 [1]. Let G act on R and let I be a G-invariant one-sided ideal
of R with no IGI-torsion. Then either IG :/=- 0 or I is nilpotent of bounded degree
(depending on IGI).

PROOF (SKETCH). Assume the I is a left ideal, form RG and let

IG = {I: rgg E RGjrg E I for all g E G} .

Then I G is a left ideal of RG and we set

A = {a E IGlp(aIG) = p(aI) = O}.

We have (RG)A ~ A, A(IG) ~ A and A ~ IG so p(A2) = O. The goal is to show
that p(A) is nilpotent of bounded degree.

Define Ai to be the linear span of all elements of A of support size at most i.
Then Ao = 0 so p(Ao) = O. Thus it suffices to show that p(Ai)k, ~ p(Ai-I) for
all i and suitable integers k,. For example, suppose a, (3 E A both have the same
support X with IXI = i ~ 1 and write a = ~xEX axx, (3 = ~xEX bxx. For each
x EXform1'x =ax(3-abxx.Then1'x EAandSuPP1'x ~X-{x}So1'xEA.-I'
Since a E A and bxx E I we have phx) = axp((3) so axp(j3) E p(Ai-t). Adding
over all x E X then yields p(a)p((3) E p(Ai- 1). It now follows from a pigeon hole
argument that p(Adk, ~ p(Ai-d with k, = (I~I) + 1. Thus we have proved that
p(A)n = 0 with n = k 1k 2 ··· kici'

Finally, suppose that IC = 0 so that trc(I) = o. We claim that IG ~ A.
Indeed, if a, b E I, then aGb = ~x ab"'x- I so p(aGb) = atrc(b) = O. Using
p(A)n = 0 and p(IG) = I· IGI we conclude that In . IGln = 0 and hence that
In = 0 since I has no IGI-torsion.

It is an open problem to obtain the sharp bound for the degree of nilpotence of
I in the above. It is conjectured that this bound should be IGI. We remark that
less computational proofs of Theorem 3 can be given following the argument of



54

Proposition lor via the completely different approach of [6]. In either case, on
proves that I is nilpotent but obtains no bound at all for the nilpotence degree.
We briefly discuss the proof in [6]. To start with it requires

LEMMA 4. Let I <l R and let L 1 and L 2 be right ideals of R with I + L 1 =

1+ L2 = L 1 + L2 = R. Then 1+ (L 1 n L2) = R.

PROOF. First I = RI = (L 1 + L 2 )I so I = (I n L 1 ) + (I n L2 ). Next, since
1+ L 1 = R we see that L 1 + (InL 2) = R and hence L 2 = (L 1 nL2) + (InL 2).
Finally, using 1+ L 2 = R and the above we obtain 1+ (L 1 n L2) = R.

LEMMA 5. Let G act on R and let I be a G-invariant ideal of R with IG = O.
Then IGI· I ~ JR.

PROOF. Let M be a maximal right ideal of R. We show that either I ~ M
r IGI E M. To this end, suppose that I ez. M. Then 1+ M = R and hence,

for all g E G, I + Mg = R. The previous lemma now shows that I + M = R
here M is the G-invariant right ideal M = ng Mg. Thus there exists i E I with

1 - i E M. Furthermore for all g E G, 1 - i g E M, so summing over g yields
IGI - hG(i) E M. But trG(i) = 0 so IGI E M ~ M. We conclude that IGI . I is
ontained in all such M.

Here is a sketch of the remainder of the argument. Form a suitable polynomial
power series ring over R. Then G acts on R[[X]] and I[[X]] is a G-invariant
ideal. Furthermore, if I G = 0, then I[[X]]G = 0 and IGI· I[[X]] ~ J(R[[X]]). But
J(R[[X]]) is nilpotent, if this extension is chosen properly, so IGI . I is nilpotent
and hence so is I.

A natural generalization of the existence of fixed points is integrality. Namely,
we ask whether I is integral in some reasonable sense over IG. We will discuss
this question in the final section. Now we move on to other skew group ring
applications. For these we need IGj-l E R. With this assumption we can set
e = IGI- 1eERG. It follows easily that e is an idempotent and that

eRGe = eRG = RGe::::: RG.

This then yields an alternate route from R to its subring RG. Namely, we can
go from R to RG and then from RG to eRGe ::::: RG. Since both of these steps
re fairly well understood, we are able to obtain nice results in this roundabout

fashion. We will discuss two of these applications below.
The first one concerns the restriction of R-modules to RG. If VR is a right

R-module, let f(VR ) denote the lattice of its R-submodules. Given V we can
also form the induced RG-module W = V 0R RG and then We is a module for
RGe::::: RG.

THEOREM 6 [3]. Let G act on the ring R with IGI- 1 E R and let VR be a
right R-module. If W = V 0R RG is the induced RG-module, then there exist
order preserving maps
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such that
(i) aT = 1 so a is one-to-one and T is onto, and
(ii) T preserves direct sums.

PROOF. Set S = RG and define a: £(Weese) ---+ £(Ws ) and T in the other
direction by AU = AS and B1" = Be. It is a standard, easy result that (i) and
(ii) are satisfied. Thus it suffices to show that WeeSe c:::: VRG. But this is clear
ince W = LXEG V 0 x implies that the map v ---+ Lx v 0 x gives the necessary

RG - isomorphism.

We can now apply known results on induced modules, including Maschke's
heorem, to obtain numerous consequences. We list a sample of these. Part (iv)

uses the fact that this machinery also applies to bimodules.

COROLLARY 7. Let G act on R with IGI- 1 E R and let VR be a right R­
module.

(i) If V R is Noetherian or Artinian, then so is VRG.

