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ON A CLASS OF DUAL RICKART MODULES
ITPO KJIAC AYAJIBHUX MOIVYJIIB PIKAPTA

Let R be a ring and let Q2 be the set of maximal right ideals of R. An R-module M is called an sd-Rickart module if for
every nonzero endomorphism f of M, Imf is a fully invariant direct summand of M . We obtain a characterization for an
arbitrary direct sum of sd-Rickart modules to be sd-Rickart. We also obtain a decomposition of an sd-Rickart R-module
M, provided R is a commutative noetherian ring and Ass(M) N Qr is a finite set. In addition, we introduce and study a
generalization of sd-Rickart modules.

Hexait R — kinblie, a 2 — MHOKHHA MaKCHMAJIbHUX MpaBuX ifgeaniB R. R-moxyas M HasuBaeThest sd-momynaem Pikapra,
SIKIIIO JUTsl Oy/b-SIKOTO HEHYIILOBOTO eHnoMopdismMy f Ha M MHoxuHa Imf € MoBHICTIO iHBapiaHTHUM NPSIMHUM JOJAHKOM
M. OtpuMaHO XapaKTepu3allilo yMOB, 32 SIKHX IOBiTbHA mpsiMa cyma sd-momyiniB Pikapra € sd-momynem Pikapra. Taxox
orpumano poskian R-monyns M, mo e sd-monmynem Pikapra, 3a ymoBu, mo R — KOMyTaTHMBHE HETEpOBE KiJbLle Ta
Ass(M) N Qg € ckiHIeHHO MHOXHHOI0. Ha 101aTOK BU3HAYIAIOTHCS Ta BUBYAIOTHCS y3araabHeHHs sd-MomyiiB Pikapra.

1. Introduction. Throughout this article, all rings are associative and have an identity. All modules
are unital right modules. R is a ring, {2y is the set of its maximal right ideals and M is an R-module.
We use J(R), Endr(M), and E(M) to denote the Jacobson radical of R, the endomorphism ring
of M, and the injective hull of M, respectively. If R is a commutative Noetherian ring, then Ass(M)
will denote the set of all prime ideals associated to M. By QQ and Z we denote the ring of rational
and integer numbers, respectively. If p is a prime number, then Z,~ will denote the Priifer p-group.
Recently, the notion of dual Baer modules was introduced and studied in [8]. A module M is said to
be dual Baer if for every submodule N of M, there exists an idempotent e € S = Endr (M) such
that D(N) = eS, where D(N) = {¢p € S | Imp C N}. In [9], Lee, Rizvi and Roman provided
some motivations to study the concept of a dual Rickart module which is a related concept to that of
a dual Baer module. A module M is called dual Rickart (or d-Rickart) if Im f is a direct summand
of M for every f € Endr(M). A submodule N of M is called fully invariant if f(NN) is contained
in N for every R-endomorphism f of M. In [3], Cidlugdreanu and Schultz introduced and studied
the notion of stable modules. A module M is said to be stable if all endomorphic images are fully
invariant. Clearly, if M is an R-module such that Endr(M) is a commutative ring, then M is
a stable module. Abelian groups whose endomorphism ring is commutative was characterized in
[13, 14]. It is of interest to investigate the intersection C of the class of dual Rickart modules and
the class of stable modules. Any element in C will be called a strongly dual Rickart module. So, an
R-module M is strongly dual Rickart if and only if the image of any single element of Endg (M)
is a fully invariant direct summand of M.

A module M is said to have the (D;) condition if for every submodule N of M for which M /N
is isomorphic to a direct summand of M, N is a direct summand of M. In Section 2, we study the
notion of sd-Rickart modules. We show that this notion is distinct from that of d-Rickart modules.
It is shown that the class of sd-Rickart modules is precisely the class of d-Rickart modules M for
which every direct summand of M is fully invariant in M. Also, we characterize an sd-Rickart
module having the (D;) condition as the one which has a strongly regular ring as its endomorphism
ring. In particular, the R-module Ry, is sd-Rickart if and only if R is a strongly regular ring. Then we
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study the question of when is the direct sum of sd-Rickart modules, sd-Rickart? We first show that the
class of sd-Rickart modules is not closed under finite direct sums. Then we obtain a characterization
for an arbitrary direct sum of sd-Rickart modules to be sd-Rickart. We also prove that if R is a
commutative Noetherian ring and M is an R-module with Ass(M)NQp is a finite set, then M is an
sd-Rickart module if and only if M = N& (@le R/ B) for some distinct maximal ideals P, ..., Py
of R and an sd-Rickart module N such that Rad(N) = N and Homg(®¥_R/P;, N) = 0.

