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Introduction

The categorical approach to the theory of group graded rings has been successful in
recent years and in particular the use of smash products has provided several new
ideas, cf. [4] and later [3], [10], [11], ... Another tool, the use of which is prompted
upon us by the problems connected to the consideration of induced modules for a G-
graded ring R with respect to a non-normal subgroup H of G, is the G-set theory, cf.
[11]. The latter considerations stem from a general Clifford theory for group graded
rings initiated by E. Dade, cf. [6] and [7] and extended recently in [9] and [12] to
almost complete generality as far as graded modules are being concerned. However
the G-set graded modules remained to be studied and in view of the Clifford theory
with respect to a non-normal subgroup and the interest of the generalized Hecke
algebras appearing in this theory, cf. [12], it is worthwhile to develop in some detail
a theory of smash products for G-sets and its use in Clifford theory and duality
theorems as in [4], [2].

In Section 2 of this paper we let R be a G-graded ring and A a G-set; the main
results in this section, Theorem 2.1. and Theorem 2.7. yield a category isomorphism
between R#A-mod, that is the category of left modules over the smash product of
R and A, and (G,A,R)-gr, that is the category of A-graded left modules over the
G-graded ring R.

In Section 3 we extend E. Dade’s Clifford theory to the case of G-set gradations;
the main results in this section are Theorem 3.5. and Theorem 3.10. (the G-set
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Clifford’s theorem). In analogy to E. Dade’s functor R⊗R(H)- we construct here a
generalized epi-mono functor, with respect to an H-set B and a G-set A,

R⊗R(H)− : (H,B,R(H))-gr→ (G,A,R)-gr

We study when this functor (or the functor TH in the sense of [11]) is an equiv-
alence of categories.

Section 4 is concerned with duality theorems and here the main result is Theorem
4.2. As a consequence we do obtain that (R#A) ∗ T ∼= MA(R)f , where T is a
subgroup of AutG(A) making A into a transitive right T -set, (R#A)∗T is a suitably
defined crossed product of the smash product R#A and the group T,MA(R)f is the
matrix ring of finite A by A-matrices over the ring R. This yields an extension of
some results of [2], [10].

Notation and terminology stems from [13].

1 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper G will be a multiplicative group with identity element 1 and
R = ⊕σ∈GRσ is a G-graded ring the identity element of which is also written 1 (but
this will cause no ambiguity). A non-empty set A is a (left) G-set if there exists a
left action of G on A given by a map G× A → A, (σ, a) 7→ σa, such that 1 · a = a
for all a ∈ A and (στ )a = σ(τa) for all σ, τ ∈ G and a ∈ A. Modules will be left
modules unless otherwise specified.

If A is a G-set then an R-module M is an A-graded R-module, or a graded
R-module of type A, if M = ⊕a∈AMa as additive groups and RσMa ⊂ Mσa for all
σ ∈ G, a ∈ A.

The category (G,A,R)-gr consists of the graded R-modules of type A and for such
objects M and N the morphisms from M to N are given by Hom(G,A,R)−gr(M,N) =
{f : M → N, f is R − linear and (Ma)f ⊂ Na for all a ∈ A}. In [11] this category
is studied in some detail, we recall from [11] that the category (G,A,R)-gr is a
Grothendieck category whenever A is finite.

If A is a G-set then we may define the (generalized) smash product R#A as
the free left R-module with basis {pa, a ∈ A} and multiplication defined by bilinear
extension of : (rσpa)(sτpb) = (rσsτ)pb if τb = a and otherwise (rσpa)(sτpb) = 0.
In [11] the smash product was considered for finite A, our notion agrees with [10].
The ring R#A is always associative. In case A is finite, R#A has an identity
1 =

∑
a∈A pa and R → R#A, x 7→ ∑

a∈A xpa, is an injective ring morphism. In
general R#A does not have an identity element but it is a ring with local units,
that is : every finite subset of R#A is contained in a subring of the form e(R#A)e
where e is an idempotent of R#A. Now R#A-mod is the category of unitary (left)
R#A-modules in the sense that for M ∈ R#A-mod we have M = (R#A)M . Note
also that {pa, a ∈ A} is a set of orthogonal idempotents of R#A. For basic facts
concerning R#A we refer to [4], [10], [11], [12].
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2 Smash Products for G-sets

With notation as in Section 1 we have :

2.1. Theorem. Let R = ⊕σ∈GRσ be a G-graded ring, A a G-set. Then : 1.
R#A-mod is a Grothendieck category with projective generator R#AR#A.

