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ON NILPOTENT POWER SERIES WITH NILPOTENT

COEFFICIENTS

Tai Keun Kwak∗ and Yang Lee

Abstract. Antoine studied conditions which are connected to the
question of Amitsur of whether or not a polynomial ring over a nil
ring is nil, introducing the notion of nil-Armendariz rings. Hizem ex-
tended the nil-Armendariz property for polynomial rings onto power-
series rings, say nil power-serieswise rings. In this paper, we intro-
duce the notion of power-serieswise CN rings that is a generalization
of nil power-serieswise Armendariz rings. Finally, we study the nil-
Armendariz property for Ore extensions and skew power series rings.

1. Introduction

Throughout this note every ring is associative with identity unless
otherwise stated. The polynomial ring and the (formal) power series ring
with an indeterminate x over a ring R (possibly without identity) are
denoted by R[x] and R[[x]], respectively. Let N∗(R) and N(R) denote
the upper nilradical (i.e., sum of nil ideals), and the set of all nilpotent
elements in R, respectively. Let Cf(x) denote the set of all coefficients of
given a polynomial or a power series f(x). Z denotes the ring of integers
and Zn denotes the ring of integers modulo n. Denote the n by n full
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(resp., upper triangular) matrix ring over R by Matn(R) (resp., Un(R)).
Use eij for the matrix with (i, j)-entry 1 and elsewhere 0.

A ring is called reduced if it has no nonzero nilpotent elements. Ar-
mendariz [3, Lemma 1] proved that for a reduced ring R,

ab = 0 for all a ∈ Cf(x) and b ∈ Cg(x) whenever f(x)g(x) = 0

where f(x), g(x) are in R[x]. From this result, Rege and Chhawchharia
[19] called a ring (not necessarily reduced) Armendariz if it satisfies this
condition. So reduced rings are clearly Armendariz. Armendariz rings
are Abelian (i.e., its idempotents are central) by the proof of [1, Theorem
6].

Brewer et al. [5, Lemma 1], and Gilmer et al. [6, Proposition 3.5]
extended the study of zero divisors in polynomial rings to power se-
ries rings when base rings are commutative reduced. While, Anderson
and Camillo discussed the same argument on noncommutative reduced
rings in the statements before [1, Example 10]. Kim et al. [12] called
a ring R power-serieswise Armendariz (we will use ps-Armendariz for
simplicity) if ab = 0 for all a ∈ Cf(x) and b ∈ Cg(x) whenever two power
series f(x), g(x) in R[[x]] satisfy f(x)g(x) = 0. Ps-Armendariz rings are
Armendariz by the definition, but the converse need not hold by [12,
Example 2.1]. Reduced rings are ps-Armendariz by [12, Lemma 2.3],
but there exist many kinds of non-reduced ps-Armendariz rings as we
see in [12, Section 3]. It is obvious that the class of (ps-)Armendariz
rings is closed under subrings and direct products. Due to Bell [4], a
ring R is called IFP if ab = 0 implies aRb = 0 for a, b ∈ R. It is
obtained through simple computations that reduced rings are IFP and
ps-Armendariz rings are IFP by [12, Lemma 2.3(2)].

On the other hand, Antoine [2] called a ring R nil-Armendariz if
ab ∈ N(R) for all a ∈ Cf(x) and b ∈ Cg(x) whenever two polynomials
f(x), g(x) ∈ R[x] satisfy f(x)g(x) ∈ N(R)[x]. Armendariz rings are
nil-Armendariz, but the converse need not hold [2, Proposition 2.7 and
Example 4.9]. Marks [17] called a ring R NI if N∗(R) = N(R). Note
that a ring R is NI if and only if N(R) forms a two-sided ideal if and only
if R/N∗(R) is reduced. NI rings are nil-Armendariz but not conversely
by [2, Proposition 2.1, and Example 4.8].