In Section 3, we introduce the concept of a generalized strongly dual Rickart module. A module
M is called a generalized strongly dual Rickart (gsd-Rickart for short) module if for every nonzero
endomorphism f of M, Im f contains a nonzero fully invariant direct summand of M. A result
(Proposition 3.1) and an example (Example 3.1) are provided to show that the concept of a gsd-
Rickart module is distinct from that of an sd-Rickart module. Then we show that there are many
similarities between the two concepts. For example, we show that if a module M is a direct
sum of indecomposable submodules, then M is an sd-Rickart module if and only if M is a gsd-
Rickart module. Also, we determine the structure of injective gsd-Rickart modules over commutative
Noetherian hereditary rings. We conclude the paper by describing the structure of sd-Rickart modules
and gsd-Rickart modules over discrete valuation rings.

2. Strongly dual Rickart modules.

Definition 2.1. A4 module M is called a strongly dual Rickart (or an sd-Rickart) module if for
every nonzero endomorphism f of M, Im f is a fully invariant direct summand of M.

A ring R is said to be abelian (or normal) if all its idempotents are central elements (see [4]
(15.31) and [15, p. 37]). Recall that a ring R is called strongly regular if for each x € R, there exists
y € R such that 2%y = 2. This is equivalent to the condition that R is an abelian von Neumann
regular ring (see [7], Theorem 3.5).

The next result will be of interest.

Proposition 2.1. Every module which has a strongly regular endomorphism ring, is sd-Rickart.

Proof. Let M be an R-module such that S = Endr(M) is a strongly regular ring. Let ¢ € S.
By [15] (Proposition 7.9), there exists 0 # e¢? = e € S such that Im ¢ = e(M). Since the idempotent
e is a central element in S, e(M) is a fully invariant submodule of M.

Example2.1. (i) It follows from Proposition 2.1 that every indecomposable nonsingular injective
module is sd-Rickart (see [1], Lemma 25.4, and [7], Corollary 1.23). In particular, for any nonsingular
uniform module M, E(M) is an sd-Rickart module. So, the Z-module Q is an sd-Rickart Z-module.

(i1) It easy to see that every module, for which all nonzero endomorphisms are epimorphisms,
is sd-Rickart. Thus every indecomposable d-Rickart module is sd-Rickart (see [8], Corollary 2.2,
and [9], Corollary 4.3). In particular, for any prime integer p, the Z-modules Zy~ and Z/pZ are
sd-Rickart.

Let e = e* € R. Then e is called a left semicentral idempotent if xe = exe for all z € R.
Equivalently, eR is a two-sided ideal of R (see [2], Lemma 2.1). Recall that a module M is called
weak duo if every direct summand of M is fully invariant (see [11]). The next result presents other
ways of stating an “sd-Rickart module”.

Proposition 2.2. The following statements are equivalent for a module M :

(1) M is an sd-Rickart module;

(i1) M is a d-Rickart weak duo module;

(iii) M is a d-Rickart module and every idempotent of Endr(M) is left semicentral.

2

ISSN 1027-3190. Vkp. mam. scypn., 2020, m. 72, Ne 7



962 R. TRIBAK

Proof. (i) = (ii) Clearly, M is a d-Rickart module. Let K be a direct summand of M and let 7 :
M — K be the projection map. By hypothesis, Im 7w = K is fully invariant in M. Therefore M is
a weak duo module.

(i) = (i) This is immediate.

(i) < (iii) This follows from [1] (Corollary 5.8) and [2] (Lemma 1.9(i1)).

Corollary2.1. Every direct summand of an sd-Rickart module M is sd-Rickart.

Proof. This follows easily from Proposition 2.2, Propositions 2.8 [9] and 1.8 [11].

Consider the following condition:

(D7) If N is a submodule of M such that M /N is isomorphic to a direct summand of M, then
N is a direct summand of M.

