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FREE DIVISION RINGS OF FRACTIONS OF CROSSED PRODUCTS
OF GROUPS WITH CONRADIAN LEFT-ORDERS

JOACHIM GRATER

ABSTRACT. Let D be a division ring of fractions of a crossed product F|[G,n,a]
where F' is a skew field and G is a group with Conradian left-order <. For D we
introduce the notion of freeness with respect to < and show that D is free in this
sense if and only if D can canonically be embedded into the endomorphism ring of
the right F-vector space F((GQ)) of all formal power series in G over F with respect to
<. From this we obtain that all division rings of fractions of F[G, ), «] which are free
with respect to at least one Conradian left-order of G are isomorphic and that they
are free with respect to any Conradian left-order of G. Moreover, F[G, 7, a| possesses
a division ring of fraction which is free in this sense if and only if the rational closure
of F[G,n,a] in the endomorphism ring of the corresponding right F-vector space
F((GQ)) is a skew field.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper deals with crossed products F'[G, 7, a] of a group G with Conradian left-
order < over a skew field F. We are mainly interested in the case when F|[G, 7, q]
possesses a division ring of fractions D. By this we mean a skew field D which contains
F[G,n,a] as a subring such that D is generated by F[G,n,a] as a division ring. In
Section Bl we introduce the notion of freeness with respect to a Conradian left-order
< of GG. Our first main result states that if D meets this freeness condition then any
non-zero x € D which is not a unit in F[G,n, a] possesses a "unique” normal form
representation which can roughly be described as a local formal power series expansion
over an archimedean ordered group where the coefficients are stricly simpler than x
with respect to the complexity discussed in [D2] [D3| [DGH]|. The archimedean ordered
group corresponds to a factor group C'/C” where (C’,C) is a convex jump of G with
respect to the Conradian left-order < and the coefficients are elements of the rational
closure of F[C',n,a] in D. From this we derive our next main result that any element
of D can be comprehended as an endomorphism of the right F-vector space F'((G)) of
all formal power series in G over F'. In order to achieve this we first consider F[G,n, o
as a subring of the endomorphism ring End(F((G))) where the elements of F[G,n, o
act on F'((G)) via multiplication from the left. Then Theorem 1] states that D is iso-
morphic to the rational closure F/(G,n, ) of F|G,n,a] in End(F((G))). The following
results are direct conclusions of our main theorems where the assumptions are as above.
The rational closure F'(G,n,a) of F|G,n,a] is a division ring if and only if F[G,n, o
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possesses at least one division ring of fractions which is free with respect to <. In this
case F(G,n,a) itself is free with respect to <, all such division rings of fractions are
isomorphic to F'(G,n, «), and every automorphisms of F/[G,n, o] can be extended to an
automorphism of F'(G,n, ). For the division ring D there are also other definitions of
freeness which are due to I. Hughes and P.A. Linnell since any group with Conradian
left-order is locally indicable and vice versa. In Section 8 we will study the relation
between all these concepts of freeness and finally Section [0 contains a discussion of
Hughes’ two main theorems from [HI [H2] in the light of our results.

The topic of this paper is closely related to what has been investigated in [J] where,
however, the results are restricted to the special class of Conradian left-orders with
maximal rank. Our approach does not require any further assumption. The theorems
we prove hold true for all Conradian left-orders and they include the results from [J]
in this extended and generalized form.

Throughout our investigation we make intensive use of two concepts that have originally
been introduced by N.I. Dubrovin. Firstly, there is the complexity ¢p(x) of an element
x in D we already mentioned above. It is an ordinal which describes how x is built from
elements of F'[G,n, ] by addition, multiplication, and the invers operation. It enables
us to prove statements about the elements of D by transfinite induction. Section [
provides all necessary background information which is needed to apply this concept.
The proof of Theorem [R.1] also requires Dubrovin’s remarkable work on v-compatible
and continuous endomorphisms of the right F-vector space F'((G)) as given in [D2] [D3].

2. CONRADIAN GROUPS

In order to make this paper self-contained we present in this short section all of the
basics of left-ordered groups which will be used in the following. There will be nothing
really new for the specialists but it hopefully improves the readability. A group G
equipped with a linear order < is called left-ordered (with respect to <) if a < b
implies ca < ¢b for all a,b,c € G and we also say that < is a left-order of G. Right-
orders are defined similarly but in this paper they are only needed on rare occasions. If
they occur it will always be clear how to adopt the corresponding definitions and results
stated previously for left-orders. For any left-order < of G the set P< = {a € Gle < a}
is called the positive cone of G with respect to <, where e denotes the unit-element of
G. Since a < b<=a"'b € P_ for all a,b € G the left-order < is uniquely determined
by P<. It is easily seen that P U P! = G, P< N P=! = {e}, and P<P< C P< where
Al ={a"'|ae A} and AB = {ab | a € A,b € B} for arbitrary A, B C G as usual.
On the other hand if P is a subset of G satisfying PU P~* = G, PN P~ = {e},
and PP C P then a <' b <= a'b € P for all a,b € G defines a left-order of G
such that P is the corresponding positive cone. If U is a subgroup of G then any
left-order < of GG induces a left-order of U (also denoted by <) and we will always
consider U as a left-ordered group in this way unless otherwise stated. For groups G
and G’ with left-orders < and <’ respectively a group homomorphism ¢ : G — G’
is said to be order-preserving or an o-homomorphism if a < b = ¢(a) <" ¢(b) for
all a,b € G. We call G and G’ order-isomorphic with respect to < and <’ if there
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exists a group isomorphism ¢ : G — G’ which is order-preserving. The kernel of an
o-homomorphism ¢ : G — G’ is a convex normal subgroup of G. On the other hand,
if V is a convex normal subgroup of G then P = {aN|a € P<} is a positive cone of
the factor group G/N. The corresponding left-order <’ of G/N is called the canonical
left-order of G/N with respect to < and ¢ : G — G/N is an o-homomorphism.

Proposition 2.1. (¢f. [C]) Let G and G’ be groups with left-orders < and <' re-
spectively. If ¢ : G — G’ is a surjective o-homomorphism then the correspondence
C — »(C) induces an inclusion-preserving bijection between the set of all convex
subgroups of G containing the kernel of ¢ and the set of all convex subgroups of G'.

Definition 2.2. Let G be a group and let < be a left-order of G. Then G is called
archimedean left-ordered and < an archimedean left-order of GG if for all a,b € G, e < b
there is an n € N such that a < b™.

The following result is a generalization of the classical Holder theorem (cf. [HG, [C]):

Theorem 2.3. Every archimedean left-ordered group is order-isomorphic to a subgroup
of the naturally ordered additive group R. FEspecially, any archimedean left-ordered
group is commutative and possesses no proper convex subgroup.

Let < be a left-order of the group G and let C< denote the set of all convex subgroups of
G. Then C< is a linearly ordered complete set with respect to the inclusion containing
{e} and G. A pair (C",C) is called a convex jump in G (with respect to <) whenever
C',C € C< and ' is a lower neighbour of C, that is, C' is a proper subgroup of C' and
there is no convex subgroup of G stricly between C’ and C' (cf. [Cl, [KM]).

Definition 2.4. Let G be a left-ordered group with respect to < and let g be an
arbitrary element of G. Then C} denotes the minimal convex subgroup of G containing
g. If g is non-trivial then C';" denotes the maximal convex subgroup of G' which does
not contain g.

Cleary, (Cy,Cy) is a convex jump in G for all non-trivial g in G. On the other hand
if (C",C) is a convex jump in G then C" = C; and C = C; for any g € C' which does
not lie in C’. If in addition C’ is a normal subgroup in C' then the factor group C/C’
is called a factor of C<.

Definition 2.5. (cf. [C,[KM]|). Let G be a left-ordered group with respect to <. Then
G and < are said to be Conradian if for any convex jump (C’,C) in G with respect
to < the convex subgroup C” is normal in C' such that the factor C/C" is archimedean
ordered with respect to the canonical order.

Conradian left-orders can also be characterized without using convex subgroups (cf.
[C, [KM]). In this respect it is worth mentioning that unlike us [C] and [KM] deal with
right-orders (cf. |[GS| Section 2]).

Proposition 2.6. Let G be a group with left-order <. Then the following statements
are equivalent:

(1) The left-order < is Conradian.

(2) For all a,b € G such that e < a,b there is an n € N satisfying ab < (ba)".

(3) For all a,b € G such that e < a < b there is an n € N satisfying b < a=*b"a.
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(4) For all a,b € G such that e < a,b there is an n € N satisfying a < ba™.
As a consequence of this last result we obtain the first part of the following

Proposition 2.7. Let G be a group with Conradian left-order < and let U be a subgroup
of G. Then the left-order of U induced by < is Conradian. Moreover, if (C',C') is a
convex jump in U then there exists a convex jump (U/,U) in G extending (C',C), that
is, CNU=C"andCNU =C. FEspecially, C/C" is isomorphic to a subgroup ofU/U/.

Proof. Clearly, U is Conradian because of Proposition 2.6l Thus, let (C’, C') be a con-
vex jump in U, let C’ be the maximal convex subgroup of G such that c'nU C C" and
let C' be the minimal convex subgroup of G containing C. Obviously, C'NU and CNU
are convex subgroups of U and (U,, () is a convex jump in G. The canonical left-order
of C/C" induces on (CNU)/(C’ NU) the canonical left-order. Therefore, C'/(C N U)
and C"/ (U, NU) are two different convex subgroups of the archimedean ordered group
(CNU)/(C’ NU) by Proposition 21l Because of Theorem 2.3 we conclude C'NU = "
and CNU =C.

[

If <is a Conradian left-order then Theorem shows that any factor of C< is order-
isomorphic to a subgroup of the additive group R.

Definition 2.8. A Conradian left-order of a group G has maximal rank if any factor
of C< is order-isomorphic to a subgroup of the naturally ordered additive group Q.

This definition of maximality is equivalent to the one introduced in [J].