Recently, the concept of the nil-Armendariz ring property for poly-
nomial rings is extended to power series rings by S. Hizem. A ring R is
called nil power-serieswise Armendariz (we will use nil-ps-Armendariz)
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[8, Definition 3] if for any f(x), g(x) ∈ R[[x]] such that f(x)g(x) ∈
N(R)[[x]] then ab ∈ N(R) for all a ∈ Cf(x) and b ∈ Cg(x). Note that
a ring R is nil-ps-Armendariz if and only if R is NI [8, Theorem 1],
and hence nil-ps-Armendariz rings are nil-Armendariz. All IFP rings are
both NI and Abelian by simple computations. Since ps-Armendariz rings
are IFP by [12, Lemma 2.3], ps-Armendariz rings are nil-ps-Armendariz.
However, the concepts of Armendariz rings and nil-ps-Armendariz rings
are independent of each other by [2, Example 4.8] and [11, Proposition
4.1].

Antoine showed that if R is an Armendariz ring then N(R)[x] ⊆
N(R[x]), in [2, Lemma 2.6]. So one may conjecture that if R is an
Armendariz ring then N(R)[[x]] ⊆ N(R[[x]]). But the following example
erases the possibility.

Example 1.1. Let R =
∏∞

i=1 Z2i+1 be the direct product of Z2j ’s for
j ≥ 2. Every Z2i+1 is ps-Armendariz by [12, Proposition 3.2], and so R
is also ps-Armendariz. Consider f(x) =

∑∞
i=0(a(i)j)x

i ∈ R[[x]] where
a(i)j = 2 for j = i+ 1 and a(i)j = 0 for j ̸= i+ 1. Then for any k ≥ 1,

f(x)k = (a(k − 1)j)
kxk(k−1) + (a(k)j)

kxk2 + · · ·
= (0, . . . , 0, 2k, 0, . . .)xk(k−1) + · · · ̸= 0

This implies f(x) /∈ N(R[[x]]), but (a(i)j)
i+2 = 0 for all i ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}.

In the following example, the ring R, in [2, Example 4.8], is (nil-
)Armendariz but not NI and so R is not nil-ps-Armendariz. However,
we here prefer a computation to be concerned with the product of power
series.

Example 1.2. ([2, Example 4.8]) Let K be a field and A = K⟨a, b⟩
be the free algebra generated by the noncommuting indeterminates a, b
over K. Let I be an ideal of A generated by a2, and R = A/I. Identify
a, b with their images in R for simplicity. Then R is (nil-)Armendariz.

Consider two power series f(x) = a− abx and g(x) =
∑∞

i=0 b
ixiab in

R[[x]]. Then

f(x)g(x) = a(1− bx)(1 + bx+ b2x2 + · · ·+ bnxn + · · · )ab = a2b = 0,

but abab is non-nilpotent, entailing that R is not NI.

For a ring R and n ≥ 2, let Dn(R) be the ring of all matrices in Un(R)
whose diagonal entries are all equal, and Vn(R) be the ring of all matrices
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(aij) in Dn(R) such that ast = a(s+1)(t+1) for s = 1, . . . , n − 2 and t =
2, . . . , n− 1.

Note that for a ring R and n ≥ 2, R is nil ps-Armendariz if and only
if Dn(R) is a nil-ps-Armendariz ring if and only if Vn(R) is a nil-ps-
Armendariz ring, with help of [11, Proposition 2.4(2) and Proposition
4.1(1) ]. Moreover, R is a nil-ps-Armendariz ring if and only if the
factor ring R[x]/⟨xn⟩ is nil-ps-Armendariz, where ⟨xn⟩ is a two-sided
ideal of R[x] generated by xn, since Vn(R) ∼= R[x]/⟨xn⟩ by [15]. However
Matn(R) (n ≥ 2) is not a nil-ps-Armendariz ring over any ring R. Here
observe the following product of power series: For the matrix units eij’,

e11(1− (e11 + e12)x)(1 + (e11 + e12)x+ (e11 + e12)
2x2 + · · · )(e21 + e22)

= e11(e21 + e22) = 0.

