arXiv:math/0607334v1l [math.RA] 14 Jul 2006

Elementary Equivalence of Categories
of Modules over Rings, Endomorphism Rings,
and Automorphism Groups of Modules

E. I. Bunina, A. V. Mikhalev
February 8, 2018

Contents

[ Introduction 2

 Basic Nofi ; o Sof T1 Niodel T IC T l 6
L1 First Order Lan%eﬂ .......................................... 6

13__Elementarv Equivalence of Endomorphism Rings_Q_f_MQ_dJ,ﬂ_es_Q_ﬂIn_ﬁnjLe_Ra_ukd 39

B.1__Endomorphism Ringﬂﬂ[kldﬂl&i_ﬂ.ﬂ.d_ﬂﬂlﬂ%}.d.&i_ﬂugd ....................... 39
B.2_Elementary Equivalence in Categories Cazazd . o o v v v o o e 40

51
5.1 An Tsomorphism of Groups Autp (VY . . . o L o 51
5.2 Elementary Equivalence of Auntomorphism Groups and Endomorphism Rines of Modules of Infinite Rankd 63
5.3 The Main Theorend . . . . o o o v o o e 64


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0607334v1

Introduction

The first order language (see Sec. [T)) of some algebraic theory (for example the group theory or the ring theory)
is the language, where in formulas we use quantifiers V and 3, logical symbols =, A, V, =, parentheses and
variables, and also predicate and function symbols, and constant symbols of this theory. For example, in the
group theory we use the subformulas z -y, !, 1, in the ring theory we use the subformulas z -y, 7!, 1, 2 + v,
—z, 0, and so on.

Two models U and V of the language £ (for example, two groups or two rings) are called elementarily
equivalent if for every sentence ¢ of the language £ we have that it is true in U if and only if it is true in V.
We denote this relation between models by U = V.

The first result in elementary equivalence of linear groups was proved by A. I. Maltsev in 1961 (see [IT]).
He proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The group G, (K1) is elementarily equivalent to the group G,(K2) (G = GL,PGL,SL,PSL,
m >n >3, Ki and Ky are fields of characteristic 0) if and only if m =n and K; = K.

In his proof of this theorem A. I. Maltsev used the Jordan normal form of matrices and explained how to
write for each matrix M a formula ¢(A) which is true in the given group if and only if the matrix A has the
same Jordan form as the matrix M.

If we consider linear groups over skewfields or rings we still do not have any adequate analogue of the theory
of Jordan normal forms.

But recent progress in the model theory (the construction of ultraproducts and ultrapowers) (see [7] and
also Sec. [[4)) has helped us to continue investigations in this field. Using this construction in 1992 C. I. Beidar
and A. V. Mikhalev formulated a general approach to problems of elementary equivalence of different algebraic
structures (see []). Taking into account some results in the theory of linear groups over rings, they obtained easy
proofs of Maltsev-type theorems in rather general situations (for linear groups over prime rings, for multiplicative
semigroups, lattices of submodules, and so on).

We give some of their results which extend the Maltsev theorem.

Theorem 2. Let R and S be prime associative rings with 1 (1/2) and m,n > 3 (m,n > 2). Then GL,,(R) =
GL,(S) if and only if either M,,(R) = M,(S) or M,,(R) = M, (5)°P.

Theorem 3. Let R and S be skewfields and m,n > 3. Then GL,,(R) = GL,(S) if and only if either m = n
and R=S orm =mn and R = S°P.

In 1998-2001 E. I. Bunina continued to study elementary properties of linear groups (see [3, 4. Bl [6]). In
1998 (see [3,[6]) the results of A. I. Maltsev were generalized to unitary linear groups over fields with involution.
The proof, as in the paper [I1] of A. I. Maltsev, was based on the Jordan normal form of matrices.

Let K be an infinite field with characteristic not equal to 2 and with an involution j (an involution is an
antiautomorphism of order 2), M, (K) be the total (n x n)-matrix ring over K, and GL,,(K) be the linear group
over K. Let Q2, be the following matrix from GLa, (K):

0 1 0 O
-1 0 0 O
2n.
0 O 0 1
0 O -1 0

T
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The following theorem was proved by E. I. Bunina.



Theorem 4. If Ky and Ko are infinite fields of characteristic not equal to 2 with involutions j1 and ja,
respectively, and n,m > 2, then the groups Us, (K1, j1, Q2n) and Usgy, (Ko, jo, Qam) are elementarily equivalent
if and only if m =n and the fields K1 and Ko are elementarily equivalent as fields with involution.

Elementary equivalence of fields with involution means that in sentences together with the ring operations
we use the operation of involution.

As it was done for linear groups over rings, using the construction of ultraproducts, E. I. Bunina in 1998
(see [, 16]) considered elementary equivalence of unitary linear groups over rings and skewfields with involution.

Involution in a ring K is an antiautomorphism of order 2, i.e., it is a bijective mapping j from the ring K
onto itself such that

1. ja+0b)=j(a)+ j(b) for all a,b € K;
2. j(a-b)=34()-j(a) for all a,b € K;
3. j%(a) = j(j(a)) =aforalla € K.

If K is a ring with involution j, then by 7 we shall denote the involution of the ring Ma, (K) of matrices
over K having the form

j J
ail a1 2n a7 1 N a5, 1

—1

TrA= .o P Qapo | o] 0@y,
a2n1 ... G2n2n alon oo Ahpon

where the matrix o,, has been defined above.

The unitary linear group Us, (K, j,Q2y,) over a ring K with an involution j is the group of matrices A €
Ms,, (K) such that AA™ = E.

Now we formulate two theorems which were proved by E. I. Bunina.

Theorem 5. If K1 and Ko are associative (commutative) rings with 1/2 and 1/3, j1 and ja are involutions in
the rings K1 and Ks, respectively, and n,m > 2 (n,m > 1), then the unitary linear groups Us, (K1, j1, Q2n) and
Uom (K2, j2, Qam) are elementarily equivalent if and only if the rings Moy, (K1) and Mo, (Ks) are elementarily
equivalent as rings with involutions T and 19, respectively.

Theorem 6. If skewfields (fields) Fy1 and Fy have characteristic which is not equal to 2, j1 and jo are invo-
lutions in skewfields (fields) Fy and Fa, respectively, and n,m > 2 (n,m > 1), then the unitary linear groups
Uapn (F1, 51, Q2n) and Usp, (Fa, j2, Q2m) are elementarily equivalent if and only if the skewfields (fields) Fy and Fy
are elementarily equivalent as the skewfields (fields) with involutions ji1 and ja, respectively.

In 2001 E. I. Bunina (see [B, [6]) studied elementary properties of Chevalley groups over algebraically closed
fields. The class of all Chevalley groups contains many classical groups like SL,(K), PSL,(K), SO, (K),
Spin,, (K), PSO,(K), Spy,, (K), PSp,,, (K). Therefore, the studied groups intersect with the groups which were
considered by A. I. Maltsev, but there are many other algebraic groups in this class.

The main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 7. Suppose that Chevalley groups G1 and Go are constructed respectively by algebraically closed fields
K and Ky of characteristic not equal to 2, simple Lie algebras L1 and Lo, and lattices M := Ly, and N := Ly,.
Let M/My = ¢1 and N/Ngy = ¢o, where o1 and @o are finite groups. Then Gi = Ga if and only if K1 = Ko,
L1 2 Lo, and p1 = @g, except the case where L1 and Lo have the same type Doy, 1 > 3, and @1 = w3 = Zs. In
this case there exist two nonequivalent groups such that the corresponding fields are elementarily equivalent.

In this paper we consider elementary properties of categories of modules over rings, endomorphism rings of
almost free modules of infinite ranks over rings, and automorphism groups of almost free modules of infinite
ranks over rings.



The first section includes some basic notions from the set theory and the model theory: definitions of first
order languages, models of a language, deducibility, interpretability, axioms and basic notions of the theory
NBG (Neumann—Bernays—Godel), which is used for all later constructions, and also some basic notions from
category theory (see [§]), which we need in the following sections.

The second section is devoted to elementary properties and elementary equivalence of categories of modules
over rings.

In Sec. 11l we give some additional notions about the category mod-R.

In Sec. 2 we prove that in the category mod-R the notion of a progenerator object is elementary, i.e.,
there exists a formula of the first order language of category theory with one free object variable such that the
formula is true in the category mod-R for progenerators and only for them.

In Sec. Z3 we show that for a given progenerator P on the semigroup Mor(P, P) we can introduce the
operations of addition and multiplication to make this semigroup isomorphic to the ring Endg(P).

In Sec.Z4 we consider the case where the rings are finite and prove the theorem that the categories mod-R
and mod-S, where the ring R is finite, are elementarily equivalent if and only if they are Morita-equivalent.

In Sec. B3 we remind the results of S. Shelah from [T4] on interpretation of the set theory in a category.

In Sec. EZ8l we use the results from Sec. X0 to select in the category mod-R for some fixed modules X and Y
a set of linearly independent projectors from X on Y.

In Sec. BT, we describe the structure (Cn,ring), consisting of the class Cn of all cardinal numbers and
the ring ring with usual ring relations + and o, and we also describe the second-order logic of this structure
(L2({Cn, ring))) which allows us to use in formulas arbitrary predicate symbols of the form

Py, o (Clyee oy Cli UL, oo, U,
where A1, ..., Ay are fixed cardinal numbers, ¢1, ..., ci are variables for elements from Ay, ..., \;, respectively,
and vy, ..., v, are variables for ring elements.

Further, in this section the following theorem is proved.

Theorem 8. Let R and S be rings. Suppose that there exists a sentence ¢ of the language L2({Cn,ring)) which
is true in the ring R, false in any ring similar to R, and not equivalent to it in the language L2({Cn,ring)). If
the categories mod-R and mod-S are elementarily equivalent, then there exists a ring S’ which is similar to S
and such that the structures (Cn, R) and (Cn, S’) are equivalent in the logic Lo.

Section is devoted to the proof of the “opposite” theorem.

Theorem 9. Let R and S be arbitrary rings with unit. If the structures (Cn, R) and (Cn,S) are equivalent in
the second-order logic Lo, then the categories mod-R and mod-S are elementarily equivalent.

Finally, in Sec. two previous theorems imply a theorem which is an analogue of the Morita theorem for
elementary equivalence, as well as some useful corollaries from it.

Theorem 10. Let R and S be rings. Suppose that there exists a sentence ¥ of the language Lo({Cn, ring)) which
is true in the ring R and is false in any ring similar to R and not equivalent to it in the language Lo((Cn, ring)).
Then the categories mod-R and mod-S are elementarily equivalent if and only if there exists a ring S’ similar
to the ring S and such that the structures (Cn, R) and (Cn,S’) are equivalent in the logic Lo.

Corollary 1. For any skewfields Fy and Fs the categories mod-Fy and mod-Fs are elementarily equivalent if
and only if the structures (Cn, Fy) and (Cn, F2) are equivalent in the second-order logic Lo.

Corollary 2. For any commutative rings R1 and Ry the categories mod-R; and mod-Ry are elementarily
equivalent if and only if the structures (Cn, R1) and (Cn, R2) are equivalent in the second-order logic Lo.

Corollary 3. For arbitrary local rings R1 and Ro the categories mod-R; and mod-Ry are elementarily equivalent
if and only if the structures (Cn, R1) and (Cn, R2) are equivalent in the second-order logic Lo.



Corollary 4. For arbitrary integral domains R1 and Ry the categories mod-R; and mod-Ry are elementarily
equivalent if and only if the structures (Cn, R1) and (Cn, Ry) are equivalent in the logic L.

Corollary 5. For any Artinian rings Ry and Ra the categories mod-Ry and mod-Ry are elementarily equivalent
if and only if there exist rings S1 and S such that the ring Sy is similar to the ring Ry, the ring So is similar
to the ring Ro, and the structures (Cn,S1) and (Cn, S3) are equivalent in the second-order logic L.

Section Bl is devoted to the same question for endomorphism rings of modules of infinite ranks.

In this section, we suppose that a ring R and an infinite cardinal number ¢ are such that in the ring R there
exists a maximal ideal generated by < sr elements (for example, it is true when s > |R| or when the ring R is
semisimple or is an integral domain).

In Sec. BTl for every free module V' of infinite rank over a ring we introduce some special category Cp(v
such that elementary equivalence of endomorphism rings of two free modules of infinite ranks over rings is
equivalent to elementary equivalence of the corresponding categories.

Section is devoted to elementary equivalence of categories Cp(yy. In Sec. B3 we prove the following
main theorem and the corollaries from it.

Theorem 11. Let V; and V5 be free modules of infinite ranks 1 and s over rings R1 and Ra, respectively.
Suppose that there exists a sentence v € Thy' ({301, R1)) such that ¢ ¢ Th3* ({31, R')) for every ring R’ such
that Ry is similar to R' and Th3™" ((s1, R1)) # Th3" (s, R')). Then the categories Cypqv,y and Cypevyy are
elementarily equivalent if and only if there exists a ring S similar to the ring Ry and such that the theories
Th3"* ({51, R1)) and Th3?((5c2,S)) coincide.

Corollary 6. Let Vi and Vo be two spaces of infinite ranks s, and »o over arbitrary skewfields (integral
domains) F1 and Fy. Then the rings Endp, V1 and Endg, Vo are elementarily equivalent if and only if the
theories Thi' ((se1, F1)) and Thy?((3z2, F2)) coincide.

Corollary 7. Suppose that 31 and ¢ are infinite cardinal numbers, Ry and Rs are commutative (local) rings,
and every mazimal ideal of the ring Ry is generated by at most > elements of the ring. Then for free modules
Vi and Va of ranks 1 and s over the rings R1 and Rz, respectively, the rings Endgr, V1 and Endg, Vo are
elementarily equivalent if and only if the theories Thy* ((sc1, R1)) and Th3? ({52, R2)) coincide.

Corollary 8. Suppose that 1 and 5 are infinite cardinal numbers, Ry and Ry are Artinian rings, and every
maximal ideal of the ring Ry is generated by at most s elements of the ring. Then for free modules Vi and Vo
of ranks s»1 and s over the rings R1 and Ra, respectively, the rings Endg, Vi and Endg, Vo are elementarily
equivalent if and only if there exist rings S1 and Sa similar to the rings R1 and Ra, respectively, such that the
theories Thi* ((51,51)) and Th3? ({52, S2)) coincide.

Corollary 9. For free modules Vi and Vo of infinite ranks 1 and o over semisimple rings R1 and Ra,
respectively, the rings Endg, (V1) and Endg,(V2) are elementarily equivalent if and only if there exist rings
Sy and Sy similar to the rings Ry and Ra, respectively, such that the theories Thy' ((3¢1,S1)) and Th3?({3z, Sa))
coincide.

In Sec. Bl we consider projective spaces of modules of infinite ranks.

In Sec. EE1l we describe the language of projective spaces and basic notions which can be expressed in this
language.

In Sec. E21 we show how in a projective space of a module of infinite rank one can interpret a ring that is
isomorphic to the ring Endg P for some progenerator P.

In Sec. E3 we show how to interpret the ring Endg V' in a projective space of the module V.

Finally, in this section, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 12. For free modules Vi and Va of infinite ranks over arbitrary rings R1 and Ra, respectively,
elementary equivalence of the lattices of submodules P(V1) and P(Vz2) implies elementary equivalence of the
endomorphism rings Endg, (V1) and Endg, (V).



In Sec. E4l we prove the “inverse” theorem.

Theorem 13. Suppose that Vi and Vo are free modules of infinite ranks s1 and s over rings Ry and Ra,
respectively, and every submodule of the module Vi (Va) has at most s¢1 (32) generating elements (for example,
this is true if s > |R1| and 35 > |Ra|, or if Ry and Rs are semisimple rings or integral domains). Then
Endg, (V1) = Endg, (Va) implies P(Vy) = P(V3).

In Sec. B we consider automorphism groups of modules of infinite ranks over rings.

In Sec. Bl as in [9], we prove that if rings R and S with 1/2 do not contain any central idempotents that
are not equal to 0 and 1, V and V' are free modules of infinite ranks over the rings R and S, respectively, then
the groups Autr(V) and Auts(V') are isomorphic if and only if Endg(V) = Endg (V).

In Sec. B2 all results of Sec. Bl are proved for elementary equivalences. We do this with the help of
ultrapowers, like in the paper [I] of C. I. Beidar and A. V. Mikhalev. We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 14. Suppose that rings R and S contain 1/2 and do not contain any central idempotents which are not
equal to 1 and 0. Suppose that V and V' are free modules of infinite ranks over the rings R and S, respectively.
Then the groups Autr(V) and Auts(V') are elementarily equivalent if and only if the rings Endg(V) and
Endg (V') are elementarily equivalent.

In Sec. B3l we assume that the cardinal number 3¢ is such that the ring Ry has a maximal ideal generated
by at most sr; elements.

Theorem 15. Suppose that rings R1 and Rs contain 1/2 and do not contain any central idempotents which
are not equal to 1 or 0. Let Vi and V5 be free modules of infinite ranks sc; and 5 over the rings Ry and Ra,
respectively, and let ¢ € Thi* ((se1, R1)) be such that p ¢ Th3' ((3e,R')) for any ring R’ such that R’ is
similar to Ry and Thi™* ((s1, R1)) # Th3* (3, R')). Then the groups Autg, (V1) and Autg,(V2) are elementarily
equivalent if and only if there exists a ring S similar to the ring Ry and such that the theories Th™* ((s1, R1))
and Th3? ({52, 5)) coincide.

Corollary 10. For free modules Vi and Va of infinite ranks 31 and o over skewfields (integral domains,
commutative or local rings without central idempotents not equal to 1 or 0) Fy and Fy with 1/2, respectively,
the groups Autp, (V1) and Autp, (V2) are elementarily equivalent if and only if the theories Thi* ((s¢1, F1)) and
Th?((s¢2, F2)) coincide.

Corollary 11. For free modules V1 and Vs of infinite ranks »1 and 9 over Artinian rings Ry and Ro with 1/2
without central idempotents not equal to 1 or 0, respectively, the groups Autg, (V1) and Autg,(V2) are elemen-
tarily equivalent if and only if there exist rings S1 and Sa such that the ring Ry is similar to the ring Si, the
ring Ry is similar to the ring Sa, and the theories Thi* ((s¢1,51)) and Thi? (s, S2)) coincide.

1 Basic Notions from the Set Theory, Model Theory, and Category
Theory

1.1 First Order Languages
The first order language L is some set of symbols. This set consists of
the blank symbol;
the parentheses (, );
the connectives = (“implies”) and = (“not”);
the quantifier V (for all);

the equality symbol =;



a countable set of variables v; (i > 0);

a nonempty countable set of predicate symbols P* (n > 1,4 > 0);
a countable set of function symbols F* (n > 1, ¢ > 0);

a countable set of constant symbols ¢; (i > 0).

Some symbol-strings constructed from these symbols of the first order language £ are called terms and
formulas of this language.
Terms are defined in the following way:

1. a variable is a term;

2. a constant symbol is a term;

3. if F]* is some function symbol, to,...,t,_1 are terms, then F*(to,...,t,—1) is a term;
4. a symbol-string is a term if and only if this follows from the rules (1)—(3).

If P is some predicate symbol and to, . .., t,_1 are terms, then the symbol-string (P/* (o, ..., %t,—1)) is called
an elementary formula.
Formulas of the language £ are defined in the following way:

1. every elementary formula is a formula;

2. if ¢ and v are formulas and v is a variable, then each of the symbol-strings (—¢), (¢ = 1), and (Vv ) is
a formula;

3. a symbol-string is a formula if and only if this follows from the rules (1) and (2).
Let us introduce the following abbreviations:

(¢ A 9) stands for (=(p = (—¢)));

(p V ¢) stands for ((—¢) = ¥);

(¢ = v) stands for ((¢ = ¥) A (Y = ¢));

(Jv @) is an abbreviation for (—(Vv (—¢)));

01V pa V-V, stands for (o1 V (p2 V-V on));

01 Ao A+ Ay stands for (o1 A (2 A2 App));

(Vzixa ... x,)e stands for (Vap)(Vas) ... (Va,)p;

(Fzq122 ... x4)p) stands for (Fz1)(3ze) ... (T, )e.

We introduce the notion of free and bound occurrences of a variable in a formula. An occurrence of a vari-
able v in a given formula is called bound if v is either the variable of a quantifier prefix Vv occurring in this
formula or is under the action of a quantifier prefix Vv occurring in this formula; otherwise an occurrence of
a variable in a given formula is called free. Thus, one variable can have free and bound occurrences in the same
formula. A variable is called free (bound) variable in a given formula if there exist free (bound) occurrences of
this variable in this formula, i.e., a variable can at the same time be free and bound in one formula.

A sentence is a formula with no free variables.

If ¢ is a term or a formula, 6 is a term, and v is a variable, then ((v||#) denotes the symbol-string obtained
by replacing every free occurrence of the variable v in the symbol-string ¢ by the symbol-string 6.



A substitution v||6 in ¢ is called admissible if for every free occurrence of a variable w in the symbol-string 0
every free occurrence v in ¢ is not a free occurrence in some formula ¥ occurring in some formula Yw ¥ (w) or
Jw 1p(w) that occurs in the symbol-string (.

In the sequel, if a substitution v||# in ¢ is admissible, then along with ((v||#) we shall write ((6).

If ¢ is a term or a formula, 6 is a term, and v is a variable such that the substitution v||6 in ¢ is admissible,
then the substitution ((v]|@) is a term or a formula, respectively.

Every free occurrence of some variable u (except v) in a symbol-string ¢ and every free occurrence of some
variable w in a symbol-string 0 are free occurrences of these variables in a symbol-string {(v||#) (provided that
the variable v is free in ().

A symbol-string 7y, equipped with some rule, is called a formula scheme of a language L if

1. this rule marks some letters (in particular, free and bound variables) occurring in ~;

2. this rule determines the necessary substitution of these marked letters in v by some terms (in particular,
variables);

3. after every such substitution in v some propositional formula ¢ of the language £ is obtained.

Each such propositional formula ¢ is called a formula, obtained by the application of the formula scheme ~.

A text I' consisting of symbol-strings separated by blank-symbols is called an aziom text if every symbol-
string v occurring in I' is either a formula or a formula scheme of the language L. If v is a formula, then ~ is
called an explicit axiom of the language L. If v is a formula scheme, then it is called an aziom scheme of the
language L. Every formula obtained by the application of the axiom scheme =y is called an implicit axziom of the
language L.

We need logical azioms and rules of deduction to construct a formal system.