Proposition 2.9. Any torsion-free abelian group G possesses an order < with mazimal
rank such that C< is well-ordered with respect to the inclusion.

Proof. To simplify notation, let G be written additively. We first assume that G
is divisible and regard G as a Q-vector space with basis B = {g; | ¢ € I} where [
is endowed with a well-order <;. Any non-zero a € G can uniquely be written as
a = q¢,g, + -+ ¢,g, withn € N, iy <; iy <; --- <; i,, and non-zero rational
numbers ¢;,, ..., q;, . Defining i, := i, € I and q(a) := ¢;, € Q it is easily seen that
P={aeG|la=0o0r0<q(a)}is a positive cone in G with respect to an order < of
G such that for any ¢ €

H ={a€eGla=0ori, <i}, Ht ={a€G|a=0ori, <i}

are convex subgroups of G such that H;"/H, and Q are isomorphic as ordered groups.
Moreover, H;" C H;r forall¢,7 € I,7 <; j and H;{a) =C7r, Hz.za) = (', for all non-zero
a € G. This completes the proof if GG is divisible and we turn to the general situation.
We consider the divisible hull G’ of G for which the proposition has been proved and
apply Proposition 2.7

O

Proposition 2.10. Let G be a group with Conradian left-order <. Then there exists
a Conradian left-order <" with maximal rank such that C< C C<r. If C< is well-ordered
with respect to the inclusion then <" can be choosen that C</ is also well-ordered.
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Proof. If (C’,C) is a convex jump in G with respect to < then Proposition shows
that there exists a left-order <(or ) of C/C" with maximal rank such that the corre-
sponding convex subgroups are well-ordered with respect to the inclusion. Now, C< is
a linearly ordered, complete, and subnormal system of subgroups of G with respect to
the inclusion and we can apply [KM, Proposition 3.2.1]. Thus, there exists a left-order
<" of G such that C< C C< and for any convex jump (C’,C) in G with respect to <
the canonical left-order of C'/C" with respect to <’ coincides with <(¢v ¢y. If (6/, O) is
a convex jump in G with respect to <’ then there is a convex jump (C’,C) in G with
respect to < satisfying C" C C' ¢ C C C and C isnormal in C. We conclude by
Proposition 1] that (C'/C’,C/C") is a convex jump in C/C’ with respect to <(cr,0)
and therefore U/U/ is order-isomorphic to a subgroup of the additive group Q. Fi-
nally, if C< well-ordered and if C;} D Cy D ... is a strictly decreasing chain of convex
subgroups of G with respect to <’ then there exists a convex jump (C’,C') of G with
respect to < such that C' O Cy D Cyy1 D -+ D ' for some k € N since C< is well-
ordered. But then C/C" O Cy/C" D Cyy1/C" D --- D C"/C" is a strictly decreasing
chain of convex subgroups of C'/C" with respect to <(cr ) which is a contradiction.

O

|G] provides a more detailed account of the results above and their proofs. Conra-
dian left-orders can also be characterized by purely group-theoretic properties, that is,
without mentioning terms from order theory.

Definition 2.11. Let G be a group. Then G is said to be indicable if there exists
a surjective group homomorphism ¢ : G — Z. And G is called locally indicable
whenever any non-trivial finitely generated subgroup of G is indicable.

According to the definition above, a group G is indicable if and only if G possesses a
normal subgroup N such that the factor group G/N is an infinite cyclic group. Locally
indicable groups have been introduced by Graham Higman in [Hi] where he investigated
zero-divisors and units in certain group rings. They also form an important class of
groups in connection with the solvability of equations over groups (cf. [Br]) and they
occur naturally and in different ways in topology and geometry as fundamental groups
of surfaces and manifolds, for instance as knot groups of classical knots. (cf. [CR]).

Theorem 2.12. Any Conradian group is locally indicable.

A more general version of this theorem has been proved by R.G. Burns and V.W. Hale
and later on also by other authors (cf. [BH]). A nice proof of Theorem is given
in [CRl Section 10.1] which can be sketched as follows. Let G = (g1,...,9,) be a
non-trivial finitely generated subgroup of a Conradian group. By Proposition 2.7 the
group G is also Conradian and there exists g € {gi,...,gn} such that G = C;f. Then
N :=C; is normal in G and G//N is a non-trivial, finitely generated, and torsion free
abelian group. Thus, G = ®%_|Z for some k € N and now it is clear how to obtain a
surjective group homomorphism ¢ : G — G/N — Z.

Even the convers of Theorem [2.12] holds true:
Theorem 2.13. Any locally indicable group is Conradian.
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Unlike Theorem 212 a proof of Theorem 2.13 requires much more effort (cf. [Brl, RR
N]). The fact that the class of all Conradian groups coincides with the class of all
locally indicable groups is of particular interest for this paper.

3. CRrROSSED ProbDUCTS

In what follows, all rings are associative but not necessarily commutative, with unit
element 1 # 0 which is preserved by homomorphisms and inherited by subrings. If R
is a ring then we write R* for the multiplicative group of units of R and R is called an
integral domain if R contains no non-trivial zero-divisor. By a skew field or division
ring we shall understand a ring in which any non-zero element is a unit. In this section
we summarize all definitions, propositions, and theorems about crossed products which
are needed in this paper. We mainly refer to Section 1.1 of D.S. Passman’s book Infinite
Crossed Products (cf. [Pal).

Let R be a ring and G a group. A crossed product of G over R is a ring S containing
R as a subring which turns S naturally into a left R-module which is free with basis
Xe ={z, | g € G} where x, # xp, if g # h for all g,h € G. By this we mean that the
additive structure of S as a ring coincides with the additive structure of S as an R-
module and with respect to the multiplication there are two mappings n : GxG — R*
and o : G — AutR, g — «, having the following properties:

2) azx, - bx, = abzx, for all a,b € R,

3) ar. - lzy, =azx, for alla € R and g € G,

4) 1z, - 1xp, = n(g, h)xgy, for all g, h € G,

5) 1z, - ax. = ay(a)z, for alla € R and g € G.

From this we obtain the following equations for all g, h,l € G and a € R:

(6) n(g,€) =nle, 9) =1,

(7) agan(a) =n(g, h)ag(a)n(g, h)~,

(8) ag(n(h,1))n(g, hl) = n(g, h)n(gh,1).
Because of (1) and (2) we usually write a instead of ax. for all @ € R and z, instead
of 1z, for all g € G such that (3) provides a -z, = ax. - 1z, = azx,. Then any element
x € S can uniquely be written as a finite sum = = ) a,z, with a, € R, g € G and
the support of z is defined as the set of all ¢ € G with non-zero a,. Moreover, the
multiplication in S turns into the following form:

(Z agy) - (Z bran) = Z agTy - bpxy where agxy - bpy = agoy(bn)n(g, h)gn.

This shows that the structure of S as a ring and as an R-module is uniquely determined
by R,G,n, and a and therefore we also write R|G,n, a| instead of S.

On the other hand if a ring R and a group G are given together with two mappings
n:GxG— R*and a: G — AutR, g — ay such that (6),(7), and (8) are satisfied
then there exists a crossed product S = R[G,n, a] of G over R.

Any 24,9 € G is aunit in R[G, 7, a] such that z4az,' = ay(a) for all a € R. This shows
that the conjugation by z, defines a ring automorphism of R[G,n, a] which extends ay
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to R[G,n, ] and which will be denoted by «a, again, that is,

ozg(z aprp) = Z ag(ap)rgrnz, .

If T is a subring of R and U a subgroup of G such that o, (7') =T for all g € U and
and 7(g, h) € T for all g, h € U then the subring of R[G,n, a| which is generated by
T and Xy is a crossed product of U over T in an obvious way. By abuse of notation,
this ring will also be denoted by T[U,n,a]. The proof of the following proposition is
straightforward.

Proposition 3.1. With the notation as above the following holds true: If N is a normal
subgroup of G and if & is a transversal for N in G such that e € & then R[G,n,a] is a
crossed product of G/N over R[N, n, o] with basis X¢/n = {zy4 | g € &}. Moreover, for
any g € G the restriction @, of ay to R[N, n,al is a ring automorphism of R[N, n, a].

If R[G,n,a] is a crossed product of G over R and S a ring containing R as a subring
such that any ay, g € G can be extended uniquely to a ring automorphism @, of S then
conditions (6) — (8) apply accordingly for n and @ : G — AutS,¢g — @,. This is
rather obvious for property (6) and (8). In order to prove property (7) we first observe
that the automorphism «; can be extended to S by @, on the one hand, and by the
automorphism of S arising from the composition of @, the conjugation by n(g, h),
and ag—l on the other. Because of the uniqueness of the extension we are done. Thus
we have proved

Proposition 3.2. With the notation as above the following holds true: Let R be a
subring of the ring S and let R|G,n,a| be a crossed product of G over R. If for any
g € G there exists a unique ring automorphism @, of S extending o, then R[G,n,a]

coincides in an obvious way with the subring of S|G,n,a] which is generated by R and
Xg.

The following proposition has been used before by other authors in different variants.
For the sake of completeness, we will briefly outline a proof for crossed products of
groups which are left-ordered (cf. [Bo]).

Proposition 3.3. Let R = F[G,n, a] be a crossed product of a group G with left-order
< over a skew field F. Then R is an integral domain with group of units F*Xq. If
¢ : R — R is a ring automorphism then p(F) = F, o(FXg) = FXg, and R is
a crossed product of G over F with respect to the basis X = {z), | g € G} where
xy = p(xy) forall g € G.