(ii) If R is right Noetherian, then R is a finitely generated RG -module an
RG is right Noetherian.

(iii) If VR is completely reducible of composition length n, then VRG is com­
pletely reducible of composition length ~ n ·IGI·

(iv) If R is a direct sum of n simple rings, then RG is a direct sum of at most
. IGI simple rings.

Part (ii) above is not true in general without the assumption that IGI- 1 E R.
ut the counterexample is not a group ring. Therefore we pose the following
roblem. Let H be a polycyclic-by-finite group and let G be a finite group of
utomorphisms of H. Then G acts on the Noetherian group rings K[H] and

Z[H]. Are the fixed subrings necessarily Noetherian?
Here is how to construct a counterexample. Let N <JH with H = H/N infinite

yclic and let G = Zp act on H normalizing N. Assume that CH(G) ~ Nand
that G acts trivially on H. Now the fixed points of G on Z[HI are spanned by
he G-class sums of H and, since IGI = p, these class sums have size 1 or p.

Suppose h E H\N. Then the class sum of h has size p since CH(G) ~ N and all
G-conjugates of h are congruent mod N since G acts trivially on H. Thus, under
he homomorphism Z[H]---+ Z[H] we see that Z[HI G maps onto R = Z +pZ[HI.
ut R is not a Noetherian ring since pZ[H]/p2 Z[H] is a quotient of ideals of R
hich has infinite R-rank.
Fortunately, such automorphisms of polycyclic-by-finite groups do not exist.

Indeed we have

LEMMA 8. Let H be a polycyclic-by-finite group and let G be a finite group
of automorphisms of H. Then [H, GI· CH(G) has finite index in H.

PROOF. Set W = H >:3 G so that W is also polycyclic-by-finite. Now it is a
tandard group theoretic fact that [H, G] <J (H, G) = Wand thus we see that

N = H, G . G <J W. Since N is polycyclic-by-finite, it has only finitely many
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conjugacy classes of finite subgroups, and say these are represented by G =

G 1 , G 2 , ... , G k . We now apply the Frattini argument. To this end let us assume
that G 1, G2 , ... , G s are the groups in this list which are conjugate to G in W
and say G, = GW'. Then if wE W, we have GW ~ N so GW is N-conjugate to
one of these G, and hence GW = G, x = GW' x for some x EN. This implies that
wE Nw(G)w,N = Nw(G)· Nw, so we see that W = U~Nw(G)· NWi. Hence
IW: Nw(G) . NI :::; s < 00 and the result now follows quite easily.

The final and perhaps most successful skew group ring application to Galois
theory concerns the behavior of prime ideals. It is based on the earlier study of

rimes in RG along with the following classical fact.

LEMMA 9. Let e i- 0 be an idempotent in the ring R and let i{J map the
ideals of R to those of eRe by I'P = eIe. Then ip determines a one-to-one cor­
respondence between the primes of R not containing e and the primes of eRe.
Furthermore, if Pi and P2 are primes of R not containing e, then Pi t;;; P2 i
and only if Pi ~ P:j'.

We remark that if P is a prime ideal of eRe, then its correspondent in R is
he unique largest ideal P of R with ePe = P.

Now suppose that G acts on R with \GI- 1 E R. Let T be a prime ideal
f R and set A = nXEG TX so that A is a G-prime ideal. Since RG/ AG ::::

(R/A)G and the latter ring is semiprime, it follows that AG = H nP2 n··· n Pn

is an intersection of n :::; IGI minimal covering primes. We then get primes
Pi, P:j', ... , P:; of eRGe :::: R G . This idea was originally used by Lorenz and
me to compare the prime lengths of R and of RG. It was then carried to its
completion by Montgomery who obtained

THEOREM 10 [4]. Let G act on R with IGI- 1 E R.

(i) If T is a prime ideal of R, then T n R G = Ql n Q2 n ... n Qk is an
intersection of k :::; IGI minimal covering primes. Thus T lies over finitely many
primes of R G .

(ii) If Q is a prime ideal of RG , then there exists a prime ideal T of R, unique

up to G-conjugation, such that T lies over Q.
(iii) The following three versions of Going Up and Going Down hold.

Q T\l
11
I -T
I -- 2Q--

2

Q Tl
1 I

I _-t
-- 2Q-

2

The first diagram reads as follows: Let T1 :2 T2 be primes of R and assume
that T1 lies over the prime Ql of RG. Then there exists a prime ideal Q2 of RG
with Ql :2 Q2 and such that T2 lies over Q2' The other diagrams read similarly.
We remark that an efficient proof of this result can now be found in [5].
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We close with two relevant examples. First let R = Mn(C) be the ring a
n x n matrices over the complex numbers C, and for each 1 :::; i :::; n - 1 let di

be the diagonal matrix di = diag(1, 1, ... , -1, 1, ... ,1) with -1 in the ith entry
and ones elsewhere. Let e be the group of automorphisms of R generated by
91,92, ... , 9n-l where each g, acts like conjugation by d,. Then lei = 2n- 1 and
e is inner on R. The latter implies that Re = R 0c E where E = et [e]. But E
is semiprime and is generated by the commuting elements d,9, so E::::: EB L~GI C,

a direct sum of lei copies of C. Thus Re ::::: EB I:11GI R and therefore Re has
IGI = 2n - 1 minimal primes. On the other hand, RG is the subring of diagonal
matrices of R so RG has precisely n minimal primes. For n ~ 3 we see that there
are primes lost under the cp map; that is, there are primes containing e.