But e11(e11 + e12)(e21 + e22) = e11 + e12 is non-nilpotent, showing that
Matn(R) is not nil-ps-Armendariz for n ≥ 2.

2. Properties of power-serieswise CN rings

According to [14, Definition 2], a nilpotent polynomial f(x) over
a ring R is called CN if every coefficient of f(x) is nilpotent. A ring
R is called CN if N(R[x]) ⊆ N(R)[x] (i.e., every nilpotent polynomial
over R is CN). Every nil Armendariz ring is CN, but not conversely
by [14, Example 1]. Similarly, if a ring R is nil-ps-Armendariz then
N(R[[x]]) ⊆ N(R)[[x]] by [8, Lemma 2], but the converse does not hold
by [8, Remark 3]. Hence, we define a new class of rings.

Definition 2.1. A ring R is called power-serieswise CN (simply, ps-
CN) if N(R[[x]]) ⊆ N(R)[[x]], equivalently, whenever any power series
f(x) ∈ N(R[[x]]), a ∈ N(R) for all a ∈ Cf(x).

The following diagram shows all implications among the concepts
(with no other implications holding, except by transitivity):

IFP =⇒ NI

⇑ ⇕
Ps-Armendariz =⇒ Nil-ps-Armendariz =⇒ Ps-CN

⇓ ⇓ ⇓
Armendariz =⇒ Nil-Armendariz =⇒ CN
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Remark 2.2. (1) The class of ps-CN rings is closed under subrings
obviously.

(2) For any ring R and n ≥ 2, Matn(R) is not a ps-CN ring with help
of [14, Example 12].

(3) The class of ps-CN rings is not closed under homomorphic images.
For example, R/qR ∼= Mat2(Zq) by the argument in [7, Exercise 2A],
where R is the ring of quaternions with integer coefficients and q is any
odd prime integer.

A ring R is said to be of bounded index (of nilpotency) if there exists
a positive integer n such that an = 0 for all a ∈ N(R).

Lemma 2.3. (1) For any family {Rγ | γ ∈ Γ} of rings, suppose that
the direct product R =

∏
γ∈ΓRγ (resp., ⊕γ∈ΓRγ) is of bounded index.

Then Rγ is a ps-CN ring for all γ ∈ Γ if and only if R is ps-CN.
(2) For a central idempotent e in a ring R of bounded index, a ring

R is ps-CN if and only if eR and (1− e)R are ps-CN rings.
(3) If R is a ps-CN ring and I is a nilpotent ideal of R, then R/I is

a ps-CN ring.

Proof. (1) We show the necessity for the direct product. Let k be the
bounded index of R. Then Rγ is also of bounded index ≤ k for each γ ∈
Γ. Assume that every Rγ is ps-CN. Let f(x) =

∑∞
i=0 aix

i ∈ N(R[[x]])
where ai = (aiγ )γ∈Γ ∈ R. Let fγ(x) =

∑∞
i=0 aiγx

i ∈ Rγ[[x]] for each
γ ∈ Γ. Then fγ(x) ∈ N(Rγ[[x]]) from f(x) ∈ N(R[[x]]). Since every Rγ

is ps-CN and has the bounded index ≤ k, we obtain akiγ = 0 for all i and

so aki = 0, entailing ai ∈ N(R). Therefore R is ps-CN.
The converse comes from Remark 2.2(1).
(2) It comes from Remark 2.2(1) and (1), since R ∼= eR⊕ (1− e)R.
(3) We apply the method in the proof of [14, Proposition 8(1)]. Let

R̄ = R/I and f(x) ∈ R[[x]]. Suppose that R is ps-CN. If f̄(x) ∈
N(R̄[[x]]], then f(x)n ∈ I[[x]] for some n ≥ 2, and so f(x) ∈ N(R[[x]])
since I is nilpotent. Since R is ps-CN, a ∈ N(R) for any a ∈ Cf(x), and
hence ā ∈ N(R̄) for any ā ∈ Cf̄(x), proving that R/I is ps-CN. �

The n by n lower triangular matrix ring over R is denoted by Ln(R).
For any set M of matrices over a ring R, MT denotes the set of all
transposes of matrices in M .