Logical axiom schemes of any first order language are cited below.

LASL. o= (¢ = ¢).

LAS2. (p= (¥ =x))= ((¢=v)= (¢ =X))
LAS3. (pAvY) = .

LAS4. (pAt) = .

LAS5. o= (¢ = (¢ AY)).

LAS6. ¢ = (pV)

LAST. = (pV )
LAS8. (p=x) =
LAS9. (p=v)=
LAS10. (=(—¢)) = ¢.

LAS11. (Vvp) = ¢(v]|0) if v is a variable and 6 is a term such that the substitution v||f in ¢ is admissible.
LAS12. ¢(v||f) = (Jvy) in the same conditions as in LAS11.

LAS13. (Vo(¢ = ¢((v))) = (¢ = (Vvy)) if the variable v is not free in .

LAS14. (Vv(e(v) = v¢)) = ((3vp) = ) if the variable v is not free in .

(=) = (V) = X)).
(9= (29)) = (~9)).

Rules of deduction are the following.
the rule of implication (modus ponens or MP): from ¢ and ¢ = v it follows that v;
the rule of generalization (Gen): from ¢ it follows that (Vz)(y).

Let X be a totality of formulas and ¢ be a formula of the language £. A sequence f = (p;li € n+1) =
(¢0, .-, pn) of formulas of the language L is called a deduction of the formula ¢ from the totality X if ¢, = ¢
and for any 0 <7 < n one of the following conditions is fulfilled:

1. ¢; belongs to X or is a logical axiom;

2. there exist 0 < k < j < ¢ such that ¢; is (pr = ¢;), i.e., ; is obtained from ¢, and @i = ¢; by the rule
of implication MP;



3. there exists 0 < j < 4 such that ¢; is Vo ¢;, where x is not a free variable of any formula from X, i.e.,
(p; is obtained from ¢; by the rule of generalization Gen with the given structural requirement.

Denote this deduction either by f = (po,...,pn): X E ¥, or by (¢o,...,¢n): ZF 1, or by f: X F .

If there exists a deduction f: 3 F 1, then the formula 1 is called deducible in the language L from the set X,
and the deduction f is called a proof of the formula .

A (first order) theory T in the language L is a set of sentences of the language £. A set of axioms of
a theory T is any set of sentences, which has the same corollaries as 7.

Now we introduce axioms and basic notions of the set theory NBG (von Neumann-Bernays-Gaodel) (see [12]),
which is a first order theory. We shall use it for all our constructions.

1.2 Axioms and Basic Notions of the Theory NBG

The set theory NBG (see [I2]) has one predicate symbol P, which denotes a 2-place relation, no function
symbols, and no constant symbols. We shall use Latin letters X, Y, and Z with subscripts and apostrophes as
variables of this system. We also introduce the abbreviations X € Y for P(X,Y) and X ¢ Y for =P(X,Y).
The sign € can be interpreted as the symbol of belonging.

The formula X =Y (X is equal to Y) is an abbreviation for the formula VZ (Z € X & Z € Y), i.e., two
objects are equal if they consist of the same elements.

The formula X C Y is an abbreviation for the formula VZ(Z € X = Z € Y) (inclusion), X C Y is an
abbreviation for X CY A X £ Y (proper inclusion).

From these definitions we can easily get the following proposition.

Proposition 1. a4 FX=Y o (XCY AY C X);
b. F X =X;
c. FX=Y=Y=X;
I FX=Y=Y=2Z=X=2),
e FX=Y=(ZeX=>Z¢cY).

Objects of the theory NBG are called classes. A class is called a set if it is an element of some class. A class
which is not a set is called a proper class. We introduce small Latin letters x, y, and z with subscripts as special
variables bounded by sets. This means that the formula Vo A(x) is an abbreviation for VX (X is a set = A(X)),
and it has the sense “A is true for all sets”, and 3z A(z) is an abbreviation for 3X (X is a set A A(X)), and it
has the sense “A is true for some set.”

A1 (the extensionality aziom). X =Y = (X e Z <Y € Z).

A2 (the pair axiom). YaVyIzVu (u € z & uw = V u = y), Le., for all sets x and y there exists a set z such
that x and y are the only elements of z.

A3 (the empty set axiom). JxVy —(y € x), i.e., there exists a set which does not contain any elements.

Axioms A1 and A3 imply that this set is unique, i.e., we can introduce a constant symbol & (or 0), with
the condition Vy (y ¢ &).

Also we can introduce a new function symbol f(z,y) for the pair, and write it in the form {z,y}. We can
even define a pair {X,Y} for arbitrary classes X and Y, setting {X,Y} = 0 if one of the classes X, Y is not
a set. Further, set {X} = {X, X}. The class (X,Y) = {{X},{X,Y}} is called the ordered pair of classes
X and Y. Similarly we can introduce ordered triplets, quadruplets and so on.



AS4 (the axiom scheme of existence of classes). Let
@(Xl,.. .,Xn,Yl,. . ,Ym)

be a formula. We shall call this formula predicative if only variables for sets are bound in it (i.e.,
if it can be transferred to this form with the help of abbreviations). For every predicative formula
w(Xla"'aXnvmv"'aYm)

AZVxy .. Ve, ((z1,...,20) € Z < (21, ..., 20, Y1,..., Y)).
The class Z which exists by the axiom scheme AS4 will be denoted by

{z1,. .,z | (@1, o @0, Y1, Y ) 1
Now, by the axiom scheme AS4, we can define for arbitrary classes X and Y the following derivative classes:
XNY ={u|ueX AueY} (the intersection of classes X and Y);
XUY ={u|ueXVueY} (the union of classes X and Y);
X ={u|u¢ X} (the addition to a class X);
V = {u | u=u} (the universal class);
X\Y={u|ue X Aug¢Y} (the difference of classes X and Y);
Dom(X) = {u | v ((u,v) € X)} (the domain of a class X);
XxY={u|Fxyu={(x,yy N\e € X Ny €Y)} (the Cartesian product of classes X and Y');
P(X)={ul|uC X} (the class of all subsets of a class X);
UX ={u|JFv(uecvAveX)} (the union of all elements of a class X).
Introduce now other axioms.
A5 (the union aziom). YV IyVu(u € y < Jv(u € v Av € z)).
A6 (the power set axiom). Vz IyVu (u € y < u C x).
AT (the separation aziom). YaVY JzVu(u €z ucax Auey).

Denote the class X x X by X2, the class X x X x X by X3 and so on. Denote the formula Vx 3y Vz ((z,y) €
X N {z,z) € X = y=2z) by Un(X).

A8 (the replacement aziom). VXV (Un(X) = JyVu (u € y < Fv ((v,u) € X Av € x))).

A9 (the infinity axiom). 3z (0 € x A Vu (u € x = uU{u} € z)). It is clear that for such a set x we have {0} € z,
{0,{0}} € =, {0,{0},{0,{0}}} € x,... If we now set 1:={0}, 2:={0,1},..., n:={0,1,...,n — 1}, then
for every integer n > 0 the condition n € « is fulfilled and 0 # 1,0 # 2, 1 # 2,...

A10 (the regularity aziom). VX (X #@ =3z € X (zN X = 2)).

A11 (the aziom of choice AC). For every set z there exists a mapping f such that for every nonempty subset
y C x we have f(y) € y (this mapping is called a choice mapping for z).

The list of axioms of the theory NBG is finished.
A class P is called ordered by a binary relation < on P if the following conditions hold
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1. Vp € P(p < p);

2. Vp,qe P(p<qAhq<p=p=q);
3. Vp,q,reP(p<qgNhqg<r=p<r).
If, in addition,

4. V¥p,qe P(p<qV q<p),

then the relation < is called a linear order on the class P.
An ordered class P is called well-ordered if

5. Vq(@ #q C P =3z e€q(VMy € qg(x <vy))), i.e, every nonempty subset of the class P has the smallest
element.

If a class P is ordered by a relation < and A is a nonempty subclass of the class P, then an element p € P
is called the least upper bound or the supremum of the subclass A if

Ve A(x <p)AVye P((Vr' e A(2' <y)) = p<y).

This formula is denoted by p = sup A.

A class S is called transitive if Vo (x € S = x C 9).

A class (a set) S is called an ordinal (an ordinal number) if S is transitive and well-ordered by the relation
€ U= on S. The property of a class S to be an ordinal will be denoted by On(.5).

Ordinal numbers are usually denoted by Greek letters «, 8, 7y, and so on. The class of all ordinal numbers
is denoted by On. The natural ordering of the class of ordinal numbers is the relation a < f:=a =V a € 5.
The class On is transitive and linearly ordered by the relation € U =.

There are some simple assertions about ordinal numbers:

1. if o is an ordinal number, a is a set, and a € «, then a is an ordinal number;

2. a={B| B € a} for every ordinal number «;

3. a+ 1= aU{a} is the smallest ordinal number that is greater than «;

4. every nonempty set of ordinal numbers has the smallest element.

Therefore the ordered class On is well-ordered. Thus On is an ordinal.
Lemma 1. Let A be a nonempty subclass of the class On. Then A has the smallest element.
Lemma 2. If a is a nonempty set of ordinal numbers, then the following statements hold:

1. the class Ua is an ordinal number;

2. Ua = supa in the ordered class On.

An ordinal number « is called a successor if & = 8+ 1 for some ordinal number 8. This unique number 3
will be denoted by a — 1. In the opposite case « is called a limit ordinal number.

Lemma 3. An ordinal number « is a limit ordinal number if and only if o = sup a.

The smallest (in the class On) nonzero limit ordinal is denoted by w. Ordinals which are smaller than w are
called natural numbers.

The classes F' which are mappings with domains equal to w are called infinite sequences. Mappings with
domains equal to n € w are called finite sequences.
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Theorem 1 (the principle of transfinite induction). Let C be a class of ordinal numbers such that the
following statements hold:

1. o eC,
2.aeC=a+1€(C,

3. (a is a limit ordinal number Ao C C) = a € C.

Then C' = On.
Sets a and b are called equivalent (notation: |a| = |b| or a ~ b) if there exists a bijective mapping u: a — b.
An ordinal number « is called a cardinal if for every ordinal number § the conditions 8 < «a and |5] = |

imply 8 = a. The class of all cardinal numbers will be denoted by Cn. The class Cn with the order induced
from the class On is well-ordered.
The axiom of choice implies the following lemma.

Lemma 4. For every set a there exists an ordinal number o such that |a| = |a.

Now for a set a consider the class {z | z € On A x ~ a}. By Lemma] this class is not empty and therefore
it contains the smallest element «. It is clear that « is a cardinal number. Further, this class contains only one
cardinal number «. This number « is called the cardinality of the set a (it is denoted by |a| or carda). Two
sets having the same cardinality are equivalent. A set of cardinality w is called denumerable. Sets of cardinality
n € w are called finite. A set is called countable if it is finite or denumerable. A set is called infinite if it is not
finite. A set is called uncountable if it is not countable.

Note that if s is an infinite cardinal number, then s is a limit ordinal number.

As for ordinal numbers, we use Greek letters for cardinal numbers: £th infinite cardinal number will be
denoted by we (i.e., the cardinal number w will be denoted also by wy).

Let o be an ordinal. A confinality of « is the ordinal number cf(a) which is equal to the smallest ordinal
number S for which there exists a function f from £ into « such that sup f[5] = .

A cardinal s is called regular if cf(3¢) = ¢, i.e., for every ordinal number § for which there exists a function
f: B — s such that Urng f = s the inequality » <  holds, where Urng f = s means that for every y € s
there exists x € § such that y < f(z).

A cardinal s > w is called (strongly) inaccessible if s is regular and card P(\) < s¢ for all ordinal numbers
A< oo

1.3 Models, Deducibility, and Elementary Equivalence

Since we now suppose that all our constructions are made in the theory NBG, it follows that in the definition
of deduction of a formula ¢ from a totality ¥ we can change condition (1) (“p; belongs to ¥ or is a logical
axiom”) to “p; belongs to ¥ or is a logical axiom or is a proper axiom of the theory NBG.”

Let in the theory NBG some object A be selected. This selected object A is called a universe if in the theory
NBG for all n > 1 the notions of n-finite sequence (z; € A | i € n) of elements of the object A, n-place relation
R C A™, n-place operation O: A — A, and infinite sequence xo,...,2q,... of elements of the object A are
defined.

A model of a first order language L equipped with the universe A is a pair U consisting of the object A and
some correspondence I that assigns to every predicate symbol P* some n-place relation in A, to every function
symbol F* some n-place operation in A, and to every constant symbol ¢; some element of A.

Let s be an infinite sequence xo, ..., Zq,... of elements of the object A.

Define the value of a term t of the language L on the sequence s in the model U (notation: ty[s]) by induction
in the following way:

— if t = v;, then ty[s] = z;;

— if t = ¢;, then ty[s] = I(¢;);
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— ift = F(t1,...,tn), where F'is a function symbol and t1, . . ., ¢, are terms, then ty/[s] = IT(EF]*)(t1y4[S]s - - - s tnas[8])-

Define the translation of a formula ¢ on the sequence s in the model U (notation: U F ¢[s]) by induction in
the following way:

—if ¢ = (P(t1,...,tn)), where P is a predicate symbol and ¢y,...,t, are terms, then U F ¢[s] =
(sl - - tnuls]) € 1(P]));

], ..
— if p = (), then U F p[s] = (U E 0[s]);
— if o= (01 = 02), then U E ¢[s] = (U F 01[s] = U E O5[s]);
—if p=(Vv;0), thenUU Fp[s|]=Vz(x € A=UFEO[z1,.. ., Ti1, T, Tit1, -y Tqy---]))-
Using the abbreviations cited above, we have also the following:

if o= (01 ABs), then U E [s] = (U F O1[s] AU E 03]s));

—if o=(01 V), thenU E p[s]| = (UE 0, VU E Os]s]);
—if p=(Fv;0), thenUU Fp[s]=(Fx(x € ANUEOx1, ..., Zi1, T, i1, -, Tgy---]));

if o= (01 < 63), then U F p[s] = (U E 01[s] & U E b3]s]).

Models U and U’ of a language L are called isomorphic if there exists a bijective mapping f of the set
(universe) A onto the set A’ and the following conditions are satisfied:

1. for every n-place relation R of the model U and the corresponding relation R’ of the modelU’ R(x1,. .., z,)
if and only if R'(f(z1),..., f(zy)) for all zq,..., 2, from A;

2. for every m-place operation G of the model & and the corresponding operation G’ of the model U’

f(G(xla i 7$m)) = G/(f(xl)a .- 7f($m))
for all x1, ...,z from A;

3. for every constant = of the model U and the corresponding constant 2’ of the model U’
flx) =a'.

Every mapping f satisfying these conditions is called an isomorphism of the model U onto the model U’ or an
isomorphism between the models U and U'. The fact that f is an isomorphism of the model U onto the model U’
will be denoted by f: U = U’, and the formula U = U’ means that the models & and U’ are isomorphic.

A model U’ is called a submodel of a model U if A C A and

1. every n-place relation R’ of the model I’ is the restriction on the set A’ of the corresponding relation R
of the model U, i.e., R = RN (A")";

2. every m-place operation G’ of the model U’ is the restriction on the set A’ of the corresponding operation G
of the model U, i.e., G' = G|(A")™;

3. every constant of the model U’ coincides with the corresponding constant of the model U.

We shall use the notation U’ C U to express the fact that I’ is a submodel of the model . If i is a submodel
of a model V, then V is called an extension of the model U.

Now we shall give a formal definition of satisfiability. Let ¢ be an arbitrary formula of a language £, let all
its variables, free and bound, be contained in the set vy, ...,vq, and let zg, ..., z, be an arbitrary sequence of
elements of the set A. We define the predicate

@ 15 true on the sequence xo,...,xq in the model U, or xy,...,x, satisfies the formula ¢ in U.
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Let U be some fixed model of a language £. The following sentence shows that the assertion
U E= oo, ... vp)[T0,. ., 24
depends only on the values zo,...,z,, where p < g.

Proposition 2. 1. Lett(vy,...,vp) be a term, and let zo, ..., xq and Yo, ..., yr be two sequences of elements
such that p < q, p <r, and x; = y; whenever v; is a free variable of the term t. Then

t[zo, ..., xq) = t[Yo, -, Yr)-
2. Let ¢ be a formula, let all its variables, free and bound, belong to the set vy, ..., vy, and let xo,..., T4 and
Yo, - - -, Yr be two sequences of elements such that p < q, p < r, and x; = y; whenever v; is a free variable

in the formula . Then
UEplzo,....zq] if and only if U = elyo,. .., Yr]

This proposition allows us to give the following definition. Let ¢(vo,...,v,) be a formula, and let all its
variables, free and bound, be contained in the set vy, ...,vq, where p < q. Let zo,...,, be a sequence of
elements of the set A. We shall say that ¢ is true in U on o, ..., xp,

U E oz, ...,z
if  is true in U on xg,...,Tp, ..., 2, with some (or, equivalently, any) sequence xp11,...,Z,.

Let ¢ be a sentence, and let all its bound variables be contained in the set vg,...,v,. We shall say that ¢ is

true in the model U (notation: U |= @) if ¢ is true in U on some (equivalently, any) sequence zo, ..., Z,.

Now we say that
a sentence o s true in U,

if
U E olxo,...,xq4) for some (or, equivalently, for any) sequence xo, . ..,xq of elements from A.

We use special notation U | o to express this fact.

In the case where ¢ is not true in U, we say that o is false in U, or that o does not hold in U, or that U is
a model of the sentence —o. If we have a set 3 of sentences, we say that U is a model of this set if U is a model
of every sentence o € X. It is useful to denote this concept by U = 2. A sentence o which holds in every model
of a language L is called true. A sentence (or a set of sentences) is called satisfiable if it has at least one model.
A sentence o is called refutable if —o is satisfiable.

A sentence ¢ is called a corollary from a sentence o (notation: o | ) if every model of the sentence o is
also a model of . A sentence ¢ is called a corollary of a set of sentences ¥ (notation: ¥ = ¢) if every model
of ¥ is also a model of . Therefore

SU{c}E¢ ifandonlyif ¥ E o= .

Models U and V of a language L are called elementarily equivalent if every sentence holds in ¢/ if and only
if it holds in V. We express this relation between models by the notation =. It is clear that the relation = is
an equivalence relation.

Any two isomorphic models of the same language are elementarily equivalent. If two models of the same
language are elementarily equivalent and one of them is finite, then they are also isomorphic. If models are
infinite and elementarily equivalent, they are not necessarily isomorphic. For example, the field C of complex
numbers and the field Q of algebraic numbers are elementarily equivalent, but not isomorphic, because they
have different cardinalities.

Besides first order languages described above, we shall need to consider second-order languages, in which we
can also quantify predicates, i.e., use predicate symbols as variables. Such languages will be described in the
following sections. We shall say that two models of the same language (for example, a second-order language) £
are equivalent in this language if for every sentence of the language £ it holds in the first model if and only if
it holds in the second one.
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1.4 Ultrafilters, Ultraproducts, and Ultrapowers

The construction of ultraproduct became a strong instrument in the model theory. We shall describe it in this
section (see [1]).

Let I be any nonempty set. By P(I) we denote the set of all subsets of the set I. A filter D over the set [
is a set D C P(I) which satisfies the following conditions:

1. I eD,
2. if X, Y € D, then XNY € D,
3.f XeDand X CZ C1,then Z € D.

Since I € D, every filter D is nonempty. Now we give some examples: the trivial filter D = {I}; the
improper filter D = P(I); the filter D = {X C I:'Y C X} for any set Y C I (this filter is called the principal
filter, generated by the set V).

A filter D over a set I is called an ultrafilter over I if for any X € P(I)

X eD ifandonlyif (I'\X)¢D.
Let I be any nonempty set, D be a proper filter over I, and let A; be a nonempty set for each i € I. Consider
c =14
icl

the Cartesian product of these sets. In other words, C' is the set of all mappings f which are defined on I and
are such that f(i) € A; for each ¢ € I. The mappings f, g € C are said to be D-equivalent (notation: f =p g) if

{iel: f(i)=g(i)} € D.
Proposition 3. The relation =p is an equivalence relation on the set C.

Now let fp be the equivalence class which contains the mapping f:

fD:{dGCZf:Dg}.

We now define the filter product over sets A; by the filter D as the set of all equivalence classes of the relation =p.

We denote it by [] A;. Therefore,
D
14 = {fD: fe HAl}.
D

icl
The set I is called the set of indices of [[ A;. If D is an ultrafilter over I, the filter product [] 4; is called the
D D
ultraproduct. If all A; coincide (i.e., A; = A), the filter product is denoted by [] A and called the filter power of
D

the set A by the filter D. In particular, if D is an ultrafilter, then J] A is called the ultrapower of the set A by
the filter D. D
Now we give the definition of the filter product of models. Suppose that [ is any nonempty set, D is a proper
filter over I, and U; is a model of the language L for every i € I. We suppose that the predicate symbols P are
interpreted in the model U; as P;, the function symbols F' as F;, and the constant symbols ¢ as ¢;.
By definition, the filter product [[U; is the model of the language £ which is defined by the following;:
D

i. the universe of the model is the set ] A4;;
D
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ii. let P be some n-place predicate symbol of the language £. This symbol P is interpreted in the model

[T1U; as the relation P, satisfying the condition
D

P(fh,...,f») ifand onlyif {i e I: Py(f*(i),...,f"(i))} € D;

iii. let F' be some n-place function symbol of the language £. The symbol F' is interpreted in HZ/{ by means
of the following mapping F:

F(fps--s ) = (Fi(f1(0), ... f()): i€ D)p
iv. let ¢ be a constant symbol of the language £. This symbol is interpreted as the element
c=(¢:iep

of the set [] A;.
D
Proposition 4. Let [[U be an ultrapower of a model U. Then [TU =U.
D D

The following important theorem was proved by Keisler and Shelah (the proof can be found in [7]).
Theorem 2 (the isomorphism theorem). Let U and V be models of the language L. Then U and V are

elementarily equivalent if and only if they have isomorphic ultrapowers.

1.5 Basic Notions from the Category Theory. Category of Modules over Rings

We took the basic definitions and notions of this section from [§].
We shall consider an algebraic system C, consisting of two classes Obj and Mor, and three operations:
collection, composition (denoted by o) and identification, satisfying the following conditions.

1. Collection maps every element of the class Mor to an ordered pair of elements of the class Obj (if f is an
element of the class Mor and A, B € Obj are the corresponding elements, then we write f € Mor(A, B)).