2. The category (G,A,R)-gr is isomorphic to the category R#A-mod.

Proof : 1. It is easy to check that R#A-mod is a category with coproduct and
that it satisfies AB5 [8], since R#A is a ring with local units. Let f : M → N be
a nonzero morphism in R#A-mod. Then there exists a y ∈ Λ and m ∈ M such
that (pym)f 6= 0. Define a map g :R#A R#A → M, rpz → rpym if z = y and 0
otherwise. Then g is a morphism in R#A-mod such that gf 6= 0. Hence R#AR#A
is a generator of R#A-mod and 1. holds.
2. If N ∈ R#A-mod then N = ⊕x∈ApxN (as additive groups). Define N ′ = N
as groups, N ′x = pxN for all x ∈ A, and rn := (rpx)n for all r ∈ R, n ∈ N ′x.
Then N ′ ∈ (G,A,R)-gr. If φ : N → P is a morphism in R#A-mod, define φ′ :
N ′ → P ′, n 7→ (n)φ for each n ∈ N , then φ′ is a morphism in (G,A,R)-gr. Hence
( )′ : R#A-mod → (G,A,R)-gr, N → N ′, is a covariant functor. Otherwise, let
M ∈ (G,A,R)-gr then putting M ′′ = M as an R-module we get M ′′ ∈ R#A-mod
by defining, for r ∈ R, x ∈ A,m ∈M, (rpx)m = rmx.
If ψ : M → Q is a morphism in (G,A,R)-gr, define ψ′′ : M ′′ → Q′′, m 7→ (m)ψ
for each m ∈ M , then ψ′′ is a morphism in R#A-mod. Thus ( )′′ : (G,A,R)-gr
→ R#A-mod, M 7→ M ′′, is a covariant functor.

Using the same argument as used in [3] or [4], we can prove that the functor
( )′ : R#A-mod → (G,A,R)-gr is an isomorphism with inverse ( )’. �

2.2. Remarks. 1. If A = G and G acts on A by left translation, then R#G is
exactly the generalization of the smash product defined by M. Beattie [3] and hence
Theorem 2.6. of [3] holds.

2. If A is finite, then Theorem 2.13 of [11] follows from Theorem 2.1.2.

3. By Theorem 2.1.1., (R#AR#A)′ is a projective generator of (G,A,R)-gr. But
R#A = ⊕y∈Apy(R#A) = ⊕x∈A(⊕y∈A(⊕σx=yRσ))px and ⊕y∈A(⊕σx=yRσ)px ∼=
⊕y∈A(⊕σx=yRσ) = R(x) (the x-shift of R) in (G,A,R)-gr. Thus ⊕x∈AR(x) is a
projective generator of (G,A,R)-gr and hence Theorem 2.8. of [11] holds.
For a fixed x ∈ A,Gx = {σ ∈ G|σx = x} is the x-stabilizer in G. Then R(Gx) =
⊕σ∈GxRσ is a subring of R. For any y ∈ A, let Vy = ⊕σy=xRσ,Wy = ⊕σx=yRσ, then
the following assertions hold.