Theorem 2.4. For a ringR of bounded index and n ≥ 2, the following
are equivalent:
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(1) R is a ps-CN ring;
(2) Un(R) is a ps-CN ring;
(3) Dn(R) is a ps-CN ring;
(4) Vn(R) is a ps-CN ring;
(5) R[x]/⟨xn⟩ is a ps-CN ring;
(6) Ln(R) is a ps-CN ring;
(7) Dn(R)T is a ps-CN ring;
(8) Vn(R)T is a ps-CN ring.

Proof. (1)⇔(2) Assume (1) and let n ≥ 2. For a nilpotent ideal
I = {A ∈ Un(R) | each diagonal entry of A is zero} of Un(R), Un(R)/I ∼=
⊕n

i=1Ri where Ri = R is ps-CN by Lemma 2.3(1). Hence Un(R) is also a
ps-CN ring by Lemma 2.3(3). The converse follows from Remark 2.2(1).

(2)⇒(3)⇒(4)⇒(1) are obvious as subrings.
(4)⇔(5) follows from Vn(R) ∼= R[x]/⟨xn⟩ by [15].
Similarly, (1)⇔(6)⇒(7)⇒(8)⇒(1) can be shown.

Given a ring R and an (R,R)-bimodule M , the trivial extension of
R by M is the ring T (R,M) = R ⊕M with the usual addition and the
following multiplication:

(r1,m1)(r2,m2) = (r1r2, r1m2 +m1r2).

This is isomorphic to the ring of all matrices

(
r m
0 r

)
, where r ∈ R

and m ∈ M and the usual matrix operations are used.

Corollary 2.5. Let R be a ring of bounded index. Then R is ps-CN
if and only if the trivial extension T (R,R) is ps-CN.

By the same arguments as in Theorem 2.4, we have the following.

Proposition 2.6. Let R and S be rings of bounded indexes. For a

bimodule RMS (resp., SMR),

(
R M
0 S

)
(resp.,

(
R 0
M S

)
) is a ps-CN

ring if and only if R and S are ps-CN.

A ring R is called directly finite if ab = 1 implies ba = 1 for a, b ∈ R.
Note that NI rings (i.e., nil-ps-Armendariz rings) are directly finite by
[11, Proposition 2.7(1)], and moreover ps-CN rings are directly finite,
since CN rings are directly finite by [14, Proposition 15].
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3. Extensions of power-serieswise CN rings

Theorem 3.1. Assume that N(R)[[x]] ⊆ N(R[[x]]) for a ring R. A
ring R is ps-CN if and only if R[x] is a ps-CN ring.

Proof. It is enough to show the necessity. Note that N(R)[[x]] ⊆
N(R[[x]]) implies that R is of bounded index by [8, Proposition 2]. As-
sume that R is ps-CN. Let f(t) =

∑∞
i=0 fit

i ∈ R[x][[t]] where fi ∈ R[x].
Suppose that f(t) ∈ N(R[x][[t]]) and let kn = degf0 + · · · + degfn + 1,
where the degree is considered as polynomials in x and the degree of the
zero polynomial is taken to be zero. Let g(x) = f0+ f1x

k1 + f2x
k2 + · · · .

Since f(t) ∈ N(R[x][[t]]), we have g(x) ∈ N(R[[x]]), and moreover, the
set of coefficients of fi’s equals to the set of coefficients of g(x). By
assumption, N(R[[x]]) = N(R)[[x]]. Thus all coefficients of fi’s are in
N(R), leading to fi ∈ N(R)[x] ⊆ N(R)[[x]] = N(R[[x]]) for all i. This
implies fi ∈ N(R[x]) and therefore f(t) ∈ N(R[x])[[t]], completing the
proof.

Corollary 3.2. (1) If a ring R with N(R)[[x]] = N(R[[x]]), then
both R and R[[x]] are ps-CN rings.