2. Composition maps some pairs of elements from Mor to elements from Mor (if f, g are elements from Mor
and h is the corresponding element from Mor, then we write h = f o g).

3. Identification maps every element A from the class Obj to some element f € Mor(A, A) (we write f = 14).
4. For every A € Obj we have 14 € Mor(4, A).

5. For every A, B,C € Obj, f € Mor(A4, B), g € Mor(B, () there exists h € Mor(A, C) such that h = go f.
6. For every A, B,C, D € Obj, w € Mor(A, B), v € Mor(B, C), u € Mor(C, D) we have (uov)ow = uo(vow).
7. For every A, B € Obj, u € Mor(B, A), v € Mor(A, B) we have lyou=wuand vols =wv.

Elements u € Mor(A, B) are called morphisms from the object A into the object B. The formula f €
Mor(A, B) will be denoted also by f: A — B.

The category mod-R of left modules over a fixed ring R consists of all left modules over the ring R and all
homomorphisms between them.

If C and D are categories then a covariant functor T: C — D is a pair of mappings

ObjC — Obj D, T Mor C' — Mor D,
X—TX, f—Tf,
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which preserve composition of morphisms and identity morphisms:

T(fog)=TfoTg Vf,geMorC,
Tlg =174 VA € ObjC.

A functor T: C' — D is called univalent if for all objects X, Y of the category C the induced mapping

Morc(X,Y) — Morp(TX,TY),
f=Tf
is injective.

The category of sets SETS is the category C' in which ObjC' is the class of all sets and Mor C' is the class of
all mappings of sets.

A morphism f € Mor(A, B) of a category C is called an equivalence if there exists a morphism g € Mor(B, A)
such that go f = 14 and f o g = 1. A morphism g with this property is denoted by f~'. An object A is
equivalent to an object B (notation: A ~ B) if there exists an equivalence f € Mor(A, B). It is clear that all
these notions can be expressed in the first order language:

f € Mor(A, B) is an equivalence < 3g € Mor(B,A) (fog=1pAgo f=14);
A~ B < 3f € Mor(A, B) (F is an equivalence).

In the category mod-R an equivalence f € Mor(A, B) is called an isomorphism of the modules A and B, and
equivalent modules are called isomorphic (A = B). An equivalence f € Mor(A4, A) is called an automorphism
of the module A.

Let S: C — D and T: C — D be two covariant functors. A natural transformation S — T is a function h
which maps every object A € C' to a morphism h(A): S(A) — T'(A) such that for every morphism f: A — A’
of the category C' we have

T(f)h(A) = h(A")S(f).
A natural transformation h: S — T between functors S and T is called a natural equivalence of S and T if h(A)
is an equivalence for all A € Obj(C). In this case, we use the notation S ~ T

An equivalence C — D between two categories consists of an ordered pair (T,S) of covariant functors

T:C — D and S: D — C and a pair of natural equivalences

ST~1c and TS~ 1p

of functors. In this case, we say that C' and D are equivalent categories (notation: C =~ D).

An object T € Obj of a category C is called a left zero (an initial object) of the category C' if for every
object X € Obj there exists a unique morphism f € Mor(T, X). In the first order language this property can
be expressed as

T is a left zero < VX € Obj 3f € Mor(T, X)Vg € Mor(T, X) (g = f).

An object F'is called a right zero of a category C' if for every object X € Obj there exists a unique morphism
f € Mor(X, F). An object of a category C' is called a zero object if it is a left and right zero simultaneously.
This object is definable in the first order language. In the category mod-R a zero object is the zero module.

We say that a morphism f € Mor(X,Y) can be let trough an object @ if 3g € Mor(X, Q) 3h € Mor(Q,Y)
(f =hog). A morphism is called a zero morphism if it can be let trough a zero object:

f € Mor(A, B) is a zero morphism < 3g € Mor(A4, 0) 3h € Mor(0, B) (f = hog).

In the category mod-R zero morphisms between modules A and B are morphisms having the form f(a) =
0 € Bforallac A.

A morphism f € Mor(A, B) is called a retraction if 3g € Mor(B, A) (fog = 1p). A morphism f € Mor(A, B)
is called a coretraction if 3g € Mor(B, A) (go f = 14). If the category mod-R every retraction f € Mor(A, B) is
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an epimorphic homomorphism of the module A onto the module B, i.e., a homomorphism f: A — B such that
Vb€ Bda € A(f(a) =b). If f is a retraction f: A — B in the category mod-R, then let us consider the set
A’ = g[B]. Tt is clear that A’ is a submodule in A. Tt is clear that f|4 0 g = 15. We show that go f|a = 14.
Let a € A’. Then 3b € B (g(b) = a). In this case, g(f(a)) = g(f(g(b))) = g(b) = a. Therefore A = B. Further,
consider A” = Ker f, i.e., a € A” & f(a) =0 € B. Tt is clear that A = A’ @ A”. Thus a retraction in the
category mod-R is an isomorphism of some direct summand of the module A onto the module B. Similarly,
a coretraction is an isomorphic embedding of the module A in the module B such that the image of the module A
is a direct summand in B.

An object A of a category C'is called a generator in C'if VX,Y € Obj Vf, f/ € Mor(X,Y) 3g € Mor(4, X) (fo
g# [ og). An object A is called a cogenerator in C if VX, Y € Obj Vf, f' € Mor(X,Y)3g € Mor(Y, A) (go f #
gof').

A morphism f € Mor(A, B) is called a monomorphism if YC € Obj Vg1,g2 € Mor(C,A)(f og1 = fo
g2 = g1 = g2). A morphism f € Mor(A, B) is called an epimorphism if VC € Obj Vg1,g2 € Mor(B,C)
(rof=g20f= g1 =g2). A morphism f € Mor is called a proper monomorphism if it is a monomorphism
and is not an equivalence. We shall say that f < g for some f,g € Mor if f and ¢g are monomorphisms and
Jh € Mor (f = goh).

An object A € Obj is called projective if

VX,Y € Obj Vf € Mor(X,Y) (f is an epimorphism = Vg € Mor(A,Y) 3g € Mor(4, X)(g=go f)).
An object A € Obj is called injective if
VX,Y € Obj Vf € Mor(X,Y) (f is a monomorphism = Vg € Mor(Y, 4) (G =go f)).

All these properties are elementary, i.e., they can be expressed in the first order language.

Let I be some subset of the universe and {4;}ics be a set of left R-modules. Counsider the set F' of mappings
from the set I such that Vi € I f(i) € A;. On the set F' we can introduce the structure of R-module in the
following way: if f,g € F, then (f +¢)(i):= f(i) +g(i) € A;; if f € F, r € R, then (rf)(i) :=rf(i) € A;. This
module F is called the product of the set of modules {A;}icr and is denoted by [] A;. If A;, = Afor alli € I,

il
then the product [] 4; is denoted by Al. For every k € I the set of mappings satisfying the condition f(i) = 0
il
for i # k is a module which is isomorphic to the module Ag. Such a module will be considered as a natural
embedding of the module Ay in the module ] A4;.
iel

Further, consider the set S of mappings f from the set I such that Vi € I f(i) € A; and f(i) # 0 only
for a finite set of elements from I. On the set S we can similarly introduce the structure of R-module. The
module S is called the direct sum of a set of modules {A;};cr and is denoted by |J A;. If A; = Aforallie I,

then the direct sum |J A; is denoted by AU, el
icl
The product of a finite set Ay, ..., A, is denoted by

ﬁAz or A1><"'><An,

i=1
and the direct sum is denoted by
n
U4 or Are-- oA,
i=1

An I x J-matriz over a set S is a mapping f: I x J — S. Therefore a matrix is an element of the set S7*7.
If S contains only two different elements 0 and 1, then the Kronecker delta is a matrix §: I x I — S such that
51’1':1 andéij ZOlfl#j
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Proposition 5. Let C be a category with zero. If A= [] A; is a product in the category C, then there exists
il

a family of retractions p;: A — A; and a family of coretractions u;: A; — A which can be uniquely defined by

the condition

piuj = ijla,
foralli,jel.
Dually, if |J A; is a direct sum, then there exist coretractions u;: A; — A and there exist uniquely defined
by u; retmctiolfzé pi: A — A; such that
pittj = 6514,
foralli,jel.

Product of two objects is definable in the first order language. The same is fulfilled for a product and direct
sum of any given finite number of objects.

Let C be some concrete category. For an arbitrary set S consider the category (S, C), with objects which
are mappings f: S — A, where A is an object of the category C. Morphisms of the category (S, C) are defined
as morphisms A — B of the category C such that for the given objects S — A and S — B of the category
(S, C) the diagram

S A
p e

—
B

is commutative.
A left zero fg: S — F(S) of a category (5, C) is called a free object of the category C over the set S.
In other words, for every mapping f: S — A there exists a unique morphism h: F(S) — A such that

f=hofs.
For objects of the category mod-R the following notions are definable in the first order language:
modules X and Y are isomorphic;
a module X is embeddable in a module Y;
there exists a surjection from a module X onto a module Y;
a module X is isomorphic to a direct summand of a module Y;
a module X is isomorphic to the direct sum of modules Y and Z;
a module X is projective;
a module X is injective;
a module X is a generator;
a module X is a cogenerator.
In the general case the following properties of modules of the category mod-R are not definable:
a module X is free;
a module X is equal to A! for some set A;

a module X is equal to A for some set A.

19



2 An Analogue of the Morita Theorem
for Elementary Equivalence of Categories of Modules

In 2003 we studied elementary properties of categories of modules over rings, endomorphism rings of modules,
and automorphism groups of modules over rings. Our interest to these questions was attracted by the paper [16]
of V. Tolstykh.

2.1 Some Facts about the Category mod-R

A factormodule of a module M by its submodule N is the module consisting of all equivalence classes a ~ b <
a —b € N and such that (a + N)r = ar + N. The property of a module L to be isomorphic to a factormodule
of the module M is a first order property: 3f € Mor(M, L) (f is an epimorphism).

Let C be some concrete category. If B and A are its objects and B C A, then B is a subobject in A. If
A is a subset and N is a subobject in A, then S generates N if N is an intersection of all subobjects of the
object A containing S. In this case, we use the notation N = (S). A subobject M of an object A is called
finitely generated, countably generated, or generated by a elements ift M = (T), where |T| < wy, |T| < wo, or
|T'| < a, respectively. In the general case these properties are not elementary.

A family {;};c; which generates a submodule N of a module M is called a system of generators of the
submodule N. If every element of the module can be uniquely represented as a linear combination of generators,
then {z;}icr is called a basis of the module N, and the cardinality of the set I is called a basic number of this
module. A family {x;};cs is called linearly independent over R.

The module RY) is a free module over the set I.

Proposition 1. 1. If R is a ring and X is an object of the category mod-R, then there exist a set of
indices I and some epimorphism f: RY) — X, i.e., every R-module is isomorphic to a factormodule of
a free R-module.

2. If {u;: R — RUWYcr are injections into the direct sum, then {u;(1)}icr is a basis of the free module R,
3. The object R is a generator in the category mod-R.

The basic number in a general situation depends on the choice of the basis and therefore can not be an
invariant of the module F = RY). But it does not depend on the choice of the basis if F' is a free module under
an infinite set I.

Proposition 2. An R-module P is projective if and only if it is isomorphic to a direct summand of a free
module.

Corollary. A module P is finitely generated and projective if and only if R™ = P @® X for some integer n > 0
and some module X .

Proof. If R™ = P @ X for some integer n > 0, then it is clear that P is projective and finitely generated.
Conversely, let P be finitely generated and projective. Since P is projective, we have P® Q = R() for some
set I. Let the set I be infinite. Consider the set {p1,...,pr} of elements which generate P and the basis {e; }icr
of the module RY). Every p; is a linear combination of a finite number of elements of the basis, therefore only
a finite subset of {e;};cr belongs to all linear combinations for all p;. Thus P C R ¢ R(I), and R™ is a direct
summand in RY). Consequently, P ® (Q N R(™) = R, O

Proposition 3. A module M € mod-R is a generator if and only if every R-module X is a factormodule of
the module M) for some set I.

Proposition 4. An object G of the category mod-R is a generator if and only if there exist an integer n > 0
and an isomorphism G = R @ X for some object X € mod-R.
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A module M is called simple if it has only two submodules 0 and M. If M is some module and S is its
submodule, then M/S is simple if and only if S is a maximal submodule. Every finitely generated module M
has maximal submodules. Therefore for every ring R in the category mod-R there exist some simple modules
(they can be isomorphic to each other). It is clear that the property of a module to be simple is definable in
the first order language.

Proposition 5. For every simple module M every submodule P of the module MY is isomorphic to M) for
some set J with cardinality not greater than the cardinality of I.

A module P € mod-R is called a progenerator if it is finitely generated and projective and P is a generator
in mod-R.

Two rings R and S are called similar (denoted by R ~ S) if there exist a progenerator P € mod-R and
a ring isomorphism S = Endg P.

The following famous theorem is cited here without proof (its proof can be found in |8, Theorem 4.29]).

Theorem 1 (Morita theorem). The following conditions are equivalent:
1. mod-R ~ mod-S;
2. R~ S.
In the sequel, we shall also need the following theorem from [§] (see 4.35).
Theorem 2. If A is a commutative Ting and a ring B is similar to the ring A, then A is isomorphic to the

center of B. Therefore two commutative rings are similar if and only if they are isomorphic.

2.2 Progenerators in the Category mod-R

Let a formula Simp(M) be true in the category mod-R for simple modules and only for them. Consider an
object X satisfying the formula

Sum® (X, M) :=Simp(M) A (X @ M = X)AVY € Obj(Y &M =Y = 3Q € Obj (Y 2 X & Q)).

The property Y @ M 2= Y means that Y = M) @ Z for some object Z € mod-R. Therefore X is
a module which contains M) as its direct summand and it itself is a direct summand in M), Tt follows
from Proposition B that in this case X = M), Thus for every simple module M the formula Sum$,(X) :=
Sum® (X, M) defines the module M),

The formula

Sum™™ (X, M) := Sum’{™(X) : = Simp(M) A FY € Obj (Sumy,(Y) A3IQ € Obj(Y XX B Q) A X 2Y)

holds for all finite direct sums of the simple module M and only for them.
The formula

Sum (X, M) :=Sump (X) :=Simp(M) AVY Y CXAY #0=3P(Y X P M))
defines the class Sumj; of all direct sums of the module M. Introduce the relation
(X <Y):=3f € Mor(X,Y) (f is a monomorphism)

on this class.

The class Sumj; is well-ordered with respect to the order < and there exists a natural bijection from the
class Sumj; onto the class Cn of all cardinal numbers.

The formula
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Pret(P) := (P is projective) A (P is a generator)
A 3M € Obj 3f € Mor(P, M) (Simp(M) A (f is an epimorphism))

holds for all projective modules having maximal submodules, in particular it must hold for projective finitely
generated generators (progenerators).

By (M, ) (or (MT, f¥)) we shall denote a pair (a simple module M, an epimorphism f from P onto M)
for a module P such that Pret(P).

Consider a module N satisfying the formula Sum}" (N). Such a module N has the form M) for some
natural n. We shall denote this module by Ngq(M).

Consider now the formula

Under(P, M, N, X) :=Underyr y(X):=N = Nyg(M) A 3g € Mor(X, N)
(g is an epimorphism A Viys € Mor(M, N)Vpa € Mor(N, M)
(ppoiy =1y = Fi € Mor(P,X)3dp € Mor(X,P) (poi=1pAgoi=ipyofAfop=prpuog))
A VYinr, iy, € Mor(M, N)Vpar, phy € Mor(M, M) Vi,i' € Mor(P, X)Vp,p' € Mor(X, P)
(paroiv =pyoiyy =lm Apoi=poi’=1pAgoi=iyofAfop=puog
ANgoi' =iyyof Nfop =pyogApuoiy =pyocin=0=poi’ =p oi=0)).

This formula means that

1. for the module X there exists an epimorphism g: X — N such that for every pair (iys, pas) consisting of
an embedding of the module M into the module N and an inverse projection of the module N onto the
module M there exists a pair (¢,p) consisting of an embedding of the module P into the module X and
an inverse projection of the module X onto the module P such that the diagrams

P 45 X Pr & X
LE g and Lf g
M M N M ¥* N

are commutative;

2. if embeddings iy and %, of the module M into the module N are such that their images in N do not
intersect, then the images of the corresponding embeddings 4,7 : P — X also do not intersect.

Look at the module X in this case.

Suppose that N = M = M, & --- @ M, where M; = M for every 1 < i < n. Let i™: M — N and
le: N — M be such that rng le = M; and le o le = 1. To these pairs of embeddings correspond the pairs
(i1,p1) such that ¢;: P — X, p;: X — P, poi; = 1p, and the images of embeddings ¢; and i, for different
! and m do not intersect and are independent. Therefore the module P is a direct summand in X. Now we
only need to consider a module X’ satisfying the formula

Und(P, M, N, X") := Undy pr(X’) := VX (Underpr n(X) = 3Q (X = X' @ X')).

We shall get the module X’ which is a direct summand in the module P™ and has the module P(™ as its
direct summand.
Now consider the following formula:

Finite(P, X) := Finitep(X) := 3(MT, f¥)3Y € Obj (Sum};*(Y) A Undy pr (X))
This formula defines modules X with the property

InewdQ,Q (X adQ2P™AX~pPMagqQ),
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i.e., all modules of the form P and some other finitely generated modules.
Every projective finitely generated module is a direct summand of the module R™ for some n € w, and,
respectively, if P is finitely generated and projective, then for every generator S

PoQx=sm

for some m € w and some module Q. If a module P is not finitely generated, then there exists a progenerator S
such that P can not be embedded in S for any n € w.
Therefore the formula

Proobr(P) : = Pret(P) A VS € Obj (Pret(S) = 3X € Obj (Finites(X) A 3Q € Obj (P & Q = X)))

defines all progenerators in the category mod-R.

Thus having the category mod-R we automatically have (with the help of the formula Proobr()) the class
of all progenerators in this category.

Note also that having some fixed progenerator P, we have the class of all modules which are direct summands
in PUY) and simultaneously have P() as a direct summand. It is clear that each such module has the form
PU) @ X, where X is some projective module which can be embedded in PU). Every such module can be
represented as RY) @Y, where Y is a projective module of rank < |I|. We shall call such modules almost free
modules of rank |I| over the ring R.

2.3 The Ring Endgr P

Consider now some progenerator P and the set Mor(P, P). The operation of multiplication on this set can be
introduced as
(f=gxh):=(f=goh).

Introduce now the operation of addition. For this purpose we consider the module P & P with two embeddings
i1,12 € Mor(P, P ® P) and two projections p1,pa € Mor(P @ P, P) with the conditions p; 041 = py 0iy = 1p,
protg =proip =0.

For a given f € Mor(P, P) consider the morphism Gry € Mor(P @ P, P @& P) which is defined by the
conditions

p1oGryoiy =1p,
p2 o Gryoip = 1p,
p2 o Gryoiyp =0,
proGryoig = f.

It is clear that the mapping
Gr: Mor(P,P) - Mor(P@® P,P& P), fw Gry,

is injective and that for every morphism g € Mor(P® P, P® P) satisfying the conditions pjogoi; = paogois = 1p
and pe 0 g 041 = 0 there exists a morphism f € Mor(P, P) such that Gry = g.
Define
(f =g+ h):=(Gry = GrgoGry).

Thus we have introduced on the set Mor(P, P) the structure of ring which is isomorphic to the ring Endg(P).

Indeed, let us show that for any three endomorphisms f, g, h € Endg P = Mor(P, P) the relation f =g+ h
is true if and only if Gr¢ = Gry o Grp,. Consider the morphisms Gry and Gry, and the morphism G = Grg o Gry,.
The mappings ki = i10p; and kg = iz0ps from Mor(P @ P, P® P) are such that Vo € PO P (z = k1 () +ka(2)),
ie., k1 + ko = lpgp. Thus,

pioGoig =p;1oGrgoGryoip =pyoGrgolpgpoGryoiy
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=p10Grgo(ig op; +iz0p2) o Gryoip =pjoGrgo(ig opy o Gryoip +iz0pg 0Gryoiy)
:ploGrgOi101P+0:1P,

and, similarly, ps o Gois = 1p, ps 0 G 047 = 0 and, finally,
p10Goiy =p;oGrgoGryoiz=p;oGrgo(iyopy +iz0pz)oGryoip
= (p1oGrgoiy)o(proGryoig)+ (proGrgoiz)o(pyoGryoiz) =golp+lpoh=g+h.

Thus we get the required equivalence.

2.4 The Case of Finite Rings

Lemma 1. The endomorphism ring Endgr P of any progenerator P of the category mod-R with a finite ring R
is finite.

Proof. The module P is a submodule of the module R for some n. Since the ring R is finite, also the module
R is finite and therefore the module P is also finite. It is clear that the endomorphism ring of a finite module
is finite. O

Lemma 2. For every finite ring R there exists a sentence wr of the first order language of the ring theory
which is true in a ring X if and only if X = R.

Proof. Consider a finite ring R. Suppose that it contains exactly m different elements a1, ..., am, and a; +a; =
(i j)s @i @j = Gpij)- Then the required sentence g has the form

Exl...ﬂxm< /\ xi;ﬁx])/\(b’x\/x:xi)/\( /\ ai—l—aj:as(i’j))/\( /\ ai-aj:ap(iyj)).
,JEMIF£] iEm i,JEM 1,JEM
O

Theorem 3. If categories mod-R and mod-S are elementarily equivalent and the ring R is finite, then R =
Endg P for some progenerator module P of the category mod-S.

Proof. In the category mod-R the sentence
£ :=3P € Obj (Proobr(P) A ¢ror(p,p))

is true. Therefore, the sentence £ is true in the category mod-S, i.e., the endomorphism ring of some progenerator
is isomorphic to the ring R. O

Corollary. The categories mod-R and mod-S, where R is a finite ring, are elementarily equivalent if and only
if they are Morita-equivalent.

Proof. If categories mod-R and mod-S are Morita-equivalent, they are clearly elementarily equivalent.

If categories mod-R and mod-S are elementarily equivalent and the ring R is finite, then, by Theorem Bl
R = Endg P for some progenerator P of the category mod-S, i.e., the rings R and .S are similar. By the Morita
Theorem (Sec. 2.1, Theorem [I), in this case the categories mod-R and mod-S are Morita-equivalent. (]

Now we assume that the rings R and S are infinite.
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2.5 Beautiful Linear Combinations

We apply the results of S. Shelah (1976) (see [I4]) on interpretation of the set theory in a category.

