arXiv:2304.07692v1 [math.RA] 16 Apr 2023

TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF SOME CLASSES OF SUBMODULES

A. GOSWAMI

ABSTRACT. We study the topology of a class of proper submodules and some of its distinguished subclasses and call them structure spaces. We give several criteria for the quasi-compactness of these structure spaces. We study 𝑇_0 and 𝑇_1 separation properties and characterize structure spaces in which nonempty irreducible closed subsets have unique generic points. We provide a sufficient condition for the connectedness of structure spaces. We prove that the structure spaces of proper submodules are spectral, and moreover, we characterize the spectral structure spaces of Noetherian modules. Finally, we discuss continuous functions between these spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Since the introduction of prime submodules in [D78], much attention has been drawn to studying this class (see [L12, L84, L95]). Following the existence of various classes of ideals of rings, it is natural to introduce similar classes of submodules, and hence we now have notions like maximal, prime, semiprime, primary, strongly irreducible, cyclic, and finitely generated submodules. As far as studying topologies is concerned, the main choice of class is prime submodules or its subclass of minimal prime submodules. However, it has been immediately observed that unlike prime ideals of a (commutative) ring, one cannot endow a Zariski topology on the class of prime submodules of a module. To make closed sets behave well with respect to finite unions, we need an additional condition on the module, and hence what we obtain is called a top module (see [Z06]). An extensive study of various topologies on prime spectra (or their variations like minimal prime, coprime, fully prime) of submodules can be found in [A11, A15, A10, AF14, AH12, AH19, AKF16, ZT00, AH11, AP17, BH08, L99, MMS97, MS06, HP19, T09, UTS15].

An attempt has been made in [DG22] to obtain a unified approach to studying the topological properties of various classes of ideals of (commutative) rings, which is further carried on in [FGS23] (see also [G23]) to obtain spectral spaces out of these classes of ideals. These topological spaces were called ideal spaces. The goal of the present paper is twofold. First, we want to gain a better understanding of the properties of the ideal spaces of rings that also hold for modules, and second, we want to do this in a setting that allows us to handle wider classes of submodules that are not necessarily of “prime type.” These classes of submodules endowed with a topology shall be called structure spaces. Our topology coincides with Zariski topology when we consider the spectra of prime submodules of top modules. Although we have picked up some distinguished classes of submodules (see Definition 1.1), our theory is in fact applicable for any subclass of the class of proper submodules.

In this paper, by a module 𝑀, we shall always mean an 𝑅-module, where 𝑅 is a commutative ring with identity. A nonempty subset 𝑁 of a module 𝑀 is called a submodule of 𝑀, if 𝑁 is closed under addition and scalar multiplication. A proper submodule 𝑁 is such that 𝑁 ≠ 𝑀. If 𝑁 is a submodule of a module 𝑀, then the annihilator ideal of 𝑀/𝑁 in 𝑅 is defined by (𝑁 : 𝑀) = {𝑟 ∈ 𝑅 | 𝑟 𝑀 ⊆ 𝑁}.

We now recall definitions of some distinguished subclasses of the class of proper submodules of a module.

Definition 1.1. Let 𝑀 be a module and let 𝑁 be a proper submodule of 𝑀. Then 𝑁 is called • maximal if there is no other proper submodule containing 𝑁;

• prime [D78] if 𝑟𝑚 ∈ 𝑁 with 𝑟 ∈ 𝑅 and 𝑚 ∈ 𝑀 imply that either 𝑚 ∈ 𝑁 or 𝑟 ∈ (𝑁 : 𝑀);

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 54F65 .

Key words and phrases. module, extraordinary submodule, spectral space, quasi-compact. 1

• semiprime [D78] if 𝑁 is an intersection of prime submodules of 𝑀;

• extraordinary [MMS97] if 𝐿 and 𝐾 are semiprime submodules of 𝑀 with 𝐿 ∩ 𝐾 ⊆ 𝑁, then either 𝐿 ⊆ 𝑁 or 𝐾 ⊆ 𝑁;

• primary [AM69] if 𝑟𝑚 ∈ 𝑁 with 𝑟 ∈ 𝑅 and 𝑚 ∈ 𝑀 imply that either 𝑟^𝑛 ∈ (𝑁 : 𝑀) for some 𝑛 ∈ N, or 𝑚 ∈ 𝑁;

• radical if 𝑁 = √ 𝑁 = � 𝑁 ⊆𝑃

{𝑃 | 𝑃 is a prime submodule of 𝑀};

• strongly irreducible [KES06] if 𝐿 ∩ 𝐾 ⊆ 𝑁 implies either 𝐿 ⊆ 𝑁 or 𝐾 ⊆ 𝑁, for all submodules 𝐿, 𝐾 ∈ 𝑀; • irreducible [M86] if 𝑁 ≠ 𝑁_1 ∩ 𝑁_2 for two submodules 𝑁_1 and 𝑁_2 of 𝑀 with 𝑁_𝑖 ≠ 𝑁; • completely irreducible [FHO06] if 𝑁 ≠

�_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑁_𝜆 for submodules {𝑁_𝜆}_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑁_1 of 𝑀 with 𝑁_𝜆 ≠ 𝑁 for all 𝜆 ∈ Λ;

• minimal [AP17] if 𝑁 ≠ 0 and 𝑁 contains no other nonzero submodules of 𝑀; • minimal prime [MS93] if 𝑁 is both a minimal and a prime submodule of 𝑀. • cyclic if 𝑁 is generated by a single element of 𝑀; • finitely generated if 𝑁 is generated by a finite subset of 𝑀.