(2) If R is a nil-ps-Armendariz ring (i.e., an NI ring) with N(R)[[x]] ⊆
N(R[[x]]), then both R and R[[x]] are ps-CN rings.

(3) Let N(R[[x]]) be a subring of R[[x]] for a ring R. Then R is ps-CN
if and only if R[[x]] is a ps-CN ring.

Proof. (1) follows immediately from Theorem 3.1.
(2) If R is a nil-ps-Armendariz ring with N(R)[[x]] ⊆ N(R[[x]]), then

actually N(R[[x]]) = N(R)[[x]] by [8, Lemma 2].
(3) Let N(R[[x]]) be a subring of R[[x]]. For any a ∈ N(R) and

nonnegative integer t, axt is nilpotent. Thus axt ∈ N(R[[x]]), and so
N(R)[[x]] ⊆ N(R[[x]]). Thus, R is ps-CN if and only if R[[x]] is ps-CN
by Theorem 3.1.

Recall that an element u of a ring R is right regular if ur = 0 implies
r = 0 for r ∈ R. The left regular is defined similarly, and regular means
both left and right regular (hence not a zero divisor).

Proposition 3.3. Let ∆ be a multiplicatively closed subset of a ring
R consisting of central regular elements. Then R is a ps-CN ring if and
only if ∆−1R is a ps-CN ring.
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Proof. It is enough to show the necessity. Assume that R is ps-CN.
Let F (x) ∈ N((∆−1R)[[x]]) for F (x) =

∑∞
i=0 u

−1aix
i ∈ (∆−1R)[[x]]

where ai ∈ R with regular u ∈ R. Then there exists a positive integer
k such that (F (x))k = 0. Since ∆ is contained in the center of R, we
have 0 = (F (x))k = (a0 + a1x+ · · · )k(uk)−1. Let f(x) =

∑∞
i=0 aix

i, then
f(x) ∈ N(R[[x]]). Since R is ps-CN, a ∈ N(R) for any a ∈ Cf(x) and
hence au−1 ∈ N(∆−1R), proving that ∆−1R is ps-CN.

The ring of Laurent series in x, coefficients in a ring R, consists of all
formal sum

∑∞
i=k mix

i with obvious addition and multiplication, where
mi ∈ R and k, n are integers. This ring is usually written by R[[x;x−1]].

Corollary 3.4. For a ring R, R[[x]] is ps-CN if and only if R[[x;x−1]]
is ps-CN.

Proof. It follows directly from Proposition 3.3.
For, let ∆ = {1, x, x2, . . .}, then clearly ∆ is a multiplicatively closed
subset of R[[x]] and R[[x; x−1]] = ∆−1R[[x]].

Notice that ps-CN rings need not be Abelian as can be seen by the
ps-CN ring U2(R) where R is a ps-CN ring of bounded index by Theorem
2.4. There exists an Abelian ring which is not ps-CN by [14, Example
18].

Recall that R is a weakly IFP ring [16, Definition 2.1] if ab = 0 for
any a, b ∈ R implies aRb ⊆ N(R). Clearly every IFP ring is weakly IFP,
but not conversely by [16, Example 2.1]. NI rings are weakly IFP by
[8, Lemma 3]. Similarly, U2(D) over a division ring D is weakly IFP by
[16, Example 2.2], but it is neither IFP nor Abelian, while the following
example shows that Abelian rings need not be weakly IFP.

Example 3.5. We consider the ring

R =

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ Mat2(Z) | a ≡ d, b ≡ 0 and c ≡ 0 (mod 2)

}
.

Then the only idempotents of R are(
0 0
0 0

)
and

(
1 0
0 1

)
,

and so R is an Abelian ring.
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Note that R is not weakly IFP. In fact,(
2 2
2 2

)(
−2 −2
2 2

)
=

(
0 0
0 0

)
,

but (
2 2
2 2

)(
0 2
0 0

)(
−2 −2
2 2

)
=

(
8 8
8 8

)
/∈ N(R)),

entailing that R is not weakly IFP.