Finally, let A be a simple domain over the field K and assume that A is not
a division ring. Then we can choose I to be a nonzero left ideal. For example,
we could take A to be the Weyl algebra Al (K) = K[x, ylxy - yx = 1] with
har K = 0 and I = Ax. Now define R = [Kif 1] ~ M2(A). It follows easily

that R is prime so T2 = 0 is a prime ideal of R. Also observe that T1 = U1]
is a maximal two-sided ideal of R with RIT1 = K. Let G be the group a
automorphisms of R generated by conjugation by diag(1, -1). We assume a
course that char K i=- 2. Then IGI = 2 and RG = diag(K + I, A). Thus RG has
two minimal primes one of which is Q2 = diag(K + 1,0). But RG IQ2 ::::: A so
Q2 is also maximal. Thus we see that there exists no prime Ql of R G which
ompletes the diagram below. In other words, the missing Going Up result does

indeed fail. It does not fail in RG, but the prime we get may contain e and,
hence, may not correspond to a prime of RG.
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9. mgs

The Galois theory of noncommutative rings is an outgrowth of the Galois the­
ory of fields. It was begun by E. Noether [5] in her study of inner automorphisms
of central simple algebras. Later work considered division rings, complete rings
of linear transformations, continuous transformation rings and Artinian rings.
The best results at this time are due to Kharchenko who considered semiprime
rings. We discuss this work here but restrict our attention to the prime case. The
semiprime techniques are more complicated but really contain no fundamentally
new ideas. The proofs invariably begin with a Zorn's lemma argument to find
an idempotent maximal with some property and then proceed as in the prime
case. We will follow [3] which I believe does a better job of exposition. About
three quarters of that paper develops the work of Kharchenko. The last quarter
is new. Also we should mention [4] which offers a fairly easy path to the simpler
results in the outer case. Let us begin.

We first have to understand the allowable groups. Let R be a prime ring and
let Q = Qs (R) be its symmetric Martindale ring of quotients. If the group G acts
on R, we let Go be the subgroup of G consisting of those elements which act as X­
inner automorphisms. Thus Go <JG. Furthermore, we define B = B(G) = BR(G)
to be the linear span of all units q of Qs (R) such that conjugation by q induce
an automorphism contained in Go. It follows easily that B is an algebra over C,
the extended centroid of R. B(G) is called the algebra of the group.

We now say that G is an M-group if

(i) IG: Gol < 00,

(ii) B is a semisimple finite-dimensional C-algebra.

These are the finiteness conditions required for most results. Now let RG denote
the fixed subring of R. Since B(G) is spanned by units acting like elements 0

G, we see that B ~ CQ(RG) and thus conjugation by any unit of B will also
fix RG. This motivates the following definition. We say that G is an N -group
(named for E. Noether) if it is an M-group satisfying the saturation condition

(iii) For any unit b E B we have b-1Rb = R and conjugation by b belongs to
G.

Note that N-groups tend to be infinite since if G is not outer, then the group
of units of B will usually be infinite. Note also that the above assumption on
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units of B is quite restrictive. One would not necessarily expect each such uni
to normalize R. In fact, this part is only needed for some of the results and it
would be a worthwhile task to sort out the appropriate hypothesis in each case.
Of course if B S;;; R, then this is not a problem. Here is an example of an N -group
with B C1 R.

Let I denote the set of all finite matrices in M(X) (K) and let R = K + I s
that R is clearly a prime ring. As we pointed out earlier, Qs (R) is the set of ro
and column finite matrices. Fix an integer n :;;, 2 and let B be the set of bloc
diagonal matrices

B = {diag(o, 0, 0, ... )10 E Mn(K)}.

Then B ~ Mn(K),B S;;; Qs(R), and any unit of B normalizes R. This shows
that G = GLn (K) is an N -group with algebra of the group B.

Let R be a ring and S a subring. We set

g(RjS) = {a E Aut Ria fixes S}.

We say that S is a Galois subring of R if S is the fixed ring of the group g(RjS).

THEOREM 1 [1]. Let G be an N -group of automorphisms of the prime ring
R. Then g(RjR G) = G.

As we mentioned above, CQ(RG) ~ B. If this centralizer were larger, there
might exist units in CQ(RG)\B which give rise to automorphisms of R fixing
RG . Thus, a necessary first step for the above is to prove

PROPOSITION 2. lfG is an M-group of automorphisms of R, then Co(RG)
=B.

Suppose R = M2(K) with K f= GF(2), let B = [~ ~] S;;; R and let G be the
group of units of B. Then G acts on R by conjugation and R G = CR(B) = K so
Co (RG) > B. Of course B = B(G) is not semisimple here, so the semisimplicity
hypothesis is really needed.

In the outer case, the proof of Theorem 1 is fairly easy. Here G is finite so
e can define r(r) = I:gEGrg ERG. If a E g(RjRG), then r(r)a = r(r) so

I:g rga = I:g rg is an identity which holds for all r E R. Now use the lin­
ear independence of automorphisms. Of course the latter independence must be

roved, but this at least gives the idea. Indeed the proof for more general groups
proceeds in the same way. One first constructs suitable trace forms and then
btains linear independence results.

To construct trace forms we set B* = Homc(B, C). Then B* is a right B­
module with module structure described below. In the following, we also use *
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LEMMA 3. Let (): B* --4 B be a right B-module homomorphism, let {bl,b 2 ,

... , bn } be a C -basis for B = B(G) and let A be a transversal for Go in G. The

n

r(x) = L L(b,x8(bi))g = L a,gxgb,g
,=1 gEA ',g

satisfies a,g, b,g E Band r(Q) c;:: QG.