It is well known that every projective module has the condition (I);). The following example
shows that, in general, an sd-Rickart module need not have the condition (D5).

Example2.2. Consider the Z-module M = Zp~, where p is a prime number. Let L be any
nonzero proper submodule of M. Then M /L = M, but L is not a direct summand of M. Therefore,
M does not satisfy (I)). On the other hand, M is an sd-Rickart module.

The next proposition characterizes sd-Rickart modules satisfying (D).

Proposition 2.3. The following statements are equivalent for an R-module M :

(i) M is an sd-Rickart module having the (D2) condition;

(ii) Endgr(M) is a strongly regular ring.

Proof. (i) = (ii) By [9] (Theorem 3.8), S = Endgr(M) is a von Neumann regular ring. Let e
be an idempotent of S. By Proposition 2.2, e is left semicentral. Therefore €S is a two-sided ideal
of S by [2] (Lemma 2.1). So e is central by [7] (Lemma 3.1). Therefore, S is a strongly regular
ring.

(ii) = (i) This follows from Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 3.8 [9].

The next result characterizes the class of rings R for which the R-module Rp is sd-Rickart.

Proposition 2.4. The following conditions are equivalent for a ring R:

(1) Rpg is an sd-Rickart R-module;

(ii) for every two-sided ideal I of R, IR is an sd-Rickart R-module;

(iii) R has a free sd-Rickart R-module F;

(iv) R is a strongly regular ring.

Proof. (i) = (iv) This follows easily from Proposition 2.3 since the R-module Ry satisfies (D>).

(iv) = (ii) Let I be a two-sided ideal of R. By [7] (Theorem 3.7), Endr(IR) is a strongly
regular ring. Therefore, I is an sd-Rickart R-module by Proposition 2.3.

(i) = (iii) This is obvious.

(iii)) = (i) This follows from Corollary 2.1.

It is clear that every sd-Rickart module is d-Rickart. Next, we exhibit an example of a module
for which the converse is not true.

Example2.3. Let R be a von Neumann regular ring which is not strongly regular. Then the
R-module Rp is d-Rickart by [9] (Remark 2.2). On the other hand, the R-module Ry is not sd-
Rickart by Proposition 2.4. As an example of a ring satisfying these conditions, we can consider the
endomorphism ring of a nonzero vector space V' over a division ring such that the dimension of V'
is different from 1.

The next result is taken from [11] (Lemma 1.9).

Lemma 2.1. Let a module M = My & My be a direct sum of submodules M, and Ms. Then
M, is a fully invariant submodule of M if and only if Homp (M7, Ms) = 0.
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Next, we will be concerned with the study of direct sums of sd-Rickart modules. We begin with
a result which shows that a direct sum of sd-Rickart modules may not be sd-Rickart.

Proposition 2.5. For any nonzero module M, the module M & M is not sd-Rickart.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 2.1.

Remark2.1. Let (P) be a property of modules which is closed under finite direct sums (e.g.,
being injective or projective). Proposition 2.5 shows that it is not possible to characterize the class
of rings R for which every R-module satisfying (P) is an sd-Rickart R-module.

The next result is a characterization for an arbitrary direct sum of sd-Rickart modules to be
sd-Rickart.

Theorem 2.1. Let a module M = ®;c;M; be a direct sum of submodules M;, v € I. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is an sd-Rickart module;

(ii) M; is an sd-Rickart submodule of M for every i € I and Hompg(M;, M;) = 0 for all
distinct 1,5 € 1.

Proof. (i) = (ii) This follows from Proposition 2.2, Corollary 2.1 and Lemma 2.1.

(il)) = (i) By Lemma 2.1, M; is a fully invariant submodule of M for every ¢ € I. Therefore
M is a d-Rickart module by [9] (Proposition 5.14). Let N be a direct summand of M. Then
there exists an epimorphism ¢ € Endr(M) such that N = ¢(M). Therefore, N = Zie[ (M;).
Since ¢(M;) C M; for all ¢« € I, we have )(M;) = N N M; for all ¢« € I. This implies that
N = @ier(N N M;). Note that the modules M;, i € I, are weak duo modules by Proposition 2.2.
Applying [11] (Theorem 2.7), we see that M is a weak duo module. Consequently, M is an sd-
Rickart module (see Proposition 2.2).