A ring R is called (von Neumann) regular if for each a ∈ R there
exists x ∈ R such that a = axa.

Observe that the ring R of Example 3.5 is not regular. Indeed, for a

nonzero element u =

(
a b
c d

)
of R, we have

(
2a 0
2c 0

)
∈ uR. Thus

uR cannot be generated by an idempotent element, showing that R is
not regular. However, we have the following.

Theorem 3.6. Given a regular ring R, the following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) R is reduced;
(2) R is Armendariz;
(3) R is nil-Armendariz;
(4) R is CN;
(5) R is Abelian;
(6) R is NI;
(7) R is IFP;
(8) R is weakly IFP;
(9) R is ps-Armendariz;
(10) R is nil-ps-Armendariz; and
(11) R is ps-CN.

Proof. The equivalence from (1) to (6) as seen in [14, Theorem 19].
(1)⇒(9) By [12, Lemma 2.3]. The implications (9)⇒(10)⇒(11)⇒(4),
(1)⇒(7)⇒(6) and (7)⇒(8) are obvious.

(8)⇒(5) Let R be weakly IFP. Assume on the contrary that there
exist r, e = e2 ∈ R with re ̸= er. Let a = ere− re. Then ea = 0. Since
R is regular there exists b ∈ R such that ae = aebae. From ea = 0,
we have eba ∈ N(R) since R is weakly IFP. Thus (eba)n = 0 for some
positive integer n. But we obtain eba = 0 by the facts ae = a and ea = 0.
Hence 0 = eba = aebae = ae, entailing ere = re. Now let c = ere − er,
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then ce = 0. Since R is regular, there exists d ∈ R such that ec = ecdec.
From ce = 0, we have cde = 0 by the similar argument as above, using
ec = c. Then 0 = cde = ecdec = ec and so ere = er. Consequently,
re = ere = er, a contradiction.

A ring R is called π-regular if for each a ∈ R there exist a positive
integer n, depending on a, and b ∈ R such that an = anban. Regular
rings are clearly π-regular. However the preceding results need not hold
on π-regular rings. Un(D) (n ≥ 2 and D is a division ring) is ps-CN
by Theorem 2.4 and π-regular through a simple computation, but it is
neither regular nor Abelian.

Finally, we study the nil-Armendariz property of the Ore extension
type and the skew power series ring type.

Recall that for an endomorphism σ of a ring R, the additive map
δ : R → R is called a σ-derivation if

δ(ab) = δ(a)b+ σ(a)δ(b) for any a, b ∈ R.

For a ring R with an endomorphism σ of R and a σ-derivation δ, the Ore
extension R[x;σ, δ] of R is the ring obtained by giving the polynomial
ring over R with new multiplication

xr = σ(r)x+ δ(r)

for all r ∈ R. If δ = 0, we write R[x;σ] for R[x;σ, 0] and it is called an
Ore extension of endomorphism type. The ring R[[x;σ]] is called a skew
power series ring.

According to Krempa [13], an endomorphism σ of a ring R is called
rigid if aσ(a) = 0 implies a = 0 for a ∈ R. Hong et al. [9] called R a
σ-rigid ring if there exists a rigid endomorphism σ of R. Clearly, the
endomorphism σ of a σ-rigid ring is a monomorphism.

For a σ-ideal I (i.e., σ(I) ⊆ I) of a ring R, I is called a σ-rigid ideal
of R if aσ(a) ∈ I for a ∈ R implies a ∈ I [10]. Obviously, R is a σ-rigid
ring if and only if the zero ideal of R is a σ-rigid ideal. If R is a σ-rigid
ring, then N∗(R) is clearly a σ-rigid ideal, but the converse does not
hold in [10].

Following [18], for integers i, j with 0 ≤ i ≤ j, let f j
i ∈ End(R,+) be

the map which is the sum of all possible words in σ, δ built with i letters
σ and j − i letters δ. For example, f 0

0 = 1, f j
j = σi, f j

0 = δj and

f j
j−1 = σj−1δ + σj−2δσ + · · ·+ δσj−1.
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Lemma 3.7. For a ring R, suppose that N∗(R) is a σ-rigid δ-ideal of
R. Then we get the following.