2.3. Vx = R(Gx) = Wx, and Vy (resp. Wy) is a left (resp. right) unitary R(Gx)-
module.

2.4. V (= R) = ⊕y∈AVy (as R(Gx)-modules) and W (= R) = ⊕y∈AWy belong to
(G,A,R)-gr and become (left) unitary R#A-modules by defining, for r ∈ R, y ∈
A,w ∈W : (rpy)w = rwy.
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2.5. VσyRσ ⊆ Vy for all σ ∈ G, y ∈ A, and V becomes right unitary R#A-module
by defining, for v ∈ V, r ∈ R, y ∈ A :

v(rρy) := (vr)y( in V )

2.6. V (resp.W ) is an R(Gx) − R#A−(resp. an R#A− R(Gx)-bimodule).

Of course we must be careful now to distinguish the rings V = R and W = R from
the right R#A-module V and left R#A-module W respectively.

For v ∈ V, w ∈ W , define ( , ): V ⊗R#A W → R(Gx), (v, w) = (v, w)Gx (in R),
and define [ , ] W ⊗R(Gx) V → R#A, (w, v) =

∑
z∈Λ wvzpz. We only show that [ , ] is

right R#A-linear and the compatibility conditions are satisfied. For the remaining
computations we refer to [8]. For v, v′ ∈ V, w, w′ ∈ W, r ∈ R, y ∈ A : [w, v(rpy)] =
[w, (vr)y] = w(vr)ypy, and [w, v](rpy) =

∑
z(wvzpz)(rpy) =

∑
z

∑
ρy=z wvzrρpy =

w(
∑
z

∑
ρy=z vzrρ)py = w(vr)ypy = [w, v(rpy)], so that [ , ] is right R#A-linear.

Also : [w, v]w′ =
∑
z(wvzpz)w

′ =
∑
z wvzw

′
z = w(v, w′), and

v′[w, v] = v′
∑
z

wvzρz =
∑
z

(v′wvz)z( in V )

= (v′w)Gx
∑
z

vz = (v′, w)v

Thus the compatibility conditions are satisfied. Therefore we have :

2.7. Theorem. The sextuple {R(Gx), V,W,R#A, ( , ), [ , ]} is a Morita context.
The Morita context is strict if and only if for each y ∈ A,∑ρy=x Rρ−1Rρ = R1.

Proof : We only need to prove the last statement. By [1, Theorem 2.2.], the
Morita context is strict, i.e. the functors W ⊗R(Gx) − : R(Gx)-mod → R#A-mod
and V ⊗R#A − : R#A-mod → R(Gx)-mod are inverse equivalences of categories,
if and only if [ , ] and ( , ) are surjective if and only if [ , ] is surjective since
R has unit and hence ( , ) is surjective. If [ , ] is surjective and then for any
y ∈ A, py =

∑n
i=1[wi, vi] =

∑n
i=1

∑
z∈A wivizpz , 1 =

∑n
i=1 wiviy =

∑n
i=1

∑
ρy=x wiρ−1viρ,

where wiρ−1 ∈ Rρ−1, viρ ∈ Rρ, so
∑
ρy=x Rρ−1Rρ = R1.

Conversely, if
∑
ρy=x Rρ−1Rρ = R1 for any y ∈ A, then 1 =

∑n
i=1

∑
ρy=x wiρ−1viρ

for some wiρ−1 ∈ Rρ−1, viρ ∈ Rρ, and rpy =
∑n
i=1

∑
ρy=x[rwiρ−1, viρ] for all r ∈ R, so

[ , ] is surjective. �

2.8. Corollary. Let R be a G-graded ring, A a finite transitiveG-set and x ∈ A.
If
∑
ρy=x Rρ−1Rρ = R1 for all y ∈ A then R#A and R(Gx) are Morita equivalent.

(Since in this case R#A is ring with unit) �

2.9. Remark. 1. Corollary 3.11 of [11] immediately follows from Theorem 2.7.
2. If H a subgroup of G,A = G/H the set of left H-cosets in G with the usual G-
action on it defined by translation and x = {H}, then Corollary 2.19 of [11] holds,
i.e. if R is a strongly G-graded ring and H is a subgroup of finite index in G, then
R#G/H and R(H) are Morita equivalent.