Suppose that we have some fixed ring R, the category mod-R, and in the category mod-R we have some
simple module M which corresponds to the fixed progenerator P, V.= M) |I| = u, where p is an infinite
cardinal number. Let a set A = {a; | i € I} be such that Vi € I (a; € M; A a; #0).

For every f € Mor(A, B) let Rng f be the image of f in B, Cl B be the closure of the set B C V in V| i.e.,
the smallest submodule in V containing the set B. Further, let b = Cl{b}.

As usual, Z denotes a finite sequence of variables Z = (x1,...,z,). A linear combination a1 + - - - + @2y,
where o; € R, will be also denoted by 7(x1,...,zy,) or 7(Z). We shall call such a linear combination reduced if
all «; are nonzero.

A linear combination 7(z1,...,%,) = @121 + - -+ + @y, is called beautiful (see [14]) if

a. for every linear combination o(z1,..., %) = f121 + - - + BT, we have the equality

r(o(xl,. ..zl ), o@2,...,22),...,o@},...,2"))
=o(r(z], 23, ..., 2}),7(xd, 23, ..., 2h), .. T(2h,, 22, ah);

c. we have the equality
T(z,...,2) = .

It is easy to show that all beautiful linear combinations have the form

n
Q1T + -+ ATy, QG EZ(R), aiajzéijai, Zaizl.
=1

Theorem 4. There exists a formula @, satisfying the following condition. Let f; be an m-tuple of elements of
Mor(V, M) for every i <io < pu*. Then we can find a vector g such that the formula @, (f,g) holds in mod-R
if and only if f =7(fi,,--., fi,) for some beautiful linear combination T and some i1 < -+ < i, <ig < pT.

2.6 A Generating Set of the Module V'

Recall that by V we denote a module M) for some infinite cardinal number p and a fixed simple module M.

Let V = |J M, where M; = M for every t € u, and suppose that in the module M some generating (i.e.,
teEpn
nonzero) element a is fixed and in every M; the corresponding element a; is fixed.

We shall use Theorem Hl for m = 1 and f; € Mor(V, M) such that f;(a:) = d;ra. Then there exist g* and
a formula ¢(f, g*) such that the formula ¢(f, §*) holds if and only if f = 7(f,,..., fi,), where i1 < -+ <i, < p
and the linear combination 7 is beautiful.

We know that in this case 7(x1,...,&n) = r121 + - - - + TnTp, wWhere r;r; = §;;m; forall 4,5 =1,...,n and
r+--+ry =1

Consider a mapping r fi, : V. — M. We know that 74 f;, (a;,) = ri - a and r f;, (ar) = 0 for ¢ # ig. In the
module M consider a set N C M such that n € N < 1, -n = 0. If ny,ne € N, then ri(n1 + ne) = 0, whence
ny+ne € N. If r € R, n € N, then rp(rn) = r(rpn) = 0, whence rn € N. Thus N is an ideal in M, i.e.,
N ={0} or N = M. Let rga # 0 and r;a # 0 for some different k and . Then rib # 0 and r;b # 0 for all b € M,
i.e., r(rra) # 0, but this is impossible. Therefore rya # 0 only for one k € {1,...,n}. Fromr; +---+ 1, = 1,
ie., from (11 4+ -+ + 7, )a = a, it follows that such k necessarily exists and rya = a. Consequently, for some &
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we have 7y, fi, (a;,) = a and ry fi, (a;) = 0 for t # iy, and for | # k we have r;f;,(a;) = 0 for all t € I*. Thus,
f = fi, for some k€ {1,...,n}.

Thus we have shown that there exists such g* that the formula o(f, §*) defines in V' some set consisting of
1 independent projectors from V onto M. We shall obtain the required g* if we write a formula stating that
the space generated by the images of those i € Mor(M, V') that satisfy 3f (p(f,g*) A foi = 1p) is isomorphic
to V and, if we exclude any pair (f,7) from this space, the new space will not coincide with the initial one.

Recall that together with the simple module M we have fixed a progenerator P and an epimorphism h: P —
M, and together with the module V = M) we have fixed a module V’ which is an almost free module of
rank i over P with an epimorphism h’: V/ — V such that for every projection i: V' — M there exists a unique
projection i’: V/ — P such that ioh/ = ho7'.

The set consisting of all projections g € Mor(V, M) satisfying the formula ¢(g*,g) will be denoted by
Geng- (V, M). The set consisting of all projections g € Mor(V’, P) satisfying the formula 3f € Geng-(V, M) (fo
R = hog) will be denoted by Geng- ,(V', P).

2.7 The Second Order Logic and the Structure (Cn, ring)

Consider the structure (Cn, ring), consisting of the class Cn of all cardinal numbers and the ring ring with
usual ring relations 4+ and o. The second-order logic of the structure (L2({Cn, ring))) allows to use in formulas
arbitrary predicate symbols of the form

P)\l,...)\k(clu sy Cey UL, . e 7Un)7
where A1, ..., \; are fixed cardinal numbers, ¢1, ..., ci are variables for elements from Ay, ..., \;, respectively,
and vy, ..., v, are variables for ring elements.

Therefore, in formulas of this language we can use the following subformulas.
1. Vr € ring.
2. dr €ring.
Vi € Cn.

- W

Jsc € Cn.

5. Ya € s, where s is either a free variable of the formula ¢ or is defined in the formula ¢ before a (with
the help of the subformula V3¢ € Cn or 3s¢ € Cn).

6. Ja € s, where x is either a free variable of the formula ¢ or is defined in the formula ¢ before o (with
the help of the subformula Vs € Cn or 35 € Cn).

7. 11 =7r9+1r3, 1 = ro X713, r1 = ro, where each of the variables rq, ro, and r3 is either a free variable of the
formula ¢ or defined in the formula ¢ before (with the help of the subformula Vr; € ring or 3r; € ring).

8. 311 = 519, where each of the variables s, 15 is either a free variable of the formula ¢ or defined in the
formula ¢ before (with the help of the subformula ¥s¢; € Cn or Js¢; € Cn).

9. a1 = ag, where each of the variables oy, as is either a free variable of the formula ¢ or defined in the
formula ¢ (with the help of the subformula Yo, € 3; or Ja; € ;).

10. VPuy . e (C1ye vyl 01, ooy 0p), APy s (C1y ooy R 01, - -, Uy ), Where each of the variables s, ..., 5 is
either a free variable of the formula ¢ or defined in the formula ¢ before (with the help of the subformula
Vs; € Cn or Js¢; € Cn).

26



11. Py e (@1, yag; 71, ..o, ), where each of the variables s, ..., s, a1, ..., ak, T1,...,7, and also the
“predicative variable”

P (Clye e Cli 01,0, Up)

is either a free variable of the formula ¢ or defined in the formula ¢ before (with the help of the subformulas

Vs, € Cn, 334 € Cn, Yoy € 3, oy € 5, Vry € ring, 3Iry € ring, VP, . s (€1, .., CliV1, ..., VUp), OF
AP, s (Clye ey Cli V1, ..., ), 54 is introduced in the formula before a; for every i = 1,...,k, and
P (1, .o cpv1, ..., 0y) is introduced after all se,. .., 5.

Theorem 5. Let R and S be rings. Suppose that there exists a sentence ¢ of the language L2({Cn,ring)) which
is true in the ring R, false in any ring similar to R, and not equivalent to it in the language L2({Cn,ring)). If
the categories mod-R and mod-S are elementarily equivalent, then there exists a ring S’ which is similar to S
and such that the structures (Cn, R) and (Cn, S’) are equivalent in the logic Lo.

Proof. Suppose that some progenerator P in the category mod-T', where T is some ring, is fixed. Then, according
to the previous sections, we have formulas defining a simple module M which corresponds to the module P,
modules M) for all > € Cn, modules M for all n € w, modules M(® for infinite & € Cn, almost free
modules V* of rank s € Cn, » € w, » > w, and, besides, for every module M *) (or V*) its generating sets
Geng (M) M) (or Geng-(V*, R)). Further (see Sec. 2.3), for any f,g € Mor(P, P) we suppose, that their
sum f @ g € Mor(P, P) and product f ® g € Mor(P, P) are known.

Consider any arbitrary sentence ¢ in the language La({Cn, ring)). As it was shown before, this sentence can
contain the following subformulas.

1. Vr €ring.
2. Jr € ring.
Vs € Cn.

- w

Jsc € Cn.

o

Va € s.
da € 2.
T = T2—|—T3.

r =T2-T3.

© % N >

rH = Tro.
10. 311 = 20,
11. a1 = Q9.
12. VP, s (Cly vy Clis V1, - oy Up).
13. 3P, s (C1y ey Cls V1, ooy Up).
14. Py e (Q1y ey aps 71y ).

We shall transform this sentence into a sentence ¢p (which depends on the fixed module P) of the first
order language of the category theory by the following algorithm.

1. The subformula Vr € ring is transformed into the formula Vf,. € Mor(P, P), i.e., every element of the ring
ring corresponds to an element of the ring Endr(P).

2. The subformula 3r € ring is transformed into the formula 3f, € Mor(P, P).

3. The subformula V3¢ € Cn is transformed into the subformula VX, € Obj Vg; (X, = MG A Geng: (X, M) =

..), L.e., every element s € Cn corresponds to some module of the form M () for the simple module M (we
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have already mentioned that there exists a natural identification of the class Cn and the class of all direct sums
of the module M), and immediately the set Geng- (M () M) of projectors from M) onto M becomes fixed.

4. The subformula 35 € Cn is transformed into the subformula 3X,, € Obj 3g5 (X, = MG A Geng: (X,., M) A
5. The subformula Yo € s is transformed into the subformula Vf§ € Geng: (X, M), i.e., elements of
sets » correspond to those mappings of the set Geng: (M G M ) which contain exactly s linearly independent
projectors.

6. The subformula 3o € s is transformed into the subformula 3f¢ € Geng: (X, M).

7. The subformula r1 = r9 + r3 is transformed into the subformula f., = fr, & fr,, i.e., the sum of elements
of the ring ring corresponds to the sum of elements of the ring Endr(P).

8. The formula r; = ry - r3 is transformed into the formula f,., = fr, ® fr,, i-e., the product of elements of
the ring ring corresponds to the product of elements of the ring Endr(P).

9. The subformula ry = ry is transformed into the subformula f,, = f.,, i.e., equal elements of the ring ring
correspond to equal elements of the ring Endp(P).

10. The subformula 37, = 3z is transformed into the subformula 3g.., .., € Mor(X,,,, X..,) (¢ is an isomor-
phism), i.e., equal sets of the class Cn correspond to isomorphic modules of the form MU and M) ie., such
modules that |I| = |J| = ».

11. The subformula oy = ag for ai,as € s is transformed into the subformula fféi = j‘éi, and the
subformula a; = g for ay € 31, ag € 35, and 321 # 3¢5 is transformed into the subformula ffg{l = ffgiz og,ie.,

equal elements of the set » € Cn are mapped to corresponding to each other projections in Geng;fq (M . M )

and Greng;;2 (M(J), M), and the correspondence is fixed by the isomorphism between MU and M),

Before the last three transformations we shall introduce the following new formulas.

For every f; € Geng: (M) M) by f! we shall denote the corresponding mapping from Geng: (V*, P), by
f+ we shall denote a mapping from Mor(M, M (")) such that fio f; = 1,7, by f/ we shall denote a mapping from
Mor(P, V*) such that f{ o f/ = 1p. Given a mapping f € Mor(V*, V*) we shall write

f € Ringg. (V7)
if B
Vfi, fo € Geng: wn(V*, P) (f; # fe = fio fo fe=0).
Given a mapping f € Mor(M 1) M(*2)) we shall write

fe Setsgi1 9%, (]\4(%1)7 M(%z))

if
Vfi € Geng (MU, M)Vf, € Geng, (M™) M) (fso fofi=1umV fsofofi=0).

Therefore the elements from Ringg. (V) are those endomorphisms of the module V* that are diago-
nal in some initially fixed basis, and so these endomorphisms can be considered as mappings from s into
the ring Endr(P), mapping every a € 3 to the element on the diagonal at position a. Elements from
Setsgs gz (M) M(2)) are those morphisms from M 1) and M%) that in the given fixed basis have ma-
trices consisting only of zeros and units. These matrices can be understood as correspondences F' between the
sets 511 and s, where a pair (x,y) belongs to the correspondence F' if and only if the intersection of the row
with index z and the column with index y in this matrix is a unit.

We use these remarks for the remaining transformations.

12. Let s = max{se, ..., s, |ring|}. Then the subformula

VP sen (Clye ey CR UL, oo, V)

is transformed into the subformula
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VfE € Setsgy gr (M), MU)) L VfEE € Setsgy g (M), ME)
Vfp € Ringg. (V) ...Vfp" € Ringg. (V7),

i.e., every predicate symbol of the form P, . .., (c1,...,¢k;v1,...,0,) corresponds to k mappings for sets
»1,. .., and n mappings for elements of the ring which are connected to each other with the help of the
module M),

13. The subformula

is transformed into the subformula

Eflcgl S Sets§;7§;1 (M(%), M(kl)) . Hflcpk S SetS§;7§;k (M(%), M(%k))
3fp € Ringg. (V*)...3fp" € Ringg. (V7).
14. The subformula

is transformed into the subformula

3f € Geng: (M), M)
(;LIO ]chof_:l/\/\f;iko ;)kole/\f/oflglof_/:frl/\”'/\f/oflgnof_/:f,,‘n),

Let now some sentence ¢ be true in the model (Cn, Endr P). Let all bound variables of the sentence ¢ be
contained in the set x1,...,z4 (Where z1,...,x, is either a variable for ring elements, or for elements of the
class Cn, or for elements of some 3 € Cn, or a predicate variable). Since the sentence ¢ is true in the model
(Cn, Endy P), there exists some sequence y1,...,y, of elements of this model such that the sentence ¢ holds
on it. Transform the sequence y1,...,y, of elements of the model (Cn, Endy P) into a sequence z1, ..., zs of
elements of the model mod-T'.

If y; € Endp(P), then we transform the element y; to the element z :=y; = f,, € Mor(P, P).

If y; € Cn and y; = », then transform y; to the pair zi(l) := M®*) € Obj and zi(z) 1= g;, such that
Gen@ (M(%), M)

If y; € 5 and y; = «, where a is an ordinal number, then transform y; to z; := f* € Geng: (M) M), ie.,
to the projection from this set having the index a.

If y; = Py ,osep (C1y oy CR3 VT, .o, Uy), L€y, 1t s & relation P on the set

n1 X --- X 2 X Endp P X - -+ x Endr P,

then we shall set » :=max{s,..., s, |Endr P|} and transform y; to a sequence z},..., zF; 25! 2 of

LA AR (A e 1
morphisms from the sets
Setsg: gz (MO MGy Setsgs gz (MG Do)y, Ringg. (V*), ..., Ringg. (V7),

respectively, such that (aq,...,ax;71,...,7,) € P if and only if there exists o € s such that in every matrix
2!, where 1 < I < k, the intersection of the column with index o and the row with index o; is a unit, and in
every matrix zf-, where k <l < k + n, the element on the diagonal at position « is 7;.

Therefore, we have a new sequence z1, ..., zs. We show that the sentence @p holds on this sequence in the
model mod-T'.

We shall prove this by induction by the length of the formula.

1. If the formula has the form

T =Ty + T3,

then its transformation has the form

le = fT2 Gafﬁw
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and r1 = ra+r3 in Endy P if and only if f,, = fr, ® fr, in Morp (P, P) because the rings Endy P and Mory (P, P)
are isomorphic. Thus
(Cn, Endr P>L2 Eri=ry+rs

if and only if
mod-T E fr, = fry, ® frs.

2. The proof in the case of formulas ry = ro - r3 and r; = r9 is similar to the previous one.
3. If the formula has the form
= 2,

then its transformation has the form
Jg € Mor(M ) M©*2)) (g is an isomorphism).

If the cardinal numbers s; and s, coincide, then the modules M) and M) are isomorphic, and if the
modules M) and M (/) are isomorphic, then |I| = |.J|. Therefore

(Cn, EndT P>L2 E 1 = M2

if and only if
mod-T' E 3g,.,, ., € Mor(M) M) (g is an isomorphism).

4. The proof of a similar statement about the formula a; = as is the same.
5. If the formula has the form
le,...,%k (0417 ey O T, 7Tn)

and its transformations has the form
le ..... %k(ala"'vak;Tla"'vrn)P

and, further,
(Co,Endy P)p, E Pory s (01, ooy Qs T, -y ),

then for the sequence
(01, ey Qy Ty ey T) € 301 X -+ X 3¢, X Endyp P X -+ X Endp P

we have

(o1, ... T, .. ) € P,

where P is the relation corresponding to the predicate P, .. ., i.e.,
PCiy X% xEndr P x -+ x Endp P.
This relation is a set of sequences that has cardinality at most
|51 X o X oo X T X - X |T|| < |3¢ X -+ X 3| = 32,

Therefore all sequences from P can be enumerated by elements of ». Let P(a) be a sequence from P with
the number o and let it have the form (a,...,ax;71,...,7,). Then the a-th column of the matrix z! for
I =1,...,k will contain 1 at position a; and 0 at all other positions, and the a-th column of the matrix z} for
l=k+1,...,k+n will contain r;_,, at the a-th position and 0 at all other positions. Consequently

(Cn,Endy Py, E Py, (01, oy 71, ooy )

if and only if 5
mod-T'F P, (a1, ...,05;71,...,7n)p.



All other parts of induction are proved similarly.

Now we can easily see that the sentence ¢ holds in the structure (Cn,Endy(P)) if and only if the corre-
sponding sentence ¢p holds in mod-T'.

According to the condition of the theorem, the formula

Select(P) := P € Obj A Proobr(P) A ¥ A VP € Obj (Proobr(P') A P' % P = —)™")

is true in mod-R only for P = R.

Let now categories mod-R and mod-S be elementarily equivalent and ¢ be a sentence in the second-order
language Lo of the structure (Cn, ring) which is true in (Cn, R). Then the sentence VP € Obj (Select(P) = pF) is
true in the category mod-R, and, therefore, in the category mod-S. Thus the sentence ¢ is true in (Cn, Endg(P))
for every module P satisfying the formula Select(P) in the category mod-S. But for all modules P satisfying the
formula ¢ the rings of the form Endg P are equivalent in the logic {Cn, ring). Consequently if we set S’:=Endg P
for some P satisfying the formula Select(P), then we shall have that the sentence ¢ is true (Cn, S’), and the
ring S’ does not depend on the sequence ¢. Therefore the structures (Cn, R) and (Cn, S") are equivalent in the
logic Ls. O

2.8 The Inverse Theorem

Before proving the inverse theorem we introduce different notions which we shall need later, and transfer them
to the language L2({Cn, ring)).

A one-place relation P, (c¢) will be called a subset of the cardinal number s. The set {a € 311 | Py, ()}
will be denoted by P,,,. We shall use the notation a € P,,, for it.

A one-place relation P(v) will be called a subset of the ring ring, and, similarly to the previous notation, we
shall use the notation r € P.

Any two-place relation F,, .., (c1,c2) (or Fi., (c1,v1), or F(vi,vz)) will be called a correspondence between
cardinal numbers 3¢ and s (or between a cardinal number »; and the ring, or in the ring). We shall use the
notation (aq, o) € Py, s, ({(a1,v1) € P, or (v1,v9) € P) for the formula P, ,.,(a1,a2) (and so on).

A correspondence Fi, ,.,(c1,c2) (or Fi, (c1,v1), or F(vy,v2)) for which the formula

Va € 3! Elﬂ € o (<o‘aﬂ> S F%17%2) AVa € “t vﬁlaﬂQ S5) (<o‘aﬂ> € F%1,%2 A <O‘752> € F%1-,%2 = ﬂl = ﬂ2)

holds (similarly for other types of correspondences) is called a mapping from a cardinal number 3¢ into a cardinal
number sy (respectively, from a cardinal number s into the ring, or from the ring into itself). The fact that
F..| s, (Fy, or F) is a mapping will be denoted by Func(F,, ..,) (Func(F., ) or Func(F)).

A mapping F,, .., (c1,¢2) (or Fi., (c1,v1), or F(vi,v2)) for which the formula

Vﬂ € 309 o € 319 (<Oé,ﬁ> € F%l,%z)

holds (similarly for other types of mappings) is called surjective (notation: Surj(F’), or Surj(F,., ), or Surj(F)).
A mapping F,, ., (c1,c2) (or Fy, (c1,v1), or F(vy,v2)) for which the formula

Vo, as € VB € o (<041,B> S F'%h%2 A <042,ﬁ> S ,F%h%2 = o1 = 042)

holds (similarly for other types of mappings) is called injective (notation: Inj(F., .., ), or Inj(F..,), or Inj(F)).
A mapping which is simultaneously surjective and injective is called bijective (notation: Bij(Fj., ..,), or
Bij(F..,), or Bij(F)).
For a given mapping Fi, ,,(c1,c2) (or F.. (c1,v1), or F(vi,v2)) the inverse mapping is the mapping
F, .. (c1,c) (or F}, (c1,v1), or F'(v1,v9)) satisfying the formula

Vo€ 5 VB € 53 ({0, B) € Fouy ey & (B,a) € FL L.,

The domain of a correspondence F, ,.,(c1,c2) (or Fi., (c1,v1), or F(vi,v2)) is the set A,,, C 31 (A C ring)
satisfying the formula
Va € (a€ A,y < 3B € 52 (o, B) € Fiuy sey)-
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The domain is denoted by Dom(F.,, ., ).
The image of a correspondence F,, ,.,(c1,c2) (or Fy,(c1), or F(v1,v2)) is the set A,, C 35 (A C ring)

satisfying the formula
VB €30 (B € Asy & Ja € 511 (a0, B) € Flyy oey)

(notation: Rng(Fi, s,))-
A cardinal number p € Cn will be called infinite (notation: p € Inf or Inf(y)) if it satisfies the formula

3E, u(er, e2) (Inj(F,p) A Rng(Fp,u) # p).

A cardinal number p € Cn will be called finite (notation: u € Fin or Fin(u)) if p ¢ Inf.
The cardinality of a set M,, C s (M C ring) is the cardinal number p € Cn satisfying the formula

3F, s (c1,¢2) (Inj(F), ) A Dom(Fy, ) = u A Rng(F), ) = M..).

The cardinality of a set M,, (M) will be denoted by |M..| (|M]).

A set M,, (M) will be called finite if its cardinality is a finite cardinal number.

