arXiv:2311.15018v3 [math.RA] 3 Feb 2024

RINGS WITH un − 1 NILPOTENT FOR EACH UNIT u

PETER DANCHEV, ARASH JAVAN, AND AHMAD MOUSSAVI

Abstract. We continue the study in-depth of the so-called n-UU rings for any n ≥ 1, that were defined by the first-named author in Toyama Math. J. (2017) as those rings R for which u^n − 1 is always a nilpotent for every unit u ∈ R. Specifically, for any n ≥ 2, we prove that a ring is strongly n-nil-clean if, and only if, it is simultaneously strongly π-regular and an (n − 1)-UU ring. This somewhat extends results due to Diesl in J. Algebra (2013), Abyzov in Sib. Math. J. (2019) and Cui-Danchev in J. Algebra Appl. (2020). Moreover, our results somewhat improves the ones obtained by Koşan et al. in Hacettepe J. Math. Stat. (2020).

1. Introduction and Motivation

Throughout the present paper, let R be an associative but not necessarily commutative ring with identity element often stated as 1. As usual, for such a ring R, the letters U(R) and Nil(R) are reserved for the unit group and the set of nilpotent elements in R, respectively. An element r ∈ R is said to be n-potent for some n ≥ 2, provided r^n = r. In the case where n = 2, the element r is known as idempotent. The set of all idempotents in R is designed by Id(R). Standardly, J(R) denotes the Jacobson radical of R.

Likewise, Z_n ∼= Z/(n) is identified with the ring of remainders of integer division by n, and we denote by M_n(R) the full matrix ring of size n over R.

For all other unexplained explicitly notions and notations, we refer to [20]. The key instruments for our successful work are these.

Definition 1.1. Suppose R is an arbitrary ring. Then, the following notions appeared in the existing literature:

(i) A ring R is called UU if, for any u ∈ U(R), u ∈ 1 + Nil(R) (see [12]). (ii) A ring R is called π-UU if, for any u ∈ U(R), there exists i ∈ N depending on u such that u^i ∈ 1 + Nil(R) (see [10]).

(iii) Let n ∈ N be fixed. A ring R is called n-UU if, for any u ∈ U(R), u^n ∈ 1 + Nil(R) (see [10]).

(iv) A ring R is called strongly n-nil-clean if every element of R is a sum of an n-potent and a nilpotent that commute each other (see [1]).

According to the above definitions, we observe that every UU ring is an n-UU ring and that every n-UU ring is a π-UU ring. Also, it is easy to see that if R is a finite π-UU ring, then a number n ∈ N can be found such that R is an n-UU ring.

Besides, strongly n-nil-clean rings are always periodic in the sense that their elements satisfy the eaquation x^i = x^j for some i > j ≥ 1.

The diagram listed below clearly demonstrates the above relations:

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 16S34, 16U60.

Key words and phrases. nilpotent, UU-ring, (strongly) π-regular ring, (strongly) nil-clean ring.

1

2 P. DANCHEV, A. JAVAN, AND A. MOUSSAVI

Strongly nil-clean

Strongly n-nil-clean

Periodic

UU rings

(n − 1)-UU π−UU

Note that the reverse implications hold if R is strongly π-regular. Also, to understand this situation better, we have prepared the following table in order to characterize some plain examples of such types of rings:

2-UU 3-UU UU π-UU 6-UU 8-UU Z ✓ × × ✓ ✓ ✓ Z_5 × × × ✓ × ✓ Z_7 × × × ✓ ✓ × M_2(Z_2) × ✓ × ✓ ✓ × M_2(Z_3) × × × ✓ × ✓

Actually, our other basic motivating tool is somewhat to refine the results established in [17], where those rings R are considered for which there is a fixed natural n > 1 such that u^n − 1 ∈ J(R) for each u ∈ U(R). Note the well-known fact that 1 + J(R) ⊆ U(R) always. Besides, the partial case when U(R) = 1 + J(R) was comprehensively studied in [9] paralleling to [12], by calling these rings as rings with Jacobson units or just JU rings. It is worthwhile noticing that the terminology in [17] is slightly different, namely they called the aforementioned rings as n-JU rings.

Thus, our further work is organized as follows: In the next section, we state and prove our achievements which are selected in three subsections. In the first one, we study a few characterizing properties of n-UU rings some of which will be applied in the subsequent two subsections (see Theorems 2.8 and 2.24). In the second one, we explore when matrix rings and some their generalizations are n-UU (see Theorem 2.31). In the third one, we investigate when group rings are n-UU and find suitable conditions under which this achieve (see Theorem 2.42). We finish off our considerations with a difficult query (see Problem 2.48).

2. Main Results and Examples

Our chief results will be distributed on the next three subsections in the following manner:

2.1. Characterization properties. We start with the following useful technicality.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose R is a ring of prime characteristic p such that m − 1|p − 1. Then, R is an (m − 1)-UU ring if, and only if, every invertible element of the ring R is m-strongly nil clean.

Proof. Let a ∈ U(R). Since R is an (m−1)-UU ring, we have b = 1−a^{m−1} ∈ Nil(R); and since m−1|p−1, we have b^′ = 1−a^{p−1} ∈ Nil(R). Therefore, there exist positive integers k, k^′ such that

(ab)^k = a^kb^k = b^ka^k = 0 = b^{′k′} a^k = a^kb^{′k′} = (ab^′)^{k′} .

Also, we can choose a number n large enough so that p^n > k, k^′. Since the characteristic of R is the prime number p, it follows that 1 = (a^{m−1} + b)^{pn} = (a^{m−1})^{pn} + b^{pn} = (a^{pn} )^{m−1} + b^{pn} , 1 = (a^{p−1} + b^′)^{pn} = (a^{p−1})^{pn} + b^{′pn} = (a^{pn} )^{p−1} + b^{′pn} .

Furthermore, suppose e = a^{pn} , f = b^{pn} and f^′ = b^{′pn} . Then, e^{m−1} + f = 1 = e^{p−1} + f^′ and also ef = (ab)^{pn} = 0 = (ab^′)^{pn} = ef^′. Therefore, e = e(e^{m−1} + f) = e^p + ef = e^m, e = e(e^{p−1} + f^′) = e^p + ef^′ = e^p.

Likewise, on the other side, we have (a − e)^{pn} = a^{pn} − e^{pn} = e − e^{pn} = e − e = 0, so a − e ∈ Nil(R). Therefore, a = e + (a − e), as required. □ As a valuable consequence, we extract the following.