3. Let A = G/H, x = {H}, then Corollary 3.12 of [11] follows from Theorem 2.7.
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3 Direct Clifford Theory

Let A be a G-set, H a subgroup of G and let B be a subset of A such that σB ⊂ B
for all σ ∈ H. We may define a functor TB : (G,A,R)-gr → (H,B,R(H))-gr as
follows : for M ∈ (G,A,R)-gr, TB(M) = M (B) = ⊕b∈BMb, and if f : M → N is a
morphism in (G,A,R)-gr then TB(f) = f | M (B). In view of Theorem 3.7 of [11]
the functor TB has a left adjoint SB and a right adjoint SB. In case σB ⊂ B for
σ ∈ G implies σ ∈ H then TB ◦ SB = TB ◦ SB is the identity of (H,B,R(H))-gr.

We now extend the construction of the epi-mono functor R⊗R1- given by E. Dade
to the generality of our situation, obtaining R⊗R(H)− : (H,B,R(H))-gr→ (G,A,R)-
gr. For any M ∈ (G,A,R)-gr, the B-null socle S(B)(M) is a graded submodule of
M with x-components :

S(B)(M)x = {m ∈Mx|Rhρ−1m = 0 for all h ∈ H} if ρ−1x ∈ B,(3.1)

= Mx if Gx ∩B = φ

Then the following properties hold :

(3.2) S(B)(M) is the largest (under inclusion) graded submodule N of M such that
N (B) = 0

(3.3) S(B)(M/S(B)(M)) = 0.

(3.4) If f : M → N is a morphism in (G,A,R)-gr, then S(B)(M)f ⊆ S(B)(N).
For any N ∈ (H,B,R(H))-gr, by [11], SB(N) = R ⊗R(H) N = ⊕x∈A(R ⊗R(H) N)x ∈
(G,A,R)-gr, where (R ⊗R(H) N)x =

∑
σy=x Rσ ⊗Ny.

Now we define R⊗R(H)N = R ⊗R(H) N/S(B)(R ⊗R(H) N). If f : N → P is a
morphism in (H,B,R(H))-gr we define R⊗R(H)f : R⊗R(H)N → R⊗R(H)P, r⊗n 7→
r⊗(n)f for all r⊗n = r ⊗ n+ S(B)(R⊗R(H) N) ∈ R⊗R(H)N .

3.5. Theorem. With notation as above, R⊗R(H)− : (H,B,R(H))-gr→ (G,A,R)-
gr is an additive functor which preserves direct sums. Furthermore,

1. if σB ⊆ B, σ ∈ G, implies σ ∈ H, then TB◦R⊗R(H)-= the identity of (H,B,R(H))-
gr and TB induces an equivalence from (H,B,R(H))-gr to (G,A,R)-gr (B) = {M ∈
(G,A,R)-gr |S(B)(M) = 0 and M = RM (B)} with inverse R⊗R(H)−.

2. if
∑
h∈H Rρh−1Rhρ−1 = R1 for all ρ ∈ G, then SB, SB and R⊗R(H)− are isomorphic.

3. if A =
⋃
σ∈G σB and the above conditions 1 and 2 hold, then the functor TB is an

equivalence from (H,B,R(H))-gr to (G,A,R)-gr with inverse SB, SB or R⊗R(H)−.

Proof : 1. For any N ∈ (H,B,R(H))-gr, we have (R⊗R(H)N)(B) =∑
x∈B(R⊗R(H)N)x = R(H) ⊗R(H) N →∼ N in (H,B,R(H))-gr, and R⊗R(H)N ∈

(G,A,R)-gr(B). On the other hand, for any M ∈ (G,A,R)-gr(B), define ϕ :
R ⊗R(H) M (B) → M, r ⊗ m 7→ rm for all r ∈ R,m ∈ M (B), then ϕ is a natural
epimorphism in (G,A,R)-gr. By S(B)(M) = 0, Ker(ϕ) = S(B)(R⊗R(H) M (B)) and
hence R⊗R(H)M (B) ' M in (G,A,R)-gr. Thus 1 holds.
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2. If
∑
h∈H Rρh−1Rhρ−1 = R1 for all ρ ∈ G, then for any M ∈ (G,A,R)-gr,

S(B)(M)x = 0 if Gx ∩B 6= φ and Mx otherwise. Therefore SB(N) = R⊗R(H)N for
all N ∈ (H,B,R(H))-gr. Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.10 of [11], we have
that SB and SB are isomorphic, so that 2 holds.