PROOF. We just look at the inner case so that r(x) = L, b,x8(b;). If b E B,

write bb, = L] b]c,] with c'] E C. Then by definition of the B-module structure
on B*, we have b;b = L, c,]b;. Since C = l(Q), we see that for all x E Q

= Lb]x () [LC,]b;] = Lb]x8(b;b).
] , .1

Now use the fact that () is a B-homomorphism to conclude that br(x) = r(x)b
and hence that r(Q) c;:: CQ(B).

Note that if B is semisimple, then B ~ B* as right B-modules. Thus many
such isomorphisms 8 exist.

The next question concerns the linear independence of automorphisms. In
general this is proved by truncation. Let T(x) = L, a,x"'b, be a trace form as
above. If r, s E R, then rT(sx) = L, (ra,s'" )x'" b, is also a trace form and hence
so is

T(x) = L rkT(sk x ) = L [L rka,s~'] X"'bi'
k ,k

This is called a left truncation of T. Similarly, one can truncate on the right. By
studying this process one obtains

LEMMA 4. Let T(x) = L,a,x"'bi be an outer trace form; that is, if a, is
-inner, then a, = 1. Assume that ao = 1. Suppose that either bo cj:. 0 and

{a,la, = I} is C-linearly independent, or aD cj:. 0 and {b,ja, = I} is C-linearly
independent. If I is a nonzero ideal of R, then T(I) cj:. O.

As a consequence we have

PROPOSITION 5. Let G be an M -group of automorphisms of the prime ring
. If I is a nonzero ideal of R, then In RG cj:. O.

Now we consider intermediate rings. The results here are somewhat tedious
o state but there are useful special cases of interest. Let G be an N-group of
utomorphisms of R and let R ;2 S ;2 RG. The problem is to decide when

= RH for some H, an N-subgroup of G. Since CQ(RG ) = B = B(G) we have
Q(5) = CB(5) and hence 5 must satisfy
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THE GALOIS CENTRALIZER CONDITION [GZ]. Z = CB(S) is a semisimple
algebra spanned by its units.

Note that Z will automatically be spanned by its units unless C = GF(2) and
C EB C is a direct summand of Z. The above condition is clearly satisfied if Gis
outer since B = C in that case. Also if R is a domain, then so is Q. Therefore
B is a finite-dimensional C-division ring and hence so is Z. Next we have

THE GALOIS IDEMPOTENT CONDITION [GI]. If e is an idempotent of B
with eS(l - e) = 0, then there exists an idempotent fEZ with Be = Bf.

Note that Be = Bf implies, by taking right annihilators, that (1 - e)B =
(1 - J)B and hence we have

BeS(1- e)B = BfS(1- J)B = 0

since f S = Sf. Again this condition is trivially satisfied if G is outer or if R is a
domain. In some sense, [GI] is used to deal with certain short identities satisfied
by S; for example, es = ese for all s E S. Another type which must be handled
is

THE GALOIS HOMOGENEITY CONDITION [GH]. Let b E B\O and g E G.
Assume bs = sgb for all s E S. Then g = hgo where hE 9(RjS) and go EGo,
the subgroup of X -inner automorphisms in G.

Suppose that b is a unit of B in the above. Then since G is an N-group,
conjugation by b yields an automorphism gol of R with go E Go, and then
clearly ggol = h E 9(RJS). Thus [GH] is automatically satisfied if G is outer,
R is a domain, or if G is inner. For the latter we merely take go = 9 and h = 1.
Finally

THE GALOIS CANCELLATION CONDITION [GC]. Let I <l S with rR(I) = 0
and let r E R with I r ~ S. Then rES.

Suppose that I, rand S are as above and assume in addition that S = R H .

If hE H, then I, Ir ~ R H imply easily that I(r - rh) = 0 and hence that r = rho
Thus r E R H = S. The main result on intermediate rings is

THEOREM 6 [1]. Let G be an N -group of automorphisms of the prime ring
R and let R d S d RG so that S is an intermediate ring. Then S = RH for
some N-subgroup H ofG if and only if S satisfies [GZ]' [GI], [GH] and [GC].

In view of our earlier comments, there are a number of special cases where
this simplifies-for example, if G is inner, or if R is a domain or

COROLLARY 7 [1]. Let G be a finite X-outer group of automorphisms of
the prime ring R and let R 2 S 2 RG so that S is an intermediate ring. Then
S = RH for some subgroup H of G if and only if S satisfies [GC] (such S are
called anti-ideals).



62 GALOIS THEORY OF PRIME RINGS

In the proof of Theorem 6 one actually shows

PROPOSITION 8. Let G be an N -group and let R ~ S ~ RG with S satisfying
[GZ]' [GI] and [GH]. If H = g(RjS), then there exists I ~ S ~ RH with I <JRH

and rR(I) = O.

Three comments are now in order. The first is an example of Teichmiiller. Let
K be a field, a a field automorphism of finite order at least 3, and let k = K(u)
be the fixed field. Set R = M2 (K) and let G = (GL2 (K),a) act on R. Then
G is an N-group of automorphisms with B = M2(K) and RG = k. Now set
S = {diag(a,aU)la E K]. Then R ~ S:2 RG, Z = CB(S) is the set of diagonal
matrices of R, and S ~ K. It follows from this that S satisfies [GZ] and [GC].
For [GIl, let e be an idempotent of R with eS(l - e) = O. Then eZ(l - e) = 0
since Z is generated by K and S. But Z is a fixed ring with CB(Z) = Z so we
can use the fact that Z satisfies [GI]. Finally, since o(a) ~ 3 it follows easily
that if H = g(RjS) then H ~ GL2(K) is inner, and hence RH = Z > S. In
other words, S is not a fixed ring and indeed S does not satisfy [GH] since if
b = (g~) E B then bs = sUb for all s E S but a ~ HGo = GL2(K).