Before we discuss topologies on distinguished classes of submodules in the next section, we first need some notation. By S(𝑀), we shall denote the set of all submodules of a module 𝑀. To denote the class of proper submodules of 𝑀 or any one of its distinguished subclasses listed in Definition 1.1, we shall use the notation D(𝑀). It is clear that 𝑀 ∉ D(𝑀) for all such classes of submodules.

2. STRUCTURE SPACES

Our goal is to introduce a closure operation C on a distinguished class of submodules of 𝑀 in such a way that the closure operation C induces a topology on that class of submodules. The closure C is defined on a D(𝑀) as follows.

(2.1) C(𝑁) = {𝐿 ∈ D(𝑀) | 𝑆 ⊆ 𝐿} (𝑁 ∈ S(𝑀)).

In the following lemma, we gather some elementary properties of C needed in the sequel. Since the proofs of these results are straightforward, we skip them.

Lemma 2.1. Let 𝑀 be a module. A closure operation C on a D(𝑀) has the following properties.

(1) For any two 𝑁, 𝑁^′ ∈ D(𝑀) with 𝑁 ⊆ 𝑁^′ imply that C(𝑁) ⊇ C(𝑁^′); (2) C(0) = D(𝑀) and C(𝑀) = ∅; (3) �_{𝜆∈Λ}

C(𝑁_𝜆) = C (

�_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑁_𝜆) for all 𝑁_𝜆 ∈ S(𝑀) and for all 𝜆 ∈ Λ;

(4) C(𝑁) ∪ C(𝑁^′) ⊆ C(𝑁 ∩ 𝑁^′) for all 𝑁, 𝑁^′ ∈ S(𝑀); (5) C(𝑁) ⊇ C( √ 𝑁) for all 𝑁 ∈ S(𝑀).

In general, the sets {C(𝑁)}_{𝑁 ∈S(𝑀)} are not closed under finite unions, and hence we may not have equality in Lemma 2.1(4). However, if for any two 𝑁, 𝑁^′ ∈ S(𝑀), there exists an 𝑁^{′′} ∈ S(𝑀) such that C(𝑁) ∪ C(𝑁^′) = C(𝑁^{′′}), then obviously we obtain a equality in Lemma 2.1(4). A module with this property is called a top module. (see [MMS97, §2]). Therefore, in a top module, the collection {C(𝑁)}_{𝑁 ∈S(𝑀)} of subsets of any class D(𝑀) of submodules induces the Zariski topology on D(𝑀). It is clear from this discussion that unless 𝑀 is a top module, even for the class of prime submodules, the collection {C(𝑁)}_{𝑁 ∈S(𝑀)} does not induce the Zariski topology on it. This is the major difference in behaviour in topology endowed on ideals of a ring and on submodules of a module.

For an arbitrary module 𝑀, using these subsets of a distinguished class D(𝑀) of submodules, we wish to construct a topology on D(𝑀). Note that from Lemma 2.1(2), it follows that � 𝑁 ∈S(𝑀)

C(𝑁) = ∅, and hence by [C66, Theorem 15 A.13., p. 254], the collection {C(𝑁)}_{𝑁 ∈S(𝑀)} as a closed subbasis generates a unique topology on D(𝑀). We denote this topology by 𝜏_{D (𝑀)} . For the topological space (D(𝑀), 𝜏_{D (𝑀)} ), we will write D(𝑀) and call this topological space a structure space.

2.1. Compactness. Next, we are interested in studying the quasi-compactness of a structure space, D(𝑀). Although, from Lemma 2.1(2), we have 𝑁 = 𝑀 implies that C(𝑁) = ∅, but the converse may not be true for all distinguished classes of submodules, and what we want is to use this converse property to prove the quasicompactness of structure spaces. However, if 𝑀 is finitely generated, then the converse holds for any D(𝑀). Since our topology is generated by subbasis closed sets, in the proof of the following theorem we shall rely on the Alexander Subbasis Theorem. Note that our result generalizes Theorem 2.13 of [ZT00].

Theorem 2.2. If 𝑀 is a finitely generated module, then every structure space is quasi-compact.