It is well-known that every semisimple module is a d-Rickart module. The next result that is a
direct consequence of Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.1 provides more examples of d-Rickart modules
which are not sd-Rickart.

Corollary2.2. The following statements are equivalent for a nonzero semisimple module M :

(1) M is an sd-Rickart module;

(i) M = ®;c1S; is a direct sum of simple submodules S;, © € 1, such that S; is not isomorphic
to Sj forall i # j in I.

Lemma 2.2. Let a module M = My ® M» be a direct sum of submodules My and Mo such that
Rad(M;) = My and Rad(M3) = 0. If Homp(Ma, M) = 0, then My and My are fully invariant
submodules of M.

Proof. 1t is clear that M; = Rad(M). Hence M; is fully invariant in M by [1] (Proposi-
tion 9.14). Also, since Homp(My, M) = 0, M, is fully invariant in M by Lemma 2.1.

Proposition 2.6. Let a module M = M, ® Ms be a direct sum of submodules M, and Mo such
that Rad(M7) = My and Rad(Ms) = 0. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) M is an sd-Rickart module;

(it) My and My are sd-Rickart modules with Hompg(Ma, M7) = 0.

Proof. (i) = (ii) This follows from Theorem 2.1.

(i) = (i) Let ¢: M; — M> be a homomorphism. Since Im¢ = M;/Kerp, Rad(Im¢) =
= Im . But Rad(M3) = 0. Then ¢ = 0. Therefore, Hompg (M7, Ma) = 0. The result follows from
Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.2.

Proposition 2.7. Let a module M = M, ® M be a direct sum of submodules M, and My such
that Rad(My) = My and My is semisimple. Then M is a d-Rickart module if and only if My is a
d-Rickart module and Homp(Ms, My) = 0.
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Proof. The sufficiency follows from Lemma 2.2 and [9] (Proposition 5.14). Conversely, suppose
that M is a d-Rickart module. By [9] (Proposition 2.8), M; is a d-Rickart module. Now let
f: Ms — M; be a homomorphism. Let mo: M — M>s denote the projection map and let u :
M; — M denote the inclusion map. Then p; fo is an endomorphism of M. So Im(p; fre) = Im f
is a direct summand of M. This gives Rad(Im f) = Im f. But Im f is a semisimple submodule of
M;. Then f = 0. It follows that Homp(Ms, M;) = 0.

Remark2.2. 1t is obvious from [9] (Theorem 2.29) that every indecomposable injective module
over a right hereditary ring, is an sd-Rickart module. In particular, for every prime ideal P of a
Dedekind domain R, E(R/P) is an sd-Rickart R-module.

Proposition 2.8. Let R be a Dedekind domain. The following statements are equivalent for a
nonzero torsion R-module M :

(i) M is an sd-Rickart R-module;

(i1) there exist distinct maximal ideals P;, i € I, of R and submodules M;, i € I, of M such
that M = @®;c1M; and for each i € I, either M; = E(R/P;) or M; = R/P;.

Proof. (i) = (ii) By Proposition 2.2 and [11] (Theorem 3.10), there exist distinct maximal ideals
P;, v € I, of R and submodules M;, 7 € I, of M such that M = @;c;M;, and for each ¢ € I,
either M; = E(R/P;) or M; = R/P" for some positive integer n;. Since each M; is an sd-Rickart
module (see Corollary 2.1), we have M; = E(R/P;) or M; = R/P; by [9] (Proposition 4.13).

(i1) = (i) Clearly, each M; is the P;-primary component of M. So each M; is a fully invariant
submodule of M. In addition, we have Homp(M;, M;) = 0 for all distinct 4, j in I. Also, note
that each M; is an sd-Rickart module (see Remark 2.2). Therefore, M is an sd-Rickart module by
Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 2.3. Let I be a finitely generated ideal of a commutative ring R. If M is a d-Rickart
R-module, then M1 is a direct summand of M.