(1) R is NI.

(2) ab ∈ N(R) implies af j
i (b) ∈ N(R) for all j ≥ i ≥ 0 and a, b ∈ R.

Proof. (1) and (2) come from [10, Corollary 2.3(2) and Proposition
2.4], respectively.

A (σ, δ)-ideal means that it is both a σ-ideal and a δ-ideal. For a (σ, δ)-
ideal I of a ring R, we will call I a (σ, δ)-rigid ideal of R if af 1

i (a) ∈ I
for 1 ≥ i ≥ 0 and a ∈ R implies a ∈ I. Clearly, a (σ, δ)-rigid ideal is a
σ-rigid δ-ideal.

Let Cp(x) also denote the set of all coefficients of p(x) for p(x) ∈
R[x; σ, δ] (or R[[x;σ]]). We call a ring R nil-Armendariz of the Ore
extension type (resp., nil-Armendariz of the skew power series ring type)
if ab ∈ N(R) for all a ∈ Cf(x) and b ∈ Cg(x) whenever two polynomials
f(x), g(x) ∈ R[x; σ, δ] (resp., R[[x;σ]]) satisfy f(x)g(x) ∈ N(R)[x; σ, δ]
(resp., N(R)[[x; σ]]).

Proposition 3.8. For a ring R, we have the following.
(1) Assume that N∗(R) is a (σ, δ)-ideal of R. Then N∗(R) is a (σ, δ)-

rigid ideal of R if and only if R is NI and R is nil-Armendariz of the Ore
extension type.

(2) Assume that N∗(R) is a σ-ideal of R. Then N∗(R) is a σ-rigid
ideal of R if and only if R is NI and R is nil-Armendariz of the skew
power series ring type.

Proof. (1) If N∗(R) is a σ-rigid ideal, then we directly have that R
is NI and R is nil-Armendariz of the Ore extension type by [10, Corol-
lary 2.3 and Theorem 2.5]. Conversely, assume that R is NI and R
is nil-Armendariz of the Ore extension type. Then we get ab ∈ N(R)
for any a ∈ Cp(x) and b ∈ Cq(x) whenever p(x)q(x) ∈ N(R)[x;σ, δ] for
p(x), q(x) ∈ R[x; σ, δ] and N∗(R) = N(R). Let af 1

i (a) ∈ N∗(R) for
1 ≥ i ≥ 0 and a ∈ R. For p(x) = ax, q(x) = a ∈ R[x; σ, δ], we have
p(x)q(x) = af 1

1 (a)x+af 1
0 (a) ∈ N(R)[x; σ, δ]. By assumption, a2 ∈ N(R)

and so a ∈ N(R). Thus N(R) = N∗(R) is a (σ, δ)-rigid ideal.
(2) is the similar argument to the proof of (1), with help of [10, Propo-

sition 2.7].

Example 3.9. Let R = Z2 ⊕ Z2. Then R is a commutative reduced
ring (and so an NI ring) and N∗(R) = 0 = N(R). Define σ : R →
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R by σ(a, b) = (b, a). Note that N∗(R) is not a σ-rigid ideal, since
(1, 0)σ(1, 0) ∈ N(R) but (1, 0) /∈ N(R). Moreover, for p(x) = (1, 0)x
and q(x) = (1, 0) ∈ R[x;σ], we have p(x)q(x) ∈ N(R)[x; σ] but (1, 0) /∈
N(R).

Corollary 3.10. (1) Assume that a ring R is nil-Armendariz of
the Ore extension type and N∗(R) is a (σ, δ)-ideal with N∗(R)[x; σ, δ]
⊆ N∗(R[x;σ, δ]). Then R is NI if and only if R[x; σ, δ] is NI.

(2) Assume that a ring R is nil-Armendariz of the skew power series
ring type and N∗(R) is a σ-ideal with N∗(R)[[x; σ]] ⊆ N∗(R[[x;σ]]).
Then R is NI if and only if R[[x; σ]] is NI.