Proof. Let x,y be non-zero elements in R where x = a1y, + -+ + a2y, and y =
byxp, + -+ - + by, With aq,...,am,01,...,b, € F*. We assume g1 < g2 < -+ < g
and hy < hg < --- < h,. Then g;h; < --- < g;h, follows for all i € {1,...,m}. Let k
be in {1,...,m} such that gyh, > gi1hn,. .., gmh,. We conclude

gkhn > glh’) for (Zuj) % (kun)
Therefore, aioy, (b,)n(gk, hy) is the non-zero coefficient of gih,, in the presentation of

xy which proves the first claim of the proposition. By similar arguments there exists
I €{l,...,m} such that

gihi < gihj for (i, 7) # (1,1)
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and ghy is also an element of the support of xy. Now, let x be a unit in R and
let xy = 1. In order to show = € F*Xs we assume 1 < m. Then there exists an
i € {1,...,m} different from [ and g;h; < g;h1 < gph, follows. This shows that the
support of xy contains more than one element which contradicts zy = 1. Since any
element of F'* X is obviously a unit in R the second claim of the proposition is shown.

Now, let ¢ : R — R be a ring automorphism. Since F'* X is the group of units in
R we obtain ¢(F*Xq) = F* Xg, that is p(FX¢g) = FXg. Next we prove p(F) C F.
Then p~'(F) C F follows and we get ¢(F) = F as claimed. Let a be in F different
from 0 and 1. Since a — 1 is a unit in R there exist b € F* and g € G such that
¢(a) = bx,. Hence, p(a —1) = p(a) — ¢(1) = bry — x. € F* X which shows g = e.
The claim that R is a crossed product of G over F' with respect to the basis X/, can

now be derived by straightforward computation.
OJ

Before presenting the last result of this section we discuss two examples where R
is assumed to be a (left and right) Ore domain (cf. [Col Section 5]). Firstly, let
S = R[(g),n,a] be a crossed product of an infinite cyclic group G = (g) over R. For
any n € Z there exists a unit a, € R* such that zyn = a,z;. Thus {z} | n € Z} is an
R-basis of the free R-module S, that is, S can be seen as the skew Laurent polynomial
ring in x4 over R which shows that R[(g),n, @] is an Ore domain. In the second example
G is isomorphic to a subgroup of the additive group Q. For given a,b € S there exist
9,91, -, 9n € G such that a,b € Rxy, + -+ Rz, and (g1, ..., 9,) = (g). Therefore,
a,b belong to the subring of S generated by R, z,, and x,-1, that is, a,b € R[(g),n, a]
which is an Ore domain as mentioned above. Thus, R[G, 7, a] is an Ore domain too.

Proposition 3.4. Let R = F[G,n,a] be a crossed product of a group G over a skew
field F. If G possesses a Conradian left-order < such that C< is well-ordered with
respect to the inclusion then R is an Ore domain.

Proof. Because of Proposition 2.10] let < be a Conradian left-order with maximal
rank. We assume that F[G,n,a] is not an Ore domain and choose C' € C< minimal
with respect to the inclusion such that F'[C,n, a] is not an Ore domain. Then C' must
have a lower neighbour €’ € C<, that is, (C’,C) is a convex jump. According to
Proposition Bl F[C,n,a] is a crossed product of C'//C” over F[C',n,«]. Because of
the minimality of C' we conclude that F[C’,n,a] is an Ore domain. Since C/C" is
isomorphic to a subgroup of the additive group Q the second example above provides

the desired contradiction.
O

4. THE COMPLEXITY

If D is a division ring with subring R then the rational closure of R in D is the minimal
subdivision ring of D containing R. If D itself is this rational closure then D is called a
division ring of fractions of R. In this case any element d of D is built from elements of
R by means of addition, multiplication, and the invers operation, that is, d possesses a
presentation as a rational expression of elements from R. Of course, such a presentation
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is not unique and in general it does not even exist a unique normal form in which any
presentation can be transformed. Despite this difficulty it is shown in [DGH]| that it is
always possible to assign ordinals to the elements of a division ring of fractions in order
to describe the complexity of the expressions which are needed to present an element
of D by elements from R. For d € D this ordinal is called the complexity of d denoted
by ¢p(d). The complexity allows us to prove statements about the elements of D by
transfinite induction which is an essential tool for proving our main theorems. In this
section we give a short introduction into the basic concepts of the complexity and we
explain how to apply the results from [DGH]. We also present some results which are
not included in [DGH] but which are needed here.

In this section T always denotes a ring (which is denoted by R in [DGH]). If A is a
subset of T then A~! consists of all a=! where a € AN T*. By the rational closure
of A in T we will understand the smallest subring D of T" which contains A such that
D' C D. We fix a subset G of T (which is denoted by S in [DGH]) and assume
that G is a subgroup of T and —¢g € G for all g € G, that is —G = G. Finally, D
denotes the rational closure of G in T'. In our applications 7" always contains a subring
R = F[G,n, o] which is a crossed product of a left-ordered group G over a skew field
F'. Then G will be the group of units of R, that is, G = F* X and R has no non-trivial
zero-divisor. If D is a division ring then D is a division ring of fractions of F[G,n, a].

As mentioned above any a € D is assigned an ordinal denoted by ¢p(a), e.g., ¢p(0) =0
and cp(a) = 1 if and only if @ € G. In case of a crossed product as described above
we obtain cp(a) = n for any a = ayzy + -+ + anx,, € Rif a1,...,a, € F* and if
g1,---,9n € G are pairwise distinct. For further applications it is not important to
know precisely how ¢p(a) is defined. It will be enough to know some basic rules which
will enable us to apply results from [DGH] or to derive further properties. For a,b € D
we write a < b if ep(a) < ep(b) and a < b if ¢p(a) < ep(b). In the first case we say that
a is simpler than b and in the second that a is strictly simpler than b.

Besides the complexity of single elements we also need their formal sums. In order to
explain this we first have to fix an ordinal A satisfying c¢p(a) < A for all a € D and
consider the free commutative monoid N(A) freely generated by {a | 0 < a < A}. In
Section 2 of [DGH] a well-ordering < of N(A) is defined which is compatible with the
addition of N(A). For different z,y in N(A) the relation x < y can be explained as

follows: There exist aq,...,ar < A with ay > --- > ap and ny, ..., ng, my,...,my €
NU{0} such that z = nya; + - - -+ ngay and y = miag + - - - +mgay. Since x # y there
is a minimal ¢ € {1,..., k} satisfying n; # m;. Then = < y if and only if n; < m,.

Additive Decompositions. If an element a of D can be written as a sum of elements of
D which are all strictly simpler than a then a is said to be additively decomposable
(otherwise a is called additively indecomposable). Among all these decompositions
there are some which are minimal in a certain sense. These specific decompositions
can be described by a function 7 : D — N(A) introduced in [DGH] as follows. Let
a be additively decomposable and let a4, ..., a, be non-zero elements of D such that
a=a +--+a, and a,...,a, <a. Then a = a1 + --- + a, is called a complete
additive decomposition of a if ¢p(a;) + --- + cp(a,) € N(A) is minimal in a certain
sense with respect to the well-order < of N(A) introduced above. Following [DGH]
we define 7(a) := cp(ay) + - -+ + ep(a,) whenever a = a; + - + a, is a complete
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additive decomposition. For formal reasons it is useful to define 7(a) even if a is
additively indecomposable. In this case we put 7(a) = ¢p(a) and call a itself a complete
additive decomposition of a. Thus, a € D is additively indecomposable if and only if
7(a) = cp(a).

Multiplicative Decompositions. Similar to 7 there exists a function p which describes
minimal multiplicative decompositions of elements in D. Let a € D be additively
indecomposable. Then a is said to be multiplicatively decomposable if a can be written
as a product of elements of D which are all strictly simpler than a. Otherwise a is called
an atom. For example, 0 and the elements from G are atoms. All other atoms are called
proper. Formulations like a is multiplicatively decomposable or a is an atom always
include that a is additively indecomposable. If a is multiplicatively decomposable
then a decomposition a =ay - ---- a, of a such that aq,...,a, <a is called complete if
cp(ar)+---+cp(a,) € N(A) is minimal in a certain sense with respect to the well-order
< of N(A) introduced above. In this case we define p(a) = ep(ai) + - - - + ¢p(a,) and
moreover if a is an atom we put p(a) = ¢p(a) and call a itself a complete multiplicative
decomposition of a. Thus, if a is additively indecomposable then a is an atom if and
only if p(a) = cp(a).

We return to the example where T" contains the subring R = F[G, 1, a] with a skew field
F, a left-ordered group G, and G = '* X. Clearly, the subring D of T" generated by
G coincides with F[G,n,a]. Let a = ajzy, + - - -+ anz,, € R such that aq,...,a, € F*
and g1,...,9, € G are pairwise distinct. Then, a = a;zg4, + - - + a,24, is a complete
additive decomposition of a. Moreover, a is no unit in R if n > 1 by Proposition B.3
If n =2 and if @ is a unit in 7' then a™! = (ayz,, + asz,,)"" is a proper atom in D.

The next two propositions will be needed in Section[§ They are not included in [DGH]
but they can easily be derived.

Proposition 4.1. Let z € D, ep(x) > 1 and g € G. If x is additively indecomposable
then gx is also additively indecomposable and if x is an atom then gx is also an atom.
If x is additively indecomposable and x = x1 - x9 - --- - T, 18 a complete multiplicative
decomposition of x then cp(z;) > 1 for all i = 1,...,n and gr = (gx1) - x93+ -+ - T,
1s a complete multiplicative decomposition of gx. If x is additively decomposable with
complete additive decomposition v = x1 + -+ + x, then gr = gr1 + -+ + gz, 1S a
complete additive decomposition of gx.