Proof. To show the compactness, thanks to Alexander Subbasis Theorem, it suffices to prove the finite intersection property only for subbasis closed sets. Let

�_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝐾_𝜆 = ∅ for a family {𝐾_𝜆}_{𝜆∈Λ} of subbasis closed sets of a structure space D(𝑀). We claim that

�_{𝑛𝑖 =1} 𝐾_{𝜆𝑖} = ∅, for some finite subset {𝜆_1, . . . , 𝜆_𝑛} of Λ. Let {𝑁_𝜆}_{𝜆∈Λ} ∈ S(𝑀) such that 𝐾_𝜆 = C(𝑁_𝜆) for all 𝜆 ∈ Λ, By Lemma 2.1(3), this implies that C (

�_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑁_𝜆) = ∅. Since 𝑀 is finitely generated, �_{𝜆∈Λ}

𝑁_𝜆 = 𝑀, and also there exists a finite subset of Λ for which this equality holds. □

Another sufficient condition for the quasi-compactness of a structure space D(𝑀) is the inclusion of all maximal submodules of 𝑀 in D(𝑀). However, a module may not have any maximal submodules, which can be guaranteed to exist if we consider a module over a perfect ring (see [B60]). Note that the basic structure of argument in the proof of the following theorem is similar to that of Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 2.3. If 𝑀 is a module over a perfect ring and if a class D(𝑀) of submodules of 𝑀 contains all maximal submodules of 𝑀, then the structure space D(𝑀) is quasi-compact.

Proof. Let {K_𝜆}_{𝜆∈Λ} be a family of subbasis closed sets of D(𝑀) such that

�_{𝜆∈Λ} K_𝜆 = ∅. This implies that K_𝜆 = C(𝑁_𝜆) for some ideals 𝑁_𝜆 of 𝑀, and � 𝜆∈Λ C(𝑁_𝜆) = C � � 𝜆∈Λ 𝑁_𝜆 � = ∅. If �_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑁_𝜆 ≠ 𝑀, then we must have a maximal ideal 𝐿 of 𝑀 such that

�_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑁_𝜆 ⊆ 𝐿. Moreover,

𝑁_𝜆 ⊆ � 𝜆∈Λ 𝑁_𝜆 ⊆ 𝐿,

for all 𝜆 ∈ Λ. Therefore 𝐿 ∈ C(𝑁_𝜆) = K_𝜆 for all 𝜆 ∈ Λ, a contradiction of our assumption. Hence

�_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑁_𝜆 = 𝑀, and the identity 1 ∈

�_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑁_𝜆. This implies the existence of a finite subset {𝜆_1, . . . , 𝜆_𝑛 } of Λ such that 1 =

�_{𝑛𝑖=1} 𝑥_{𝜆𝑖} (where 𝑥_{𝜆𝑖} ∈ 𝑁_{𝜆𝑖} ), and hence 𝑀 =

�_𝑛 𝑖=1 𝑁_{𝜆𝑖} , which establishes the finite intersection property. Therefore, D(𝑀) is quasi-compact by Alexander Subbase Theorem. □

Corollary 2.4. The structure spaces of maximal, prime, semiprime, extraordinary, strongly irreducible, primary, irreducible, completely irreducible, radical submodules are quasi-compact.

Notice that in Theorem 2.3 the containment of all maximal submodules to a class D(𝑀) of submodules is a sufficient condition for quasi-compactness of the structure space D(𝑀). However, for the class of finitely generated submodules of a module, for instants, it is also a necessary condition.

Proposition 2.5. Let 𝑀 be a module over a perfect ring. If the structure space D(𝑀) of finitely generated (proper) submodules is quasi-compact, then D(𝑀) contains all maximal submodules of 𝑀.

Proof. Let 𝐿 be a maximal submodule of the module 𝑀 such that 𝐿 is not finitely generated. Let us consider the collection of closed subspaces: K = {C(⟨𝑥⟩) ∩ D(𝑀) | 𝑥 ∈ 𝐿} .

We claim that ∩K = ∅. If not, let 𝑇 ∈ ∩K. Then 𝑇 is finitely generated and 𝐿 ⊆ 𝑇. Since 𝐿 is not a finitely generated submodule, we must have 𝑇 ⊋ 𝐿, and that implies 𝑇 = 𝑀, which contradicts the fact that D(𝑀) consists of proper submodules. But clearly K has the finite intersection property and hence D(𝑀) is not quasi-compact. □

Since, in general, a submodule of a finitely generated module need not be finitely generated, the following result provides another sufficient condition for the quasi-compactness of a structure space, and this is an extension of Proposition 3.5 of [FGS23].

Theorem 2.6. If 𝑀 is a Noetherian module then every structure space D(𝑀) is quasi-compact.

Proof. Consider a collection {D(𝑀) ∩ C(𝑁_𝜆)}_{𝜆∈Ω} of subbasis closed sets of D(𝑀) with the finite intersection property. By assumption, the submodule 𝑇 =

�_{𝜆∈Ω} 𝑁_𝜆 is finitely generated, say 𝑇 = (𝛼_1, . . . , 𝛼_𝑛). For every 1 � 𝑗 � 𝑛, there exists a finite subset Λ_𝑗 of Ω such that 𝛼_𝑗 ∈

�_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑗 𝑁_𝜆. Thus, if Λ :=

�_𝑛 𝑗=1 Λ_𝑗 , it immediately follows that 𝑇 =

�_{𝜆∈Λ} 𝑁_𝜆. Hence we have � 𝜆∈Ω (D(𝑀) ∩ C(𝑁_𝜆)) = D(𝑀) ∩ C(𝑇)

= D(𝑀) ∩ C � � 𝜆∈Λ 𝑁_𝜆 �

= � 𝜆∈Λ (D(𝑀) ∩ C(𝑁_𝜆)) ≠ ∅,

since Λ is finite and {D(𝑀) ∩ C(𝑁_𝜆)}_{𝜆∈Ω} has the finite intersection property. Then the conclusion follows by the Alexander Subbasis Theorem. □

Corollary 2.7. If 𝑀 is a Noetherian module then every structure space D(𝑀) is Noetherian.