Corollary 2.2. Suppose R is a ring of prime characteristic p. Then, R is a π-UU ring if, and only if, every invertible element of R is periodic.

Proof. For every a ∈ U(R), there exists a positive integer k such that b = a^k − 1 ∈ Nil(R). Let us assume that b^s = 0. We may take an integer n large enough such that p^n ≥ s. Thus, we obtain that a^{kpn} = (1 + b)^{pn} = 1 + b^{pn} = 1, as needed. □ It is well known that if K is a field and K^∗ is the multiplicative group of K, then any finite subgroup of K^∗ is cyclic (see, e.g., [14, Proposition 3.7]).

Now, the following technical claims and constructions give some further light on that matter.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose F is a field. If F is n-UU, then F is finite and (|F | − 1)|n. Proof. Let f(x) = 1 − x^n ∈ F [x]. Since F is a field, the polynomial f(x) has at most n roots in F^∗. So, if we suppose A to be the set of all roots of f in F^∗, we will have F^∗ = A. Therefore, |F^∗| = |A| < n.

On the other hand, as F^∗ is a cyclic group, there exists a ∈ F^∗such that F^∗ = ⟨a⟩. Since a^n = 1, we get o(a)|n, and hence n = o(a)q = |F^∗|q. Consequently, |F^∗||n. Finally, (|F | − 1)|n, as stated. □ Lemma 2.4. Let D be a division ring and n ≥ 2. If D is n-UU, then D is a finite field and (|D| − 1)|n.

Proof. Certainly, Nil(D) = 0. So, for any a ∈ D, we have a^n = 1, whence a = a^{n+1}. Furthermore, appealing to the famous Jacobson’s theorem (cf. [20]), we detect that D must be commutative, and thus a field, as expected.

The second part follows at once from Lemma 2.3. □ Our two next examples somewhat clarify the situation a bit.

Example 2.5. Suppose R = M_2(Z_2) and n ≡ 0 (mod 3). Then, we claim that R is an n-UU ring.

In fact, since U^6(R) = I_2, it must be that A^{6k} = I_2 for every A ∈ U(R) and k ≥ 1. Thus, (I_2 − A^{3k})^2 = 0. As n = 3k, we infer that R is an n-UU ring, as claimed.

Example 2.6. Suppose R = M_2(Z_3) and n ≡ 0 (mod 8). Then, we claim that R is an n-UU ring.

In fact, since U^{24}(R) = I_2, it must be that A^{24k} = I_2 for every A ∈ U(R) and k ≥ 1. Thus, (I_2 − A^{8k})^3 = 0. As n = 8k, we conclude that R is an n-UU ring, as claimed.

The next assertion is well-known and is formulated here only for the sake of completeness and the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.7. [22, Theorem 2(1)] A ring R is strongly π-regular if, and only if, for any element a ∈ R, there exist e = e^2 ∈ R, u ∈ U(R) and w ∈ Nil(R) such that a = eu + w and e, u, w all commutate each other.

We are now prepared to establish one of the main results.

Theorem 2.8. Let R be a ring and n ≥ 2 be a natural number. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) R is strongly n-nil-clean.

(2) For each a ∈ R, a = ev+b, where e^2 = e ∈ R, v^n = v ∈ U(R), and b ∈ Nil(R) with ab = ba and ev = ve.

(3) For each a ∈ R, a = ev+b, where e^2 = e ∈ R, v^n = v ∈ U(R), and b ∈ Nil(R) with ab = ba and ve = eve. (4) a − a^n is nilpotent for every a ∈ R.

(5) For each a ∈ R, a^{n−1} is a strongly nil-clean element in R. (6) R is strongly π-regular and an (n − 1)-UU ring.

Proof. (1) ⇔ (4). It follows directly from [3, Theorem 8].

(1) ⇒ (2). Assume that (1) holds. Then, we can write every element a ∈ R in the form a = f + b, where f^n = f, b ∈ Nil(R) and ab = ba. So, assuming e = f^{n−1}, we deduce v = (1 − f^{n−1}) + f, as required.

(2) ⇒ (3). It is clear.

(3) ⇒ (4). Clearly, we have (ev)^n = v^{n−1}ev = ev. Thus, we detect a^n = ev + b^′, where b^′ ∈ Nil(R). Since bb^′ = b^′b, it must be that a − a^n ∈ Nil(R), as required.

(1) ⇒ (5). Suppose a ∈ R is arbitrary. Then, we have that a = e + q, where e^n = e, q ∈ Nil(R) and aq = qa. With a simple calculation at hand, we obtain a^{n−1} = e^{n−1} +p, where p ∈ Nil(R) and pa = ap. Clearly, (e^{n−1})^2 = e^{n−1}, as required.

(5) ⇒ (4). Suppose a ∈ R is arbitrary. Then, we know that a^{n−1} is strongly nil-clean in R. Thus, we can write a^{n−1} = e + q, where e^2 = e, q ∈ Nil(R) and eq = qe. So, it follows that a − a^n = a(1 − e) − aq, and hence ea = ae utilizing [18, Proposition 2.4], so that qa = aq. Therefore, (a − a^n)^{n−1} ∈ Nil(R). Finally, a − a^n ∈ Nil(R), as needed.

(5) ⇒ (6). Suppose a ∈ R is arbitrary. Then, we see that a^{n−1} is strongly nilclean in R. Thus, we write a^{n−1} = e + q, where e^2 = e, q ∈ Nil(R) and eq = qe. Assuming that q^k = 0 for some k ∈ N, we then have a^{(n−1)k} = eu, where u ∈ U(R). So, using [21, Proposition 1], R is a strongly π-regular ring. Now, assume that u ∈ U(R) is arbitrary. Write u^{n−1} = e + q, whence e = u^{n−1} − q ∈ Id(R) ∩ U(R) forcing e = 1. Consequently, R is an (n − 1)-UU ring, as expected.

(6) ⇒ (5). Suppose a ∈ R is arbitrary. Since R is strongly π-regular, Lemma 2.7 gives that a = eu + q, where e^2 = e, u ∈ U(R), q ∈ Nil(R) and e, u, q commutate. Clearly, one calculates that a^{n−1} = eu^{n−1} + p, where p ∈ Nil(R). By assumption, let us write u^{n−1} = 1 + b for some b ∈ Nil(R). Therefore, a^{n−1} = e(1 + b) + p = e + eb + p.