Proof. Note that the class of NI rings is closed under subrings.
(1) Let R be NI. Then N∗(R) is a (σ, δ)-rigid ideal by Proposition

3.8(1). If p(x) ∈ N(R[x;σ, δ]), then p(x) ∈ N(R)[x; σ, δ] = N∗(R)[x;σ, δ]
by [10, Proposition 3.8]. Hence p(x) ∈ N∗(R[x;σ, δ]) by assumption,
completing the proof.

(2) is the similar to the proof of (1), combining Proposition 3.8(1)
and [10, Proposition 3.14].

Acknowledgments. The authors thank the referee for very careful
reading of the manuscript and many valuable suggestions that improved
the paper by much.

References

[1] D.D. Anderson and V. Camillo, Armendariz rings and Gaussian rings, Comm.
Algebra 26 (1998), 2265–2272.

[2] R. Antoine, Nilpotent elements and Armendariz rings, J. Algebra 319 (8) (2008),
3128–3140.

[3] E.P. Armendariz, A note on extensions of Baer and P.P.-rings, J. Aust. Math.
Soc. 18 (1974), 470–473.

[4] H.E. Bell, Near-rings in which each element is a power of itself, Bull. Aust.
Math. Soc. 2 (1970), 363–368.

[5] J.W. Brewer, E.A. Rutter and J.J. Watkins, Coherence and weak global dimen-
sion of R[[X]] when R is von Neumann regular, J. Algebra 46 (1977), 278–289.

[6] R. Gilmer, A. Grams and T. Parker, Zero divisors in power series rings, J. Reine
Angew. Math. 278/279 (1975), 145–164.

[7] K.R. Goodearl and R.B. Warfield, JR., An Introduction to Noncommutative
Noetherian Rings, Cambridge University Press (1989).

[8] S. Hizem, A note on nil power seriewise Armendariz rings, Rend. Circ. Mat.
Palermo(2) 59 (2010), 87–99.



On nilpotent power series with nilpotent coefficients 53

[9] C.Y. Hong, N.K. Kim and T.K. Kwak, Ore extensions of Baer and p.p.-rings,
J. Pure Appl. Algebra 151 (2000), 215–226.

[10] C.Y. Hong, T.K. Kwak and S.T. Rizvi, Rigid ideals and radicals of Ore exten-
sions, Algebra Colloq. 12 (2005), 399–412.

[11] S.U. Hwang, Y.C. Jeon and Y. Lee, Structure and topological conditions of NI
rings, J. Algebra 302 (2006), 186–199.

[12] N.K. Kim, K.H. Lee and Y. Lee, Power series rings satisfying a zero divisor
property, Comm. Algebra 34 (2006), 2205-2218.

[13] J. Krempa, Some examples of reduced rings, Algebra Colloq. 3:4 (1996), 289-300.
[14] T.K. Kwak and Y. Lee, Rings over which coefficients of nilpotent polynomials

are nilpotent, Internat. J. Algebra Comput. 21 (2011), 745–762.
[15] T.K. Lee and Y.Q. Zhou, Armendariz and reduced rings, Comm. Algebra 32

(2004), 2287-2299.
[16] L. Liang, L. Wang and Z. Liu, On a generalization of semicommutative tings,

Taiwanese J. Math. 11 (5) (2007), 1359–1368.
[17] G. Marks, On 2-primal Ore extensions, Comm. Algebra 29 (2001), 2113-2123.
[18] L. Ouyang, H. Chen, On weak symmetric rings, Comm. Algebra 38 (2010),

697–713.
[19] M.B. Rege and S. Chhawchharia, Armendariz rings, Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A

Math. Sci. 73 (1997), 14–17.

Department of Mathematics
Daejin University
Pocheon 487–711, Korea
E-mail : tkkwak@daejin.ac.kr

Department of Mathematics
Pusan National University
Pusan 609-735, Korea
E-mail : ylee@pusan.ac.kr