2.2. Separation properties. We now focus on separation properties of structure spaces. Since for any two distinct elements 𝐿_1 and 𝐿_2 of a distinguished class of submodules implies that C(𝐿_1) ≠ C(𝐿_2), we immediately have the following separation property, which generalizes Proposition 2.4 of [ZT00].

Proposition 2.8. Every structure space is a 𝑇_0-space.

Before we embark on the existence of generic points of structure spaces, we recall two topological notions that we need. A closed subset 𝑆 of a space 𝑋 is called irreducible if 𝑆 is not the union of two properly smaller closed subsets of 𝑋. An element 𝑠 of 𝑆 is called a generic point of 𝑆 if 𝑆 = {𝑠}, where {𝑠} is the closure of {𝑠}.

If 𝑀 is a top module and D(𝑀) is the class of prime submodules of 𝑀 endowed with the Zariski topology, then it is shown in [Y11, Proposition 3, Corollary 1] that a nonempty closed subset 𝑋 of D(𝑀) is irreducible if and only if the intersection of all prime submodules belonging to 𝑋 is itself a prime submodule of 𝑀. For an arbitrary structure space D(𝑀), we do not have a similar characterization. However, in Lemma 2.9 below, we shall identify a class of irreducible closed subsets of a structure space D(𝑀), which is in fact good enough to play good roles in • characterizing 𝑇_1 structure spaces (Theorem 2.11), • proving the structure space of proper submodules is spectral (Theorem 2.17), and • studying connectedness of structure spaces (Theorem 2.22).

Lemma 2.9. The subsets {C(𝑁) | 𝑁 ∈ C(𝑁)} of a structure space D(𝑀) are irreducible.

Proof. Let 𝑁 be the closure of the submodule 𝑁 of a module 𝑀. We actually show more, namely, 𝑁 = C(𝑁) for every 𝑁 ∈ C(𝑁). It is evident that 𝑁 ⊆ C(𝑁). To have the other half of the inclusion, let us first consider the trivial case, that is, when 𝑁 = D(𝑀). Since

D(𝑀) = 𝑁 ⊆ C(𝑁) ⊆ D(𝑀),

we have the equality. Now, suppose 𝑁 ≠ D(𝑀). Since 𝑁 is a closed set, it has the following representation 𝑁 = � 𝜆∈Λ �_{𝑛𝜆} � 𝑖 =1

C(𝑁_{𝜆𝑖}) � , for some index set Λ and submodules 𝑁_{𝜆1}, . . . , 𝑁_{𝜆𝑛𝜆} of 𝑀. By hypothesis, this implies

�_{𝑛𝜆}

𝑖 =1C(𝑁𝜆𝑖) ≠ ∅, and

hence 𝑁 ∈

�_{𝑛𝜆}

𝑖 =1C(𝑁𝜆𝑖), for each 𝜆. From these, we conclude that for each 𝜆,

C(𝑁) ⊆

𝑛_𝜆�

𝑖=1 C(𝑁_{𝜆𝑖}),

and hence, C(𝑁) ⊆ 𝑁, as required. □

Corollary 2.10. Every non-empty subbasis closed subset of structure space of proper submodules is irreducible.

One immediate application of Lemma 2.9 is the following characterization of 𝑇_1-structure spaces. It is known (see [Y11, Theorem 3]) that in a top module, the class of prime submodules endowed with Zariski topology is a 𝑇_1-space if and only if every prime submodule is maximal in the class of prime submodules. The following theorem generalizes this result.

Theorem 2.11. A structure space is a 𝑇_1-space if and only if it is contained in the class of structure space of maximal submodules.

Proof. If 𝐿 ∈ D(𝑀), then by Lemma 2.9, 𝐿 = C(𝐿). Suppose 𝑁 is a maximal submodule of 𝑀 such that 𝐿 ⊆ 𝑁. Let D(𝑀) be a 𝑇_1-space. Then 𝑁 ∈ C(𝐿) = 𝐿 = {𝐿}, which implies 𝑁 = 𝐿. Conversely, let D(𝑀) be a class of submodules of 𝑀 contained in the class of maximal submodules of 𝑀. Then for every maximal submodule 𝑁 of 𝑀, we have C(𝑁) = {𝑁}, which implies 𝑁 ∈ C(𝑁). Hence, by Lemma 2.9, 𝑁 = {𝑁}. This proves that the structure space of the class of maximal submodules of 𝑀 is a 𝑇_1-space and so is D(𝑀). □

As a consequence of the above theorem, we obtain a necessary condition for a Noetherian module to be Artinian. Recall that a module is called Noetherian if every ascending chain of submodules of it is eventually stationary, whereas an Artinian module is a module that satisfies the descending chain condition on its poset of submodules.

Corollary 2.12. If D(𝑀) is a discrete structure space of a Noetherian module 𝑀, then 𝑀 is Artinian.