Consider some finite set M,, (M). A correspondence M,, ,.(c1,c2) (M(v1,v2)) will be called a relation of
consecutive order on this set if

Vaq,as, a3 € M, (({an,a2) € My, .. A (o, a3) € M, ,. = as = a3)
A ({an,a3) € M, . A {ag,a3) € M, ,. = a1 = az))
A Fmin, Omax € M, Va € M, (@ = amax V 30’ € M, (o, &) € M., ,.))
A (= amin V 3’ € M, ((o/,a) € M, ,.))) AV € M,, ({omax, @) & M, .. A {@, umin) & M. ).

The property of a predicate M,, ,.(c1,c2) (M(v1,v2)) to be a consecutive order on a set M,, (M) will be
denoted by Next s, (M, ,.) (Nexty (M)).

If M, ,.(c1,c2) (M(v1,v2)) is a fixed consecutive order on a set M,, (M), then for a1, as € 3 (11,79 € ring)
such that (a1, a0) € M,, . ({r1,m2) € M) we shall write ag = a1 @y 1 (12 =711 Bz 1).

Let M C ring be some subset of the ring ring. By Y r we shall denote the element 7 of the ring ring

satisfying the formula reM

HM(’Ul,’Ug) 35’(’01,’1)2) (NextM(M) AN BlJ(S) A <Tmin(M)urmin(M)> es
ANry,ro,13,74 € M(T‘Q =11 Dy 1A <7‘1,7‘3> c€SA <T‘2,T‘4> eS=ry =T3+7‘2)

A (rmax (M), 7) € 8).

It is clear that the formula > r introduces the usual addition in the ring ring.
reM
A matriz of size 31 X s is a relation M., ,.,(c1,c2,v1) satisfying the formula

Va € 30 VB € 35 3r € ring (o, B,7) € My, 50y)
AV € 3 VP € 2o Vri, o € ring ({0, B,71) € Mooy 5oy N v, By72) € Moy sy = 11 =T2)
AV € 309V M,,, C 31 (Vo € 301 (0 € M,,, & Tr € ring (o, B,7) € My ooy A7 #0)) = |M,,,| € Fin).

Relations M,,, ,.,(c1,c2;v1) which are matrices will be denoted by Matrix(M,., ., )-

Theorem 6. If structures (Cn, R) and (Cn, S) are equivalent in the second-order logic La, then the categories
mod-R and mod-S are elementarily equivalent.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary sentence ¢ in the first order language of category theory which is true in the
category mod-R.

We shall transform it to a sentence of the second-order language of the structure (Cn, R).

At the beginning we shall give an informal description of this transformation.
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Every object variable is transformed into a pair where the first element is a cardinal number s (which
corresponds to the rank of a free module over R) and the second element is a matrix of size s x s¢ with elements
from the ring R such that the matrix contains only a finite number of nonzero elements in every column. This
matrix naturally corresponds to a submodule of the module R(*) (the columns are the generating elements of
this submodule). We shall associate such a pair with a factormodule of the free module R**) by this submodule.

Every morphism variable is transformed into a triplet consisting of two objects encoded as described above
(we shall denote the corresponding cardinal numbers by s and »’ and the corresponding submodules by
A and A’) and of a matrix of size s x 3/, defining a linear mapping from R into RG) such that the
image of the submodule A is a submodule of the module A’.

Every identity morphism is transformed into a triplet where the first and the second components coincide
and the third component is the identity matrix.

The composition of two morphisms (two triplets) is transformed into a triplet where the first object is the
first object of the first triplet, the second object is the second object of the second triplet, and the third object
is the composition of the matrices from the first and the second triplet.

Now we shall go on to the formal translation.

We shall perform the following replacements in the sentence ¢.

1. A subformula VX € Obj will be replaced by the subformula

Vix € CnVPX

HX X

(c1,c2,v) Matrix(P2 . )= ...).

HX XX

2. A subformula 3X € Obj will be replaced by the subformula

5y € Cn3IPX

X, XX

(c1,c2,0) (MatriX(P,fX_’%X) AL

Now we need to write a condition for the matrix of a morphism. The condition will state that this matrix
moves the first object to the second one, i.e., all columns of the matrix of the first object will be transformed
by the action of this matrix into linear combinations of columns of the matrix of the second object. To write
this sentence we need to introduce a formula expressing the sum of an infinite set of elements of a ring if it is
known that only a finite number of them are nonzero.

For convenience, given a matrix M,., ., (c1,c2,v1) and fixed o € 3 and 8 € 9, we shall denote by
M., s.,({a, B)) the unique r € ring for which (o, 8,7) € M, ..

Suppose that we have some mapping F,. (¢, v), whose image is a subset of the ring ring, and there exist only
a finite number of o € 3¢ such that («,r) € F,, for a nonzero r € ring. Then by

Z F.({a))

[e1SF-1

we shall denote the element r € ring satisfying the formula

VM, (c,v) (Vo € 3Vr' € ring ({a,7") € M, & 17" 0N (a,7') € F,) = r = Z M, .({a))).
a€Dom(M,,)

Now we are ready to give the translation 3.
3. A subformula Vf € Mor will be replaced by the subformula

Vaep VPL € ObjVs, vp){} e objvQL o (c1,¢2,0) (Matrix(czj: )

e f i
AV € 535, (c,v) (Func(S%})(Dom> A |Dom(5’%/f)| € Fin
nve s ((veDom(s) A X QL (am) - Pl (o) = 3 80)- P, (6

acxyp g€
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(v%Dom A Y Qo (M) - PLL L, ((a 5>)=o>)> ;»)

aCxy
4. Similarly to the previous case, a subformula 3f € Mor will be replaced by the subformula

o ’ f / P f : f
ey EJP%f ;€ Obj 35y HP%;”%} € Obj VQ%f,%} (c1,c2,v) (Matrlx(Q%ﬁ%})

AV € 5535, (c,v) (Func(S%})(Dom> A |Dom(5’%/f)| € Fin

AV € 5 (<”y € Dom(S,) A Y QL o, ({2 )) - Pl (0, 8) =" 8¢ p}{/fﬁxlf’«&m)
e gt
v (¢ Dons ) 1 3 Qg 0)) Pl M =0))) n.e.)

5. A subformula X =Y for X, Y € Obj will be replaced by the subformula
xx = »y ANVa, 8 € xx Vr € ring (P%X ey (0, B,7) & %X%X (o, B, 1)),
and the subformula f = g for f, g € Mor will be replaced by the formula
sy =g Ny = 2, ANV, € 25 Y1, B € 5 Y € rlng((P%f (01, 0,1) & PL L (a1, 00,7))

A (P%;“%} (ﬁlaﬂQvT) <~ P,{})%} (ﬂlvﬂQaT)) A (Qif)%}(alvﬂla ) ~ Qif % (alvﬂlaT)))'
6. A subformula f € Mor(X,Y) for given f € Mor and X,Y € Obj will be replaced by the formula

sy = xx Ny =y AVay,an € 32x VP, B2 € 32y Vr € ring

(Pf (0117012, )@P%X %X(a17a25T)) ( ny sy (ﬂlvﬂ?a )

HX X

%y,%y (ﬂlv BQ} ))
7. A subformula f = 1x for given f € Mor and X € Obj will be replaced by the subformula

sy =2x Ny = xx AV, B € sx Vr € ring (P .. (o, B, )(:)P,fx s (0, B, )(:)P,fx e (a B,1))

Ay € sex (QL L. (1,7, 1)) AV, m € sex (v #n = QL ... (7,n,0)).
8. A subformula f = g o h for given f, g,h € Mor will be replaced by the formula

%f:%h/\%}:%;/\%%:%g
Aoy, ag € 2y VB, Ba € 5 V1,72 € 54,V € ring((szf sy (01, 02,1) & P%f s (01, Q2,7))

N (Paf/,%’/(617ﬁ27r) <:>Pg (617627 )) ( %97%9(717727 )@Pzg e (717’72776)))
AVE € sepi € 5, <Q£f% (€)= X Q2 () Qo (600 ).

Qg

Thus every sentence ¢ in the first order logic of the category theory can be translated to a sentence ¢ of
the second-order logic Ly of the structure (Cn,ring), and the algorithm of this translation does not depend on
the basic ring. The sentence ¢ holds in the category mod-R if and only if the sentence ¢ holds in the structure

(Cn, R).
Consider some sentence ¢ (or some formula ¢) in the first order language of the category theory.
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Let all bound (free and bound) variables of the sentence (formula) ¢ be contained in the set z1,..., x4 (every
xy is either a variable for elements of the class Obj or for elements of the class Mor). Consider some sequence

of elements of the model mod-R yi,...,y, such that if z; is a variable for objects, then y; € Obj and if z; is
a variable for morphisms, then y; € Mor.

We shall translate the sequence y1,...,y, into a sequence z1, ..., zs of elements of the model (Cn, R)r, as
follows.

If y; € Obj, then y; is some module over a ring R. As we know, in this case there exist 34 € Cn and
a submodule M; of the module R such that

y R(%z)/Ml'

Then we transform the element y; into a pair <zl1, z?), where zll = 1, 212 is a matrix of size sq X 3¢ over the
ring R, and every column of 27 is a vector from the generating set of vectors of the module M;. Naturally, in
this case every column of the matrix M; contains only a finite number of nonzero elements.

If y; € Mor, then y; is a morphism from the module M; into the module Ms. Let

M; = RV /Ny My = R*2) /N,

Then for m € M,
m=rieq, + -+ rgea, + N1,

where 71,...,7, € R and eq,, .. ., €q, are elements of the basis of the module R*). Let y;(m) =n € My, i.e.,
n=siep, + -+ snep,, where s1,...,5, € Rand eg,,...,es, are elements of the basis of the module R(*2).,

We see that such a morphism is completely defined by a matrix of size 3¢ X 52 such that y;(N7) C No.
Therefore we shall translate the morphism y; to the elements 2}, 27, 27, 2, and 2} where z; and z? are the
translations of the object from which we are making this morphism, z and 2} are the translations of the object
into which we are making our morphism, and z} is the matrix of size s¢; X s¢2 defined by the following formula:
for every a € 311 the a-th column of the matrix 215 contains r; in the row with number §; € s if yi(eq) = D 1€,
(the column contains 0 in all other rows).

Thus we obtain some new sequence z1,...,2s. As it was done in the previous theorem, it is easy to show
by induction that the sentence ¢ is true on this sequence in the model (Cn, R),, if and only if the sentence ¢
is true in the model mod-R on the sequence yi,...,yq. Thus, similarly to the previous subsection, we deduce
that if (Cn, R) =1, (Cn, S), then mod-R = mod-S. O

2.9 An Analogue of the Morita Theorem and Its Corollaries

The following theorem directly follows from Theorems H and Bl

Theorem 7. Let R and S be rings. Suppose that there exists a sentence ¢ of the language L2({Cn,ring)) which
is true in the ring R and is false in any ring similar to R and not equivalent to it in the language Lo((Cn, ring)).
Then the categories mod-R and mod-S are elementarily equivalent if and only if there exists a ring S’ similar
to the ring S and such that the structures (Cn, R) and (Cn, S’) are equivalent in the logic Lo.

The most evident corollaries from Theorem [d are the following two statements.

Corollary 1. For any skewfields F1 and Fy the categories mod-Fi and mod-Fy are elementarily equivalent if
and only if the structures (Cn, Fy) and (Cn, F2) are equivalent in the second-order logic Lo.

Corollary 2. For any commutative rings R1 and Ry the categories mod-R; and mod-Ry are elementarily
equivalent if and only if the structures (Cn, R1) and (Cn, R2) are equivalent in the second-order logic Lo.

Proof. In a category mod-R, where R is a commutative ring, the formula Proobr(X) defines all progenerators X,
and the formula
Comm(X) :=Proobr(X) AVf,g € Mor(X,X)(fog=gof)

defines all objects which are isomorphic to the ring R (see Theorem ). O
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Also the corollaries from Theorem [ for local rings and integral domains are not difficult.
A local ring is a ring in which the set of all noninvertible elements is a left ideal (see [I3, Lemma 1.2, p. 15]).

Proposition 6. If R is a local ring, then every finitely generated projective R-module is free.

Proof. We show that if a ring R is local, then the set M of all noninvertible elements is also a right ideal.
Indeed, suppose that some product mA, where m € M and A € R, is invertible. Then there exists » € R such
that m -r = 1. It is clear that r can not belong to the left ideal M. But r can not be invertible either, since in
the opposite case the formula

shows that m is also invertible.

This contradiction proves that M is a two-sided ideal. It is clear that the factor ring R/M is a skewfield.

Note that a square matrix over R is invertible if and only if its reduction modulo the ideal M is invertible.
To prove this let us multiply this matrix from the left side by a matrix that represents an invertible matrix
modulo M, then diagonalize this product with the help of elementary transformations of rows. Therefore the
matrix has a left inverse matrix; similarly we can construct the right inverse matrix.

Suppose that a module P is finitely generated and projective over R. Then we can find a module @ such
that P ® Q = R(™. Choose bases in P/MP and Q/MQ (as in spaces over the skewfield R/M). We shall lift
up every element of these bases to P or to @), respectively.

This obtained set of elements is a basis of the module P & Q). It is clear that therefore the module P is
free. O

Corollary 3. For arbitrary local rings R1 and Ro the categories mod-Ry and mod-Ry are elementarily equivalent
if and only if the structures (Cn, R1) and (Cn, R2) are equivalent in the second-order logic Lo.

Proof. In the category mod-R, where R is a local ring, the formula

Local(X) : = Proobr(X) AV f, g,h € Mor(X, X) (Vf € Mor(X,X)~(fo f' = fof=1x))
A (Vg € Mor(X,X)~(gog =g ocg=1x))ANh=f®g= (VK € Mor(X,X)=(hoh' =h oh=1x)))

holds only for modules which are isomorphic to the module Rp.

Indeed, from Proposition B it follows that the formula Proobr(X) holds only for X o R(™). Let e1,..., e, be
a basis of the ring R, where n > 1. Then consider f,g,h € Mor(X, X) such that f(e;) = eq, f(e;) = 0 for
i#1,g(e1) =0, gle;) =e; for i # 1, and h(e;) = e; for every i =1,...,n.

Then for morphisms f, g, and h

(Vf/ EMOI‘(X,X)_‘(fOf/:f/Of: 1X)) N (\V/g/GMOI‘(X,X)—\(gOg/:g/og: 1X))
A(h=f®g) A3 € Mor(X,X)(hoh' =h'oh=1x),

where h' = h.
Therefore in the module X the formula Local(X) does not hold. O

A ring R is called an integral domain if it does not contain any zero divisors and each of its ideals is principal
(is generated by an element).

Proposition 7 (see [I0, Chap. XV, Sec. 2]). Let P be a progenerator over an integral domain. Then the
module P is free.

Proof. Since P is a progenerator, it is a submodule of the module R™. Let the module R™ have a basis
€1,.-.,€n, and let P. be the intersection of the module P with the module {eq,...,e,). Then P, = PN {ey) is
a submodule in (e;) and hence has the form (rje;) for some 1 € R. Thus the module P, is either nonzero or
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free of rank 1. Suppose by induction that the module P, is free of rank <r. Let M be the set of all elements
m € R such that there exists € P which can be written in the form

x=bie; + -+ bre, +me,iq,

where b; € R.

It is clear that M is an ideal in R and, therefore, is a principal ideal, generated by some r,;; € R. If
rr+1 = 0, then P.y; = P, and the induction step is proved. If r.1; # 0, then let w € P,y1 be such that
its e,11-th coefficient is equal to r,.41. If x € P,;1, then its e,;1-th coefficient can be divided by 7,41 and,
therefore, there exists such ¢ € R that x — cw € P,. Consequently,

P =P, + (w).
On the other hand, P, N (w) = 0, and therefore this sum is direct. O

Corollary 4. For arbitrary integral domains Ry and Rs the categories mod-R; and mod-Ry are elementarily
equivalent if and only if the structures (Cn, R1) and (Cn, Ry) are equivalent in the logic L.

Proof. In a category mod-R, where R is an integral domain, the formula
Principal(X) := Proobr(X) AVf € Mor(X, X)Vg € Mor(X,X)(fog#0Ago f#0)

holds only for modules which are isomorphic to the module Rg. This follows easily from Proposition [
O

A module M over a ring R is called Artinian if the following equivalent conditions are fulfilled:
1. every nonempty set of submodules of the module M, ordered by inclusion, contains a minimal element;
2. every decreasing sequence of submodules of the module M is stationary.

A ring R is called Artinian if the module Rp is Artinian.

A module M is called decomposable if there exist such modules M7 and Ms that M = M; & M. In the
opposite case a module M is called indecomposable.

In [2, p. 139] the following theorem is proved.

Theorem 8. Let M be a finitely generated module over an Artinian ring R.

a. The module M can be represented as a direct sum of a finite family (M;)1<i<m of indecomposable nonzero
submodules.

b. If the module M is a direct sum of another family (M]{)lgjgn of indecomposable nonzero submodules, then
m = n and there exist a substitution 7 of the set {1,...,n} and an automorphism « of the set M such
that

OA(M{) = Mﬂ.(‘

=My, 1<j<n.

Now introduce the following sentences of the second-order language of the structure (Cn, ring).
1. For a subset M of the ring the formula

Mod(M):=Vr ering¥me MIne M (rm=n) AViime MIne M (n=1+m)

means that the set M is a module over the ring ring.
2. For sets M and N the formula

(M = N):=Mod(N) A Mod(M) A IF(v1,v2) (Dom(F) = M A Rng(F) = N A Bij(F)
ANTr1, 79 € ringV¥my,mg € MVni,no € N
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((ml,n1> c F N <m2,n2> clF = <T1m1 + roma, r1N] —|—T2n2> S F))

means that the sets M and N are ring-modules and that they are isomorphic.
3. For sets L, M, N C ring the formula

(N=M®L):=Mod(M) A Mod(L) A Mod(N)
AVne NImeMIleLin=m+I)AVmeMVie Lim=1l=m=0)

means that the module N is a direct sum of the modules M and L.
4. For a set M C ring the formula

Undir(M) :=Mod(M) A VL(¢), N(¢c) =(M = L& N)

means that the module M is indecomposable.
5. For a set M C ring the formula
Diry (M) :=Mod(M) A IM;(c)...IMpy(c) Mod(M1) A ... A Mod(My))
NN ~(M; = M) AM =M @...& My A (Undir(My) A ... A Undir(My))
i#]

means that the module M is a direct sum of indecomposable modules My, ..., My which are not isomorphic to
each other.

Suppose that we have some Artinian ring R. Then the module Ry is Artinian, and therefore it is a direct
sum of n indecomposable modules. Let it be modules

1 11 1 19 1 1k
M, MR ML, MR ML M

and for k # [ . _
My % M,
but for every k _ ‘
My, = Mj.

Consider the module
M:=M! @& M.

Since the module M is a direct summand of the module Rg, it is projective and finitely generated. Since the
module Rp is a direct summand of the module M (™ax(i1.-ik)) e see that M is a generator. Therefore the
module M is a progenerator and the ring Endg M is similar to the ring R.

Thus for some N € w the formula

¥ (P) :=Proobr(P) A Undiry (P)
defines a unique, up to an isomorphism, progenerator
M:=M & & M.
Consequently, we have proved the following corollary.

Corollary 5. For any Artinian rings R, and Rs the categories mod-R; and mod-Rs are elementarily equivalent
if and only if there exist rings S1 and Sy such that the ring S1 is similar to the ring Ry, the ring Sa is similar
to the ring Ro, and the structures (Cn, S1) and (Cn, S3) are equivalent in the second-order logic L.
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3 Elementary Equivalence of Endomorphism Rings of Modules of
Infinite Ranks

3.1 Endomorphism Rings of Modules and Categories Chy v

Suppose that we have some associative ring R with 1, an infinite cardinal number », and a free module V = V1
of rank s over R.

In this section, we assume that every ideal of the ring R is generated by at most s elements. This is always
so if 5 > |R|, or if R is an integral domain, or if the ring R is semisimple.

In the ring End g (V') we want to interpret the category Cy , consisting of the modules V', all quotient modules
of the module V, and all homomorphisms between them, i.e., to give an algorithm, transforming every formula
o of the first order language of the category theory to a formula ¢ of the first order language of the ring theory
in such a way that the formula ¢ holds in Cy(yy if and only if ¢ holds in Endg(V).

At the beginning we shall give an informal description of this translation.

1. To every object X of the category Cps(v) we associate an element X of the ring Endg V in the following
way: if X € Cyyvy, then X = V/X’ for some X’ which is a submodule of the module V. Every submodule of
the module V' can be defined by the generating vectors, and the cardinality of the set of generating vectors is
not greater than s¢. These vectors can be written as columns of a matrix of size > x s¢ (if this cardinality is less
than ¢, then we can extend this matrix by zero columns), i.e., as an element of the ring Endg V. Conversely,
if X € EndgV, then we can consider the module generated by the columns of the matrix X, and then the
factormodule X : = V/X.

2. To every morphism f of the category Cps( (v) we associate a triplet (X, Y7, f) of elements of the ring
Endg V such that if f € Mor(X,Y), then X; = X, Y; =Y, and f is a matrix, establishing a homomorphism
f € Mor(V, V) such that }

fopy =pxof,
where px and py are standard epimorphisms from the module V' onto the modules X and Y, respectively.

This condition shows that the matrix f has to translate vectors of the module X’ into vectors of the
module Y, i.e., the matrix fX has to generate a submodule of the module generated by the matrix Y. This
means that there exists A € Endgr V' such that

fX=YA.

Two endomorphisms of the module V' define the same morphism from the module X into the module Y if
their difference defines a zero morphism from the module X into the module Y, i.e., the image of this morphism
belongs to the module Y.

Therefore triplets (X, Yy, f1> and (Xy, Yy, f2> are considered as equal if

JA(f1 — f2 =Y A).

Now we shall give a formal description. R
1. A subformula VX € Obj is translated to the subformula VX (similarly for a subformula 3X € Obj).
2. A subformula Vf € Mor is translated to the subformula

VX VYV (BA(foXr=Yr0A) = ...)

(similarly for a subformula 3f € Mor).

3. A subformula f € Mor(X,Y) is translated to the subformula X; = X A Y; =Y.

4. A subformula h = f o g is translated to the subformula h = f o §.

5. A subformula f = 1x is translated to the subformula Xy =Y} = XAf=1.

The algorithm is constructed. Similarly to the previous sections, we can show that the sentence ¢ holds in
the category Cyy(yy if and only if the sentence ¢ holds in the ring Endg V.
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Now note that we shall consider not simply the structure Cy(y) with the language of the category theory,
but the structure Cjyy with the selected module V', i.e., in formulas we can use the subformula X =V for
X € Obj. This subformula will be translated to the subformula X = 0.