The second comment is that [GI] is essentially equivalent to the bimodule
property where the latter is a key ingredient in the overall proof. Its definition
is contained in the following statement.

LEMMA 9. Let G be an M -group and let R ~ S ~ RG with S satisfying
[GI]. Let M be an (R, S)-subbimodule of Q. Then there exists an idempotent
fEZ = CQ(S) with rz(M) = (1 - f)Z such that M ~ If for some nonzero
ideal I of R.

PROOF (SKETCH). Step 1. RG has the bimodule property. Let e E B = B(G)
be an idempotent with Me f:. 0 and say m E M with me f:. O. Choose a trace
form r(x) = Laigxgbig and a nonzero ideal I of R with 0 f:. r(I) ~ RG, au = e,
and {bid appropriately related to e. IfT(x) = mr(x), then T f:. 0 and T(I) ~ M
since mRG ~ M. Furthermore, if T = L rkT(skx) is any truncation of T, then
since RM ~ M we have T(I) ~ M. Truncating as far as possible, we obtain
T(x) = ax(3 with a E R\O, (3 E B and (3e f:. 0 by the choice of {bid. Thus
(RaI)(3 ~ M and (3e f:. O. Now vary the e's appropriately.

Step 2. S has the bimodule property. Since S ~ RG, M is an (R, RG)-bimodule
so there exists e E Band 0 f:. I <JR with M:2 Ie and M(l- e) = O. But M is a
right S-module so M ~ IeS and hence IeS(l - e) = O. Thus eS(l- e) = 0 and
now switch e to fEZ using [GI].

Our third comment concerns a strengthening of the N-group assumption. We
say that G is an F-group on R if it is an N-group with B(G) simple. This
motivates the replacement of [GZ] by

[GZ']. Z =CB(S) is a simple subalgebra of B.

It turns out that [GZ'] implies [GH]. (Notice that S did not satisfy [GZ'] in the
Teichmiiller example.) The following is a sample of the various correspondence
theorems which one obtains by considering special cases.
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COROLLARY 10. Let G be an N-group on the prime ring R. Then the maps

S ----> 9(RIS)

yield a one-to-one correspondence between the F -subgroups H of G and the sub­
rings S with R ::> S ::> RG which satisfy [GZ'], [GIl and [GC].

Let us move on. Let G be an N-group on R. Then it is not true that RG is
prime, but it is semiprime. Note that G acts on R, so it acts on Q and then on
B. Thus G permutes the centrally primitive idempotents of B and we call the
sum of the idempotents in each orbit the G-centrally primitive idempotents of
B. These determine the minimal primes of RG. More generally we have

PROPOSITION 11. Let G be an N -group and let R ::> S ::> RG with S satis­
fying [GZ], [GI] and [GR]. 8et Z = CB(S), H = 9(RIS) and let l1,h, ... ,fn
be the H -centrally primitive idempotents of Z. Define Pt <] S by Pi = anns ft·

(i) Pi, P2 , ... ,Pn are the distinct minimal primes of 8 and n~ Pi = O.
(ii) annZPt = Zk
(iii) If f is any nonzero idempotent in Z ft, then anns f = Pt and the map

s ----> f s yields an isomorphism SIPi ~ f S.

The above of course applies with H = G, S = RG and Z = B. Recall from
the Galois theory of fields that if K ::> Fll F2 :2 KG, then any KG-isomorphism
Fi ----> F2 extends to an automorphism of K. There is an analogous but more
complicated result for prime rings.

THEOREM 12 [2, 3]. Let G be an N -group of automorphisms of the prime
ring R and let R ::> S,5 ::> RG with both Sand S satisfying [GZ]' [GI] and
[GR]. Given ip: S ----> 5, an isomorphism which is the identity on RG , let P be a
minimal prime of S and let P = p'P be the corresponding minimal prime of S.
Then there exists 9 E G which "induces" the isomorphism ip: SIP ----> SIP.

More precisely, set Z = CB(S),Z = CB(5) and let e,e be primitive idempo­
tents of Z and Z which annihilate P and P respectively. Then there exists 9 E G
with (es)Y = es'P for all s E S. Now use SIP ~ eS and SIP ~ eS. This works
best when Z and Z are both simple.

COROLLARY 13. Let G be an N -group on R and let R :2 S, S :2 R G with
both Sand S satisfying [GZ /] and [GI]. If ip: S ----> S is an isomorphism which
is the identity on R G , then ip is the restriction of some 9 E G.

Rere are some examples. First let R = M4 (K) and let G = GL4 (K). Set

S = {diag(a,a,a,b)la,b E K}, S = {diag(a, a, b, b)!a, bE K}.

Then Sand 5 are fixed rings of subgroups of G and S ~ S, but this isomorphism
is not extendable to all of R since Z i::- Z.

Now let R = M2 (K) and let cr '" 1 for an automorphism of K of finite order.
If G = (GL2 (K), cr), then RG = k = K(l1). Set S = {diag(a, b)la, bE K}, again
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the fixed ring of a subgroup of G, and let <p: S -+ S be given by diag(a, b) -+

diag(a", b). In this case, <p does extend to Z = S but again not to R. Rather it
is the restriction of two different elements of G, one for each prime factor of S.

Finally, there exist examples to show that the hypothesis of Corollary 13
cannot be weakened to the more natural condition that Z and Z are H- and
H-simple, respectively. They must be simple.