Recall that a topological space is sober if every nonempty irreducible closed subset of it has a unique generic point. Sobriety is one of separation properties and also a component of the definition of a spectral space, which we shall discuss later. In [AH11, Theorem 3.3], it is proved that the class of prime submodules of a top module endowed with Zariski topology is sober. We shall provide a characterization of structure spaces that have this property and this characterization generalizes the results Corollary 1 of [Y11], Theorem 3.3 of [AH11], and Theorem 2.6(2)(3) of [ZT00]. We first need a technical auxiliary lemma whose proof is easy to verify.

Lemma 2.13. If 𝑁^𝜔 := � {𝐿 | 𝐿 ∈ C(𝑁)} for 𝑁 ∈ S(𝑀), then 𝑁 = 𝑁^𝜔 , whenever 𝑁 ∈ D(𝑀).

Theorem 2.14. Every non-empty irreducible subbasis closed set C(𝑁) of a structure space D(𝑀) has a unique generic point if and only if C(𝑁) contains 𝑁^𝜔 .

Proof. Let C(𝑁) be a nonempty irreducible subbasis closed subset of a structure space D(𝑀) such that C(𝑁) has a unique generic point 𝐿. This implies that

C(𝑁) = 𝐿 = C(𝐿).

By Lemma 2.13, this implies that 𝐿 = 𝑁^𝜔 ∈ D(𝑀). The proof of the converse is more intriguing. Let every nonempty irreducible subbasis closed set C(𝑁) contains 𝑁^𝜔 and let 𝐸 be an irreducible closed subset of D(𝑀). Then 𝐸 = � 𝑖∈𝐼 �_{𝑛𝑖} � 𝛼=1 C(𝑁_{𝑖𝛼}) � , for some submodules 𝑁_{𝑖 𝑗} of 𝑀. Since 𝐸 is irreducible, for every 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼, there exists a submodule 𝑁_𝑖 of 𝑀 such that

𝐸 ⊆ C(𝑁_𝑖) ⊆

𝑛_𝑖�

𝛼=1 C(𝑁_{𝑖𝛼}),

and thus 𝐸 = � 𝑖∈𝐼 C(𝑁_𝑖) = C � � 𝑖∈𝐼 𝑁_𝑖 � = C � � 𝑖∈𝐼 𝑁_𝑖

�_𝜔 . Since (

�_{𝑖∈𝐼} 𝑁_𝑖)^𝜔 ∈ D(𝑀), we have 𝐸 = (

�_{𝑖∈𝐼}

𝑁_𝑖)^𝜔. The uniqueness part of the claim follows from Proposition 2.8, and this proves the theorem. □

Corollary 2.15. Every nonempty irreducible closed subset of structure spaces of proper, prime, minimal prime submodule has a unique generic point.

To show sobriety of the structure space D(𝑀) of strongly irreducible submodules of a module, our argument goes through multiplicative lattices. Since D(𝑀) is a multiplicative lattice with product as intersection, every strongly irreducible submodule becomes a prime element of this lattice, and hence by [FFJ22, Lemma 2.6], every nonempty irreducible closed subset of D(𝑀) has a unique generic point, where once again the uniqueness of generic points follows from Proposition 2.8. The structure spaces of semiprime and extraordinary submodules are also sober because of the same reason. The following proposition gathers all these conclusions.

Proposition 2.16. Every nonempty irreducible closed subset of structure spaces of strongly irreducible, semiprime, and extraordinary submodules has a unique generic point.

Our next goal is to prove the spectrality of the structure space of a specific class of submodules of a module, and this is an extension of Theorem 2.9 of [G23].

Theorem 2.17. The structure space of proper submodules of a module is spectral.

2.2.1. Spectral spaces. Recall that a topological space is called spectral (see [H69]), if it quasi-compact, admitting a basis of quasi-compact open subspaces that are closed under finite intersections, and if every nonempty irreducible closed subset of them has a unique generic point. Our proof of Theorem 2.17 is self-contained in the sense that it is constructible topology-independent. Moreover, we have adapted a technique that avoids the checking of the existence of a basis of quasi-compact open subspaces that are closed under finite intersections, which rather follows from the following key lemma.

Lemma 2.18. Let 𝑋 be a spectral space and let 𝑆 be a subspace of 𝑋 having the following properties:

(1) 𝑆 is quasi-compact.

(2) 𝑆 is an open subspace of 𝑋.

(3) Every nonempty irreducible closed subset of 𝑆 has a unique generic point. Then 𝑆 is a spectral space.

Proof. Since 𝑆 is quasi-compact and sober, all we need is to prove that the set B_𝑆 of quasi-compact open subsets of 𝑆 forms a basis of a topology that is closed under finite intersections. It is easy to check the following fact. A subset of 𝑆 is open in 𝑆 if and only if it is open in 𝑋, and therefore, a subset of 𝑆 belongs to B_𝑆 if and only if it belongs to B_𝑋 .