Proof. Let x be additively indecomposable and assume that gx is additively decom-
posable. Then gx can be written as gr = a; 4+ as where a;,as < gxr and therefore
T = g 'a; + g 'ay where cp(z) = cp(gr) and cp(a;) = cp(g~ta;) for i = 1,2 by [DGH,
Proposition 4.8]. Thus, x is additively decomposable - a contradiction. Next, let x
be an atom. Again, we assume that gz is not an atom. Since gz is additively in-
decomposable there exist ai,as € D such that gr = ajas where a;,as < gr. Then
r = (g7 ay)ay with g~'ay, as < & which is a contradiction. Now, let x be additively
indecomposable and let © = 21 - x5 - - -+ - x,, be a complete multiplicative decomposi-
tion of z. Any z;, i = 1,...,n is an atom by [DGH, Theorem 4.6]. Without loss of
generality we just show ¢p(z1) > 1 and assume cp(z1) = 1. Then n > 1 and 2/ = z129
is additively indecomposable because of [DGH| Lemma 4.5]. Furthermore, 2’ = x5
is a complete multiplicative decomposition of ' by [DGH, Theorem 4.6] such that
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p(z") = ep(z1) + cp(x2). On the other side z’ is an atom since z; € G by assumption.
This leads to the contradiction p(z') = cp(z’). Furthermore, let gx = a1 -ag - -+ - ap,
be a complete multiplicative decomposition of gz. According to [DGH| Proposition
4.2,4.8] and [DGH, Theorem 4.4] we obtain

p(z) < eplg~'ar) + eplaz) + -+ - + cplam)

= cplar) + cplaz) + -+ - + cplam) = p(gz)

< eplgan) + ep(xa) + -+ - + ep(an)

= cp(x1) + ep(az) + -+ + ep(an) = p()
where p is the function introduced above. Thus, p(gx) = cp(gx1) +cp(xa) +- - -+ cp(xy)
which implies the claim because of [DGH, Proposition 4.2].
Finally, let x be additively decomposable with complete additive decomposition z =
r1+---+x, and let gr = a1+ - -+a,, be a complete additive decomposition of gr. We

apply [DGH, Proposition 3.2,4.8] and [DGH, Theorem 3.4] and obtain by arguments
similar to those we just used above

T(x) < eplgTlan) + o+ eplgT am) = eplar) + -+ eplanm) = T(g)
< ep(grr) + -+ ep(gan) = ep(z) + -+ - + ep(zn) = 7(2).
Therefore, 7(gx) = ep(gz1) + - - - + ¢p(gx,) which implies the claim because of [DGH,

Proposition 3.2].
U

Remark. Corresponding statements hold true for terms like zg.

Definition 4.2. Let the notation be as above.
(1) A={ep(z) | x € D,x # 0, and x is additively indecomposable}.
(2) If A € A then D<) denotes the subgroup of the additive group of D which is
generated by all a € D satisfying cp(a) < A.
(3) If A € A then D_, denotes the subgroup of the additive group of D which is
generated by all a € D satisfying ep(a) < .

Proposition 4.3. With the notation as above the following hold true:

(1) For all X € A, a € D<, there are ay,...,a, € D such that a = a; + -+ + an
and cp(ay), ..., cpla,) < A.

(2) Doy ={a € D | cpla) < A} for all X € A.

(3) Let a € D,a # 0, and A\ € A. Ifa = a1 + -+ + a, is a complete additive
decomposition of a then a belongs to D<y if and only if cp(ay), . .., cpla,) < A.

(4) If x€ A, a € D<y, and b € D such that b<a then b € D<) .

(5) D<x C D<y for all \, N € A such that A < .

(6) Let a € D, cp(a) > 1 be additively indecomposable. For all aq,...,a, € D such
that ay,...,a, < a there exists A € A with A\ < cp(a) and ay, ..., a, € D<y.

(7) For all A € A and non-zero x € D, there exists X' € A such that N < X\ and
r € Dcy.

Proof. (1): Clearly, —1 € G since G = —G by assumption and [DGH|, Proposition 4.8]
proves the claim.
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(2): This statement follows from [DGH| Proposition 3.1].
(3): Let a be non-zero and let @ = ay + - - - + a,, be a complete additive decomposition
of a. If ep(ay),...,cp(an) < A then a € D<y by definition of D<,. Conversely, let a
be in D<y, that is, a = ¢; + - - - + ¢, Where ¢1, ..., ¢, € D and ep(cy), ..., ep(cm) < A
It will be enough to show that for all ¢ = 1,...,n there is an index 5 = 1,...,m such
that a; < c¢;. Let us assume that there exists an ¢ € {1,...,n} such that ¢; < a; for all
Jj =1,...,m which means cp(cy) + -+ + ep(em) < ep(ar) + - - - + cp(a,) with respect
to the order defined in N(A). Then cp(c1) + -+ + ep(en) < 7(a) because of [DGH,
Proposition 3.2]. Applying [DGH| Lemma 3.3] we conclude a = ¢; + -+ + ¢, < a, a
contradiction.
(4): Let a =ay+---+a, and b = by +- - -+b,, be two complete additive decompositions
of a and b respectively. Then a # 0 since b < a and (3) yields ep(ay), ..., cp(a,) < A.
We apply [DGH| Theorem 3.4] to obtain 7(b) <7(a). Thus, for any ¢ = 1,...,m there
exists an index j = 1,...,n such that b; <a;, that is ep(b;) < ep(a;) < A. This implies
be DS)\‘
(5): Obviously, A < X provides D<)y C D<y. We choose a non-zero a € D which
is additively indecomposable such that cp(a) = N. Then a is a complete additive
decomposition of a and a € D<) cannot hold true because of (3).
(6): It will be enough to show that for any o’ € D satisfying @’ <1 a there exists A € A
such that @’ € D<) and A < ¢p(a). If @’ =0 we put A = 1. Thus, let o’ # 0. If ¢ is
additively indecomposable we define A = ¢p(a’). Now, let a’ be additively decomposable
and let @’ = | + -+ + a], be a complete additive decomposition of a’ where m > 1.
We assume cp(a) < ¢p(a;) for some i € {1,...,m}. Then cp(a) < cp(a))+---+cp(al,)
with respect to the given order of N(A) and therefore cp(a)) + -+ ¢p(al,) = 7(d’) <
cp(a’) by [DGH, Proposition 3.2]. This implies the contradiction cp(a) < cp(a’) and
therefore cp(a;) < cp(a) for all i = 1,...,m. We may choose A as the maximum of all
ep(ay), ... ep(al,) since any af, i = 1,...,m is additively indecomposable by [DGH,
Theorem 3.6].
(7): If z is additively indecomposable we choose X' = ¢p(x). Thus, let x = a1 +---+a,
be a complete additive decomposition of x where n > 1 and let a be a non-zero element
of D with A = ¢p(a). Because of ay, . ..,a, <<z <a and (6) there exists A" € A satisfying
N < Xand aq,...,a, € Doy, that is x € D<y.

O

5. FREE Di1visiON RINGS OF FRACTIONS

In this section we will use all definitions and results from Section Bl without any further
explanation and fix the following notation. R = F[G,n, a] always denotes a crossed
product of G over F with basis X¢ = {z, | ¢ € G} where G is a group with left-order
< and F' a skew field such that G = F* X is the group of units in R. The fact that
G is left-ordered is not always needed but this does not appear to be relevant here.
Furthermore, D is a division ring of fractions of R. If U is a subgroup of G then F'* X,
is a subgroup of G and Dy denotes the rational closure of F'* Xy in D, that is, Dy is
a division ring of fractions of the crossed product F[U,n, a].

Let U be a normal subgroup of G and h an element of G. If t € G is a preimage of h with
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respect to the canonical group homomorphism ¢ — G, ax, — g, that is, t = ax;, for
some a € F*, then tdt~' € Dy holds true for all d € Dyy. This can easily be shown
for instance by transfinite induction on the complexity ¢p(d) of d since U is normal in
G where here ¢p(d) means the complexity of d with respect to the fact that Dy is the
rational closure of F'[U, n, a] and therefore of F* Xy in D. This implies that the subring
of D which is generated by Dy and ¢ is the set of all left (and right) polynomials in ¢
over Dy which will be denoted by Dy[t]. We say that t is (left) algebraic over Dy if
there exist k € N and dy, ds, .. .,dy_1 € Dy such that t* +dj_1t* '+ -+ dit+dy =0
where (Tight) algebraic is defined accordingly. Of course both properties are equivalent
for t and if ¢ is not algebraic we call ¢ transcendental over Dy . In this case Dylt] is a
skew polynomial ring in the indeterminate ¢ over Dy .

Definition 5.1. Let the notation be as above. A division ring of fractions D of a
crossed product R = F[G,n, a| of a left-ordered group G over a skew field F' is called
Hughes-free if for any non-trivial finitely generated subgroup H of G, any normal
subgroup N of H, and any h € H such that H/N = (hN) is an infinite cyclic group
each element t € F*x,, is transcendental over D).

Remarks.

(1) The definition of (Hughes-)free division rings of fractions in the original version
appeared in [HI] for the first time where G is assumed to be locally indicabel.

(2) If R = F|G,n, ] is given as above then it is not clear in general which basis X¢
of the F-vector space F|G,n, a] is meant here. For example, in Proposition
R is a crossed product with respect to X and X/,. Moreover, in the definition
above besides the group G also the basis X occurs which leads to some kind
of ambiguity. Later on we will see that we have to be more careful in order to
avoid misunderstandings and we have to state precisely which basis is used.

(3) It is easy to see that in Definition [5.1] the sentence each element t € F*xy, is
transcendental over Dy can be replaced by the sentence there is an element
t € F*x;, which is transcendental over Dy.

(4) In [JL] it is shown that any group ring F'[G] of a locally indicable group G over
a field F' with characteristic 0 has a Hughes-free division ring of fractions. The
question whether this is true for an arbitrary crossed product F[G,n, ] of a
locally indicable group G is still open.

Proposition 5.2. Let D be a division ring of fractions of a crossed product F|G,n, o
of a left-ordered group G over a skew field F'. Then the following statements are
equivalent:

(1) D is Hughes-free.

(2) If H is a subgroup of G and N a normal subgroup of H such that H/N = (hN)
s an infinite cyclic group then each t € F*xy is transcendental over Dy .

(3) If H is a subgroup of G, N a normal subgroup of H such that H/N = (hN)
s an infinite cyclic group and if hy,..., h, € H such that hyN,... h,N are
pairwise distinct then xp,, ..., xp, are linearly independent over Dy .
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Proof. (1) = (2) : 7 We assume that there is an a € F* such that t = ax), is
algebraic over Dy, that is, there exist kK € N and dy, dy, ..., d,_1 € Dy satisfying

o d T 4 dit +dy = 0.