Therefore, if rings Endg V and Endgs W are elementarily equivalent, then the categories C(yvy and Chrwy
are also elementarily equivalent.

We now prove the inverse implication.

To do this we need to interpret the ring Endg V' inside the category Cysvy with the selected object V.

Indeed, in the category Cyy vy we shall fix some V? € Obj such that V? = V&V (for example, V=V & V)
and morphisms i1, 7o € Mor(V, V?) and py, p2 € Mor(V2, V) such that

ploil :p20i2:1V /\ploigngoil:OAV’L'GMOI‘(V,VQ)@¢OV7‘/2 :>p107;§£0V \/I)QO?;;AOV).

It is clear that in this case the morphisms i, and is are embeddings of the module V into the module V&V,
their images do not intersect, and their sum is V@ V.

Now translate the subformulas Vf and 3f to the subformulas Vf € Mor(V, V) and 3f € Mor(V,V); and the
subformulas h = f - g and h = f + g to the subformulas h = fogand h = f ® g (see Sec. 2.5).

Therefore we have that Cys(v,) = Chr(vs,) implies Endg, (Vi) = Endg, (V2).

Consequently, the question of elementary equivalence of endomorphism rings Endg, (V1) and Endg, (V) is
equivalent to the question of elementary equivalence of the categories Cysv,) and Chy(y,) with selected objects
V1 and V3, respectively.

3.2 Elementary Equivalence in Categories Cps v

Note that our new situation is very close to the situation of Sec. 2. We have the category Cj(v), which is
a subcategory in mod-R and is closed under taking quotient modules and direct products of cardinality at most
». This category resembles the category mod-R, but it is small and bounded by the given cardinal number .
Moreover, in this category the module V' is selected.

We generalize all possible results from Sec. 2 to this case.

The formula Simp(M) also defines in the category Cj(yy simple modules because this category is closed
under taking factormodules. The formula Sum® (X, M) also defines the module X ~ M(“) because the cardinal
number 3 by the condition is at most w. It is clear that the formula Sum™™ (X, M) holds for finite direct sums
of the module M, and the formula Sum(X, M) holds for all direct sums of the modules M which belong to the
category Cpy(yy. Similarly we can generalize for the case of the category Cy all formulas from Sec. 2.2, and
even the formula Proobr(P) which defines in this category all progenerators.

After selecting some progenerator P completely similarly to Sec. 2.3 we can construct an analogue of the
ring Endgr P because in Sec. 2.3 we used only closedness of the category mod-R under finite direct sums.

Since all results of Sec. 2.4 also can be easily generalized to our case, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Categories CM(VlR) and CM(VZS), where R is a finite ring, are elementarily equivalent if and only
if R= Endg P for some progenerator P of the category OM(V2S)'

It is also clear that following Secs. 2.5 and 2.6 we can find a formula ¢(f) which holds for some independent
set of mappings f: V — P of cardinality s such that for every f there exists g: P — V such that fog=1p
and g o f is a projector from V into V.

Indeed, for these objects we get similar results. For this purpose we consider, together with the full language
L2({Cn,ring)), its part which can be described as follows.

As we said before (see Sec. 1), the theory of a given model U in a language L is the set of all sentences of
the language £ which are true in the model . It is clear that two models & and V in the same language £ are
equivalent in the language £ if and only if their theories in this language coincide.

The theory of the structure (Cn, R) in the language Ly is denoted by Thy((Cn, R)).

We can also consider the structure (3¢, R), consisting of a set of cardinality » and the ring R with ring
operations + and o.
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By Th3 ({5, R)) we shall denote the part of the theory Tha((3¢, R)) bounded by the cardinal number s, i.e.,
the sentences ¢ € Thy((5¢, R)) such that the quantifiers V and 3 appear only with the predicate symbols

P(ery .y Cpi 1,05 0p),
where the set
{{ag, ..., 1, yrn) |1,y €3 AT, ooyt € RAP(a, .. a1, ,T0) }

is of cardinality at most .
Then we can write the following analogue of Theorem [ from Sec. 2.

Theorem 2. Let Vi and Vi be free modules of infinite ranks 31 and s over rings Ry and Rs, respectively.
Suppose that there exists a sentence 1 € Thi* ((sr1, R1)) such that ¢ ¢ Thy* ((3e1, R')) for every ring R’ such that
R’ is similar to Ry and Th3* ((se1, R1)) # Thy* ({321, R’)). Then if the categories Cy, and Cv, are elementarily
equivalent, then there exists a ring S similar to the ring Re and such that the theories Thi* ({(3a, R1)) and
Th2? ({522, 5)) coincide.

Proof. The proof of this theorem resembles the proof of Theorem Bl from Sec. 2, but we shall give it in detail to
show differences.

At the beginning we assume that we fix some progenerator P in the category Cy;(yy, where V = V¥, s is an
infinite cardinal number, and T is a ring (it is clear that all progenerators of the category mod-T are contained
in the category Cps(vy). Then we have formulas defining a simple module M corresponding to the module P,
modules M(® for all @ € CnN s + 1, modules M for all o € w, modules M(® for infinite &« € Cn N 3¢ + 1,
almost free modules V of ranks & € CnNx+1, a € w, @ € CnN»+1\w, and also the selected free module V,
which is almost free over the module P.

For the module M) (V) we shall define (see Sec. 2.5) its generating set of projectors Geng- (M), M) (or
Geng- (V, P)).

Further (see Sec. 2.3), for every f,g € Mor(P, P) we assume that their sum f @ g € Mor(P, P) and their
product f ® g € Mor(P, P) are known.

Consider an arbitrary sentence ¢ of the language La((5,ring)). This sentence can contain the following
subformulas.

1. V(3)r € ring.

2. V(I € s
3. ry =179+ r3.
4. ML =Tg9 - T2o.

5. 11 =1T2.

6. a1 = as.

7. V(A P(c1, ., Ch; V1, -+, Up).
8. Plan,...,q;T1,...,Tn)-

Translate this sentence to the sentence ¢p (depending of the fixed module P) of the first order language of
the category theory by the following algorithm.

1. A subformula V(3)r € ring is translated to the subformula V(3)f, € Mor(P, P), i.e., every element of the
ring ring corresponds to an element of the ring Endy P.

2. A subformula V(3)a € s is translated to the subformula V(3)F* € Geng- (M), M).
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3. A subformula ry = ry 4 r3 is translated to the subformula f., = f., ® fr,.
4. A subformula ry = ry - r3 is translated to the subformula f., = f,, ® fr,.
5. A subformula r; = ry is translated to the subformula f,, = f,,.

6. A subformula oy = a4 is translated to the subformula f** = f,,.

7. A subformula V(3)P(c1,. .., cr;v1,. .., 0y) is translated to the subformula

V(3) e € Sets(M), M) .. V(3) feF € Sets(M ), M)
V(3)fp € Ring(V)...V(3)fp" € Ring(V).

8. A subformula P(«q,...,ag;7r1,...,7y,) is translated to the subformula

3f € Gen(M™ M) (f o fl o f=1NA...A f¥ofiof=1
Nfofpof =fu Ao Aflofpof =fr).

As it was done in Theorem H of Sec. 2, we can show that the sentence ¢ holds in the theory (s, Endy P) if
and only if the sentence ¢p holds in the model Cp(vx), whence, similarly to T heorem Bl from Sec. 2, we prove
the theorem. O

Theorem 3. If 51 and > are infinite cardinal numbers, Vi and Vo are free modules of ranks »1 and o over the
rings R1 and Ra, respectively, and the theories Thi™* ({31, R1)) and Th?((se2, R2)) coincide, then the categories
Crvyy and Cypvyy are elementarily equivalent.

Proof. The proof of this theorem differs from the proof of Theorem Bl from Sec. 2 only in the moment that the
module V" has to be the selected object of the category Chs(yv). But since by the theorem condition we consider
only free modules (only at this point it is important that the modules a free, but not almost free), we have that
the selected object of the category will be the zero matrix. O

A direct corollary from Theorems Bl and Bl is Theorem Hl

Theorem 4. Let Vi and Vi be free modules of infinite ranks 31 and s over rings Ry and Rs, respectively.
Suppose that there exists a sentence ¥ € Thy*((3e1, R1)) such that ¢ ¢ Thi* ({301, R')) for every ring R’ such
that Ry is similar to R' and Th3" ((sc1, R1)) # Th3" ((sa1, R')). Then the categories Cprevyy and Cyyeyyy are
elementarily equivalent if and only if there exists a ring S similar to the ring Re and such that the theories

ThZ™* ((5c1, R1)) and Th3? ({352, S)) coincide.

3.3 The Main Theorem

The previous results imply the following theorem.

Theorem 5. Let Vi and Vi be free modules of infinite ranks 31 and s over rings Ry and Rs, respectively.
Suppose that there exists a sentence ¥ € Thy* ((3e1, R1)) such that ¢ ¢ Thi* ({321, R')) for every ring R’ such
that Ry is similar to R’ and Th3™ ((s1, R1)) # Th3" (s, R')). Then the categories Cypqy,y and Cypevyy are
elementarily equivalent if and only if there exists a ring S similar to the ring Ry and such that the theories
ThZ™* ((5¢1, R1)) and Th3? ({352, S)) coincide.

Corollary 1. Let Vi and Va be two spaces of infinite ranks > and s over arbitrary skewfields (integral
domains) F1 and Fy. Then the rings Endp, V1 and Endg, Vo are elementarily equivalent if and only if the
theories Thi* ((s¢1, F1)) and Th?((sr2, F»)) coincide.
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Corollary 2. Suppose that s, and ¢ are infinite cardinal numbers, Ry and Ra are commutative (local) rings,
and every mazximal ideal of the ring Ry is generated by at most s1 elements of the ring. Then for free modules
Vi and Va of ranks 1 and s over the rings R1 and Ra, respectively, the rings Endgr, V1 and Endg, Vo are
elementarily equivalent if and only if the theories Thy* ((sc1, R1)) and Th3? ({52, R2)) coincide.

Corollary 3. Suppose that 1 and 5 are infinite cardinal numbers, Ry and Ry are Artinian rings, and every
mazimal ideal of the ring Ry is generated by at most 1 elements of the ring. Then for free modules Vi and Vo
of ranks 1 and sy over the rings R1 and Ra, respectively, the rings Endg, Vi and Endg, Vo are elementarily
equivalent if and only if there exist rings S1 and Sz similar to the rings R1 and Ra, respectively, such that the
theories Thi* ((511,51)) and Th3? ({52, S2)) coincide.

Corollary 4. For free modules Vi and Vo of infinite ranks 1 and o over semisimple rings R1 and Ra,
respectively, the rings Endg, (V1) and Endg,(V2) are elementarily equivalent if and only if there exist rings
S1 and S similar to the rings Ry and Ra, respectively, such that the theories Thi™* ({361, 51)) and Th3? ({52, S2))
coincide.

4 The Projective Space of the Module V

4.1 The Language of the Projective Space and Basic Notions, Definable in This
Language
Suppose that we have some free module V' of infinite rank 3¢ over a ring R. The projective space P(V') of the
module V is an algebraic structure consisting of all submodules of the module V' with the relation C (we write
M C N if the module M is a submodule of the module N).
In this section, we assume that every submodule of the module V' can be generated by at most s elements
of the module V' (this is true if 5c > |R|, or if the ring R is semisimple, or if the ring R is an integral domain).
Let My, M, M3 € P(V). We shall write that My =V if VM (M C M;). We shall also write that M; = @
if VM (M7 C M). The formula M; = My N Ms will denote the formula

My C My AMy C My AVMy (My C My AN My C Ms = M, C M),
the formula M; = My + M3 will denote the formula
My C My AN Ms C My AVYMy (My C My AN Ms C My = My C M,y),
and the formula M; = My & M3 will denote the formula
My = Mo+ Ms AN MaN M3 = 2.

It is clear that if M; = My N M3, then the module M; is the intersection of the modules Ms; and M3, if
M, = My + Ms, then it is the sum of the modules My and M3, and if M; = My @ Ms, then it is the direct sum
of the modules My and M3.

Consider now for given modules P; and P> the formula

PNk =0
ANIP(PCPL®@ P ANPE£SANPNPL=@8APNP=0ANP®P L =PL&P,ANP®P,=P &P).

Let the modules P; and P» not intersect and let there be a module P satisfying all conditions from the formula.
Since P C P| ® P, it follows that every x € P has the form x = y + z, where y € P;, z € P,, and the elements
z and y are uniquely defined by the vector x. Consider the correspondence F' C P; X P which is defined by the
formula

Vye PIVze Py (y,2) € F<& 3z e P(x=y+ 2).
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We show that F' is an isomorphism between the modules P; and Ps.

1. If y1,y2 € P1, 2 € P, (y1,2) € F, and (y2,2) € F, then Jz1,20 € P(x1 =y1 + 2 A 22 = y2 + 2), e,
T:=x1—2x2 = y1—y2 € P. Since in this case y; —ys € P, it follows that y1 —y2 € PNP = y1—y2 = 0 = y1 = yo.

2. Similarly, from y € Py, 21,20 € Py, (y,2z1) € F, and (y, z2) € F it follows that z; = zs.

3. Consider an arbitrary vector y € P;. Since y € P, & P, it follows that y € P& Py, ie., Ir € P3z € P,
(y =+ 2), e,z =y — z whence (y; — z) € F, i.e., Dom(F) = P;.

4. Similarly, we can prove that Rng(F') = P,.

5. We have proved that F'is a bijection between the modules P; and P». Now we only need to show that
F is a homomorphism, i.e., that (y1, z1), (y2, 22) € F implies

<041y1 + oy, 121 + OQZQ> c F.

Indeed, (y1,21), (Y2, 22) € F implies

Y1+ 21,2+ 22 € P= ai(y1 +21) +aa(y2 + 22) € P
= (Oélyl =+ Oégyg) =+ (04121 =+ 04222) € P = <041y1 =+ Q2Y2, 0121 + a222> c F.

Therefore modules P; and P that satisfy our formula do not intersect and are isomorphic. Conversely, if
two modules P; and P, do not intersect and are isomorphic, then they satisfy our formula. Hence we shall
denote it by P =24 Ps.

Suppose that modules P; and P, “are not too big”, i.e., there exist modules P; and Py such that Py N P] =
P, N Pj = &, the module P contains a submodule which is isomorphic to P;, and the module Pj contains
a submodule which is isomorphic to P,. Then the formula

JPIP (P2, P AP =2, P, NP, P)

holds if and only if the modules P; and P, are isomorphic.
We know that a module P is projective if and only if it is isomorphic to a direct summand of a free module.
Therefore the formula
Proj(P):=3Q (V=Pa® Q)

defines in the space P(V) all projective modules.
Consider some projective module P. Its submodule M will be called a maximal submodule of the module P
(M = max(P)) if the formula

VP (M CP AP CP=P =MVP =P)

holds. For every finitely generated module P there exists a maximal submodule M.
Let some projective module P and its maximal submodule M be fixed.
The formula X C, Y will denote that the module X is a direct summand of the module Y.
Consider a pair of modules (X,Y) satisfying the following formula:

Sump p(X,Y):=Y CXA3QIQ (QP=XANQ2XXANQO&M=YNQ 2Y
AVN Co X(NZP=NNY2XMA(NNY)C.Y))
AVZ(ZCXANIYN(NCo Z=N%P)=ZCY).

Let us see which modules X and Y satisfy the formula Su—mR M-

From the formula 3Q (Q® P = X A Q = X) we see that the module P is a direct summand of the module X
and the complement @ is isomorphic to X. Therefore, there exist some infinite cardinal number « and modules
X7 and X5 such that X1 & Xo = X, X7 = P(O‘), and the module P is not isomorphic to any direct summand
of the module X5. The part of the formula

VZ(ZCXANNVN(NCo Z=N%P)=2ZCY)
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shows that if Z is some submodule of the module X such that the module P is not isomorphic to its direct
summand, then Z is also a submodule in Y. If we set X2 :=Z, then Xy C Y. Take an arbitrary y € Y. Since
y € X, it follows that y = x1 4+ z2, where z1 € X1, zo € X5. Since Xo C Y, it follows that z; € Y, i.e.,
Y = (Xl ﬂY) O Xo.

Now other conditions imply X; NY 2 M(®). Therefore, if X and Y satisfy the formula Sump, p/(X,Y), then
there exist a module Q and an infinite cardinal number « such that X =2 Q @ P(® and Y = Q @ M(®. The
inverse implication is clear if the module X is “not too big”.

Now consider the formula

Sum$ 5, (X,Y) :=VZVT (Sumpn(Z,T)
= 44X, EXQEY/Xl PXo=ZANX1NT = Y’ ANX1ZXA Y’ gY) A\ Sump)M(X,Y).

The subformula Sump /(X,Y) implies that X = Q @ P@ and Y = Q @ M@ for some cardinal number a.
The first part of the formula implies that X is a direct summand in every submodule of the form Q' @ P(%)
(8 is an infinite cardinal number) and, therefore, in the module P Hence a = w, the module Q is projective
and countably generated.

Now consider the formula

Sumph, (X,Y) :==Sum% 5, (X,Y) AIX Y (Sum? (X, Y)AIX" (X' =X & X' ANY =XNY')).
Every module X satisfying the formula SumIFgfII‘V[(X ,Y) is a direct summand in the module Q & P“), i.e., has
the form Q' @ P™ (possibly, n = 0, but n € w), and @’ is a direct summand of the module Q. Let modules

X1, X3, Y1, and Y3 be such that Sump, (X1, Y1) and Sumpy (Xo, Y2). If

and

VP'YM' (P’ 2 PAM 2 MAM =max(P)AIP" (P &P =X, AP NY] =M)= P C, X, X))
AYP'YM' (PP2PAM 2MAM =max(P')ANIFP"(PPaP"'=X,ANP'NYy=M)= P C, X]NX}),

then we shall call the pairs (X1,Y7) and (X2,Y2) equivalent (notation: (X1,Y7) ~ (Xa,Y3)). It is clear that if

(X1,Y1) ~ (X2,Y2), X1 2 Q1 @ P™), and X5 = Qo ® P("2), then ny = ny. We shall denote the equivalence

classes of such pairs by Clp .
For two classes CI% 5, and Clp , we shall write Clp , < Clp p if

V(Xl,yl) S Cl?})M El(XQ,YQ) S Cl”}lD’M 3X3 (Xl >~ X3 N X1 Co XQ)

It is clear that the condition Clg ,, < Clp ) is equivalent to the condition m < n.
Similarly to modules of the form Q& P, with the help of the same formula, we can introduce the equivalence

classes Clgfj?v_[ also for infinite cardinal numbers o and we can introduce the relation < between them.
A module P will be called a generator if

3CI%  VAVLYXYY (Vi Ve =V A (X,Y) € Clg = Vi Co X V Vo Co X).

This formula will be denoted by Gener(P).
The formula
Pret(P) :=Proj(P) A Gener(P) A AM C P (M = max(P))

holds for all projective generators that have maximal submodules, and it necessarily holds for all progenerators.
The formula

FDSump,r(X):=3CLY), IV (X,Y) € CIY), AVX Y (X', Y') € Q1) = (X,Y) Co (X,Y)
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defines for a given n a module Q @ P™ with a submodule Q ® M) such that for every pair (Q' @ P™,
Q' ® M ™) the module Q@ P™ is a direct summand in Q' ® P and Q' ® M™ c Q@ P™. Consider the pair
(P™, M) as the modules Q' ® P(™ and Q'@ M. Then P = P(") ¢ Q and M NP™ Q=M™ ¢ Q.
This formula defines all modules of the form P, where n € w, and some other finitely generated modules.
Every projective finitely generated module is a direct summand of the module R(™ for some n € w. There-
fore, if P is a finitely generated projective module, then for every generator S

PoQ=sm

for some m € w and some module @. But if a module P is not finitely generated, but is a projective generator,
then it can not be embedded into R for any n € w.
Therefore, the formula

Proobr(P) :=Pret(P) A VS (Pret(S) = IM 3X (FDSumg (X) A P Co X))

holds for progenerators, and only for them.
Note that, selecting some fixed progenerator P with the help of the formula Proobr(), we have also the set
of all almost free modules of ranks < ¢ over the ring R.

4.2 The Ring Endg P

In this section, we assume that we have some fixed progenerator P.
Let P;, P», and Ps3 be three mutually disjoint modules, and let each of them be isomorphic to the module P.
A module U 2 is defined by the formula

UipCPAOPRANPLCU 2@ VoAV CU2® V.

As we know in this case the module Uy 2 consists of sums e + f(e), where e € Py and f: P, — P, is an
isomorphism between the modules P; and P,. Evidently one can suppose that the isomorphism f coincides with
the isomorphism which identifies the modules P; and P, i.e., the module Uy 2 consists of vectors fi(e) + fa(e),
where f1: P — P and fo: P — Py are isomorphisms identifying the modules P, P;, and P;.

Similarly, let us introduce a module Us 3, consisting of vectors of the form fa(e) + f3(e).

A module Uj 2 3 will be introduced by the formula

Urps:=(PL®Us3)N(Ps®Upp).

IfveU s, thenv e P @ Usg, ie.,

v = fi(e) + fa(€') + f3(€),
and v € Pz @ U; 2 implies

v = fi(g) + fa(g) + f3(9').
Therefore,

file) + fa(€') + fz(e!) = fi(g) + f2(9) + f3(9'),

and so

v = fi(e) + fa(e) + fs(e).

A module U, 3 is introduced by the formula (P; @ P5) N (U1,2,3 ® P2).

Thus we have the modules generated by the elements fi(e) = e1, fa(e) = ea, f3(e) = es, fi(e) + fa(e) =
e1 + ea, fale) + fa(e) = e1 +es, fi(e) + fa(e) + f3(e) = e1 + ea + e3 for e € P.

Introduce now a set Vq3 of modules with the help of the formula

‘/:13 CUip®@P3s AU 2 C ‘/:13 @ Ps.
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Since ng C Uy,2 ® Ps, it follows that v € V,, implies

v = fi(e) + fale) + f3(e’).

From Uy 2 C V, @ Ps it follows that for every e € P there exists v = fi(e) + fa(e) + f3(e’).

For every e € P there exists a unique e’ € P such that fi(e) + fa(e) + f3(e') € V2.