Proof. By assumption, we have [ = a1 R+ ...+ o R for some positive integer k£ and elements
a;, 1 <14 <k, of R. Fix 1 < 4 < k and consider the homomorphism f;: M — M defined
by fi(z) = za; for all x € M. It is clear that Im f; = Ma;. Since M is a d-Rickart module,
May; is a direct summand of M. In addition, M has the SSP by [9] (Proposition 2.11). Then
MI = Zf—l My is a direct summand of M.

A module M is said to be radical if Rad(M) = M. The sum of all radical submodules of a
module M will be denoted by P(M). A module M is said to be reduced if P(M) = 0.

Theorem 2.2. Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring and let Q) be the set of maximal ideals
of R. Let M be an R-module such that Ass(M) N Qg is a finite set. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) M is a d-Rickart R-module;

(il) M = My & M, is a direct sum of a d-Rickart submodule My and a semisimple submodule
My such that My = Rad(M;) = Rad(M) = P(M) and Homp(Ms, M) = 0.

Proof. (i) = (ii) Without loss of generality we can assume that Rad(M) # M. Note that
Rad(M) = (,,eq, Mm by [5] (Lemma 3). Then there exists a maximal ideal m; of R such
that Mmy # M. Since R is Noetherian, the ideal m; is finitely generated. Therefore, Mm; is a
direct summand of M by Lemma 2.3. Let N; be a submodule of M such that M = Mmy & Nj.
Clearly, Nymy = 0. So Nj is semisimple. As Ny # 0, N7 = (R/ml)A1 for some index set
Ay. Assume that Rad(Mmy) # Mmy. Then there exists a maximal ideal mo of R such that
Mmimg # Mmq (see [5], Lemma 3). Note that m; # my since Mm% = Mm;. Moreover,
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Mmy is a d-Rickart module by [9] (Proposition 2.8). By the same method as before, we conclude
that Mm; = Mmims @ (R/mso)?? for some index set Ay. Thus M = Mmyms @ (R/mg)A2 @
@® (R/m1)™. We continue in this way. Since Ass(M) N Qp is a finite set, this process must
terminate. So there exist submodules M; and My of M such that Rad(M;) = M; and My is
semisimple. By Proposition 2.7, M; is a d-Rickart module and Hompg(Ms, M7) = 0. It is easily
seen that M = Rad(M) = P(M).

(il)) = (i) This is immediate by Proposition 2.7.

Remark2.3. From the proof of Theorem 2.2, it follows that if M is a nonzero d-Rickart module
over a commutative Noetherian ring with Rad(M) # M, then M has a simple direct summand.

Combining Corollary 2.2, Proposition 2.6 and Theorem 2.2, we obtain the following result.

Corollary2.3. Let R be a commutative Noetherian ring and Qg the set of maximal ideals of R.
Let M be a nonzero R-module such that Ass(M) N Qg is a finite set. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) M is an sd-Rickart R-module;

(i) M = N & (®f_|R/P,) for some distinct maximal ideals Py, ..., Py of R and an sd-Rickart
module N such that Rad(N) = N and Hompg(®%_R/P;, N) = 0.

The next example shows that Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.3 are not true if the condition
?Ass(M) N Qg is a finite set” is deleted from their hypotheses.

Example2.4. Consider the reduced Z-module M = H . Z/pZ. As

p prime
Endz(M) = [[ z/vzZ
p prime
is a strongly regular ring, M is an sd-Rickart module (see Proposition 2.1). On the other hand, it is
clear that the module M is not semisimple.

Corollary2.4. Assume that R is a Dedekind domain with quotient field K. Let M be a nonzero
R-module such that Ass(M) is a finite set. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is an sd-Rickart R-module;

(i) M = K @ (®F R/P) for some distinct maximal ideals Py,...,P, of R,
or M = (@, E(R/R)) ® (BFL, 41 R/ Pj), where P;, 1 < i < m, are distinct maximal ide-
als of R.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.1, Proposition 2.8 and Corollary 2.3 and the fact that an
R-module M is injective if and only if Rad(M) = M.

Next, we show that torsion-free sd-Rickart modules over a commutative domain are injective.

Proposition 2.9. Let M be a torsion-free module over a commutative domain R. If M is an
sd-Rickart R-module, then M is injective.