Clearly, dy,...,dr—; are elements of the rational closure of F[U,n,a] in D where
U = (g1,-..,9m) is a suitable finitely generated subgroup of N. We consider the
subgroup H' of H which is generated by g1, ga, ..., gm, and h. Then, H' is a finitely
generated subgroup of G and N’ := H' N N is a normal subgroup of H’ such that
91,92, -, 9m € N and h € N'. Therefore, H'/N' = (hN’) is an infinite cyclic group.
By construction, dy,ds, ..., d,_1 belong to the rational closure Dy: of F[N’ n,«a] in
D. Since D is a Hughes-free division ring of fractions of F[G,n, a] we get the desired
contradiction.

”(2) = (3) : 7 Because of H/N = (hN) there exist my,...,m, € Z and non-zero

ai,...,a, € Dy such that z;, = a;x}" for all i = 1,...,n. Moreover, my,...,m, are
pairwise distinct since h1 N, ..., h, N are pairwise distinct. Now, if dy,...,d, € Dy
are given with dyxp, + -+ + dpxp, = 0 then dyaix)" + -+ + dya,xy™ = 0, that is
dy =---=d, =0 for xj is transcendental over Dy and aq,...,a, # 0.

7(3) = (1) : 7 Let H, N, and h are assumed as given in Definition G5 Iland let dj, . . ., dj
are elements of Dy with dkxﬁ + -+ dyx, +do = 0. Since hN has infinite order in
H/N the cosets h*N, ... hN, N are pairwise distinct. Thus, 2%, ... x5, 7. are linearly

independent over Dy, that isd, =---=dy = 0.
O

Proposition 5.2 shows that the two definitions of Hughes-freeness presented in [H1] and
[L] for locally indicable groups coincide. It also gives rise to the following definition.

Definition 5.3. Let D be a division ring of fractions of a crossed product F[G,n, o
of a left-ordered group G over a skew field F'. Then D is called strongly Hughes-free
if the following holds true: If H is an arbitrary subgroup of G with normal subgroup
N of H and if hy,...,h, € H, n € N are given such that hy N, ..., h, N are pairwise
different, then zj,,,...,xy, are linearly independent over the rational closure Dy of
F[N,n,a]in D.

The definition of strongly Hughes-free division rings of fractions in the original version
appeared in [L] where G is assumed to be locally indicabel. The following proposition
holds true more generally but in Section [9 we just need this version.

Proposition 5.4. Let the notation be as in Proposition[3.3 and let D be a (strongly)
Hughes-free division ring of fractions of R = F|G,n, | with respect to Xg. Then D is
also (strongly) Hughes-free with respect to X.

Proof. We just consider the case where D is strongly Hughes-free. For any g € G there
are uniquely determined a, € F* and ¢’ € G such that z) = ¢(r,) = agz,. The map-
ping ¢ : G — G, g — ¢’ is bijective and for all g,h € G we get ©(Tgn) = AgnTy(gn)
and @(zgn) = @©(n(g, )™ agay ) (an)n(¥(g), ¥ (h))Tyg)wn). Thus, ¢ is a group auto-
morphism. In order to simplify the notation let an apostrophe indicate the image of a
term under ¢. Now, let H, N, and hy,...,h, € H are given as in Definition 5.3l Then
H' is a subgroup of G, N’ a normal subgroup of H', and h{N’,... hl N’ are pairwise
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distinct. Clearly, F'* X, and F* Xy generate the same subring of D such that Dy is
also the rational closure of F* X} in D. By assumption, ap, ¥y, . . ., an, Ty, are linearly

. , :
independent over Dy: where ay,xy, = zj, for alli=1,... n.
O

Next we introduce another notion of freeness in case that < is a Conradian left-order
of G. For any convex jump (C’,C) of G with respect to < let D}, be the rational
closure of F[C,n,a] and D¢ the rational closure of F[C",n,a] in D. If g € C'\ (',
that is C' = Cf and " = C, we will also write D and D instead of D} and Dg
respectively. Then tdt~! € D; foralld € D, and t € F*z, since C is normal in C’; .

Definition 5.5. Let D be a division ring of fractions of the crossed product F[G,n, o
of a group G with Conradian left-order < over a skew field F'. Then D is called free
with respect to < if for any convex jump (C’, C') of G with respect to < the following
holds true: If hy,...,h, € C, n € N are given such that h;C’,... h,C" are pairwise
distinct, then xy,, ..., xy, are linearly independent over D.

Proposition 5.6. Let D be a division ring of fractions of the crossed product R =
F[G,n,a] where G is a locally indicable group and F' is a skew field. If D is strongly
Hughes-free then D s free with respect to any Conradian left-order < of G and if D
1s Hughes-free then D is free with respect to any Conradian left-order < of G with
maximal rank.

Proof. If D is strongly Hughes-free then the statement is obvious. Thus, let < be a
Conradian left-order of G with maximal rank, let (C’,C) be a convex jump of G with
respect to <, and let hy,...,h, € C, n € N are given such that hC’, ... h,C" are
pairwise different. We define H = H'C" where H' is the subgroup of C generated by
hi,...,h,. Then C’ is a normal subgroup of H and H/C" is the subgroup of C/C’
generated by hyC’,... h,C’. Hence, H/C" is cyclic since C'/C" is isomorphic to a sub-
group of the additive group Q. If H = C’ then hy, ..., h, € C’, that is, n = 1 and we
are done. Otherwise, Proposition 5.2 can be applied.

[

The second part of Proposition also appears in [J].

6. A STRUCTURE THEOREM FOR FREE DIVISION RINGS OF FRACTIONS

Throughout this section we shall fix the following notation. G is a (locally indicable)
group with Conradian left-order < and F[G,n,a] is a crossed product of G over a
skew field I’ having a division ring of fractions D which is free with respect to <. The
convex subgroups of G with lower neighbour in C< shall be called convex successors
(of G with respect to <). They form a subset C% of C< and if C' € CX is given then
C' always denotes the lower neighbour of C' such that (C’,C) is a convex jump. For
example, C’; is a convex successor whenever g # e. We intend to continue using the
notation D, D¢, D;, and D/ as introduced before Definition 0.3l For any C' € CZ we

also fix a transversal € for ¢’ in C' satisfying e € € and €, € are defined analogously for
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C.C e C%. According to Proposition Bl the ring F'[C,n, a] now turns into a crossed
product of C'//C" over F[C',n, a] with respect to the basis X¢/or = {z, | g € €}. Since
D is free with respect to < the elements of X¢ /¢ are linearly independent over D.
This means that the subring of D generated by D, and X¢/cr is a crossed product of
C/C" over D, with respect to the basis X/ which will be denoted by D [C/C",n, a.
Clearly, D, is the rational closure of D;[C/C’,n,a] in D. Because of Proposition
and Proposition 3.4l the ring D [C/C’,n, a] is an Ore domain for C'/C” is abelian and
therefore D, is the corresponding Ore division ring of fractions. Next we consider
D;[C/C",n,a] as a subring of the skew field D, ((C/C’",n,a)) of all formal power
series in C'/C" over D as given in [Ne| that also contains D, as a subdivision ring in
a unique manner because D[C/C",n, a] meets the Ore condition. Hence, any element
x € DY, possesses a unique representation r = Y gee dgy as a formal power series with
d, € D, for all g € € such that the support {g € € | d;, # 0} is well-ordered with
respect to the given Conradian left-order of G.

Unless otherwise specified, the complexity cp(d) of an element d € D always refers to
the way d is built from elements of G = F'* Xg.

Theorem 6.1. With the assumptions stated above, for any x € D with cp(x) > 1 the
following hold true:
(1) There exist h € G and C € C% such that x;'x € D and x;'x = > gee Ay

where dy, € D, with dg < x for all g € €.
(2) There exist h € G and C € C% such that zx;," € D, and xz;' = > gee Aoy

where dy, € D with dg < x for all g € €.

Remarks.
(1) We call z; 'z = > gee Z d
:5%; (xpx) = deg(aﬁ (n(h, h))d,) x, is a left representation of zyx for all h € G.

dyz, as given above a left representation of x and then

Similarly, SL’LL’EI =5 gee dgq as given above is called a right representation of x

ind (xzy) x}:ﬁl
hed.

(2) We will see later in Theorem that the left and right representations of an
element x € D, ¢p(x) > 1 is unique in a certain sense.

(3) Because of d, <tz for all g € € there are at least two non-zero summands in

any left and right representation of x.

= deg(dgag(n(h,ﬁ)))zg is a right representation of zx; for all

Proof of Theorem We will prove both statements of the theorem simultaniously
by transfinite induction on the complexity of x and consider the case z € F|[G, 7, q]
first. Then

T =a1Tg + 2%y, + -+ + Apy,
where ay,...,a, € F* and ¢1,...,9, € G are pairwise distinct. Moreover, n > 2
because of c¢p(z) > 1. We may choose notation so that C’;l cC ... C C’;; and two
different cases occur.

Case 1: Cgt C C’;:L. Then
C;g...gc”r c Ot :"':Cgt

gm Im+1
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for some m < n. We put C' := C’;z, that is O := Cg_n, and d. = 124, +- - - +anz,, € Dg
with d. <z since m < n. Collecting all summands in @412, + - + a,z,, that
correspond to the same cosets of C” there exist pairwise distinct hq,...,h, € € such
that a1, + -+ an®y, = dp,Tp, + -+ + dp,xp, Where dy, € D and dj, < o for

all2=1,...,r. Finally, we put h = e for both parts of the theorem and obtain
x;lx =deve + dp,xp, + -+ dpxp, = SL’LL’EI

as desired.

Case 2: C’; = C’;; =...= Cé: . Because of n > 2 there exists at least one index ¢ such
that g; is not trivial which yields that g; is not trivial for all © = 1,2,...,n. Defining
h = g, provides

-1 / / /
T, T =a1T. + ayT +--Fa,xr, 1

91 92 ngy tgn
_1 — P a “ .. a
Tx, = 41T + a2xg2g;1 —+ -+ anxgngfl
where g;'g;, gigit #efori>2and d,...,d,, ai,...,a4, € F*. We can now proceed

analogously to Case 1 again.