It is clear that the correspondence which maps an element e into the element e’ is a homomorphism of the
module P into itself. We shall denote it by g. For every module V;> by W3 we denote the module defined by
the formula

WP c(ProP)N (V2o P) AP CW,) @ Ps.

Ifwe qu,3, then w € P; & P3 implies w = f1(e) + f3(e’), and w € Vq3 @ P, implies
w= fi(e") + fa(e") + fs(qe") + fa(e").

Therefore w = f1(e) + f3(qe).
Similarly we can introduce a module Wq2’3, consisting of vectors

w = fa(e) + f3(ge).

For given V> and V,;? consider the module V' defined by the formula
Vi=Ui2® Ps)N (qu’3 @ W?23),

If v € V, then, on the one hand,
v = fi(e) + fa(e) + f(e'),
and on the other hand,
v = fl(ell) +f3(q€”)+f2(e”l)+f3('f'€”/).
We see that B = ¢ = ¢, i.e.,

v = fi(e) + fa(e) + fs(qe) + fs(re) = fi(e) + f2(e) + f3((q +r)e),

whence

V=V,

Hence, on the set {V; | ¢ € Endg P} of modules we have the operation of addition (V,,V;) — Voyr. It is
clear that in this case we also have the operation of taking an opposite element

Ve Vg

By X2 we denote the module
(W23 & Py) NUyg.

It consists of vectors of the form
f2(qe) + f3(qe), e€ P.

Now consider the module W defined by the formula
WCPoPsAPsCPaWAXP =((WoPs)NPy) @ (WP @ Py) N Ps)) NUss.
It is easy to see that such a module consists of vectors of the form
fs(e) + fa(qe).
We shall denote it by W2,
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The module
(W22 e PN (Urs @ Py)

will be denoted by Vq2. It consists of vectors of the form

fi(e) + fa(qe) + fs(e).

The module V;? & P3N Py @ P, is denoted by W;# and consists of vectors of the form fi(e) + fa(ge).
If we have a module qu’z, then the formula

1,2 1,3 _ v23
(Wq, D Wq ) n U273 = Xq

gives ¢ = ¢, i.e., having a module W, we automatically have the module W%, and, therefore, the module V,}.
Now, writing the formula

Wi =W22eWll)n (P e PR),

we shall have for w € W}h?

w = fi(e) + fa(=re) + fs(e') + falge) = fi(e”) + fa(e”).
Thus we have
fa(=re) + fa(e') =0,
ie., ¢ =re, and so
w = fi(e) + fa(gqre),

i.e., s =qr.

Therefore, given two modules V;* and V;? we can construct the module V3, i.e., on the set {V? | ¢ € Endg P}
we have introduced the operation of addition and multiplication in such a way that it becomes isomorphic to
the ring Endg P.

4.3 Construction of the Ring Endr V

For a given progenerator P select in the module V' two disjoint submodules V; and V5 and one equivalence class
Clp  which is maximal among all other Cl’% a- 1t is clear that in this case o = ». Let, further, Vi®Vo@P = V.
Let Vi =Q1® > P, and Vo = Q2 ® > P/, where for every i € s

1€ 1€ 3¢
P, = R.’ ~ p
Fix isomorphisms
fil P — Pi,
fl:P— P
Let a formula End(X) state about a module X the following.
L VI'(T Co Vi NT = P = 3T'(T" Co Vo AT = P A IVHP,T,T') Co X)), ie., for every direct

summand P; of the module V] there exists a direct summand P’ (a linear combination of some P/) of the
module V5 such that for some g € Endgr P the module

{e+ file) + f'(qe) | e € P}

is a direct summand of the module P.
2. XNVe =0, and it implies that for every direct summand P; of the module V; there exists only one direct
summand P’ of the module V5 such that the module

{e+ file) + f'(qe) | e € P}
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is a direct summand of the module X for some ¢ € Endg P.

3. X NP = 0. Such a module presents an endomorphism of the module P*) over the ring Endg P in the
following form.

For every vector v € P(*) there exists P’ (a direct summand of the module P(*)) which is isomorphic to P
and such that v € P’. By condition 1, in the module V5 there exists a direct summand P”, and also there exists
an endomorphism ¢ € Endg P such that V.}(P, P’, P”) C X. Then the module V;? contains a unique element

()7 w) + v+ f(a(f) 7 H©)-

We assume that X (v) := f”(q(f')"*(v)). We show that the obtained mapping is well defined and linear.
Indeed, the simplicity of decomposition follows from condition 2. Check the linearity.
If v1,v9 € P; for some i € 5, then for every ¢1,¢2 € R the condition X (q1v1 + ¢av2) = 1 X (v1) + g2 X (v2
follows from the linearity of the corresponding endomorphism g¢:

fit 1) + o1+ flgfH(n)) € X,
fit(w2) +va + flaf; H(2) € X
)

_JafT )+ avt+af (af (o)
-1 1 -
@ fi  (v2) + qeva + @2 f'(af H(v2)) € X
= quf (1) + aafi N (v2) + ot + qave + o f (af ;7 (v) @ f (af N (v2)) € X
= f{l(lhm + qou2) + (qrv1 + qav2) + f/(qUJ(ff (v1)) + qua(f; (”2))) € X,

3 /
Vq(P,PZ-,P)CX:>{

ie.
X(qrv1 + qov2) = 1 X (1) + @2 X (v2).
Two modules X; and X3 satisfying the formula End(X) will be called equivalent if
VT Co VAVS Co Va (VP (P,T,S) C X1 & V(P T,S) C Xy).

We see that in every equivalence class there exists a module of the form

> VPP, T)),

1€
where T; is a unique module for P; such that

3
Vo (P, P, T;) C X,

Consider some module X satisfying the formula End(X) and such that Xo C P @ V4. It is clear that the
endomorphism corresponding to the module Xy is the zero endomorphism of the module V;. We shall now
consider only modules X satisfying the formula

End™(X):=End(X) A X C Xo @ Va.
Now define the sum of two modules X; and X, satisfying the formula End™°(X).
(X = X1+ Xp):=VT Co WYV (P, T, S1) Co X1 VV2 (P, T, S,) Co X
(Xo @ Vo) N (WIS (VAP.T, 8,)) @ W2H(Vi(P.T, 5,))) Co X.

It is easy to see (compare to Sec. 4.2) that the module X satisfying the formula X = X7 4+ X5 is the sum of the
endomorphisms X; and Xs.
Now introduce some module X, satisfying the formula Endx,(X) and such that
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X.NXo=0AVS Co Vo (S=P
= 3T Co V1 (AVy(P, T, 5) C Xe A V2(P,T,S) is an isomorphism between T and S)).

It is clear that such a module X, establishes an isomorphism between the modules V; and V5. Therefore, X,
will be the unit of Endgr V.

Now consider three modules X7, X5, and X satisfying the formula End*° (X). We need to define the formula
X = X7 o X5. We describe this formula by words to understand its essence.

Let V}(P,T,Sy) Co X; for some T' C, Vi and S; Co Va. As we have already said, for every sum v+ fr(v) +
fs,(qu) we suppose that X; maps the vector fr(v) € T C V; to the vector fs, (qu) € Sq C Va.

For a given S; Co V5 there exists a unique Ty such that Vo (P, Ty, S;) Co X.. For an arbitrary vector v € P,
if v+ fr,(v) + fs,(v) € Ve(P, Ty, Sq), then the vectors fr, (v) and fs, (v) coincide if we identify V1 and V3, i.e.,
X1 maps fr(v) to fr,(qv).

Then, for a given T, C, V) there exists a unique S,q Co V2 such that

VI‘(P7 Tqu Srq) Co X2-

If
v+ qu(’U) + fS'rq (7”0) S ‘/T(Pa leS?“q)a

then the mapping X» maps the vector fr, (v) € T, C Vi to the vector fs, (rv), i.e., the composition X»X; maps
the vector fr(v) to the vector fs, (zqv), i.e., the mapping X is the composition of the mappings X; and Xj if
and only if for every T' C, V4

V3(P, T, Srq) Co X,

and with it Vs(P, T, S,q) consists of vectors of the form
v+ fr(v) + fs,,(rqu).
We can easily make certain that the formula
(Va(P,T,8,) ® Ve(P,Ty,S,)) N Xo = (Vo.(P, Ty, Srq) ® Vs(P,T,5,)) N Xo
holds, and therefore we have a formula which is equivalent to the formula
X =X30X;.

Thus, in the lattice of submodules of the module V' we have interpreted a ring which is isomorphic to the ring
Endgnd, p V. Consequently, as before, we have that if two lattices of submodules P(Ry, V) and P(Rg,Vz) are
elementarily equivalent, then for some progenerators Py and P the rings Endgna,, p, (V1) and Endgng £y P2 (V)
are also elementarily equivalent, and, therefore, the rings Endg, Vi and Endg, Vi are elementarily equivalent.
Now we see that we have proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1. For free modules Vi and Va of infinite ranks over arbitrary rings R1 and Ra, respectively, el-
ementary equivalence of the lattices of submodules P(V1) and P(Va) implies elementary equivalence of the
endomorphism rings Endg, (V1) and Endg, (V).

4.4 The Inverse Theorem

Now we need to prove the inverse theorem.

Theorem 2. Suppose that Vi and Vo are free modules of infinite ranks 3¢y and s over rings Ry and Ra,
respectively, and every submodule of the module Vi (Vi) has at most > (322) generating elements (for example,
this is true if s > |R1| and 35 > |Ra|, or if Ry and Rs are semisimple rings or integral domains). Then
Endg, (V1) = Endg, (Va) implies P(Vy) = P(V3).
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Proof. Suppose that we have an associative ring R with a unit, an infinite cardinal number s, and a free module
V = VE of rank » over R. Further, let every ideal of the ring R be generated by at most s elements of the
ring.

We want to interpret in the ring Endgr V' the space P(V'), consisting of all submodules of the module V,
with the relation C. As before, by the word “interpret” we understand existence of some algorithm mapping
every formula ¢ of the first order language of the theory of projective spaces to a formula ¢ of the first order
language of the ring theory in such a way that the formula ¢ holds in P(V) if and only if ¢ holds in Endg (V).

At the beginning we shall give an informal description of the translation.

1. We know that every object of the space P(V) is a submodule of the module V, but it is generated by at
most  vectors of the module V. Each of these vectors is a linear combination of some finite number of elements
of a basis of the module V, i.e., every such vector can be written as a column of a matrix which has only a finite
set of nonzero elements. If we write in this matrix all generating vectors, we shall get a matrix of size s X s,
i.e., an element of Endgr V. In the case where a submodule is generated less than s vectors, we extend the
matrix by zero columns. Two such matrices X; and X5 describe the same submodule of the module V' if

JA3IB(X; = X2A A Xy = X1 B).

In this case, the elements X; and X, will be considered equivalent.
Therefore, every submodule of the module V' maps to the corresponding equivalence class of elements of the
ring Endgp V.
2. It is clear that the module Y; generated by a matrix X; is a submodule of the module Y5 generated by
a matrix Xs if and only if
JA (X7 = X0A).

This formula will be denoted by X; C Xo.
From all these statements we obtain the statement of the theorem. O

5 Elementary Equivalence of Automorphism Groups of Modules of
Infinite Ranks

5.1 An Isomorphism of Groups Autg(V)

In this section, we are based on the paper [9] of I. Z. Golubchik and A. V. Mikhalev.

Consider some ring R and a free module V(= V) of infinite rank s over this ring.

Let I,, be a set of cardinality s.

As above, by Endg(V) we shall denote the endomorphism ring of the module V', and by Autg(V) we shall
denote the automorphism group of the module V.

Let, further, Er(V') be the group generated by the automorphisms E. 3 of the form

U»Y’—)TL»Y-FT’UQ, 77561}(7 ’Y#ﬂa TERa

and
Vg M Vo, €1, a7y,

where {v,} is a basis of the module V'; Dr (V) is the diagonal group (the automorphisms of the form v, — ryv,
Vv € L.); DER(V) is the group generated by Er(V) and Dg(V).
A subset {e;;}: jer, of the ring Endgr(V) is called a system of matriz units if

1. ejj0eq = djseir (05 is the Kronecker delta);

2. for every a € Endgr(V) and every k € I there exist i1,...,4, € I such that (e + -+ + €i,4,)a =
a’(eilil + T + einin =a.
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Let I be an ideal of the ring R; Er(V,I) be the subgroup of the group Autr(V) generated by the au-
tomorphisms 1 + e;; o A\, where A € I, i # j € I, Autr(V,I) be the kernel of the canonical homomorphism

or: Autg(V) — Autg,;(V), Cr(V,I) be the inverse image of the center in the homomorphism ;. Let, further,
[A,Bj]=A"'oBloAoB.

Lemma 1. Let R be an associative ring with 1/2, N and M be normal subgroups of the group Autg(V) such
that NN M = {1} and NM = Autr(V). Then there exist ideals I and J of the ring R such that

R=I&J, Er(V,I)CNCCr(V,I), Er(V,J)CMCCgr(V,J).

Proof. By the condition,

(1—26“')20,1'01)1', a; € N, biEM, (1)
for all i € I,. Since NN M = {1} and [1 — 2e;1,1 — 2¢;;] = 1, it follows that [a1,1 — 2e;;] = 1. Since 1/2 € R,
the element a; is diagonal. This means that e; oaj oej; = 0 for all i # j € I,,. The same holds also for b;. Let

for all i € I,
€;;0a10e; =N, €;0Db10e; = (2)

From @) it follows that
alo(l—eu)oal_lo(l—}—elz):1—|—(1—)\1)\2_1)0612 € N.

Since [1 + Ae1a, 1 +rear] = 1+ Areyy for all \,r € R and k € I,,, it follows that if the group N is normal, then
Er(V,I) C N, where I = R(\ — A2)R. Similarly, Er(V,J) C M, where J = R(u1 — p2)R. From () and @)
it follows that

Mpr=—1, dopa =1, pp=-XA", pa=2A"

By the definition of ideals I and J,
-t el T—mpy' =1+ e,
and
MA+FA)N =1+ 00 el

Consequently, 1 = 1/2(1 = MMy  +1+MA; ) € I+ J and R= I+ J. Further, Eg(V,INJ) C NN M = {1},
and, therefore, 7N J = {0}. Thus, I & J = R.

If a € N, then a = ay o az, where a1 € Autg(V,I) and ay € Autr(V,J). Further, we have [a, Er(V, J)] C
NN M ={1}. Thus as is a central idempotent of Autr(V,J) and N C Cr(V,I). Similarly, M C Cr(V,J). O

The following lemma is basic in the proof.

Lemma 2. Let R and S be associative rings with 1/2, I = I,, and Is = I, be infinite sets of cardinalities
» and ¥, respectively, V = fo and V' = sz be free modules over the rings R and S and the sets Iy and I,
respectively, {ei;}ijer,. be a system of matriz units of the ring Endr(V), and ¢: Autr(V) — Auts(V’) be
a group isomorphism. Then there exist a central idempotent ¢ € Endg (V') and systems of matriz units { fi; }: jer,
and {hi;}i jer, of the rings ¢ o Ends(V') and (1 — q) o Ends(V"), respectively, such that

(p(l —261'1') = (q—2f“)— (1_q_2hii); i€ 1.

Proof. Consider b; = (1 — 2¢;;). We know that b? = 1. Therefore, for f; = 1/2(1 — b;) € Endg(V’) we have
f? = fi. Define such f; for all i € I;. We shall get

Since 1—2e17 and 1—2eg0 commute, by and by also commute, and, thus, f; and fo commute. Thus, (1—2f;f2)? =
1, i.e., 1-— 2f1f2 S AutS(V’). Set
1—2e=¢ (1 —=2ffa). (4)
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Then e € Endg(V), €2 = e, and from (@) it follows that if [a,1 — 2¢;] = 1 for i = 1,2, then
[a,1 —2e] =1; (5)
if (1 —2e11)b™1 =1 — 2e99 and b(1 — 2e92)b~ 1 = 1 — 2¢11, then
b,1—2¢] = 1. (6)
Applying H) and (@), we get
(1 —2e) =e1(e11 + ea2 +e2(1 — e11 — e22)), (M)

where 1,62 € R, €7 = €3 = 1, and the elements €1, €3 are permutable with all invertible elements of the ring R.
Then

61:1—261, 52:1—262, (8)
and e, eg are central idempotents of the ring R.
Set
N = p(Autg(V,eaR)), M = o(Autr(V, (1 —e2)R)). (9)
By Lemma [0
Es(V',I)C N CCs(V',I), Es(V',J)S M CCs(V',J), (10)

then End(I*)) = (1 — ¢) End(V"), End(J*) = ¢End(V’), and ¢ is some central idempotent of the ring
End(V'). From (@) and @) it follows that

e + ez + (1 —2e2)(1 —e11 —e2) € Autg(V,e2R),
—e11 — ez + (1 —2e2)(1 —e11 — e22)
= —(611 +exm+(1— 2(1 —e2))(1 —eqq — 622)) € (—1) AutR(V, (1 — ez)R)

and, therefore,
1—-2ee€ CR(‘/, 62R), (1 — 2611)(1 — 2622)(1 — 26) S CR(V, (1 — 62)R). (11)

From @), @), @), (@), and ([ it follows that 1 — 2f, fo = a + b, where a € End(I/2)) and b € End(J(2),
Consequently, b is a central element of the ring End(J2)) and a; = a(1 —2f1)(1 — 2f2) is a central element of
the ring End(I"2)). Further, (1 — 2f;f2)? = 1, and, therefore, b> = ¢, a? =a®> =1 —¢, a1 = 1 — ¢ — 22, and
b = q—2q1, where ¢, ¢1, and g2 are central idempotents of the rings Endg(V’), ¢ End(V"), and (1 — ¢) End(V"),
respectively. Thus,
(L—=2fif2) =(¢—2q1) + (1 —q—2¢2)(1 — 2f1)(1 — 2f2). (12)

We shall show that ¢; = 0 and g2 = 1—¢. Indeed, multiplying the equality [[2) by ¢1, we get g1 (1 — 2f1f2) = —q1,
i.e., q1f1f2 =4q1-

Multiplying the last equality by f1, we see that ¢ f1fo = ¢1f1 and ¢1 f1 = g1. Similarly, ¢; fo = q1.

Hence, ¢1(1 — 2f1)(1 — 2f2) = ¢1 and, according to (@),

(1 —2e11 — 2e92) = 1. (13)

6 )6 2160,

we have that a normal divisor of the group Autr(V) containing the matrix 1 — 2e1; — 2e92 contains also the
subgroup Er(V).
Therefore, from () it follows that

Since

o(Er(V)) C Auts(V', (1 — q1)9). (14)
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By condition (), ¢; is a central idempotent of the ring Endg(V”’). By Lemma [
Er(V,I1) € ¢~ (Auts(V',q15)) € Cr(V, ).

On the other hand, ([[d) implies that

¢~ (Auts(V',q18)) N Er(V) = {1}.
Consequently, I = {0}, and the group ¢~ (Auts(V’, ¢1.5)) belongs to the center of the group Autg(V), i.e.,

q1=0. (15)

Multiplying the equality () by g3 =1 — ¢ — g2, we get

(1=2f1f2)qs = (1 = 2f1)(1 — 2f2)qs

and
2f1f2q3 = 2f1q3 + 2 f2q3 — 4 f1f2q3. (16)

Multiplying the equality ([[@) by 1/2(1 — f1), we shall see that (1 — f1)fags = 0 and fogs = f1f2qs3. Similarly,
(1= f2)f2g3 = 0 and fig3 = f1f2qs = faqs. Hence

2f1f2q3 = 2f1q3 + 2faq3 — 4f1f2q3 = 4f1q3 — 4f1q3 = 0.

Thus,
143 = f2g3 = fifeq3 =0, q3(1 —2f1)(1 —2f2) = g3,

and
g3p(1 — 2e11 — 2e22) = g3. (17)
Similarly as from the equality ([I3) we obtained ¢; = 0, from the equality () we shall now find
O=¢g=1-q—q. (18)
From (@), (&), and &) it follows that
1-2fifo=q—(1-q)(1=2/1)A=2f2), fifoq=0, (1-f1)A - f2)(1—-4q)=0. (19)
Since the group Autr(V') acts transitively on the set
{1 —2ea, 1 = 2ej5}izj; ijen
from the conditions @) and (@) we obtain
fifig=0, (A1 =fi)(A—-f;)1-q) =0 (20)

for all i,j € I, where ¢ is a central idempotent of the ring Endg(V’) from condition (IT).
According to condition 1), { fig = 1/2(1—p(1—2e;;))q} is an orthogonal system of conjugate idempotents of
the ring ¢ Endg(V”), and, therefore, there exist elements f;; € ¢ Endg (V') such that f;; = ¢f; and fi; fes = djk fis-
Now we show that if @ € Endg(V’) and m € I, then there exist i1,...,4, € Iz such that

fivie + -+ finin(@mm) = (@€mm) fivis + -+ + finin = (a€mm)q.

Fix some a € Endg(V’) and m € I. Tt is clear that in this case there exists a set 41,...,4, € I; such that a

commutes with the element p(—1;, . ;) = go( 11 (1—2eikik)) and (=14, .4, )00mm = mm@(—1iy, i) =
1<k<n

—aemm. Then go(=1;, 4,) = [l (¢=2fii) =aq—2fui — - —2fi,i., 1e, (@=2fiis =+ = 2fini, ) @Cmm =

1<k<i
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aemm(q — 2fiyi, — -+ — 2fi i) = —a€mmq. Therefore, 2ae,mmq = (2fi,i; + -+ 2fi, 0. )0Cmm = aCmm(2fi i +
w2 i00), e, aemm (fivi, + 0 F finin) = (fivin + - + finin )0€mm = aemmq, as required.

Thus we have shown that {f;;}: jer, is a system of matrix units of the ring ¢ Endg(V’). In a similar way,
there exists a system of matrix units {h;;}i jer, of the ring (1 — ¢) Endg(V’) such that h;; = (1 — f;)(1 — q).
Consequently,

p(1—=2e;) =1—-2fi = (1 =2fi)g— (1 —2(1 - fu))(1 —q) = (¢ — 2fis) — (1 —q — 2hy;). O

Theorem 1. Let R and S be associative rings with 1/2, V. = VE and V' = V2 be free modules over
R and S of infinite ranks » and >’ respectively, and ¢: Autg(V) — Autg(V’) be a group isomorphism. Then
there exist central idempotents e and f of the rings Endg(V) and Ends(V'), respectively, a ring isomorphism
01: eEndg(V) — fEndg(V’), a ring antiisomorphism 03: (1 — e) Endg(V) — (1 — f)Endg(V’), and a group
homomorphism x: DEr(V) — C(Auts(V")) such that p(A) = x(A)(01(A) + 02(A1)) for all A € Eg(V).