Since eu = ue, we have eb = be, so eb ∈ Nil(R). Also, as e, u, q commute, we can get eb + p ∈ Nil(R). Finally, a^{n−1} is a strongly nil-clean element, as pursued. □

It is worthwhile noticing that it was shown in [8] that any strongly π-regular π-UU ring is periodic, and vice versa. Thereby, the equivalence (1) ⇐⇒ (6) could be treated as an extension of the mentioned fact. Besides, in the case when n = 2, we directly derive from the preceding theorem the following well-known fact.

Corollary 2.9. [13, Corollary 3.11] Let R be a ring. Then, R is strongly nil-clean if, and only if, R is a strongly π-regular UU ring.

We will denote the least common multiple of integers m_1, . . . , m_k by the notation [m_1, . . . , m_k].

As a consequence to the last theorem, we yield the following statement in which point (i) is new and outside of the original.

Corollary 2.10. [3, Theorem 2] Let F be a finite field, m, n ∈ N, and n > 1. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) M_m(F ) is an (n − 1)-UU ring. (ii) M_m(F ) is an strongly n-nil-clean.

(iii) N = [|F | − 1, |F |^2 − 1, ..., |F |^m − 1] is a divisor of n − 1.

We continue our work with some more technical claims.

Proposition 2.11. Let R be an n-UU ring, where n is an odd number. Then, the element 2 is central nilpotent and, as such, is always contained in J(R).

Proof. We know that the element −1 is a unit and also that (−1)^n = −1. Therefore, based on our assumption, we have −1 = 1 + q, where q ∈ Nil(R). Hence, 2 = −q ∈ Nil(R), as promised. □ If n is even, it is not necessarily true that 2 ∈ Nil(R), because Z is always a 2-UU ring, but 2 is definitely not an element of Nil(Z).

We now partially answer in the positive a question posed in [8]. Proposition 2.12. Let R be an n-UU ring, where n is an odd number. Then, J(R) is nil.

Proof. Choose a ∈ J(R). Therefore, 1 − a ∈ U(R), and hence (1 − a)^n = 1 + q, where q ∈ Nil(R). Thus, we have na − · · · + a^n = −q, and since 2 ∈ Nil(R) and n is odd, a simple check shows that it must be that n ∈ U(R). So, we find that a − · · · + n^{−1}a^n = −n^{−1}q ∈ Nil(R), whence a(1 + af(a)) = q^′ ∈ Nil(R), where q^′ = n^{−1}q, as asserted.

Furthermore, note that 1 + af(a) ∈ U(R) and q(1 + af(a)) = (1 + af(a))q, because q is a combination of sums of powers of the element a. Consequently, we deduce that a ∈ Nil(R), as wanted. □ Before proceed with the case of n-UU rings for even number n, we establish the following statement.

Proposition 2.13. Let R be a 2^k-UU ring. Then, J(R) is nil. Proof. Using induction on k, it can easily be shown that (1 ± a)^{2k} = 1 ± 2^k ∑ i=0 λ_{2i+1}a^{2i+1} + ∑ i=1 λ^′_{2i}a^{2i} + a^{2k} ,

where λ_1 = 1. Now, if a ∈ J(R), we receive that 2^k ∑ i=0 λ_{2i+1}a^{2i+1} ∈ Nil(R),

and because λ_1 = 1 and a ∈ J(R), one follows that 2^ka ∈ Nil(R), so that 2a ∈ Nil(R).

On the other side, by induction on k, it can plainly be shown that (1 + a)^{2k} = 1 + 2ag(a) + a^{2k} , where g(t) ∈ N[t]. Therefore, (1 + a)^{2k} = 1 + 2ag(a) + a^{2k} = 1 + q, where q ∈ Nil(R), hence a^{2k} ∈ Nil(R), and hence a ∈ Nil(R), as asked for. □ As an automatic consequence, we derive:

Corollary 2.14. [10, Proposition 2.1.] Let R be a 2-UU ring. Then, J(R) is nil.

We are now in a position to generalize this to the following affirmations. Proposition 2.15. Let R be a 6-UU ring. Then, J(R) is nil. Proof. Given a ∈ J(R), we have 1 ± a, 1 ± a^2 ∈ U(R). Thus, one verifies that:

(1 − a)^6 = 1 − 6a + 15a^2 − 20a^3 + 15a^4 − 6a^5 + a^6 = 1 + q_0 (1) (1 + a)^6 = 1 + 6a + 15a^2 + 20a^3 + 15a^4 + 6a^5 + a^6 = 1 + q_1 (2) (1 − a^2)^6 = 1 − 6a^2 + 15a^4 − 20a^6 + 15a^8 − 6a^{10} + a^{12} = 1 + q_2 (3) (1 + a^2)^6 = 1 + 6a^2 + 15a^4 + 20a^6 + 15a^8 + 6a^{10} + a^{12} = 1 + q_3, (4) where all q_i ∈ Nil(R) and it is evident that q_iq_j = q_jq_i. Thus, with equations (1) and (2) at hand, we receive:

Eq (01): 30a^2 + 30a^4 + 2a^6 = q^′ ∈ Nil(R) and, according to equations (3) and (4), we receive:

Eq (02): 30a^4 + 30a^8 + 2a^{12} = q^{′′} ∈ Nil(R).

Since aq^′ = q^′a, if we multiply by a^6 in equation Eq (01), we will obtain:

Eq (03): 30a^8 + 30a^{10} + 2a^{12} = p ∈ Nil(R).

Since q^{′′}p = pq^{′′}, it must be that q^{′′} − p ∈ Nil(R), so with the aid of Eq (03) and Eq (02) we arrive at the relation 30a ∈ Nil(R) which insures 2a ∈ Nil(R). Therefore, equalities (1) and (3) given above help us to get that

15a^2 + 15a^4 + a^6 = p_0 ∈ Nil(R), (5) 15a^4 + 15a^8 + a^{12} = p_1 ∈ Nil(R). (6) Furthermore, if we multiply by a^6 in equation (5), we will obtain: Eq (04): 15a^8 + 15a^{10} + a^{12} = p_2 ∈ Nil(R).