We next turn to the case x ¢ Djp) and assume that the theorem has been proved for
all elements in D which are strictly simpler than x. First of all, let x be an atom.
Then 7! < = by [DGH, Proposition 4.1]. There exist h € G and C' € C% such that
z, 'z~ € D, and

z, e = ng:vg where d, € D, with d, <<z™" for all g € €.
gece

From this we will deduce a right representation zxj, = Z§6€ Egzzg € DZC of zx; where
dz € Dg and dz <z for all g € € such that zz,2, = Y (dgag(n(h™", h) "))z is a
right representation of z since djag(n(h~!, h)~') <tz by [DGH, Proposition 4.8].

Now, let go be minimal in the support of :Bglx‘l. For any ¢ from this support, g > go
there exist uniquely determined ¢’ € € and a, € F* X satisfying gg; 'C’ = ¢’C" and
:zgx;)l = a,7,. Furthermore, ¢'C" = g;'gC" and g;'g > e for C/C’ is abelian, that
is ¢ > e and {¢' | d, # 0} is well-ordered with respect to the given order < of G.
Therefore,

1+ d'dxy € Dg((C/C' n, )
g'>e
where d, := dya, and
= dg, (1 + D gise dotdl g )y,
such that
wap =2, (1+ 3 0 dytdyy) !
According to [Ne, Sectiond] there exists a power series representation

(1 + Z d;)ld;/l’g/)_l =1+ Z CZgl’g,

g'>e g>e



18 JOACHIM GRATER

where CZQ € D, for any § > e and next we verify czg < x. The proof of [Ne, Theorem
4.9] shows that any dj is a sum of products with factors from

A={£1,d" d ,,:zg/,:z;,l |g € C}UF*Xen.

» Ygg o

Clearly, +1, all :L'g/,llj'g_,l, and all elements from F* X are strictly simpler than z.
Moreover, [DGH|, Proposition 4.1] and d, < z~! imply d,,, d;l < x such that d;)l <z
and d, = dya, <z by [DGH, Proposition 4.8]. Because of [DGH|, Proposition 4.1] any

product of elements from A is strictly simpler than x which yields J < z. This means

h=a, (1+ ngxg ), =, d ]+ ngold zzd, .
g>e g>e
This presentation of xxj, can now easily be transformed into a formal power series of
the desired form since z'd, 'z, and z,ld;z;d, Lo lxg, are in Dg for all § > e and
they are all strictly simpler than x. Slmllar arguments show that x also possesses a
left representation if = is an atom.

We continue with the case that z is additively indecomposable and consider the com-
plete multiplicative decomposition x = xy - x9 - -+ - x, of x with n € N. According
to [DGH), Theorem 4.6] any x;, ¢ = 1,...,n is a proper atom. We prove the claim of
the theorem for x by induction on n using that the theorem holds true for all elements
in D which are strictly simpler than x. If n = 1 then x is a proper atom which has
been treated above. Thus, let n > 1. We define T := x5 - - -+ - x,, which is additively
indecomposable by [DGH, Lemma 4.5] and T = zg - - - - - Z, is a complete multiplicative
decomposition of T by [DGH, Theorem 4.6]. We apply the induction hypothesis to
obtain h € G, C' € C such that x;T € D and
xﬁlx = gt dgzg with dj € Dz and d; <7 for all g € €.

Since x5 is a proper atom there exist h € G, C € CZ such that xizl (r123) € DJCf and

xil (xr23) = degd x5 with d; € Dz and dy < xy 25 for all § € €.

We shall distinguish three cases.
Case 1: C' c C, that is C C U,, and Dg is a subdivision ring of DZ. Further,

S B R -
Tor=xn T =X T1Tple T = E (xh xlxhd )7 Wlthx xlxhd € D-.

gee
-1

Since T

because of dy < T and [DGH|, Theorem 4.6].

Case 2: C c C, that is C C ", and Dg is a subdivision ring of D~. From x%lf € D

we get Zlfgl’%lfﬂfgl € D and d; atgzcglfx?l € Dg for all g € ¢ Where in addition

cp(xg:z;fxg_l) = cp(T) and ep(dy) < ep(ayay) = cp(xl) imply d; xgzvﬁ Ty 'z =u

due to [DGH, Theorem 4.6]. Thus,

x127, and z; have the same complexity we conclude Zlﬂ'jll'lllfﬁdg 41T =

h

xle = :Bflatlf =2

S N TRV T R
: : PTaTpTy T = E (dgrgar Txy )xg

gee

is a left representation of x.
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Case 3: C = C. We define C' := C = C and obtain z%lf, xil(:ﬂlxﬁ) € D{. with left
representations x%lf = degagxg and :)sgl(xlxg) = D 4ce dyx, where dy,d, € Dg
such that d; < 7, dy < zy25. In the skew field D ((C/C',n,«)) of all formal power
series in C'/C" over D we obtain

xilx = l’ill'll’ﬁl’%lf = (Z dg:zg)(z dyx,)
gec gec
as a product of two formal power series. The resulting series has coefficients which
are sums of products with two factors each where the first factor always is simpler
than x; and the second is simpler than Z. According to [DGH|, Theorem 4.6] all these
products are simpler than z;7 = x. Since x is additively indecomposable any sum of
these products is simpler than x by [DGH, Proposition 3.1]. This provides the desired
left representation of x = x;Z. Similar arguments can be used to show that x has a
right representation as stated in the theorem.

We finally turn to the general case where x possesses a complete additive decomposition
r =z, +x9+ -+ x, and we prove the claim of the theorem for x by induction on
n. If n =1 then z is additively indecomposable which has been treated above. Thus,
let n > 1. [DGH, Theorem 3.6] ensures that each z; is additively indecomposable
and T := zy + - -+ + x, is a complete additive decomposition of Z by [DGH|, Theorem
3.6]. We will admlt for a moment that c¢p(x1),cp(T) > 1 which enable us to apply the
induction hypothesis. Hence, there exist h € G, C € CZ such that zglf € Dg and

x;f = Zﬁg:cg with dy € Dz and dy <7 for all g € €.
gee
In addition, there are h € G, C € CZ satistying :)371:)31 € DJf and
T Ly, = Zd :)ng1thd ED andd < forallg€€
ge@

We just investigate the case ¢ C C. If C C C we proceed similarly. Again, several
subcases have to be distinguished.

Case 1: ~C~’ :_6. We put h := n'h and consider two subcases where the first one refers
to h € C'= C'. Then, we define C':= C' = C and write

ZE Ty, T3 Loy = Zd x, with d,,d, € D5 and d, AT, d, < ;.
e

gec

8|
I

—1
Ly

For all g € € there exist uniquely determined ¢’ € € and u, € F*X¢ such that
Tpty = ugxg/ and {¢' | d, # 0} is well-ordered with respect to <. We now introduce
d’ = (zg Y(n(h,h)~ )xh)(:chd z;Yu, € Dg for all g € € where d, and d’ have the
same complex1ty A straightforward calculatlon shows

v='ay = d,xy with d, € Dg and di, < ;.

g'ec

Therefore, in this subcase we may assume h = h. Adding the power series represen-
tations of zglf and :5%1171 yields a representation of :)3%1(3:1 + T) as a power series



20 JOACHIM GRATER

> gee dgy with coefficients dy, = d +d, € Dg, where d <z and d, <7, that is, d, <x
because of [DGH|, Theorem 3.6].

Now, we turn to the second subcase of C = C that refers to h ¢ C and define
C=Cf e C:. This provides C,C C (" which means that Dg and Dg are sub-

- x,xh Loy E D, follows. Since h € C'\ C’ there exist

geC€ g#ecandu € FXXcr satisfying xh = uzx, such that

division rings of Dg. Thus, -

. | 1
Tox = w + T T = dcxe + dgyg

with d, = 93;:1:51 and d, = (:5;1((93%117(5, h)xg)(:)sglf)):zh)u. Because of d.,d, € D,
cp(de) = ep(x1) < ep(x), and ep(d,) = ep(g) < x this is a left representation of x.

Case 2: C c C. Again, let  h = 7'k As above we investigate the first subcase where
h € C and choose C' := C, that is, C C C’. Then, xilxl € Dch C Dg. Because
of h € C there exist ¢’ € € and u € F*X¢ such that z, = ux,. Now, we define

dy = ((z "n(h, h)Loz) (v (xs tey)x, M ))u and conclude d,, € Dg where in addition

h
ep(dy,) = cp(xl) A straightforward calculation shows z- 21 = d,xy such that
vl =a ey o 'T = dyry + Zagxg = Z dyz,
gee gece

where d, € {0,d,,d.,,d, +d,} € Dg for all g € € and d, <z by [DGH, Theorem 3.6].

The second subcase of C' C C deals with & ¢ C and we proceed exactly as in the
second subcase of Case 1.

/’ g

Recall, that ep(xy), cp(T) > 1 has been presumed at the intermediate stage of the proof
where z is assumed to be a general element of D having a proper additive decomposi-
tion. Clearly, the case cp(x1) = ¢p(T) = 1 has already been treated when the theorem
has been shown for x € F[G,n,a]. Thus, let us suppose for example that cp(x;) = 1
and ¢p(z) > 1. Then, z; = az, with a € F* and g € G which means xilxl = d.z,
where h = g and d., = x;laxg € F*. Even though xilxl = d.x, is not a proper left
representation we introduce formally C' = {e} such that C' C C since ¢p(Z) > 1 and
proceed as in Case 2.

Similar arguments yield that x also has a right representation.
OJ

Theorem 6.2. With the assumptions as above, let x € D with cp(x ) > 1 such that
x_lx € DJr for some h € G, C € C% and with respect to this let T 1y = degd T
such that d € D, for allg € ¢ and dg # 0 for at least two dzﬁerent G € €. Then the
following hold true where the notation z's as in the first part of Theorem [G_1):

(1) C=C.