In closing we discuss normal subgroups. Let G be an N-group of automor­
phisms and let W be an M-subgroup. Then W can be completed to an N­
subgroup W of G by adding to W the action of all units of B(W). Clearly
B(W) = B(W) and RW = RW. Let H ~ G. We say that H is almost normal in
G if W = Nc (H) is an M-group with W = G. Since automorphisms only extend
in a reasonable manner from subrings S with Z simple, we must now restrict
our attention to F-subgroups.

THEOREM 14 [3]. Let G be an N -group of automorphisms of the prime rin
R and let H be an F -subgroup of G. Then RH is N -group Galois over RC if an

only if H is almost normal in G.

We note in the above that RH is prime and that N-group Galois means that
R C is the fixed ring of the N-group 9(RH/RC). Furthermore, by Corollary
13, if H is any F-subgroup of G, then any automorphism of RH fixing RC
is the restriction of some g E G. Indeed g must belong to Nc (H) = W so
9(RH /R C

)::::: W/H.
Thus we see that the Galois theory of prime rings (and also of semiprime

rings) is a highly developed subject which parallels the Galois theory of fields.
What is missing, however, are applications of this theory. It would be nice to find
intrinsic applications of this machinery and we pose this as a serious problem to
be considered.
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10. Rings and Fixed Rings

In this last section we return to the action of a finite group G on a ring R.
We are naturally interested in the relationship between R and the fixed ring
RG . For example, if R has a certain property, we ask whether it is inherited by
RG and vice versa. We will consider this at least for properties related to chain
conditions. A wider view of the subject can be found in the survey [6] and the
monograph [10].

The first question of interest is actually of a different nature. We ask whether
R is integral in some sense over RG. To see what is involved here, we begin
with a special case. Let S be an algebra over the field K and set R = Mn (S).
Furthermore, let G be a finite absolutely irreducible subgroup of GLn (K) so that
the K-linear span of Gis Mn(K). For example, if char K = 0, then Symn+I has
such an irreducible representation. Then G acts on Rand RG = S, embedded as
scalars. Thus at the very least we expect Mn(S) to be integral over S. Fortunately
this is a result of the extremely clever paper [11].

We start with some definitions. Let R be a ring (possibly without 1) and let
T be a subring. If rl, r2,'" ,rm E R, then a T-monomial is a product of these
r,'s in some order and elements of T with at least one element of T occurring.
For example, if tI, t2 E T, then r1tI r2t2rI r3 is a T-monomial but r1T2TI T3 is not
(unless 1 E T). The degree of such a monomial is the total degree in all the r.'s.
We say that R is fully integral over T of degree m if for any TI, T2, ... , r m E R
we have

where <p is a sum of T-monomials in the r,'s of degree less than m. In particular,
setting r1 = T2 = ... = Tm = r E R we see that R is therefore Schelter integral
over T.

If A is a ring with 1, we let {e,j} denote the set of matrix units of Mn(A).

THEOREM 1 [11]. Let A be a ring with 1 and let R 2 T be subrings of
Mn(A) (possibly without 1). Assume that

(i) [L~ eiilR[L~ e'i] ~ R fOT all k = 1,2, ... ,n.
(ii) T consists of diagonal matrices and e..Re,i = ei,Tei, for all i = 1,2, ... ,n.

Then there exists an integer m = m(n) 2: 1 such that R is fully integral over T
of degree m.

65
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PROOF (SKETCH). For each k = 1,2, ... , n, we embed MdA) into Mn(A) a
the k x k upper left corner. The goal is to show by induction on k that RnMk (A)
is fully integral over T of degree m(k). For convenience we just consider Schelter
integrality.

First let k = 1 and choose T = [~g] ERn MdA). Then (ii) implies that
there exists t = [~~] E T. Thus T2 = tT and m(l) = 2.

Now let k> 1 and for any T ERn Mk (A) write

where T' is the (k - 1) X (k - 1) corner block. Furthermore, for this r set

[

r' 0 0]
r = 0 0 0

o 0 0

so that r E R by assumption (i). Given Tl , T2 ERn Mk (A) we say rl == r2 if and
only if T~ = r~. We note two properties of ==.

(1) Let Tl, r2, T ERn Mk(A) and t E T. If Tl == T2, then rrl == rr2 and
tTl == tT2.

(2) Let rl, T ERn Mk(A). Then there exists t E T with rlr == rlr - Tlt.
Indeed there exists t E T with

[~'i ~]

y ~]

r-t=

and then

,,(,-t)~ [~
Suppose k = 2 and let r E RnM2(K) be given. Then the k = 1 result implies

that r2 - tlr = 0 for some tt E T so (r2 - tlr)r == O. Using (1) and (2) we have

:;:2r == r(T2 - rt2) == r3 - r2t2 - rt3, tlrr == tl(r2 - rt4)

so
s = r3 - r2t2 - rt3 - ttr2 + tlrt4 == r2T - tlrr == O.

Thus s looks like

and it is now easy to find a monic polynomial satisfied by s. This completes the
proof for k = 2. With a little more care, this argument can be made to hold for

11 k 1.
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We note that m(n) ::; 22n
+

1
and we use this function in the corollaries below.

Let R be a ring with 1 and let 1 = el + e2 + ... + en be a decomposition of
1 into orthogonal idempotents. If C = {el,e2,oo.,en} then we have CR(c) =
elRel + e2Re2 + ... + enRen. We say that a subring T of CR(C) = S is an
C-transversal if 8 ei = Te, for all i.

COROLLARY 2 [12]. Let R be a ring with 1 and let 1 = el + e2 + + en be
a decomposition of 1 into orthogonal idempotents. 8et C = {el' e2, , en} and
let T be an C-transversal for CR(c). Then R is fully integral over T of degree
m(n).