Now, in view of equation (6) and Eq (04), we can derive that 15a ∈ Nil(R). Therefore, bearing in mind that both elements 2a and 15a are nilpotents, the equation (1) quoted above ensures that a^6 ∈ Nil(R). Finally, a ∈ Nil(R), and thus we are done. □ Proposition 2.16. Let R be a 10-UU ring. Then, J(R) is nil. Proof. Given a ∈ J(R), we have (1±a), (1±a^3) ∈ U(R), and similarly to Proposition 2.15 we obtain:

20a + 240a^3 + 504a^5 + 240a^7 + 20a^9 = q_1 (7) 20a^3 + 240a^9 + 504a^{15} + 240a^{21} + 20a^{27} = q_2 (8) 90a^2 + 420a^4 + 420a^6 + 90a^8 + 2a^{10} = q_3, (9) where q_i ∈ Nil(R), and q_iq_j = q_j q_i. Since aq_i = q_ia, if we multiply by a^{10} in equation (7), we will obtain:

Eq (05): 20a^{11} + 240a^{13} + 504a^{15} + 240a^{17} + 20a^{19} = q_4 ∈ Nil(R). Since q_iq_j = q_j q_i, it must be that q_4 − q_2 ∈ Nil(R), so with the aid of equation (8) and Eq (05) we arrive at the relation 20a ∈ Nil(R), so 10a ∈ Nil(R). Now, from equation (9), we have 2a ∈ Nil(R). But 1 − (1 − a)^{10}, 1 − (1 − a^3)^{10} ∈ Nil(R), and so we conclude that:

45a^2 + 45a^8 + a^{10} = p_1 ∈ Nil(R)

(10) 45a^6 + 45a^{24} + a^{30} = p_2 ∈ Nil(R),

(11) Since ap_i = p_ia, if we multiply by a^{20} in equation (10), we will have:

Eq (06): 45a^{22} + 45a^{28} + a^{30} = p_3 ∈ Nil(R).

Since p_ip_j = p_j p_i, it must be that p_3 − p_2 ∈ Nil(R), so with the aid of equation (11) and Eq (06) we arrive at the relation 45a ∈ Nil(R), and thus equation (10) implies that a^{10} ∈ Nil(R). Therefore, a ∈ Nil(R), and so we are set. □ We continue our work with the following statements.

Proposition 2.17. Let R be an n-UU ring and k ∈ N such that n|k. Then, R is a k-UU ring.

Proof. Since R is an n-UU ring, for any u ∈ U(R) we may write that u^n = 1 + q, where q ∈ Nil(R). Since n|k, there exists an integer t such that k = tn. Thus, u^k = (u^n)^t = (1 + q)^t = 1 + q^′, where q^′ = (1 + q)^t − 1 which is obviously nilpotent. Therefore, u^k = 1 + q^′, where q^′ ∈ Nil(R). Hence, R is a k-UU ring, as stated. □ Proposition 2.18. Let n be an odd integer. Then, R is an n-UU ring if, and only if, the next two points are valid:

(i) 2 is nilpotent.

(ii) R is a 2^kn-UU ring for every positive integer k.

Proof. ”⇒”. According to Proposition 2.11 and 2.17, there is nothing to prove.

”⇐”. Given conditions (i) and (ii) hold. Supposing a ∈ U(R), then a^{2k n} − 1 = q ∈ Nil(R), so a routine manipulation leads to

(1 − a^n)^{2k} = 1 − 2af(a) + a^{2k n} = q + 2(1 − af(a)) ∈ Nil(R), where f(a) ∈ Z[t], as wanted. □ Corollary 2.19. A ring R is a UU ring if, and only if,

(i) 2 is nilpotent.

(ii) R is a 2^k-UU ring for every positive integer k.

Corollary 2.20. [24, Proposition 2.2] A ring R is a UU ring if, and only if, (i) 2 is nilpotent. (ii) R is a 2-UU ring.

In [8], it was asked of whether or not an π-UU ring that is nil clean is a strongly πregular. We answer a specific case of this question in the following lemma (compare with [12] too).

Lemma 2.21. A ring R is a strongly nil-clean ring if, and only if, (i) R is a nil-clean ring;

(ii) R is a 2^k-UU ring for every positive integer k. In particular, R is a strongly π-regular ring.

Proof. ”⇒”. It is straightforward.

”⇐”. Since R is a nil-clean ring, we know that 2 ∈ Nil(R) (see [13]). Thus, by the usage of Corollary 2.19, R will be a UU ring. With the help of [25, Corollary 2.13], we have that R is an NR-ring (that is, Nil(R) forms an ideal of R).

On the other hand, since R is exchange, by [5, Corollary 2.17] we can deduce that the factor-ring R/J(R) is reduced. Hence, Nil(R) ⊆ J(R). Moreover, [13, Proposition 3.16] applies to get that J(R) ⊆ Nil(R). Therefore, Nil(R) = J(R) is an ideal. Finally, by using [6, Theorem 2.3], R is a strongly nil-clean ring, as desired. □

We now begin to explore some crucial characteristic properties of n-UU rings starting with the following two technicalities.

Lemma 2.22. (a) An arbitrary subring S of an n-UU ring R is again an n-UU ring.

(b) A finite direct product R = R_1 × · · · × R_m is n-UU if, and only if, each direct component R_i is n-UU.

Proof. (a) Let u ∈ U(S). Then, u + (1_R − 1_S) ∈ U(R) as

[u + (1_R − 1_S )][u^{−1} + (1_R − 1_S )] = 1_R.

On the other hand, since R is an n-UU ring, we write

u^n + (1_R − 1_S) = [u + (1_R − 1_S )]^n = 1_R + q,

where q ∈ Nil(R). Therefore, u^n = 1_S +q and note that q ∈ S, because q = u^n −1_S ∈ S. (b) The necessity follows directly from (a).

For sufficiency, if all R_i are n-UU rings and (u_1, u_2, . . . , u_m) ∈ U(R), then it follows coordinate-wise that each u_i ∈ U(R_i). Therefore, u^n_i = 1 + q_i, where q_i ∈ Nil(R_i). Assume that q^{ni}_i = 0 and k := max{n_i}^m_{i=1}. Consequently,

(u_1, . . . , u_m)^n = (1, . . . , 1) + (q_1, q_2, . . . , q_m)

such that (q_1, q_2, . . . , q_m)^k = 0 for some k ∈ N, as required. □

As an intriguing consequence, we obtain:

Corollary 2.23. If R is an n-UU ring for some n ∈ N, then the corner ring eRe is also n-UU for any e = e^2 ∈ R. In addition, if e is a central idempotent, R is an n-UU ring, provided both eRe and (1 − e)R(1 − e) are so.