3. Since A =
⋃
σ∈G σB, S(B)(M) = 0 for all M ∈ (G,A,R)-gr, and Mρx =

(
∑
h∈H Rρh−1Rhρ−1)Mρx ⊆

∑
h∈H Rρh−1M (B) ⊆ RM (B) for all ρ ∈ G, x ∈ B. Hence

M = RM (B), and (G,A,R)-gr = (G,A,R)-gr(B) and 3 holds.

3.6. Remark. 1. Let A be a G-set, B a subset of A. Then A1 =
⋃
σ∈G σB

and A2 = A − A1 are G-subsets of A. By Proposition 2.6 of [11], the category
(G,A,R)-gr is equivalent to the product (G,A1, R)-gr ×(G,A2, R)-gr. One will see
that R⊗R(H)−, SB and SB are only the functor from (H,B,R(H))-gr to (G,A1, R)-gr.

2. If the condition “R is a strongly G-graded ring” is replaced by
∑
h∈H Rρh−1Rhρ−1 =

R1 for all ρ ∈ G, then Proposition 3.10 of [11] also holds.

3. If A = G,B = H ⊂ G, then the above conditions 1 and 3 hold. In this case, the
constructions of the H-null socle and the epi-mono functor R⊗R(H)− are the same
as the ones appearing in [6], Sect. 5.

3.7. Corollary. Let A be a G-set, H a subgroup of G. If B is a subset of A
such that σB ⊆ B, for σ ∈ G if and only if σ ∈ H, then

1. If N is a simple object in (H,B,R(H))-gr, then so is R⊗R(H)N in (G,A,R)-gr.

2. Let M be a simple object in (G,A,R)-gr, then M (B) is either 0 or a simple
object in (H,B,R(H))-gr. In the latter case R⊗R(H)M (B) →∼ M, r⊗m 7→ rm for all
r ∈ R,m ∈M (B), and hence M = RM (B).

3. Let M be an injective object in (G,A,R)-gr. If S(B)(M) = 0 then M (B) is an
injective object in (H,B,R(H))-gr, too.

Proof : 1. Follows from S(B)(R⊗R(H)N) = 0.

2. If M (B) 6= 0 then M = RM (B) ∈ (G,A,R)-gr(B) and the results hold.

3. Since RM (B) is an injective object in (G,A,R)-gr(B) we have the result.

3.8. Remark. 1. If A = G and B = H ⊂ G, then Lemmas 6.1 and 6.3 and
Theorem 6.4 of [6] follow from Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.7.

2. If A = G and B = H = 1, then Propositions 2.2, 2.3 and 6.1 of [7] follow
Corollary 3.7.

3. Let B = {x} and H = Gx. If M is a simple object in (G,A,R)-gr, then Mx is
either 0 or a simple R(Gx)-module.

4. If Gx = H for all x ∈ A, then any graded simple R-module (of type A) M is a
semisimple R(H)-module and H is a normal subgroup of G.
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3.9. Corollary. Let R be a G-graded ring, H a subgroup of G. Then the
functor TH : R-gr → R(H)-gr, M = ⊕σ∈GMσ 7→M (H) = ⊕σ∈HMσ, is an equivalence
if and only if

∑
h∈H Rρh−1Rhρ−1 = R1 for all ρ ∈ G. One may compare this result to

Theorem 2.8 in [5].
An object M of (G,A,R)-gr is said to be (G,A)-torsionfree if M is |Gx|-torsionfree
for any x ∈ A such that Gx is finite. For any M ∈ R-mod we let CD[M ] be the class
{X ∈ R-mod such that there exists an R-exact sequence M (J ) → M (T ) → X → 0,
for some sets J , T }. Recall that to a Gabriel topology F there corresponds a
quotient category (R,F)-mod, being the full subcategory of R-mod consisting of
the F -closed modules.