Let 𝑂 be an open subset of 𝑆. Since 𝑂 is also open in 𝑋, we have 𝑂 = ∪ U, for some subset U of B_𝑋 . But each element of U being a subset of 𝑂 is a subset of 𝑆, and it belongs to B_𝑆 . Therefore every open subset of 𝑆 can be presented as a union of quasi-compact open subsets of 𝑆. Now it remains to prove that B_𝑆 is closed under finite intersections, but this immediately follows from the fact that B_𝑋 is closed under finite intersections. □

Proof of Theorem 2.17. In order to apply Lemma 2.18 for the structure space D(𝑀) of proper submodules of a module, we need to achieve the following:

(1) The structure space S(𝑀) of all submodules of a module 𝑀 is spectral. (2) D(𝑀) is quasi-compact.

(3) Every nonempty irreducible closed subset of D(𝑀) has a unique generic point. (4) D(𝑀) is an open subspace of the structure space S(𝑀).

Now, (2) and (3) respectively follow from Proposition 2.2 and Proposition 2.14, whereas (1) follows from the application of Theorem 4.2 from [P94] on the algebraic lattice S(𝑀). Therefore, what remains is to show (4). Since 𝑀 ∈ S(𝑀), by Lemma 2.9, we have 𝑀 = C(𝑀) = 𝑀, and therefore, {𝑀} is closed. This implies that D(𝑀) is open, and this completes the proof. □ If our modules are Noetherian and a structure space is sober, then, thanks to Theorem 2.6, we obtain further examples of spectral spaces.

Corollary 2.19. Let 𝑅 be a Noetherian module and let D(𝑀) be a structure space. Then D(𝑀) is spectral if and only if it is sober.

2.3. Connectedness. Now we turn our attention to the connectedness of structure spaces. The usual notion of connectedness does not have a direct formulation in terms of subbasis closed sets. We, therefore, introduce a different kind of connectedness (in terms of subbasis closed sets) of structure spaces that is related to the conventional notion of connectedness. We say a closed subbasis S of a topological space 𝑋 strongly disconnects 𝑋 if there exist two non-empty subsets 𝐴 and 𝐵 of S such that 𝑋 = 𝐴 ∪ 𝐵 and 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵 = ∅.

From the above definition, it is clear that if some closed subbasis strongly disconnects a space, then the space is disconnected. Moreover, if a space is disconnected, then some closed subbasis strongly disconnects it. But this does not imply that every closed subbasis strongly disconnects the space. However, we have the following result, analogous to Theorem 3.21 and Lemma 3.22 of [DG22].

Lemma 2.20. If a quasi-compact space is disconnected, then every closed basis that is closed under finite intersections strongly disconnects the space. Moreover, for any structure space D(𝑀), the closed basis is closed under binary intersections.

Applying Lemma 2.20, we immediately have the following result.

Theorem 2.21. Suppose D(𝑀) is a quasi-compact space. Then D(𝑀) is disconnected if and only if the closed basis strongly disconnects D(𝑀).

A consequence of Lemma 2.9 is the following sufficient condition for a structure space to be connected.

Theorem 2.22. If the zero submodule is in D(𝑀), then the structure space D(𝑀) is connected.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1(2), we have D(𝑀) = C(0), and since irreducibility implies connectedness, the claim now follows from Lemma 2.9. □

Corollary 2.23. The structure spaces of proper, finitely generated, cyclic submodules are connected.

2.4. Continuity. Once we have structure spaces of submodules, it is natural to study continuous functions between them. Let 𝜙 : 𝑀 → 𝑀^′ be a module homomorphism. Likewise, for prime spectra (endowed with Zariski topologies) of rings, it is natural to expect a continuous Likewise, for prime spectra (endowed with Zariski topologies) of rings, it is natural to expect a continuous function 𝜙_! : D(𝑀^′) → D(𝑀) between “similar type” submodule spaces. It is indeed so, and we shall discuss that in the next proposition. However, in the case of rings, under a ring homomorphism, the inverse image of a prime spectrum is a prime spectrum, which even fails to hold for maximal ideals of rings. Therefore, we can expect the same problem when we deal with various classes of submodules of a module. So, we need to consider only those module homomorphisms for which such preservation holds. We call this the contraction property of a module homomorphism.

To show a function is continuous, it suffices to show that the inverse image of subbasis closed sets are subbasis closed sets. Because our topology is built of subbasis closed sets, we shall use this continuity criteria in our proofs.

Proposition 2.24. Let D(𝑀) be a structure space and 𝜙 : 𝑀 → 𝑀^′ be a module homomorphism having the contraction property with respect to D(𝑀). Let 𝑁^′ ∈ D(𝑀^′). Define a function 𝜙_! : D(𝑀^′) → D(𝑀) by 𝜙_! (𝑁) = 𝜙^{−1} (𝑁). Then

(1) the function 𝜙_! is continuous.

(2) If 𝜙 is surjective, then the structure space D(𝑀^′) is homeomorphic to the closed subspace C(ker 𝜙) of the structure space D(𝑀).

(3) The image 𝜙_! (D(𝑀^′)) is dense in D(𝑀) if and only if

ker 𝜙 ⊆ � 𝐿 ∈D (𝑀) 𝐿; Proof. (1) Let C(𝑁) be a subbasis closed set of a structure space D(𝑀). Since 𝜙^{−1}_! (C(𝑁)) = {𝑁^′ ∈ D(𝑀^′) | 𝜙(𝑁) ⊆ 𝑁^′} = C(⟨𝜙(𝑁)⟩),

we have the desired continuity of the function 𝜙_!.