Proof. Since eRe is a subring of R (certainly, not necessarily unital), Lemma 2.22(a) is applicable to get the claim.

If now e is a non-trivial central idempotent, we have the decomposition R = eRe ⊕ (1 − e)R(1 − e), so that Lemma 2.22(b) applies to get the desired claim that eRe is an n-UU ring. □

To treat the general situation, one may also ask the question: Does it follow that R is an n-UU ring, provided both eRe and (1 − e)R(1 − e) are n-UU rings?

We note that the infinite products of n-UU rings may not be an n-UU ring. For instance, letting R = ∏_∞ k=1 Z_2k , then R is not an n-UU ring, because a = (1, 3, ..., 3, ...) ∈ U(R), but the degree a^n is not an unipotent. However, each Z_2k is an n-UU ring for all k ∈ N (note that the ring Z_2k is even strongly nil-clean).

Consulting with Theorem 2.8, a ring R is strongly n-nil-clean if, and only if, it is both strongly π-regular and (n − 1)-UU. In [18], the authors provides several results concerning strongly n-nil-clean rings for various numbers n. In the following result, we examine semi-local (n − 1)-UU rings.

Theorem 2.24. For a ring R, consider the following three conditions:

(i) R is an (n − 1)-UU ring. (ii) R is strongly n-nil-clean.

(iii) J(R) is nil and R/J(R) is a subdirect product of the rings M_m(F ), where F is a finite field and (|F |^i − 1)|(n − 1) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Then, (iii) ⇒ (ii)⇒ (i). The converse is also true, provided R is semi-local and n is either an even number or is of the form n = 2^k + 1, n = 7, or n = 11.

Proof. (ii) ⇔ (iii). The equivalence is exactly [3, Theorem 8].

The implication (ii) ⇒ (i) is clear.

(i) ⇒ (iii). Exploiting Proposition 2.12, J(R) is nil. As R is semi-local, we may write that

R/J(R) = M_{n1} (D_1) ⊕ M_{n2} (D_2) ⊕ · · · ⊕ M_{nk} (D_k),

where each D_i is a division ring. Since the quotient-ring R/J(R) is an (n − 1)-UU ring, each of the direct components M_{ni} (D_i) is also (n − 1)-UU. And since we have the inclusions D_i ⊆ M_{ni} (D_i), all of the D_i’s must also be (n − 1)-UU rings owing to Lemma 2.22 (a). Hence, Proposition 2.4 allows us to conclude that all of the D_i’s must be finite fields. Thus, Corollary 2.10 is applicable to get the result. □

We know that matrices over any ring are neither UU nor 2-UU (see, e.g., [12] and [8]). So, a question which automatically arises is what can we say about matrices over rings for an arbitrary natural number n > 2? In what follows, we try to answer this question in some different cases.

Example 2.25. For any ring R ≠ 0 and any integer n ≥ 3, M_n(R) is not a 3-UU ring.

Proof. Based on Corollary 2.23, it is sufficient to show that M_3(R) is not a 3-UU ring. Assume, in a way of contradiction, that M_3(R) is a 3-UU ring. Since

1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 −1 = 0 0 1 0 1 −1 1 −1 0

∈ GL_3(R),

we have 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 3 − 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 = 5 5 3 5 3 2 3 2 0

∈ Nil(M_3(R)).

But, by Proposition 2.11, 2 ∈ Nil(R), whence one calculates that

5 5 3 5 3 2 3 2 0 −1 = 1 13 −4 6 1 6 −9 5 1 5 −10 , which is a contradiction. This completes the proof. □

In the above example, we cannot assume n ≥ 2; indeed, this is because, according to Example 2.5, the ring M_2(Z_2) is 3-UU.

Example 2.26. For any ring R ≠ 0 and any integer n ≥ 2, M_n(R) is not a 4-UU ring.

Proof. It suffices to show that M_2(R) is not a 4-UU ring. Suppose A = ( 1 1 1 0 ) , and S = 1_R · Z. Apparently, S is a commutative subring of R and A ∈ GL_2(R). Then, one computes that det(A^4 − I) = 5 ∈ Nil(S), so 4 ∈ U(R). Now, supposing B = ( 2 2 2 −2 ) , we have B^{−1} =^1_4 ( 1 1 1 −1 ) . Therefore, plain calculations lead us to

det(B^4−I) = 3^2.7 ∈ Nil(S), but (5, 3^2.7) = 1 and hence 1_R ∈ Nil(R), a contradiction. This finishes the proof. □

Example 2.27. For any ring R ≠ 0 and any integer n ≥ 2, M_n(R) is not a 5-UU ring.

Proof. Assume the contrary that M_2(R) is a 5-UU ring. Since ( 1 1 1 0 ) ∈ GL_2(R),

we extract ( 1 1 1 0 )_5 − ( 1 0 0 1 ) = ( 7 5 3 2 ) ∈ Nil(M_2(R)).

But, by Proposition 2.11, 2 ∈ Nil(R), so one verifies that ( 7 5 3 2 )_{−1} = 1 11 ( −2 5 5 −7 ) , a contradiction. This concludes the proof. □

Example 2.28. For any ring R ≠ 0 and any integer n ≥ 3, M_n(R) is not a 6-UU ring.

Proof. Suppose M_3(R) is a 6-UU ring. Then, thanks to Corollary 2.23, we have that

M_2(R) is a 6-UU ring. With the settings A = ( 1 1 1 0 ) and S = 1_R · Z at hand,

one checks that S is a commutative subring of R and A ∈ GL_2(R). This gives that det(A^6 − I) = 2^4 ∈ Nil(S). Therefore, 2 ∈ Nil(M_3(R)), and thus Proposition 2.18 implies that M_3(R) is a 3-UU ring. This, however, contradicts Example 2.25 and so our claim follows, as promised. □

Notice the interesting fact that, for n = 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, it is easy to characterize semi-local n-UU rings by using Theorem 2.24 and the above examples.

Lemma 2.29. Let I be a nil-ideal of a ring R. Then, R is n-UU if, and only if, so is R/I. Proof. Assume that R is an n-UU ring. Let ū := u + I ∈ U(R/I). So, u ∈ U(R), and hence we have u^n = 1 + q, where q ∈ Nil(R). Therefore, ū^n = ¯1 + q̄, as required.