Proof. Assume that M is a d-Rickart R-module. We only need to show that M is a divisible
R-module (see [12], Proposition 2.7). Suppose that there exists a nonzero element € R such that
Mr # M. Consider the homomorphism f: M — M defined by f(x) = xr for all z € M. Since M
is d-Rickart, it follows that Im f = Mr is a direct summand of M. Let N be a nonzero submodule
of M such that Mr & N = M. Then clearly, we have Nr = 0, a contradiction.

Example2.5. (i) From Corollary 2.4, it follows that the Z-module Q is the only torsion-free
sd-Rickart Z-module. So the Z-module M = Q & Q is a torsion-free injective d-Rickart Z-module
which is not sd-Rickart (see [9], Theorem 2.29).

The torsion submodule of an sd-Rickart R-module M over a commutative domain R is not, in
general, a direct summand of M as shown below.
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Remark2.4. Consider again the sd-Rickart Z-module M = H _ Z/pZ (see Example 2.4).
p prime

It is easy to see that the torsion submodule of M is T'(M) = @} primeZ/pZ and T'(M) is not a
direct summand of M.

3. Strongly dual Rickart modules versus gsd-Rickart modules. In this section, we introduce
a generalization of sd-Rickart modules and then we compare the two notions.

Definition 3.1. A4 module M is called a generalized strongly dual Rickart (or a gsd-Rickart)
module if for every nonzero endomorphism f of M, Im f contains a nonzero fully invariant direct
summand of M.

Recall that a ring R is called semipotent (or an Iy-ring) if every right ideal that is not contained
in J(R) contains a nonzero idempotent (see [10, p. 257; 15, p. 131, 132]). A ring without nonzero
nilpotent elements is called a reduced ring.

Proposition 3.1. The following conditions are equivalent for a ring R:

(i) Rpg is a gsd-Rickart R-module;

(ii) R is a reduced semipotent ring with J(R) = 0;

(iii) R is an abelian semipotent ring with J(R) = 0.

Proof. (i) = (ii) For every r € R, let ¢,: R — R denote the R-endomorphism of the right
R-module Rp defined by ¢, (z) = rx for all x € R. By (i), it follows that for every 0 # r € R,
rR = Imy, contains a nonzero direct summand of Rp. Therefore, R is a semipotent ring with
J(R) = 0 (see also [15], Remark 15.3(3)). Now let 0 # a € R. Then Im ¢, = aR. By assumption,
there is b € R such that 0 # ab = (ab)? and (ab)R is a fully invariant submodule of Ry (see [1],
Proposition 7.1). It is easily seen that (ab)R is a two-sided ideal of R. By [7] (Lemma 3.1), it
follows that ab is a central idempotent of R. Therefore, R is a reduced semipotent ring by [15]
(Remark 15.3(4)).

(i) = (i) This follows from [15] (Remark 15.3(4)) and the fact that every endomorphism of Rp
is a left multiplication by an element of R.

(i) < (iii) This follows from [15] (Remark 15.3(4)).

It is clear that every sd-Rickart module is gsd-Rickart. The next example shows that the class of
gsd-Rickart modules contains strictly the class of sd-Rickart modules.

Example3.1. (i) From Propositions 2.4 and 3.1, it follows that if R is a commutative semipotent
ring such that J(R) = 0 and R is not von Neumann regular, then Rp is a gsd-Rickart R-module
which is not sd-Rickart.

(i1) Consider the ring D = Hil A;, where each A; = Q the field of rational numbers. Let R
be the subring of D generated by the ideal @, A; and by the subring {(z,z,x,...) | z € Z}. By
[15] (Example 15.7(9)), the ring R is a commutative semipotent ring such that J(R) = 0 and R is
not von Neumann regular. From (i), we conclude that Ry is a gsd-Rickart R-module, but is not an
sd-Rickart R-module.

Note that if R is the ring given in Example 3.1(ii), then the R-module Ry is gsd-Rickart, while
RpR is not a d-Rickart R-module by [9] (Remark 2.2). The next example exhibits a d-Rickart module
which is not gsd-Rickart.

Example3.2. Let R be a von Neumann regular ring which is not strongly regular (see Example
2.3). By [7] (Theorem 3.5), R is not an Abelian ring. So Rpg is not a gsd-Rickart R-module by
Proposition 3.1. However, it is not hard to see that Ry is a d-Rickart R-module (see [9], Remark
2.2).