PROOF. We embed R into Mn(R) by mapping each r E R to [~reJ]' This
is in fact a monomorphism in which the identity elements do not correspond.
Now we merely note that the image of R satisfies the truncation property (i) of
Theorem 1 and that the image of T satisfies property (ii).

This proof is reminiscent of duality, in that we obtain a result about R by
embedding it in Mn (R). Even more to the point is the following result of Bergman
(see [12]).

COROLLARY 3. Let R be a G-graded ring with G finite. Then R is fully
integral over the base ring R(1) of degree m(IGI).

PROOF. Recall that Mc(R) ;;;:> R{1} = {o:lo:xy E R(x-ly)}. Furthermore,
R{1} is closed under truncation and contains R(1) embedded as scalars. It follows
rom Theorem 1 that R{1} is fully integral over R(1) of degree m(IGI). Now we

embed R into Mc(R) by mapping r = E r(x) to the matrix 0: with O:xy =

r(x-ly). Since the image of R is contained in R{1} and since R(1) maps to the
R(1) scalars, the result follows.

COROLLARY 4 [12]. Let G be a finite abelian group acting on the ring R
(possibly without 1) and assume that R = IGI . R. Then R is fully integral over
RC of degree m(IGI).

PROOF. It is easy to reduce this to the generic case where IGI- l E Rand R
contains suitable IGlth roots of unity. Since G is abelian, it then follows that R
is graded by the dual group of G and that R(1) = RG. Now apply Corollary 3.

The original proof of this result used skew group rings and Corollary 2. We
remark that the above integrality is not known for any nonabelian group, even
G = Sym3 . We also note that the hypothesis R = IGI . R is required here. For
~xample, let K be a field of characteristic p > 0, let S = K(x, y) be the free
K-algebra on two generators and set R = M2 (8). If G is the group of units of
R generated by [6~] and [6~]' then G is abelian, IGI = p2 and

R
G

= { [~ :] Ia E K, b E 8 } .

Certainly the scalar matrices x and 11 are not integral over RG.
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Now suppose that the ring R of Corollary 4 satisfies RG = O. Then sinc
all lower degree monomials involve RG, we see that R is nilpotent of inde
m(IGJ). This nilpotence bound is much too big (IGI suffices for G abelian) but,
nevertheless, Corollary 4 should be viewed as an extension of the Bergman-Isaacs
theorem at least for G abelian. Obviously there is much work still to be don
here when G is nonabelian.

Let us move on to consider chain conditions and related properties. We retur
to the assumption that 1 E R. We start by listing applications of the skew group
ring.

PROPOSITION 5. Let G act on the ring R and suppose that R is semiprim
with no IGI-torsion. Let E be a right ideal of R and let A be a right ideal of RG.

(i) RG is semiprime.
(ii) If 0 f:. E is G-invariant, then EG = En RG f:. O.
(iii) IGI . A ~ IGI . (AR n RG) ~ A.
(iv) If E essR, then En RG ess RG.
(v) If AessRG, then ARessR.

PROOF. (i) We can assume that IGI- l E R. Since R is semiprime, so is RG
and hence, also, eRGe ~ RG where e = IGI-le. (ii) This follows from the
Bergman-Isaacs theorem or the fact that RG is semiprime. (iii) Here we merely
note that trG(AR) = A trG(R) ~ A and that trG(r) = IGI· r if r ERG. (iv)
Since G is finite, ng E9 essR so we can assume that E is G-invariant. If A is
a nonzero right ideal of R, then En AR f:. 0 so IGI(E n AR)G f:. 0 and hence
An EG f:. O. (v) This uses the essential version of Maschke's theorem. Observe
that R is a right RG-module where R acts by right multiplication and G acts
as the given automorphisms. Thus the RG-submodules of R are precisely the G­
invariant right ideals. We claim first that AR eSSRG R. Indeed if E is G-invariant
and AR n E = 0, then A n EG = O. Since A ess RG we have EG = 0 and hence
E = 0 by (ii). Now apply Maschke's theorem to deduce that AR essR R.

In view of the above, ring theoretic properties described by essential right
.deals should translate readily between Rand R G . For example, R is semisimple
Artinian if and only if it has no proper essential right ideals. Therefore we obtain

THEOREM 6 [2, 91. Let G act on R where R is a semiprime ring with no
IGI-torsion. Then R is semisimple Artinian if and only if RG is.

PROOF. Assume RG is semisimple Artinian and let E ess R. Then EnRGess RG
olE En RG ~ E. Conversely, let R be semisimple Artinian. Since R has no

IGI-torsion, this implies that IGI- l E R. If A ess RG, then ARessR so 1 EAR
and IGI E A.

The semiprime Goldie property can also be characterized by essential right
.deals. The following isolates the last few steps in the proof of Goldie's theorem.
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LEMMA 7. Let T be a multiplicatively closed set of regular elements of Rand
suppose

(i) t E T implies tR ess R, and
(ii) E ess R implies En T f=- 0.

Then T is a right divisor set in R, RT-l is semisimple Artinian and R is a
semiprime Goldie ring with classical ring of quotients Qcl (R) = RT- 1.

With this we can quickly prove the following result.

THEOREM 8 [1, 5, 7]. Let G act on R where R is semiprime with no IGI­
torsion. Then R is semiprime Goldie if and only if R G is. When this occurs then
Qcl(R) = RT-1 where T is the set of regular elements of R G and Qcl(R)G =

Qcl(RG).