3.10. Theorem. Let R be a G-graded ring and A a G-set such that for all
x ∈ A the stabilizer Gx is finite and let M be an A-graded semisimple R-module
in (G,A,R)-gr which is (G,A)-torsionfree. Put E = EndR(M), then F = {L, left
ideal of E such that ML = M} is a (left) Gabriel topology of E. Moreover, the
functors

HomR(M,−) : CD[M ]→ (E,F)−mod,

M ⊗E − : (E,F)−mod → CD[M ]

are inverse equivalences of categories. In particular, if M is finitely generated as an
R-module, then F = {E} and HomR(M,−) induces an equivalence from CD[M ] to
E-mod.

Proof. In view of Theorem 1.3. of [9] we only have to establish that M is
Σ-quasiprojective as an R-module.
On the other hand, Proposition 2.6. and Corollary 2.7. of [11] entail that (G,A,R)-
gr is equivalent to the product of the categories (G/Gx, R)-gr where x varies over
a set of representatives for the G-orbits in A. So we may assume A =

⋃
G/Gx is a

disjoint union and M ∈ (G,A,R)-gr corresponds to T (M) = πx(G/Gx , R)-gr such
that T (M) = ⊕xM(x) as R-modules, where for all x we have M(x) ∈ (G/Gx, R)-gr.
It is easily checked that, when M is simple, resp. semisimple, in (G,A,R)-gr then
M(x) is simple, resp. semisimple, in (G/Gx, R)-gr for all x.
Since M is (G,A)-torsionfree it follows that M(x) is |Gx|-torsionfree. Theorem 2.1.2.
of [12] allows to deduce that for these x,M(x) is a direct summand of N(x) in the
category (G/Gx, R)-gr, where N(x) is a semisimple G-graded R-module. Thus there
exists a semisimple G-graded R-module N such that M is a direct summand of N
in R-mod. It follows that M is Σ-quasiprojective since N is Σ-quasiprojective as an
R-module.
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4 Duality theorem

Let R = ⊕σ∈GRσ be a G-graded ring, A a G-set, T a subgroup of AutG(A), i.e.
for t ∈ T, t : A → A, x 7→ xt is bijective and σ(xt) = (σx)t for all σ ∈ G, x ∈ A.
Then T acts as a group of ring automorphisms on R#A on the left and right by
t(apx) = apxt−1 and (apx)

t = apxt.

If A is finite and T -transitive, then (R#A)T = R(= R(
∑
x∈A px)).

Now we may form the skew group ring (R#A) ∗ T , generated by aσpx ∗ t, aσ ∈
Rσ, x ∈ A, t ∈ T , with

(aσpx ∗ t)(bτpy ∗ s) = (aσpx)(bτpyt−1) ∗ ts

4.1. Lemma. (R#A) ∗ T is a ring with local units.

Proof. For any finite set of wi = aσipxi ∗ Ti ∈ (R#A) ∗ t, i = 1, ..n, we let
F = {x ∈ A|x = σixi or xiti for some i} and f =

∑
x∈F px. Then f ∗ 1 is an

idempotent in (R#A) ∗ T and (f ∗ 1)wi(f ∗ 1) = wi, i = 1, ..., n.

Put ex,xt = px ∗ t. Then ex,xtey,ys = ex,ys = ex,xts if xt = y and 0 otherwise, hence
{ex,xt|x ∈ A, t ∈ T} is a system of matrix units. On the other hand, ex,x(aσpz ∗ t) =
aσpz∗t if σz = x and 0 otherwise, and (aσpz∗t)ey,y = aσpz∗t if zt = y and 0 otherwise,
so that ex,x((R#A)∗T )ey,y =

∑
σz=x
zt=y

Rσpz ∗t 6= 0 if and only if y ∈ GxT or x ∈ GyT .