Proposition 3.2. [f'a module M is gsd-Rickart, then so are its direct summands.
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Proof. Let M = N @ L and let ¢ be an endomorphism of N. Consider the endomorphism
1 = upm of M, where m: M — N is the projection map and p: N — M is the inclusion map. As
M is gsd-Rickart, there exists a fully invariant direct summand K of M such that K C Im 1. Note
that Im ¢) = Im ¢. It follows that K is a fully invariant direct summand of N with K C Im ¢.

Proposition 3.3. The following statements are equivalent for an indecomposable module M :

(1) M is an sd-Rickart module;

(1) M is a d-Rickart module;

(iil)) M is a gsd-Rickart module;

(iv) every endomorphism of M is an epimorphism.

Proof. The proof is immediate.

Proposition 3.4. Let M be a gsd-Rickart module. Then:

(1) Every indecomposable direct summand N of M is fully invariant in M.

(i) If M = N & L is a direct sum of an indecomposable submodule N and a submodule L,
then Homp(N, L) = 0.

(ii1)) If N and K are indecomposable direct summands of M such that NN K =0 and N & K
is a direct summand of M, then Hompg(N, K) = Homp (K, N) = 0.

Proof. (i) Consider the projection map w : M — N < M. Since M is gsd-Rickart, N = Im =
contains a nonzero fully invariant direct summand A of M. Clearly, A = N.

(i1) This follows from (i) and Lemma 2.1.

(ii1) This follows from (ii).

The next corollary is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.4. This result and Example 3.3 show
that the gsd-Rickart property does not go to direct sums of gsd-Rickart modules.

Corollary3.1. For any nonzero indecomposable module M, the module M & M is not gsd-
Rickart.

Example3.3. Let p be a prime integer. It is clear that the Z-module Z,~ is gsd-Rickart, while
the Z-module Zpe @ Zpe is not gsd-Rickart by Corollary 3.1.

Remark3.1. (i) Every ring R has an R-module which is not gsd-Rickart. In fact, if S is any
simple R-module, then the R-module S @ S is not gsd-Rickart (see Corollary 3.1).

(ii) Let (P) be a property of modules which is closed under finite direct sums. Assume that there
is at least one indecomposable module which satisfies the property (P). Corollary 3.1 shows that it
is not possible to characterize the class of rings R for which every R-module satisfying (P) is a
gsd-Rickart module.

Proposition 3.5. Let a module M = ®;c;M; be a direct sum of indecomposable submodules
M;, i € I. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) M is an sd-Rickart module;

(il) M is a gsd-Rickart module;

(iii) M; is an sd-Rickart submodule of M for all i € I, and Hompg(M;, M;) = 0 for all distinct
1,7 € 1.

Proof. (i) = (ii) is obvious.

(i1) = (iii) follows from Propositions 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4.

(iii)) = (i) by Theorem 2.1.

Combining Proposition 3.5 with Corollary 2.2, we obtain the following result.

Corollary3.2. The following conditions are equivalent for a nonzero semisimple module M :

(1) M is sd-Rickart;

(i) M is gsd-Rickart,
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(111) M = Pje1S; is a direct sum of simple submodules S;, © € I, such that S; is not isomorphic
to S; whenever i # j.

Corollary3.3. Let M be a nonzero module that has either the ascending or the descending chain
condition on direct summands. Then M is an sd-Rickart module if and only if M is gsd-Rickart.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.5 and [1] (Proposition 10.14).

Recall that a module M is said to have finite uniform dimension if M does not contain an infinite
independent set of submodules (see [4] (5.1) or [6, p. 79]).

A module M is said to have finite hollow dimension if for some n € N, there exists an epimor-

phism from M to a direct sum of n nonzero modules but no epimorphism from M to a direct sum
of more than n nonzero modules (see [4] (5.2)).

Corollary3.4. Let M be a nonzero module. If M satisfies one of the following conditions:
(1) M is Noetherian;

(1) M is Artinian;

(iii)) M has finite hollow dimension;

(iv) M has finite uniform dimension.

Then M is an sd-Rickart module if and only if M is a gsd-Rickart module.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 3.3, [4] (5.3) and [6] (Theorem 3.14).