Conversely, assume that R/I is an n-UU ring. Let u ∈ U(R). Then, ū ∈ U(R/I). Thus, u^n − 1 = ū^n − ¯1 ∈ Nil(R/I).

As I is nil, we can get u^n − 1 ∈ Nil(R) meaning that R is n-UU, as needed. □

As an immediate consequence of the results established above, we extract:

Corollary 2.30. (i) Suppose n is a positive odd integer. Then, R is an n-UU ring if, and only if, J(R) is nil and R/J is n-UU.

(ii) Let n = 2^k, 6, 10. Then, R is an n-UU ring if, and only if, J(R) is nil and R/J is n-UU. 2.2. Matrix rings and generalizations. Let A, B be two rings and let M, N be the (A, B)-bimodule and (B, A)-bimodule, respectively. Also, we consider the bilinear maps ϕ : M ⊗_B N → A and ψ : N ⊗_A M → B that apply to the following properties Id_M ⊗_B ψ = ϕ ⊗_A Id_M , Id_N ⊗_A ϕ = ψ ⊗_B Id_N . For m ∈ M and n ∈ N, we define mn := ϕ(m ⊗ n) and nm := ψ(n ⊗ m). Thus, the

4-tuple R = ( A M N B ) becomes to an associative ring equipped with the obvious

matrix operations, which is called a Morita context ring. Denote the two-sided ideals Imϕ and Imψ to MN and NM, respectively, that are called the trace ideals of the Morita context (compare with [2] as well).

We are managed to prove the following assertion.

Theorem 2.31. Suppose n is a positive integer such that either n is odd or n =

2^k, 6, 10. Let R = ( A M N B ) be a Morita context ring such that MN and NM are

nilpotent ideals of A and B, respectively. Then, R is n-UU if, and only if, both A and B are n-UU rings.

Proof. As both A and B are subrings of R, in accordance with Lemma 2.22 (a) they are n-UU ring.

If now A, B are two n-UU rings, then by virtue of Corollary 2.30 we have that J(A) and J(B) are both nil-ideals and also that A/J(A) and B/J(B) are both n-UU rings. On the other side, referring to [10, Theorem 13(1)], we compute J(R) = ( J(A) M N J(B) ) , and R/J(R) ∼= A/J(A) × B/J(B). Since Lemma 2.22 (b) assures that the direct product of n-UU rings is again n- UU, the ring R/J(R) is also n-UU. Furthermore, according to Corollary 2.30, it is sufficient to show that J(R) is a nil-ideal. To that purpose, suppose S = ( a_1 m n a_2 ) ∈ J(R) such that a^n_1 = a^n_2 = 0 for some n ∈ N. Then, one finds that S^n ∈ ( MN M N NM ) , and hence, we easily obtain by induction on k that ( MN M N NM )_{2k} = ( (MN)^k (MN)^kM (NM)^kN (NM)^k ) . Therefore, J(R) is nil, as asserted. □

Given a ring R and a central element s of R, the 4-tuple ( R R R R ) becomes a ring

with addition defined componentwise and with multiplication defined by ( a_1 x_1 y_1 b_1 ) ( a_2 x_2 y_2 b_2 ) = ( a_1a_2 + sx_1y_2 a_1x_2 + x_1b_2 y_1a_2 + b_1y_2 sy_1x_2 + b_1b_2 ) . This ring is denoted by K_s(R). A Morita context ( A M N B ) with A = B = M =

N = R is called a generalized matrix ring over R. It was observed in [19] that a ring S is a generalized matrix ring over R if, and only if, S = K_s(R) for some s ∈ C(R), the center of R. Here MN = NM = sR, so that MN ⊆ J(A) ⇐⇒ s ∈ J(R), NM ⊆ J(B) ⇐⇒ s ∈ J(R), and MN, NM are nilpotents ⇐⇒ s is a nilpotent.

Thus, Theorem 2.31 yields the following two direct consequences.

Corollary 2.32. Suppose n is a positive integer such that either n is odd or n = 2^k, 6, 10, R is a ring, and s ∈ C(R) ∩ Nil(R). Then the formal matrix ring K_s(R) is an n-UU ring if, and only if, R is n-UU ring.

Corollary 2.33. Suppose n is a positive integer such that n is odd, then the formal matrix ring K_2(R) is an n-UU ring if, and only if, R is n-UU ring.

Let R, S be two rings, and let M be an (R, S)-bimodule such that the operation (rm)s = r(ms) is valid for all r ∈ R, m ∈ M and s ∈ S. Given such a bimodule M, we can put

T (R, S, M) = ( R M 0 S ) = {( r m 0 s ) : r ∈ R, m ∈ M, s ∈ S } , where it forms a ring with the usual matrix operations. The so-stated formal matrix T (R, S, M) is called a formal triangular matrix ring.

The following result can quickly be verified by using Theorem 2.31.

Corollary 2.34. Suppose n is a positive integer such that either n is odd or n = 2^k, 6, 10. Let R, S be two rings and let M be an (R, S)-bimodule, and N a bimodule over R.

(i) T (R, S, M) is an n-UU ring if, and only if, R and S are n-UU rings.

(ii) The trivial extension R ∝ N is an n-UU ring if, and only if, R is an n-UU ring.

(iii) For n ≥ 2, T_n(R) is an n-UU ring if, and only if, R is n-UU.

(iv) For n ≥ 2, R[x]/(x^n) is an n-UU ring if, and only if, R is an n-UU ring.

Proposition 2.35. The power series ring R[[t]] is not n-UU for any ring R.

Proof. Referring to [20, Exersice 6.5], we know that J(R[[x]]) = {a + xf(x)|x ∈ J(R), f(x) ∈ R[[x]]}. So, 1 + x ∈ U(R). But (1 + x)^n is not an unipotent for every n ∈ N, as required. □

According to [12] and [8], a commutative ring R is a UU (resp. π-UU) ring if, and only if, the ring of polynomials R[t] is also a UU (resp. π-UU) ring. Now, we aim to extend these results to n-UU rings. The prime radical N(R) of a ring R is defined as the intersection of all prime ideals of R. It is known that N(R) is equal to the lower nil-radical Nil_∗(R) of R. A ring R is called 2-primal if N(R) is the same as the set (nil-radical) Nil(R).