(2) hC = hC.

(3) Ifc € C with h = he and if u, € F*Xcr, ¢ € € with x.2, = uyxy for all g € €

then dy = o' (n(h, ¢) ™" )adga;  ug for all g € €.

(4) d, <z for all g €€ and :L’%lllf =" edyxy is a left representation of x.

gec
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Proof. (1): We begin with the special case h = e and assume C' C C. Then C C C'
and therefore z;, 'z € D, C Dz.

Case 1: Ci ¢ C. Then C; C C and o 'w = x = y(x;,'x) € D. On the other hand

:5%193 =) et dgzg € D%((@/é/, n,)) such that dg # 0 for at least two different g € €

which is a contradiction.

Case 2: C;f = C, that is C; = C', and zz;t = ay(xy 'w)x,t € D7 follows. There
-1
h
x:c,:luh € Dé is a power series representation of x;x which is a contradiction as in

Case 1.

Case 3: C C C',J[ . Then C C C, follows and therefore x}jlx € Dg C D, . Moreover,
T = x;x € Dg C D, which implies z;;' = (z;,'z)z~! € D; . Hence, x. and x;, are
linearly dependent over D, ", a contradition.

exist K € €, uy, € F* X satistying x;, = upzyy. Hence, 2.0 =z = (zx;luh)xh/ with

Similar arguments disprove C' C C where it should be noted that d, <z for g € €
will not be used directly. Instead of this we apply the derived property d, # 0 for at
least two different g € €. All this shows the first statement of the theorem for the

case h = e. Now, the general situation can be treated as follows. We put 2’ = x;x

: -1,/ __ o
with 272" = 3 -

z e = o d x, where ' = 7 'h and ) = o5, (n(h, ') ~)d, for all g € €.

ge€ g

dgxz and obtain from z;'z = gee dgTg a left representation

(2): Again, we first suppose h = e. Then Case 3 above shows that C' = C C C; cannot
hold true. Thus h € C follows which means hC' = hC' = C. In the general situation
-1
h

(3): Here we just have to transform the left representation r, 'z = > gee dgTy by means
1

. _ _ . . 1
we also define 2’ = z='x and consider x;'2’, z;'2’. This provides h h=h" € C.

of 2,1 = xtazl (n(h, c))x%l into a formal power series representation of z 2.

7
(4): This is a direct consequence of statement (3) and [DGH, Proposition 4.8] since
dy <z for all g € €.

U

Remarks.

(1) Similar arguments can be used in order to prove a corresponding theorem for
right representations.

(2) With the assumptions as above, let H be a convex subgroup of G' and let <
also denote the Conradian left-order of H induced by the left-order < of G.
Then, the rational closure Dy of F[H,n,a] in D is free with respect to < since
the convex subgroups of H coincide with the convex subgroups of G contained
in H. We will apply our results to Dy instead of D, that is, we replace G by
H. This means that for any x € Dy, x € F Xy there exist an h € H, a convex
subgroup C of H which is a convex successor in H, and a left representation

r—x = Zye& dgz of x where any dg, g € € is strictly simpler than 2 where here

simpler refers to the complexity which describes how an element of Dy is built

from elements in F[H,n,a]. Thus, dy # 0 holds true for at least two different

G € €. We now apply Theorem and see that this left representation of x
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as an element from Dy is also a left representation of x as an element from D
since C' is a convex successor in G as well. Thus, any Eg,g € € is also strictly
simpler than x where now simpler refers to the complexity originally defined
for the elements in D.

Definition 6.3. Let € D such that ep(z) > 1 and let z; 'z = > gee dgy be as in
Theorem Then, z is called reduced if hC' = C, that is h € C.

Because of Theorem the definition of reduced does not depend on the given left
representation of z. If x € D is reduced then there is always a uniquely determined
left representation x = > gee dgtg which we will call the pure left representation of x
and which is also a right representation. Furthermore, for any = € D with ep(z) > 1
there exist an h € G and a reduced 2/ € D such that x = z,2'.

Remarks about left representations of sums and products.

The following remarks apply in a similar manner to right representations. If x,y € D
are given then left representations of x + y and z - y essentially result from adding and
multiplying left representations of x and y respectively as described in the proof of
Theorem [6.Il We shall give a more detailed explanation of this which will be needed
in Section [§l To improve the readability we shall introduce left and right representa-
tions also for elements from F X. This will be done in an obvious way, that is, for
axy € F'Xqg we call azy itself a left and right representation and one shall always bear
in mind that this does not have the proper meaning.

Left representations of sums.

If x and y are in F' X then a left representation of x + y results obviously. Thus, let
us assume cp(z) > 1 or ¢p(y) > 1. In the proof of Theorem [6.1] we have explained how
to derive a left representation of x = z; + ¥ from those of z and T and this method
can almost completely be applied to z, y, and = + y. The first observation is that
two essentially different cases have to be distinguished where the second case has two
subcases:

A1: Up to exchanging the roles of x and y there exist h € G, C € CZ,and g € €, g # ¢
such that 2, 'z, 'yz 1 € D and

v, (x+y) =2+ (x,:lyasgl)xg
is a left representation of x + y.
A2: Up to exchanging the roles of x and y there exist h € G and C € C% such that
zle = ngxg and x, 'y = Zd;:cg,
gec gece

where the left equation shows a proper left representation of x. If the power series
given on the right side has more than one non-trivial summand then it is a proper
left representation of y. However, it is also possible that only one non-zero summand
exists. But in any case, d, <@ and d;, <y hold true for all g € € and two subcases
occur:
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A2.1 There are at least two different g € € with d; + d; # 0. Then, Theorem

ensures that
) (v +y) = Z(dg +d,) g

gec
is a proper left representation of x + y.

A2.2 There is only one or no g € € with non-zero d, + d;,. Then,
z, (x+y) = (dy + dy)zg or z+y = 0.

In this case we do not obtain a proper left representation of x + y. However, in fur-
ther investigations we will frequently use transfinite induction on the complexity of the
elements of D and then we will be able to apply even in this subcase the induction
hypothesis to x + y.

Left representations of products.

For later use it will be enough to restrict our discussion to the case where x and y
are reduced and cp(z),cp(y) > 1. In the proof of Theorem we have seen how to
deduce a left representation of x = x; - T from those of x and T and again, these ideas
can almost completely be transferred to x, y, and x - y. Some arguments are actually
becoming simpler since x and y are assumed to be reduced. As in the proof of Theorem
there are three essentially different cases to be distinguished:

M1: There is a left representation y = > _, dyx, of y such that © € Dg. Then,

gec
Ty = Z(:L’dg)xg
gee
is a left representation of xy.
M2: There is a left representation x = Zg€¢ dyx4 of x such that y € D,. Then,

xy = Z(dg zeyr, ') T,

gec
is a left representation of xy.

M3: There are left representations = = degﬁgajg and y = > ¢ dyx, of z and y
respectively. Then,
Y = ngl'g < Da((C/C/a 7, Oé)),
gece
where
dyry = Z dgrgdzr; and d, = Z dg((wgdzas")agrgz, ")

g,9€¢ g,9€¢
ggC’ =90’ ggc’=gC’

for all g € € such that each d, is a finite sum with summands which are products with
two factors each, where the left factor is strictly simpler than = and the right factor
strictly simpler than y. If d; is non-zero for at least two g € € then zy = ) gee dgg is
a left representation of xy. Otherwise, there exists a g € € such that zy = dyz, with
d, as above. This is no proper left representation in general but also this presentation
will be needed in later applications.
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7. THE VECTOR SPACE OF FORMAL POWER SERIES

In this section we summarize all propositions and theorems which refer to Dubrovin’s
method of embedding left-ordered groups into division rings and which will be used in
this paper. They can be found for example in [D2, [D3, [D4] where, however, some proofs
are kept rather short and also results we need are occasionally hidden or they occur
as special cases in a broader context. The author of this paper is preparing a book
which is devoted to Dubrovin’s work on this subject. It will provide a comprehensive
representation of his results about the embedding of left-ordered groups into division
rings by means of formal power series where emphasis is placed on detailed proofs.
This involves for example all propositions and theorems included in this section. The
notation we use here is similar to that in [GS] and is also adapted to the subject of
this paper. Therefore, it differ from what is introduced in [D2] D3], [D4].

Let R = F[G,n,a] be a crossed product of a group G over a skew field F' where GG
is endowed with a left-order < which need not be Conradian. We also fix a basis
Xe ={z, | g € G} of the F-vector space F'[G,n,a]. A mapping

m:G — F,g— my
is called a formal power series in G over F if its support suppm = {g € G | m, # 0}

is well-ordered with respect to <. We write m = O in case of m(g) = m, = 0 for all
g € G. The set of all formal power series in G over F' will be denoted by F'((G)).

Definition 7.1. If m € F((G)), m # O then v(m) denotes the minimal element of
suppm.

For m = O we put v(m) = oo where oo has the obvious meaning.

Definition 7.2. A mapping f : F((G)) — F((G)) is said to be v-compatible if
v(m) < v(m') <= v(f(m)) < o(f(m))
for all m,m’ € F((G)).
In [D2] a v-compatible mapping is called monotone. For arbitrary m,m’ € F((G)) and
a € F we define m + m/ and ma as usual:
m+m': G — F, g+ mg +m,,
ma : G — F, g — mya.

These operations are well-defined and they turn F((G)) into a right F-vector space.
The endomorphism ring End(F((G))) of F((G)) is a left F-vector space with respect
to the usual operations, that is, End(F'((G))) is a left F-algebra.

Proposition 7.3. (¢f. [D2, Proposition 5.2]) Any v-compatible endomorphism of
F((Q)) is injective. The set of all v-compatible automorphisms of F((G)) is a sub-
group of AutF ((GQ)).