PROOF. We already know that R G is semiprime. Suppose R is Goldie. Then
RG ~ R t;;; Qcl(R) and the latter ring is Artinian so RG satisfies the maximal
condition on right annihilators. Furthermore, if A 1 EB ... EB A k is a direct sum of
right ideals of RG, then Proposition 5 implies, by looking at the fixed points in
a nonzero intersection. that A1R EB ... EB AkR is direct. Since the rank of R is
finite we conclude that RG is Goldie.

Conversely, suppose RG is Goldie. Then Qcl(RG) = RGT- 1 where T is the
set of regular elements of R G . Now T is a multiplicatively closed subset of R
and it consists of regular elements since for each t E T the G-invariant one-sided
ideals [R(t) and IR(t) have no nonzero fixed points. We claim that T satisfies (i)
and (ii) above. For (i), if t E T, then tRG essRG so tR = (tRG)R is essential in
R. For (ii), if EessR, then En RG essRG so (E n RG) n T =f. 0. The lemma
now implies that R is semiprime Goldie with Qcl(R) = RT- 1. Since T ~ RG
this also yields Qcl(R)G = RGT-l = Qcl(RG).

We move on to the Noetherian condition. We already know that if R is right
Noetherian with IGI- 1 E R, then RG is right Noetherian and R is a finitely
generated right RG -module. Conversely, we have

THEOREM 9 [3]. Let G act on R, a semiprime ring with no IGI-torsion. If
RG is right Noetherian, then so is R.

PROOF. Since RG is semiprime and Noetherian, it is a Goldie ring and hence,
by the above, so is R. Also, Qcl(R) = RT-1 and Qcl(RG) = RGT-l where T
is the set of regular elements of RG. Now Qcl (R) is left Noetherian (it is in fact
semisimple Artinian) and it contains IG/- 1 so Qcl(R) is a finitely generated left
module over Qcl (R)G = RG T- 1. It follows easily that there exist r1 , r2 , ... ,rn E

R with Qcl(R) = 2::~ Qcl(R)G r,.
Let r E R and suppose that &G(r,r) = 0 for all i. Then &G(Qcl(R)r) = 0 so

&c(Rr) = O. Hence &G(2::gRrg) = 0 and we have r = 0 since 2::gRrg is a G­
invariant left ideal with no nonzero fixed points. Finally, we map R to EB 2::? RG
by sending r E R to EB 2::?t-;G(rir). This is a right RG-module homomorphism
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and we know that it is an embedding. Since RG is right Noetherian, we conclude
that R is a Noetherian RG-module and, hence, that R is right Noetherian.

Certainly we cannot drop the assumption of no IGI-torsion in this theorem.
ow we mention a related result of Kharchenko which comes out of his Galois

theory techniques.

THEOREM 10 [8]. Let R be a prime ring and let G be an M -group of auto­
morphisms of R. Set

I = {r E RlrR ~ a finitely generated right RG-submodule of R

and Rr ~ a finitely generated left R G-submodule of R} .

Then I is a nonzero two-sided ideal of R.

PROOF (SKETCH). It is clear that I <I R. The goal is to show that I =J O. Let
(x) be a trace form and let 0 f:. A <I R with 0 =J T(A) ~ RG. By truncating T

as far as possible, we obtain T(x) = rx{3 with r E R\O and (3 E B(G)\O. Since
T(x) = Lk rkT(skx) we see that

rA{3 = T(A) ~ L rkT(sk A ) <;:: L rkRG.
k k

If {3 = 1, then rA <;:: I (at least it satisfies the right module condition) and we
are done. The idea now to vary the initial choice of T to find enough (3's to span
B. Then we add these appropriately to obtain a linear combination equal to 1.

This result can be applied to a finite group G provided we can guarantee that
it is an M-group. Here it is nice, but certainly not necessary, to bring in skew
group rings.

LEMMA 11. Let G act on the prime ring R and set S = Qs(R). Then the

augmentation map.,,: Lx sxx ----> Lx Sx defined on E = CSG(S) <;:: SG is a

antihomomorphism onto B (G).

PROOF. The map." is clearly additive. For multiplication, we first observ
that Lx sxx E E if and only if each sxx E E. Now if SX, ty E E then since t
commutes with sx we have sx . ty = tsxy and hence

rj(sx· ty) = ts = .,,(ty).,,(sx).

Thus." is an antihomomorphism into S. Finally, sx E E with s f:. 0 if and only
if s is a unit of S which acts like x- 1 on R. We conclude that .,,(E) = B(G).

In particular, since E ~ at [Ginn], a twisted group algebra over the extende
centroid C, we see that if G is finite and if R has no IGinn I-torsion then E an
hence B(G) is semisimple. Thus G is an M-group on R. As we remarked earlier,
Kharchenko's work handles semiprime rings. Here even the definition of M-group
is tedious, but at least we know that if G is finite and R has no IGI-torsion, the
G is an M-group. Thus
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THEOREM 12 [8]. Let G be a finite group acting on the ring R which is
semiprime with no IGI-torsion. Set

I = { r E RfrR ~ a finitely generated right RG-submodule of R

and Rr ~ a finitely generated left RG-submodule of R} .

Then I is an essential two-sided ideal of R.

Now suppose that G and R are as above and that R G is Noetherian. Then R G

is Goldie so R is Goldie and hence the ideal I contains a regular element r. Thus
R ~ r R is a finitely generated W -module and we have obtained an alternate
proof of Theorem 9.

Finally, we briefly mention

THEOREM 13 [4]. Let G be a finite group acting as automorphisms on the
modular lattice L. Then there exists a strictly increasing map f: L ---+ Ell L L G

where the latter is a finite direct sum of copies of the sublattice LG of fixed points

under G.

Hence if L G satisfies any of a large class of chain conditions, then so does
L. Clearly this has numerous applications to the relationship between rings and
fixed rings.
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