For an endomorphism α of R, the ring R is called α-compatible if, for any elements a and b in R, the equality ab = 0 holds if, and only if, aα(b) = 0. This definition is given in [15]. In this case, the map α must be injective.

We, thus, have all the ingredients necessary to prove the following assertion.

Proposition 2.36. Let n be either odd, or n = 2^k, or 6, or 10, and R be a 2-primal ring with α an endomorphism of R such that R is α-compatible. The following are equivalent:

(i) R[t, α] is an n-UU ring. (ii) R is an n-UU ring.

(iii) J(R) = Nil(R) and U^n(R/J(R)) = ¯1.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii). It is obvious.

(ii) ⇒ (iii). Since R is a 2-primal ring, we deduce Nil(R) = Nil_∗(R) ⊆ J(R). On the other hand, since R is an n-UU ring, one must be that J(R) ⊆ Nil(R). Thus, Nil(R) = J(R), whence the quotient R/J(R) is reduced, which gives U^n(R/J(R)) =

¯1. (iii) ⇒ (i). Since J(R) = Nil(R), the factor R/J(R) is reduced and we get α(J(R)) ⊆ J(R). However, α : R/J(R) → R/J(R), defined by α(a + J(R)) = α(a) + J(R), is an endomorphism of R/J(R). Moreover, by [23, Lemma 2.4], the ring R/J(R) is α-compatible. So, by [4, Corollary 2.12], we derive U(R/J(R)[x, α]) = U(R/J(R)). Thus, R/J(R)[x, α] is an n-UU ring.

Furthermore, as R/J(R)[x, α] ∼= R[x, α]/J(R)[x, α], it follows that R[x, α]/J(R)[x, α] is an n-UU ring. But, utilizing [4, Lemma 2.2], we know that Nil_∗(R[x, α]) = Nil_∗(R)[x, α]. So, the ideal J(R)[x, α] = Nil_∗(R)[x, α] = Nil_∗(R[x, α]) is nil, as pursued. □ As a valuable consequence, we extract:

Corollary 2.37. Let n be either odd, or n = 2^k, or 6, or 10. Then, a 2-primal ring R is an n-UU ring if, and only if, R[t] is an n-UU ring, if and only if, J(R) = Nil(R) and U^n(R/J(R)) = ¯1.

We now need the following claim.

Lemma 2.38. Let D be a division ring such that |D| > 2. Suppose that n ∈ N is a constant, and f(x) = 1 − x^n ∈ Z[x]. If there exists d ∈ D\ {0} such that f(d) ≠ 0, then M_m(D) is not an n-UU ring for any m ≥ 2.

Proof. Suppose there exists d ∈ D\ {0} such that f(d) ≠ 0. Writing

A := ( f(d) 0 0 0 ) , then one inspects that I − A = ( d 0 0 1 )_n , where ( d 0 0 1 ) ∈ U(R). So, this manifestly implies that the ring M_m(D) is not an n-UU ring, as asserted. □ We now establish the following two reduction statements.

Lemma 2.39. If R is a ring and m, n ∈ N such that (m, n) = d, then R is a d-UU ring, provided R is simultaneously m-UU and n-UU.

Proof. Given a ∈ U(R), there exist q, p ∈ Nil(R) such that a^n = 1 + q and a^m = 1 + p. Since (m, n) = d, there exist k, k^′ ∈ Z such that km + k^′n = d. Exploiting Proposition 2.17, there exist q^′, p^′ ∈ Nil(R) such that a^{k′n} = 1 + q^′ and a^{km} = 1 + p^′. Consequently, a^{−km}(1 − a^d) = a^{−km} − a^{k′n} ∈ Nil(R). Since a ∈ U(R), we have 1 − a^d ∈ Nil(R), as required. □

As an automatic consequence, we obtain:

Corollary 2.40. If R is a ring and m, n ∈ N such that (m, n) = 1, then R is an UU ring, provided R is both m-UU and n-UU.

2.3. Group rings. Firstly, we would like to recollect some background material on group rings that we will use in the sequel. In fact, if R is a ring and G is a group, the symbol RG denotes the group ring of the group G over R. The ring homomorphism ω : RG → R, defined by ∑ r_gg → ∑ r_g, is said to be the augmentation map, and ker(ω) is called the augmentation ideal of the group ring RG and is denoted by Δ(RG). That is, Δ(RG) = { ∑ r_gg ∈ RG : ∑ r_g = 0}. Next, let π be a non-empty set of prime numbers. We shall say that an integer n is a π-number if all its prime divisors lie within the set π. Let G be a group and let g ∈ G be an element of finite order, say o(g). Then, the element g is called a π-element if o(g) is a π-number. Likewise, G is said to be a π-torsion group if every element of G is a π-element. Specifically, if π = { p}, then G is the standard p-group. Therefore, in a p-group, the order of every element is a power of the prime number p. If, however, G does not possess π-torsion elements other than the identity, then G is known as a torsion-free π-group. Moreover, G is termed locally finite if every finitely generated subgroup of G is finite. It is clear that every finite group is locally finite, but the converse fails.

Our purpose here is to expand [11, Theorem 2.1] pertaining to the criterion of (not necessarily commutative) UU group rings over locally finite groups. Before doing that, we need the following pivotal statements.

Theorem 2.41. [12, Theorem 3.2] Let R be a ring with char(R) = m < ∞. If a ∈ R is such that a^{s+1} = 0 for some integer s ≥ 0, then (1 − a)^{ms} = 1.

We have now accumulated all the information necessary to prove the following major for this subsection result.

Theorem 2.42. Let R be a ring with char(R) = m and let G be a group. Also, for positive integers m > 1, n ≥ 1, assume π is the set of prime divisors of m and n. If RG is an n-UU ring, then R is an n-UU ring and G is a π-torsion group.

Proof. Since R ⊆ RG may be viewed as a natural embedding, in view of Proposition 2.22, R is an n-UU ring. Now, if g ∈ G, then g ∈ U(RG), and since RG is an n-UU ring we have g^n = 1 − q, where q ∈ Nil(RG). Assuming that q^{s+1} = 0 for some s ∈ N, then Theorem 2.41 gives that (1 − q)^{ms} = 1, whence

g^{nms} = (g^n)^{ms} = (1 − q)^{ms} = 1,

as required. □

Proposition 2.43. Let R be an n-UU ring such that p ∈ Nil(R), where p is a prime number. Also, suppose that G is a locally finite p-group. Then, RG is an n-UU ring.