Proof. By Lemma &1
(1 —2e;) = (¢ — 2fu) — (1 — g — 2hy), (21)
where ¢ is a central idempotent of the ring Endg(V”’), ei;, fij, and h;; are matrix units of the rings Endg(V),
qEndg(V'), and (1 — q) Endg(V”), respectively.
Set
[ = fi1 + fa2 + ha1 + hao.

L. Let {€;}ijer, be some system of matrix units of the ring Endg (V') and Vi # 1,2 (e; = e;;). Then

o(1—2e,)=q—(—q) +z, where z € fEndg(V')f. (22)

By the condition, [1 —2e},,1 —2¢};] =1 for k=1,2, % 1,2. By 1) and £2),
P(1 = 2ep;,) =1 - 2ep + cx, (23)
where k =1,2, e, € fEnds(V')f, cx € (1 — f)Endg(V')(1 — f). Note that
(1 —2€71)(1 —2e55) = (1 — 2e11)(1 — 2e92).
According to the equalities Z1I), [22), and @23,
(f —2e1)(f —2e2) = —f

and
e1+e=f, eex=0. (24)

By Lemma B there exists a central idempotent ¢’ of the ring Endg (V") such that
(¢ —2f) — (1 —q —2hj;) = (1 - 2¢f;).
Consequently, for k = 1,2 we have

q' (1= (1 = 2ej))(1 — (1 — 2e33)) = 0, (25)
(1= ¢ )1+ @1 = 2¢34)) (1 + (1 — 2e33)) = 0. (26)

Multiplying @8) from the left side by 1 — f and from the right side by ¢ and using the conditions 1I) and 23),
we have that ¢’cy, - 2f33 = 0,
q'cfzz = 0. (27)

Multiplying (8] from the left side by f and from the right side by fg and using @II), @3)), we have

(1= q)2(f — ex)2fq = 0.
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According to the equalities 24]), f = e1 + e2. Thus, (1 — ¢')exg =0 and (1 — ¢')fq = 0. Since f = f11 + foz +
hi1 + hag, it follows that Endg(V’)f Endg(V') = Ends(V’) and, by the equalities (1 — ¢')fq = 0,

0= (1-¢)gEnds(V')fEnds(V’) = (1 — ¢')¢Ends(V").
Therefore,
(1-q)q=0. (28)
From @7) and @8 it follows that
crfsz = crqfsz = q(q'crfsz) + (1 = ¢')gerfazs =0+0=0.
Similarly, ¢ fi; — 0 for all i € Ir. By @3), ¢, € (1 — f)Endg(V')(1 — f) and ¢xq = cx(1 — f)g, i.e.,
ckq = 0. (29)
Multiplying the equality ZH) from the left side by f and from the right side by (1 — ¢)f, we have
q - 2ep - 2f(1—q) =0.

Therefore,
¢(1-q)=0. (30)

From Zd) and @) it follows that ¢ = ¢/, and from ZII), @3)), and @8] it follows that (2 — 2ej + cx)2hss = 0.

Since erhss = erf(1 — f)hgs = 0, it follows that 2h33 + cxhgs = 0. Similarly, 2h; + cphi; = 0 for all ¢ € Is.
Thus ¢x(1 — q) = cx(1 — f)(1 — ¢q) and for any ¢,j € I for i # 1,2 we have cxq - hi; = crhij = —2h;;, and for
any j € Iz, i = 1,2 we have cyq - h;; = 0. Thus, it is shown that

ck(l—q)=-2(1-q)+2(1-q)f. (31)

From 23), 9), and ) it follows that 1 + ¢, — ¢+ (1 —¢) € fEnds(V')f and o(1 —2¢},) —g+ (1 —¢q) €
fEndg(V')f for k=1,2.
2. We show that in ([II) matrix units can be chosen in such a way that

(1 —eii — ejj + eij + €ji) = (q— fis = fi; + fis + fii) = (L= q = hii — hyj + hij + hji) (32)

forall i,5 € I, i # j.
Indeed, set

6/11 = 1/2(611+622—612—621), 6/22 = 1/2(611+622+612+621), 6/“- = ey V’L;ﬁ 1,2.

The system {e;;} can be added to the system of matrix units {e};}i jer, of the ring Endg(V'). According to
the argument in item 1,

o(1 —e11 —exn+eaten) =9l —2¢)=qg—(1—-9q)+uz,

where z € fEndg(V')f and f is taken from @2). Consequently,

an ap 0 bir bz O

a a 0 b b 0
p(l—e11—emtenten)=| - "% |- o e (33)

........ 1 : e 1 :
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where aij € f11 EndS(V’)f11 and bij € hi1 EndS(V’)hu. Since

(1 —e11 —exx+ea+ean)(l—2e11) = (1—2e2)(1 —e11 —ex+e12+e€21),

we have that 1) and B3]) imply
a1 ai2 -1 0 . 1 0 ail ai2
a1 G22 0 1) \0 —1)\ax axn)’
bir bizy (-1 0} (1 O bi1  bi2
ba1  bao 0 1) \0 —1)\ba b))’

ailp = agy = O, b11 = b22 = 0 (34)
Then, (1 —e11 — €22 + €12 + 621)2 =1. By (IE) and (Bm),

and

-1 -1
ag1 =ayz, ba =0y

Similarly,

O(1 — €4+ rig1i41 + €iit1 + €iv14)
=(q— fii — fisr,i41 + @ifiir1 + @  fiz1) = (L= q = hig1i41 — his + bihiip1 + b hig1s)

for alli € I;.

Set, by transfinite induction, ¢; = 1, ¢i41 = ¢ - a; ! and ¢; = 1 for a limit ordinal number 4. Similarly,
set dy =1, diy1 = d; - bi_l, and d; = 1 for a limit ordinal number i. Let, further, C = diag(cy,...,cn,...) +
diag(dl, [P ,dn, . .), hij = C’h”C*I Then h;z = hii; f{l = fii7 fi/,i+1 = aifmqu, fiJrl.,i = CLi_lflqu_’i, h;,iJrl =
blhi,i-i-lu and héJrl_’i = bi_lhi-i-l,i-

Thus,

Ol — e — €141 + €iig1 + €itr14)
/

=(q— fii = fipriom + fiapn + i) — (U —q =Ry — by + by gy + higy ).

Finally, the assertion 2 is proved.

3. Set gi; = fij +hij, where f;;, h;; are matrix units for which conditions @II) and B2) hold. Then {g;;}: jex
is a system of matrix units of the ring Endg(V’). An arbitrary element C' € Endg(V’) will be written in the
form

C11 e Cin

c=|"" R , where c¢;; € g4 EndS(V/)gij'

a- b, 0
r dyp 0

p(l+reje) = ¢ , (35)
...... 1



where a,, b, ¢.,d — r € g11 Endg(V')g11, and that
(1 —eis —ejj +eij —eji) =1 — gii — g5 + 9ij — 9ji
for i # j.

Indeed,
1—e;— ejj + e —ej = (1 —€j — €jj T e + eji)(l — 2eii)-

By &) and (B2),

p(1 — ei —ej5 + i — €5i)

= (e = fu = fi5+ fij = f50) + (L = € = his = hjj + hij = hji) = 1 = gii — 935 + 9ij — Gii-

Set
6;/] = (1 + 1/2T€12)61‘j(1 + 1/27”612)71.

Then, according to the assertion 1,
p(l=2ef))=q—(1-q)+z

and
x1 € fEndg(V')f, where f = hi1+ has + fi1 + fao-
Then,
1—2¢ef; =1—2e11 +7re1a = (1 +reg)(1 — 2e11)
and, by ),

(14 re1z) = p((1 = 2¢;)(1 = 2e11)) = 1+ a2,

where z2 € fEndg(V')f.
But from fEndg(V')f = (911 + g22) Ends(V')(g11 + g22) it follows that

a- b, 0
o(1 +rejs) = ¢ dr 0
...... 1

5. Using the equalities BH) and (B4l), and the equality

1 0 O 1 r 0 1 0 0 1 0 r
0 0 -1 01 0 0 0 1]=({0 1 0],
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 -1 0 0 0 1
we shall get
a 0 b 0
0 1 0 0
p(lt+rews)=1|¢ 0 d. 0 ,
0 0 0 1

where a,., by, ¢, d, are taken from (BH).
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From BH) and [B1) we have that for all r,s € R

(073 bT O Qg O bs ag
¢ dp 0 0 1 0]=10
0 0 1 Cs 0 ds Cs
and
br = asbru CrGs = Cp,
Similarly, using the equalities
1 0
Ay

0
o +ress) = o e,
0

O = O
S oF

cbs = 0.

- o o O

and [1 + seas, 1 + res], we have that for all ;s € R
br = brdsu

dscr = Cr,

From the equalities

bsc, = 0.

Ay

o&F

o

(1 + T‘eij)il = (1 — reij) = (1 — 26“')(1 + T‘ij)(l — 2eii)

and 1), B3) it follows that for all r € R

ar —b. 0
_ —¢ dp 0
o(1+rep) t = ¢
0 0 1
and, according to ) and ),
a?=d*>=1

From the equalities

and BH), @BH), we have that

Then,

From BH), @3), B4), and @) it follows that

1

b )G D)= y)

2
ardy — by = —ecq,
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—C% + d1a1 = bl. (45)

Multiply the equality @H) from the right side by b; and, using ([BX), we shall get b2 = d;b;. Multiplying (@)
from the left side by by, we shall get b? = bya;. Therefore, we have shown that bya; = diby = b2, dibidiby =
dlb% = d%bl = bl, dlbldlbl = dlb%al = d%blal = blalb%, and bl = b%
From (E4) it follows that
aicp = Cldl =C1 = —C%. (46)

From H) and ({G) we have
diay = by + C% =bycy.

From BY) and ) it follows that
b101 = Clbl =0.

Therefore,
(d1a1)2 = b% + C% = bl — C1 = dlal.

According to ([#Z), the element djas is invertible. Consequently,
1= d1a1 = b1 —C1. (47)

By (m)7 @)7 and (m)a bscr = Crbs =0 and
by € by fi1 Ends (V') fuib1, cr € (1 —b1)f11 Ends(V') f11(1 — by) (48)
for all r, s € R. Then, according to (B3),
(as —1)by = c1(as — 1) = 0.
By ED),
as— 1= _bl(as - 1)01.
By B3), @), and E2),

b101 = Clbl = O, 1= a? = (1 — b1a501)2 =1- 2()1(1501,

and ag = 1. Similarly, ds = 1. Thus,
ar=d, =1 (49)

for all » € R. Set e; = by - 1, then e; is an idempotent of the ring Endg(V’). By BH), EX), and EI),

e1p(1+re1a) = p(1 4 reja)er = e1 + brgia,
[1—2e1,0(l+re12)] = 1.

Similarly,
1 —2e1,p(1 —ei; —ejj+e;—eji)] =1

Consequently, the matrix ¢ ~!(1 — 2e;) belongs to the centralizer of the group Er(V) and is a central matrix.
Therefore, the matrix 1 — 2e; belongs to the center of the ring Endg(V’), e is a central idempotent of the ring
Endg(V"),

e1 Endg (V') @ (1 — e1) Endg(V') = Endg (V). (50)

Set O5(r) = b, and 04(r) = —c¢,. From the equalities

[1+4reis,1 — seas] =1+ (rs)ers,
1+ crgar, 1 — csg3a] =1 — (cscr)gan
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and B3), EY), @), BD), BY), and EI) it follows that

1 0 b 1 0 b.bs
0 1 0 ]= 0 1 0
Crs 0 1 —CsCp 0 1

Hence, 03: R — b1(f11 Endg(V’)f11) is a homomorphism of rings and 6,: R — (1 — b1)(f11 Ends(V’) f11) is an
antihomomorphism of rings. Further, by B3), B4), and E3),
(1 +rei;) =1+ 05(r)gi; — 0a(r)gji- (51)
Set, for every a;;je;; € Endg(V),

01(a) = Os(ai;)gi;,

02(a) = ba(aij)gji,
and for other elements of the ring Endr(V) we continue these homomorphisms in the natural way. Then
61: Endg(V) — e; Endg(V’) is a homomorphism of rings, f: Endg(V) — (1 — e1) Endg(V’) is an antihomo-
morphism of rings, and, by @7) and &),

p(A) = 61(A) +62(A77) (52)
for all A € Er(V). Let I, J be ideals of the ring S such that End;(V’') = e; Endg(V’) and End; (V') =
(1—e1)Ends(V'). By @), I®J = S. Set N1 = ¢~ H(Auts(V',I)) and My = ¢~ (Auts(V’,J)). By Lemmalll

Er(V,eR) C N1, Egr(V,(1—e)R) C M,

where e is some central idempotent of the ring Endg(V). Let B € Eg(V,eR). Then ¢(B) — 1 € End; (V') =
e1 Endg (V).

By (E32),
@(B) =1=61(B—1)+6:(B~" - 1)

and
01(B —1) € eaEndg(V'), 60o(B™* —1) € (1 —e2) Endg(V').

Consequently, 62(B~! — 1) = 0 and Endcg(V) C Ker 6. Similarly, End(;_c)r(V) € Ker#6;. Since ¢ is a group
isomorphism, we have by (B2)
Ker 91 N Ker 92 = {0}

Therefore,
EndeR(V) - Ker 92, End(l,e)R(V) = Ker 91,

and
Ker6; @ Kerf = Endg(V).

A similar argument for the mapping ¢! leads us to
Im 6 & Im 6y = Endg (V).

Set
¢1(B) = ¢ 1 (01(B) + 02(B™1))

for all B € Autg(V). Then ¢; is an automorphism of the group Autg(V), and, by ©&2),
v1(A) = A forall Ae Eg(V).

The theorem is proved. |
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Suppose that rings R and S with 1/2 do not contain any central idempotents which are not equal to 0 or 1.
Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The groups Autr(V) and Auts(V’) are isomorphic if and only if Endg(V) = Endg (V).

Proof. By Theorem [l on the group DER (V') every isomorphism ¢ of the groups Autr (V) and Autg(V’) coin-
cides with an isomorphism x(-)(61 () +602(-~1)), where x(+) is a group homomorphism DEg(V) — C(Auts(V")),
01: eEndg(V) — fEndg(V’) is a ring isomorphism, 2: (1 — e) Endg(V) — (1 — f) Endg(V’) is a ring anti-
isomorphism, e, f are central idempotents of the rings Endg(V1) and Mg(Va), respectively. Since the rings
R and S do not contain any central idempotents which are not equal to 0 or 1, we have that the rings Endr (V)
and Endg (V") also do not contain any central idempotents which are not equal to 0 and 1, i.e., either e = f =1,
ore=f=0.

1. If e = f =1, then () on DER(V) coincides with an isomorphism of the rings Endg (V) and Endg(V”)
of the form x(-)61(-), i.e., the rings Endr (V') and Endg(V’) are isomorphic.

2. If e = f =0, then p on DER(V) coincides with an antiisomorphism x(-)f2(-1), i.e., the rings Endg(V)
and Endg(V”)°P are isomorphic.

Suppose that we have this case. Consider in Endg(V) a system of commuting conjugate orthogonal idem-
potents with the condition

Z (7 1.

icl
This expression means that for every element a and every i € I there exist i1, ...,4, € s such that

n n
j=1 j=1
Now, as above, introduce a system of matriz units e;; (i,j € s) by the condition

€ij€kl = 0jk€il.

It is clear that such system {e;;} in Endg(V) corresponds to a system {f;;} in Ends(V”), defined by the
condition

fijFrr = Ot fj-

In Endg (V) there exists an element
but in Endg(V2) a corresponding element

can not exist.
We show this.
Let W; be the carrier of an idempotent f;;. Then

fii(W) = fifuui(Wh) = fu(Wi) C Wi,
Further,
Wi = fui(W1) = fa fr:(Wh),
i.e., fij maps W; to W;. Existence of the element f ~ 3" fi; would mean that f maps some vector w from Wi
iel

to the sum of an infinite number of vectors w; € Wj, but this is impossible.

Therefore, the condition

EndR(V) = EndS(VI)Op

is impossible.

The inverse implication is evident. o
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5.2 Elementary Equivalence of Automorphism Groups and Endomorphism Rings
of Modules of Infinite Ranks

Lemma 3. For every ultrafilter D
[[Endr(V) = Endpy (V).
D D

Proof. By the definition of ultraproduct, every element [[ Endr (V') is a mapping (more precisely, its equivalence

D
class) f: I — Endg(V), i.e., a set of pairs (i, A), where i € I, A € Endg(V), Vi € I3'A € Endgr(V) ((i, A) € f).
Every element of A € Endg (V) is a mapping a: » x » — R such that for every « € s there exists only a finite
number of 3; € s such that a({«, 3;)) # 0, i.e., every element of A € Endgr(V) is a set of ordered triplets
(a, B, ), where o, 8 € 3, r € R, YVaVB3lr € R({a,3,r) € A). Therefore, every element of the ultraproduct
[1Endg(V) is a set f of ordered quadruplets (i, «, 8,7) with ¢ € I, a, 8 € 5, r € R and with the condition
D

Vi, o, 837 ({i, 0, B,7) € f). In other words, it is a mapping f: I X s X s — R with the only condition that for
every i € I and « € s there exist only a finite number of 3; € s such that f(4, o, 8;) # 0.
Two such mappings f,g: I X » X % — R are equal if and only if

{iel|Va,fex(fi,a,f)=g(i,a p))} €D.
For three mappings f,g,h: I X 3 X »c — R we have h = f + g if and only if

{i e I[Va,B € 5 (h(i,a,B) = f(i,o, B) + 9(i,, 8))} € D.
Similarly, for three mappings f, g, h: I X s x 2 — R we have h = fg if and only if

> fli,am)- Mﬁ))}

YyE®

{iGI’Va,ﬂ€%< (i,a, B) =

It is clear that we can write the sign of sum in this expression because only a finite number of elements of this
sum are nonzero.
Now consider the ring Endp (V). Completely the same arguments lead us to the fact that the elements of
D

this ring are mappings f: » X s x I — R with the same condition of finiteness and the same identity, sum, and
product. Therefore, the obtained isomorphism is natural (it is the natural mapping I x (3¢x ) — (sex3¢)xI). O

The proof of the following theorem is similar to the proof of Theorem 4 of the paper [I].

Theorem 3. Suppose that rings R and S contain 1/2 and do not contain any central idempotents which are not
equal to 1 and 0. Suppose that V and V' are free modules of infinite ranks over the rings R and S, respectively.
Then the groups Autr(V) and Autg(V’) are elementarily equivalent if and only if the rings Endg(V) and
Endg (V') are elementarily equivalent.

Proof. Let the rings Endg (V) and Endg(V’) be elementarily equivalent.

Consider an arbitrary sentence ¢ of the first order language of the group theory. With the help of the
sentence ¢ we construct a sentence ¢’ of the first order language of the ring theory in the following way:
every symbol-string of the form Vz (...) belonging to the sentence ¢ will be replaced by the symbol-string
Vo (32’ (za’ = 2’z =1) = (...), and every symbol-string of the form 3z (...) will be replaced by the symbol-
string 3o (32’ (z2’ = 2’ =1) A (...)). Tt is clear that if the sentence ¢ holds in the group Autg(V), then the
sentence ¢’ holds in the ring Endg(V'), and, therefore, since the rings Endg (V) and Endg(V’) are elementarily
equivalent, we have that it holds in the ring Endg(V’). Consequently, the sentence ¢ holds in the group
Autg(V’). Now we see that the groups Autr(V) and Autg(V’) are elementarily equivalent.

Let the operation x applied to some ring A (A*) be taking the group of invertible elements of this ring. It

is clear that for every ultrafilter D HAutR( ) =]](Endgr(V))* = (HEndR(V)) , 1.e., that the operations
D D

and [] are permutable.
D
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Let now the groups Autg(V) and Autg(V’) be elementarily equivalent. Then, by Theorem B in Sec. 1.4,
there exist ultrapowers G = [[Autg(V) and G = [[ Autg(V’) of these groups such that G = G’. There-
D D

fore, (HEndR(V)) = (HEndS(V’)) , and, by Lemma B Autpy z(V) = Autyy g(V’). By Theorem B from
D D D D
the previous subsection, in this case Endp r(V) = Endj g(V’). Consequently, by Proposition B in Sec. 1.4,
D D
Endgr(V) = Endg(V’). The theorem is proved. O

Therefore, in the case where we have associative rings with 1/2 which do not contain any central idempotents
not equal to 0 and 1 we can replace the question on elementary equivalence of automorphism groups by the
question on elementary equivalence of endomorphism rings.

5.3 The Main Theorem

In this section, we assume that a cardinal number 37 is such that there exists a maximal ideal of the ring R,
generated by at most s elements.
From Theorem B in Sec. 3 and Theorem Bl we easily obtain Theorem E

Theorem 4. Suppose that rings Ry and Ry contain 1/2 and do not contain any central idempotents which
are not equal to 1 or 0. Let Vi and V, be free modules of infinite ranks sc; and 5 over the rings Ry and Ra,
respectively, and let ¢ € Thi* ((se1, R1)) be such that p ¢ Th3' ((3e1,R')) for any ring R’ such that R’ is
similar to Ry and Thi™* ((se1, R1)) # Thy* (5a1, R')). Then the groups Autg, (V1) and Autg,(V2) are elementarily
equivalent if and only if there exists a ring S similar to the ring Ry and such that the theories Th™* ((se1, R1))
and Th3? ({352, 5)) coincide.

Corollary 1. For free modules Vi and Va of infinite ranks >, and s over skewfields (integral domains, com-
mutative or local rings without central idempotents not equal to 1 or 0) Fy and Fy with 1/2, respectively, the
groups Autp, (V1) and Autp, (Vo) are elementarily equivalent if and only if the theories Thy* (31, F1)) and
Th3? ({522, F2)) coincide.

Corollary 2. For free modules Vi and Va of infinite ranks 1 and 3za over Artinian rings Ry and Ro with 1/2
without central idempotents not equal to 1 or 0, respectively, the groups Autg, (V1) and Autg,(V2) are elemen-
tarily equivalent if and only if there exist rings S1 and Sy such that the ring Ry is similar to the ring S1, the
ring Ry is similar to the ring Sa, and the theories Thi™* ((s¢1,51)) and Thi? (52, S2)) coincide.
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