(2) We observe that 𝜙_!(𝑁^′) ∈ C(ker 𝜙), and this implies im 𝜙_! = C(ker 𝜙). Since for all 𝑁^′ ∈ D(𝑀^′), 𝜙(𝜙_!(𝑁^′)) = 𝑁^′ ∩ im 𝜙 = 𝑁^′, the function 𝜙_! is injective. To show that 𝜙_! is a closed function, first we claim that under a module homomorphism, inverse image of a subbasis closed set is a subbasis closed. Indeed, for any subbasis closed set C(𝑁) of D(𝑀^′), we have 𝜙_! (C(𝑁)) = 𝜙^{−1} {𝐿^′ ∈ D(𝑀^′) | 𝑁 ⊆ 𝐿^′} = C(𝜙^{−1} (𝑁)).

If K is a closed subset of D(𝑀^′), then there exist an index set Ω and submodules {𝑁_{𝑖𝛼} }_{1�𝑖�𝑛𝛼 ,𝛼∈Ω} of 𝑀^′ such that K = � 𝛼∈Ω �_{𝑛𝛼} � 𝑖 =1

C(𝑁_{𝑖𝛼}) � . Then, applying 𝜙_! on K, we have

𝜙_!(K) = 𝜙^{−1} � � 𝛼∈Ω �_{𝑛𝛼} � 𝑖=1 C(𝑁_{𝑖𝛼}) � = � 𝛼∈Ω 𝑛_𝛼�

𝑖=1 C(𝜙^{−1} (𝑁_{𝑖𝛼})),

a closed subset of D(𝑀). Since 𝜙_! is continuous by (1), this completes the proof.

(3) We claim that 𝜙_!(C(𝑁^′)) = C(𝜙^{−1} (𝑁^′)), for all 𝑁^′ ∈ S(𝑀^′). To this end, let 𝐿 ∈ 𝜙_! (C(𝑁^′)). From this, we obtain 𝜙(𝐿) ∈ C(𝑁^′), or, equivalently, 𝐿 ∈ C(𝜙^{−1} (𝑁^′)). From the fact that 𝜙^{−1} (C(𝑁^′)) = C(𝜙^{−1} (𝑁^′)), we then obtain the other half of the inclusion. Since

𝜙_! (D(𝑀^′)) = C(𝜙^{−1} (0)) = C(ker 𝜙), the closed subspace C(ker 𝜙) is equal to D(𝑀) if and only if ker 𝜙 ⊆ ∩_{𝐿 ∈D (𝑀)} 𝐿. □

Corollary 2.25. The structure space D(𝑀/𝑁) is homeomorphic to the closed subspace C(𝑁) of D(𝑀).

Concluding Remarks 2.26. We conclude with some programs for further study.

(A) The present work can be generalized further to study the topological properties of various classes of subsemimodules of semimodules. With some routine changes of terminologies and assumptions, one may extend some of the results obtained in [HPH21] for the prime spectra of semimodules to distinguished classes of subsemimodules, similar to that which we have considered here. In Table 1, we provide some examples of these generalizations.

[HPH21] Present paper Lemma 3.1 Lemma 2.1 Theorem 3.1 Proposition 2.8 Theorem 3.2 Theorem 2.11 Theorem 3.3 Lemma 2.9 Corollary 3.1 Theorem 2.14 Theorem 3.5 Theorem 2.2

Table 1: Modules vs. Semimodules

(B) In Theorem 2.17 and Corollary 2.19, we have seen examples of spectral structure spaces. With some additional assumptions on modules, it would be worth it to obtain further examples of structure spaces that are spectral.

(C) Due to the lack of subtractivity in semirings, the theory of ideals is significantly different than that of rings. To minimize this gap, the notion of k-ideals (also known as subtractive ideals) has been introduced in [H58], which further generalized it for semimodules, called subtractive submodules (see [G99]). To best of author’s knowledge, no topological studies have been made on this special class of subsemimodules.

REFERENCES

[A11] J.Y. Abuhlail, A Zariski topology for modules, Commun. Algebra, 39(11) (2011), 4163–4182. [A15] ———, Zariski topologies for coprime and second submodules, Algebra Colloq., 22(47) (2015), 47–72. [A10] R. Ameri, Some properties of Zariski topology of multiplication modules, Houst. J. Math., 36(2) (2010), 337–344. [AF14] H. Ansari-Toroghy and F. Farshadifar, The Zariski topology on the second spectrum of a module, Algebra Colloq., 21(4) (2014), 671–688.

[AH12] A. Abbasi and D. Hassanzadeh-Lelekaami, Modules and spectral spaces, Comm. Algebra, 40(11) (2012), 4111–4129. [AH11] ———, On the prime spectrum of top modules, Algebra Discrete Math., 11(1) (2011), 1–16.

[AH19] J. Abuhlail and H. Hroub, Zariski-like topologies for lattices with applications to modules over associative rings, J. Alg. Appl., 18(7) (2019), 1950131, 34 pp.