Corollary3.5. Let M be a nonzero Noetherian module over a commutative ring R. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is an sd-Rickart R-module;

(1) M is a gsd-Rickart R-module;

(1) M = @leR/Pi for some positive integer k and distinct maximal ideals Py, 1 < i < k,
of R.

Proof. (i) < (ii) follows from Corollary 3.4.

(i) < (iii) This is a consequence of [9] (Proposition 4.13) and Corollary 3.2.

Applying Corollary 3.2 to semisimple modules over local rings, we get the following example.

Example3.4. (i) Let R be a local ring with maximal right ideal m. If M is a semisimple R-
module, then M is sd-Rickart if and only if M is gsd-Rickart if and only if M =0 or M = Rr/m.

(ii) If R is a division ring, then an R-module M is sd-Rickart if and only if M is gsd-Rickart if
and only if M =0 or M = Rp.

Proposition 3.6. Assume that R is a commutative Noetherian hereditary ring (e.g., R is a
Dedekind domain). Then the following conditions are equivalent for a nonzero injective R-module M :

(1) M is an sd-Rickart R-module;
(il) M is a gsd-Rickart R-module;
(iii) there exist distinct prime ideals P;, i € I, of R and submodules M;, i € I, of M such that:
(@) M = @ierM;,
(b) foreachic I, M; = E(R/P;),
and
(c) B ¢_ P; whenever i # j.
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Proof. (i) < (ii) follows from [1] (Theorem 25.6) and Proposition 3.5.

(i) = (iii) follows from [1] (Theorem 25.6), [12] (Corollary on page 53 and Proposition 4.21)
and Proposition 3.5.

(iii) = (i) Note that each M;, ¢ € I, is an sd-Rickart R-module by [12, p. 53] (Corollary) and
Remark 2.2. Moreover, applying [12] (Proposition 4.21), we conclude that Hompg(M;, M;) = 0 for
all distinct 4, 7 € I. Using Theorem 2.1, we see that M is an sd-Rickart R-module.

The next consequence of Proposition 3.6 describes the structure of injective sd-Rickart Z-
modules.

Corollary 3.6. The following statements are equivalent for a nonzero injective Z-module M :

(1) M is an sd-Rickart Z-module;

(1) M is a gsd-Rickart Z-module;

(i) M =Q or M = ®iciZpy, where p;, i € I, are distinct prime integers.

Proposition 3.7. Assume that R is a commutative Noetherian local ring with maximal ideal m.
Then every nonzero gsd-Rickart reduced R-module is a simple R-module.

Proof. Let M be a nonzero gsd-Rickart reduced R-module. Then Mm # M as Rad(M) =
= Mm. Assume that M'm # 0. So there exists a nonzero element a € m such that Ma # 0.
Consider the endomorphism ¢ of M defined () = xa for all z € M. Since M is gsd-Rickart,
there exists a nonzero direct summand A of M such that A C Ma C Mm. Let B be a submodule of
M such that A@ B = M. Then Am @ Bm = Mm and A= ANMm = Am & (BmnNA) = Am.
Hence Rad(A) = Am = A, a contradiction. It follows that Mm = 0 and M is semisimple.
Therefore, M = R/m (see Example 3.4).

We conclude this paper by describing the structure of sd-Rickart modules and gsd-Rickart mod-
ules over discrete valuation rings.

Proposition 3.8. Let R be a discrete valuation ring with quotient field () and maximal ideal m.
Then the following statements are equivalent for an R-module M :

(1) M is an sd-Rickart module;

(il) M is a gsd-Rickart module;

(iii)) M=0or M= R/mor M=Q or M 2 Q/Ror M =Q&R/m.

Proof. (i) = (ii) This is clear.

(i) = (iii) Let M; be the largest divisible submodule of M. Then there exists a reduced sub-
module My of M such that M = My & M. By Propositions 3.2 and 3.6, M1 = 0 or M| = @
or My = @QQ/R. Now applying Propositions 3.2 and 3.7, we conclude that My = 0 or My = R/m.
Therefore, M =0 or M = R/mor M = Q or M = Q/R or M = @ & R/m by Proposition 3.5.

(iii)) = (i) This follows from Proposition 2.6 and Remark 2.2.
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