Denote Dx = GxT = {σxt|σ ∈ G, t ∈ T} for x ∈ A, then {ey,yt|y ∈ Dx, t ∈ T} is a
complete system of matrix units if and only if Dx = xT .

Therefore we have the following

4.2. Theorem. With notation as above, assuming that a T -orbit xT (x ∈ A)
is always a G-subset of A, i.e. GxT ⊆ xT . Then (R#A) ∗ T ∼= ⊕x∈IMxT (R)f (as
rings)

where I a subset of A such that A =
⋃
x∈I xT (disjoint union), MxT (R)f the ring

of matrices over R with rows and columns indexed by xT and with finitely many
nonzero entries.

Proof. Denote Xx =
∑
y,z∈xT ey,y((R#A) ∗ T )ez,z. Then Xx is a subring of

(R#A) ∗ T and

(R#A) ∗ T = ⊕x∈IXx (as rings)

Furthermore, Xx =
∑
y,z ey,yXxez,z. Since {ey,yt|y ∈ xT, t ∈ T} is a complete system

of matrix units, by Lemma 2.1 of [10], Xx
∼= MxT (B)f , where B = ex,xXxex,x =∑

σy=x
yt=x

Rσpy ∗ t.
Obviously, {σ ∈ G|σy = x = yt for some y ∈ A, t ∈ T} = G, and if we define
α : B → R, aσpy ∗ t 7→ aσ, then α is a ring isomorphism since (aσpy ∗ t)(bτpz ∗ s) =
aσbτpzt ∗ ts
for aσpy ∗ t, bτpz ∗ s ∈ B. �
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4.3. Corollary. Let R be a G-graded ring, A a G-set, T a subgroup of AutG(A)
such that A is a transitive right T -set. Then (R#A) ∗ T ∼= MA(R)f .

In particular, if A is finite then (R#A) ∗ T and R are Morita equivalent. �
4.4. Examples. 1. Let R be a G-graded ring, H a subgroup contained in the

centre of G. Then H is a left G-set with the usual conjugation G-action and it may
be regarded as a subgroup of AutG(H) by translation, i.e. h ∈ AutG(H), h : x 7→ xh
for x ∈ H, and (R#A) ∗H ∼= MA(R)f .

2. If G is a subgroup of a group K. Then K is a left G-set with the G-action given
by translation and it may be regarded as a subgroup of AutG(K) by translation
(same as above 1.) and hence (R#K) ∗K ∼= MK(R)f .

In particular, if K = G then we have Theorem 2.2. of [2] and Theorem 2.3. of
[10].

References

[1] Anh P.N., Marki L., Morita Equivalence for Rings without Identity, Isukuba
J. Math. 11, 1987, 1-16.

[2] Beattie M., Duality Theorems for Rings with Actions or Coactions, J. Algebra
115, 1988, 303-321.

[3] Beattie M., A Generalization of the Smash Product of a Graded Ring, J. Pure
Appl. Algebra 52, 1988, 219-226.

[4] Cohen M., Montgomery S., Group Graded Rings, Smash Products and Group
Actions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 284, 1984, 237-258.

[5] Dade E., Group Graded Rings and Modules, Math. Z. 174, 1980, 241-262.

[6] Dade E., Clifford Theory for Group-Graded Rings, J. Reine Angew. Math. 369,
1986, 40-86.

[7] Dade E., Clifford Theory for Group-Graded Rings II, J. Reine Angew. Math.
387, 1988, 148-181.

[8] Faith C., Algebra I : Rings, Modules and Categories, Springer Verlag, Berlin,
1981.
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398 C. Nǎstǎsescu – F. Van Oystaeyen – Zhou Borong
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