[AKF16] H. Ansari-Toroghy, S. Keyvani, F. Farshadifar, The Zariski topology on the second spectrum of a module (II), Bull. Malays. Math.

Sci. Soc., 39(3) (2016), 1089–1103.

[AM69] M. F. Atiyah and I. G. Macdonald. Introduction to commutative algebra, Addison-Wesley, 1969.

[AP17] H. Ansari-Toroghy and S. S. Pourmortazavi, On the minimal submodules of a module, Matematiche (Catania) 72(1) (2017), 185–200. [B60] H. Bass, Finitistic dimension and a homological generalization of semi-primary rings, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 95 (1960), 466–488. [BH08] M. Behboodi and M. R. Haddadi, Classical Zariki topology of modules and spectral spaces I, Int. Electron. J. Algebra, 4 (2008), 104–130.

[C66] E. Čech, Topological spaces, Int. Publ. John Wiley & Sons., 1966. [D78] J. Dauns, Prime modules, J. Reine Angew. Math., 298 (1978), 156–181.

[DG22] T. Dube and A. Goswami, Ideal spaces: An extension of structure spaces of rings, J. Alg. Appl., (online ready). [FFJ22] A. Facchini, C. A. Finocchiaro, and G. Janelidze, Abstractly constructed prime spectra, Algebra Univers., 83(8) (2022), 1–38. [FGS23] C. A. Finocchiaro, A. Goswami, and D. Spirito, Distinguished classes of ideal spaces and their topological properties, Comm. Alg., 51(4), (2023), 1752–1760.

[FHO06] L. Fuchs, W. Heinzer, and B. Olberding, Commutative ideal theory without finiteness conditions: irreducibility in the quotient filed.

In: Abelian groups, rings, modules, and homological algebra, 249, (2006), 121–145. [G99] J. S. Golan, Semirings and their applications, Springer, 1999. [G23] A. Goswami, Proper spaces are spectral, Appl. Gen. Topol., 24(1) (2023), 95–99. [H58] M. Henriksen, Ideals in semirings with commutative addition, Amer. Math. Soc. Notices, 6(3) 31 (1958), 321.

[H69] M. Hochster, Prime ideal structure in commutative rings, Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 142 (1969), 43–60. [HP19] S. C. Han and W. S. Pae, Note on “Some properties of Zariski topology of multiplication modules”: proof of compactness of basic open sets, Houst. J. Math., 45(4) (2019), 995–998.

[HPH21] C-H Han, W-S Pae, and J-N Ho, Topological properties of the prime spectrum of a semimodule, J. Algebra, 566 (2021) 205–221. [KES06] A. Khaksari, M. Ershad, and H. Sharif, Strongly irreducible submodules of modules, Acta Mathematica Sinica, 22(4) (2006), 1189– 1196.

[L12] P. Lescot, Absolute algebra III – the saturated spectrum, J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 216 (2012), 1004–1015. [L84] C. P. Lu, Prime submodule of modules, Math. Univ. Sancti. Pauli., 33 (1984), 61–69. [L95] ———, Spectra of modules, Comm. Algebra, 23 (1995), 3741–3752.

[L99] ———, The Zariski topology on the prime spectrum of a module, Houston J. Math., 25(3)(1999), 417–425. [M86] H. Matsumura, Commutative ring theory, Cambridge University Press, 1986.

[MMS97] R. L. McCasland, M. E. Moore, and P. F. Smith, On the spectrum of a module over a commutative ring, Comm. Algebra, 25 (1997), 79–103.

[MS06] R. L. McCasland and P. F. Smith, Zariski spaces of modules over arbitrary rings, Comm. Algebra, 34(11) (2006), 3961–3973. [MS93] ———, Prime submodules of Noetherian modules, Rocky Mountain J. Math., 23 (1993), 1041–1062. [P94] H. A. Priestley, Intrinsic spectral topologies, Papers on general topology and applications, (Flushing, NY, 1992), 78–95, Ann. New York Acad. Sci., 728, New York Acad. Sci., New York, 1994.

[T09] U. Tekir, The Zariski topology on the prime spectrum of a module over noncommutative rings, Algebra Colloq., 16(4) (2009), 691–698. [UTS15] G. Ulucak, U. Tekir, and K. P. Shum, On 𝑆 𝑝𝑒𝑐(𝑀 ) and separation axioms between 𝑇_0 and 𝑇_1, Southeast Asian Bull. Math., 39 (2015), 717–725.

[Y11] G. Yeşilot, On the prime spectrum of a module over noncommutative rings, Int. J. Algebra, 5(11) (2011), 523–528. [ZT00] G. Zhang and W. Tong, Spectral spaces of top right 𝑅-modules, J. Nanjing Univ. Math. Biq., 17(1) (2000), 15–20. [Z06] G. Zhang, Properties of top modules, Int. J. Pure Appl. Math., 31(3) (2006), 297–306.

[1] DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND APPLIED MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF JOHANNESBURG, P.O. BOX 524, AUCKLAND PARK 2006, SOUTH AFRICA. [2] NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR THEORETICAL AND COMPUTATIONAL SCIENCES (NITHECS), SOUTH AFRICA.

Email address: agoswami@uj.ac.za