Proof. According to [7, Proposition 16], the ideal Δ(RG) is nil. Furthermore, by combining the isomorphism R ∼= RG/Δ(RG) and Lemma 2.29, the assertion is concluded. □

As three useful consequences, we yield:

Corollary 2.44. Let R be an n-UU ring, where n is odd, and also suppose that G is a locally finite 2-group. Then, RG is an n-UU ring.

Corollary 2.45. [11, Theorem 2.1] Let G be a group and R a ring.

(i) If RG is a UU ring, then R is a UU ring and G is a 2-group. (ii) If G is locally finite, then RG is a UU ring if, and only if, R is a UU ring and G is a 2-group.

Proof. Employing [12, Theorem 2.6(1)], one knows that 2 ∈ Nil(R) and char(R) = 2^t where t ≥ 0. Therefore, by setting n = 1 in Theorem 2.42 and Proposition 2.43, the proof is completed. □

Lemma 2.46. Let R be a ring with char(R) = p^k, where p is a prime number, and let G be a torsion-free π-group, where π is the set of prime divisors of n. If RG is an n-UU ring, then R is an n-UU ring and G is a p-group.

Proof. According to Theorem 2.42, R is an n-UU ring and G is a ({p} ∪ π)-torsion group, where π is the set of prime divisors of n.

Assume π = {q_1, q_2, . . . , q_k}, where, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k, q_i is a prime number. Supposing g ∈ G, then o(g) = q^{α1}_1 · · · q^{αk}_k p^β .

However, o(g^{pβ} ) = q^{α1}_1 ...q^{αk}_k .

Consequently, the element g^{pβ} is a π-element. And since G is a torsion-free π-group, it must be that g^{pβ} = 1, that is, G is a p-group, as stated. □

As a consequence, we extract the following.

Corollary 2.47. Let G be a torsion-free π-group, where π is the set of prime divisors of n and n is odd. If RG is an n-UU ring, then R is an n-UU ring and G is a 2- group.

We close our examination with the following challenging question.

Problem 2.48. Find a necessary and sufficient condition for a group ring to be n-UU for an arbitrary n ≥ 2.

Funding: The first-named author, P.V. Danchev, of this research paper was partially supported by the Junta de Andalucía under Grant FQM 264, and by the BIDEB 2221 of TÜBÍTAK.

References

[1] A.N. Abyzov, Strongly q-nil-clean rings, Sib. Math. J. 60(2) (2019), 197–208. [2] A.N. Abyzov, R. Barati and P.V. Danchev, Rings close to periodic with applications to matrix, endomorphism and group rings, Commun. Algebra 52(12) (2024).

[3] A.N. Abyzov and D.T. Tapkin, On rings with x^n − x nilpotent, J. Algebra Appl. 21(6) (2022). [4] H. Chen, On constant products of elements in skew polynomial rings, Bull. Iran. Math. Soc.

41(2) (2015), 453–462.

[5] H. Chen, On linearly weak Armendariz rings, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 219(4) (2015), 1122–1130. [6] H. Chen and M. Sheibani, On strongly nil clean rings, Commun. Algebra 45(4) (2017), 1719– 1726.

[7] I. G. Connell, On the group ring, Canad. J. Math 15(49) (1963), 650–685. [8] J. Cui and P. Danchev, Some new characterizations of periodic rings, J. Algebra Appl. 19(12) (2020).

[9] P.V. Danchev, Rings with Jacobson units, Toyama Math. J. 38(1) (2016), 61–74. [10] P.V. Danchev, On exchange π-UU unital rings, Toyama Math. J. 39(1) (2017), 1–7. [11] P.V. Danchev and O. Al-Mallah, UU group rings, Eurasian Bull. Math. 1(3) (2018), 85–88. [12] P.V. Danchev and T.Y. Lam, Rings with unipotent units, Publ. Math. Debrecen 88(3-4) (2016), 449–466.

[13] A.J. Diesl, Nil clean rings, J. Algebra 383 (2013), 197–211. [14] L.C. Grove, Algebra, Courier Corporation (2012).

[15] E. Hashemi and A. Moussavi, Polynomial extensions of quasi-Baer rings, Acta Math. Hungar.

107(3) (2005), 207–224.

[16] M.T. Koşan, T.K. Lee, and Y. Zhou, When is every matrix over a division ring a sum of an idempotent and a nilpotent?, Linear Algebra Appl. 450 (2014), 7–12.

[17] M.T. Koşan, T.C. Quynh, T. Yildirim and J. Žemlička, Rings such that, for each unit u, u − u^n belongs to the Jacobson radical, Hacettepe J. Math. Stat. 49(4) (2020), 1397–1404.

[18] M.T. Koşan, Z. Wang, and Y. Zhou, Nil-clean and strongly nil-clean rings, J. Pure Appl.

Algebra 220(2) (2016), 633–646.

[19] P.A. Krylov, Isomorphism of generalized matrix rings, Algebra and Logic 47(4) (2008), 258– 262.

[20] T.Y. Lam, A First Course in Noncommutative Rings, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 131 (2001).

[21] W.K. Nicholson, Strongly clean rings and Fitting’s lemma, Commun. Algebra 27(8) (1999), 3583–3592.

[22] M. Ôhori, On strongly π-regular rings and periodic rings, Math. J. Okayama Univ. 27(1) (1985), 49–52.

[23] L. Ouyang, On weak annihilator ideals of skew monoid rings, Commun. Algebra 39(11) (2011), 4259–4272.

[24] M. Sheibani and H. Chen, Rings in which elements are sums of tripotents and nilpotents, J.

Algebra Appl. 17(03) (2018), 1850042.

[25] J. Ŝter, Rings in which nilpotents form a subring, Carpathian J. Math. 32(2) (2005), 251–258.

Institute of Mathematics and Informatics, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, 1113 Sofia, Bulgaria

Email address: danchev@math.bas.bg; pvdanchev@yahoo.com

Department of Mathematics, Tarbiat Modares University, 14115-111 Tehran Jalal AleAhmad Nasr, Iran

Email address: a.darajavan@modares.ac.ir; a.darajavan@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics, Tarbiat Modares University, 14115-111 Tehran Jalal AleAhmad Nasr, Iran

Email address: moussavi.a@modares.ac.ir; moussavi.a@gmail.com