Later on we will see that there exists a naturally embedding of F[G,n,a] into the
endomorphism ring of F((G)). This embedding depends on the basis X that has
been fixed above and for a different basis X(, of F|G,n,«a] we will get a different
endomorphism ring and therefore another embedding of F[G,n, a].
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An element m € F((G)) shall also be written as a formal sum m = ) x,m, such that

Z xTgmy + Z Tgmy, = Z Tg(mg +my), (Z Tgmy)a = Z z4(mgya)

for all m,m’ € F((G)) and a € F. In case of suppm = {g1,...,9,} we also use the
notation m = x4,my, + -+ x4,mg,. To avoid any misunderstanding we occasionally

write F'((X¢g)) and F((X()) instead of F((G)) if F|G,n,a] will be considered with
respect to different bases X and X(, respectively.

Definition 7.4. A set {m; | i € I} C F((G)) of formal power series is said to be
summable if for any g € G there is only a finite number of 7 € I such that m;(g) # 0
and if the union of all corresponding supports suppm;, i € I is well-ordered.

If {m; | i € I} is summable then ), ,m;(g) is a finite sum for any g € G such that
my = > ..;mi(g) € F and the support of m : G — F,g —— my is well-ordered.
In this case we write > ,.,m; = m € F((G)) and we obtain a new meaning of the
representation of formal power series as formal sums. To see this, let m = > z,m,
be a non-zero element of F((G)). Considering x,m, for g € suppm as the formal
power series with support {¢g} which maps g onto m, we immediately conclude that
{zym, | g € suppm} is summable and

Z Tgmg =M.
gesuppm

Lemma 7.5. Let I,J be sets and for alli € I,j € J let m;; € F((G)) such that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(1) suppm;; and suppmyj are disjoint for all i € I and different j,j' € J,

(2) {myj | j € J} is summable for all i € I,

(3) If mi=3_,c;mi; for alli € I then {m; | i € I} is summable.
Furthermore, let K be a set and let My, C I x J for all k € K such that M, N My = ()
fork #E and I x J = Uycx Mi. Then, the following statements hold true:

(4) {mj | (4,5) € My} is summable for all k € K,

(5) If mk = 32 jyenr, Mg Jor all k € K then {my | k € K} is summable,

(6) Zie] m; = ZkeK M.

Proof. We first observe that M = [, I.jes SUPPM;; 18 well-ordered. Indeed, because
of assumption (1) and (2) for all # € I the support suppm; coincides with the union of
all suppm;;, j € J and assumption (3) yields the claim.

Next, we show statement (4). As a subset of M, the union of all suppm;; with
(i,7) € My is well-ordered. Now, let ¢ € G. We choose (i1,71),..., (i1, 1) € M
where iy, ...,4; are pairwise distinct and m;,;,(g), ..., m;;(g) are non-zero. Assump-
tion (1) then implies my, (¢), ..., m;(g) # 0. According to condition (3) there is only a
finite number of ¢ € I such that (i,j) € My and m;;(g) # 0 for some j € J. Let these
indices be given as i1, ...,7. Because of assumption (2) for any ¢ € {iy,..., 4} there
is only a finite number of j € J satisfying m;;(g) # 0 (condition (1) even ensures that
there is just one j). Hence, the number of all (¢, j) € M;, with m;;(g) # 0 is finite.

We turn to the proof of statement (5). The same arguments as used above provide
that (J,cx suppmy, is well-ordered. We assume that there exist ¢ € G and an infinite
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number of pairwise distinct ky, ko, - - - € K such that my, (9), M, (g9), . . . are not-trivial.
Then, for any [ = 1,2,... there exists (i, 7;) € My, with m;;,(g) # 0 and therefore
m;,(g) # 0. We apply assumption (3) and conclude that there is an ¢ € I and an
infinite number of j € J satistying m;;(g) # 0. This contradicts condition (2).
In order to verify statement (6), let ¢ € G with {i € I | m;(g) # 0} = {i1,...,ix}. By
assumption (1) for any [ = 1,...,k there exists exactly one j; € J with m,;(g) # 0,
that is, m;,(g) = m;,;,(g). Thus, m;,;,(g) +- - -+my,j, (g) is the image of g with respect
to > ,c;m;. On the other hand, for any k € K with 7, (g) # 0 there exists (4, 5) € My
satisfying m;;(g) # 0. Condition (1) implies m;(g) # 0 which means i € {i1,..., i}
and j € {J1,...,jr}. Hence, my(g) is the sum of all m;,;,(g) such that (i, j;) € My and
therefore m; ;, (g) + - - - + My, (¢9) is also the image of g with respect to D, . 7.

U

Definition 7.6. An endomorphism f of F'((G)) is called continuous if the following
condition is satisfied: If {m; | i € I} C F((G)) is summable then {f(m;) | i € I} is
summable and f(D ., mi) = >, f(my).

Continuous endomorphisms are called o-linear in [D2].

Proposition 7.7. (c¢f. [D2, Proposition 5.1]) An endomorphism f of F((G)) is con-
tinuous if for any m =" x,m, € F((G)) the set {f(xymy) | g € suppm} is summable
and f(m) =3 coppm f(Tgmg). The set of all continuous endomorphisms of F((G))
is a subalgebra of End(F((G))).

Theorem 7.8. (¢f. [D4, Lemma 3] and [S]) If f is a continuous and v-compatible
automorphism of F((G)) then f~' is also continuous.

Definition 7.9. A mapping f: F((G)) — F((Q)) is called v-compatible on G if

9<g = v(f(zy) < v(f(zg))
for all g,¢' € G. And f is called surjective on G if for any g € G there exists ¢’ € G
such that g = v(f(x,)).

In [D2] the properties v-compatible on G and surjective on G are called locally monotone
and locally surjective respectively.

Theorem 7.10. (c¢f. [D2, Theorem 5.1]) A continuous endomorphism f of F((G)) is
a v-compatible automorphism if and only if f is surjective on G and v-compatible on

G.

Next, we explain how R = F[G,n, a] can be considered as a subring of the endomor-
phism ring of F'((G)) where the assumptions are as stated above (further details can be
found in [GLIGS,J]). At first, we observe that F'[G, 7, a] can be considered as a subgroup
of F((G)) with respect to the addition since any m = ag, x4, +- - -+ ag,%,, € F[G,n,a]
can be written as m = x,,mg, + -+ + x4,my, with mgy,,...,my, € F which causes
an isomorphism between F'[G,n,«| and the additive group of all formal power series
with finite support. Occasionally, it is convenient to interpret power series with fi-
nite supports as elements from F'[G, 7, a| in order to apply the multiplication given in
F[G,n,a]. We will use this frequently without any further explanation.
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Let us return to the problem of embedding R = F[G,n,a] into End(F((G))). If
m =Y x,m, is an arbitrary element of F'((G)) then {hg | g € suppm} is well-ordered
for any h € G since < is a left-order of G. This ensures that

taran * FU(G)) — F((G)), Y _wgmy — > ang(ap, (ann(h, g))my)

is a well-defined mapping. According to the remark above, it should always be noted
that
Thg( g (ann(h, g))mg) = apzpzgmg

for arbitrary ¢g,h € G and my, a;, € F' which yields
Layxp, © La’h,xh/ = Lahxha;,xh/

for all h,h' € G and ay, a}, € F. If a, # 0 then ¢4, ., is a continuous and v-compatible
automorphism of F'((G)) with ¢y, 4, (24F) C xpeF for all g € G. Following [D2, D3], we
call endomorphisms with this property monomial. For pairwise distinct hy,..., h, € G
and arbitrary ay,,...,ap, € F' we now define

Lah1$h1+"'+ahn$hn : F((G>> — F((G))7 mi— Lahlmhl (m> Tt lay, xp, (m)

Clearly, ta, a), ++ap, o, 15 an endomorphism of F'((G)) which in addition is continuous
because of Proposition [T.7. A straightforward calculation shows that

L F[Ga 7, Oé] — End(F((G)))> pyThy + -+ Ap, Th,, Lahlxhl‘f‘““"ahnx}m

is an injective ring homomorphism. Hence, with respect to the composition ¢(G) is a
group of monomial, v-compatible, and continuous automorphisms of F((G)).

For the sake of simplicity, we shall not distinguish between the elements of F[G,n, o
and their images under ¢. It will be clear from the context whether ay, xp, +- - -+an, zn,
is an element from F[G,n,a] or F((G)) or whether it is the endomorphism of F'((G))
which maps m = ) x,mg onto ap, xp, m+- - -+ap, Tp, m where ap, xp,m = ap,xp,Tem,
for i = 1,...,n. Therefore, we also consider G as a group of monomial, v-compatible,
and continuous automorphisms of F((G)).

Proposition 7.11. (¢f. [D1, D2, [D3]) Let the notation be as above. Then, any non-
zero element from F[G,n, a] - regarded as an endomorphism of F'((G)) - is a continuous
and v-compatible automorphism.

Proof. We apply Proposition 8.1 of [D2]. Let G, = {a,z, € G | v(agz,zy) = h}
where h € G. Clearly, v(a,x,25) = gh implies G, = {az. | a € F*} and we obtain for
A1 Te, . .., 0,T, € Gy with

O = (a1xe + - -+ apze)(xp) = 1Ty + .. apTexy, = (a1 + -+ - + ap)xp

that a; + - - -+ a,, = 0 and therefore a1z, + - - -+ a,z. = O. This proves the claim since
F[G,n,a] is the subring of End(F'((G))) generated by G.
O
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Definition 7.12. Let F[G,n,a] be a crossed product of G over the skew field F
with respect to the basis Xs and let < be a left-order of G. The rational closure
F(G,n,«a) of F|G,n,a] in End(F((G))) (the rational closure of G in End(F((G))))
is called the Dubrovin-quotient ring of F[G,n,a] (with respect to < and Xg). If
F(G,n,a) is a division ring then F(G,n,«) is called the Dubrovin-division ring of
fractions of F[G,n, a].

Proposition 7.13. Let R = F|G,n, a] be a crossed product of G over the skew field F
with respect to the basis Xg and let < be a left-order of G. Further, let ¢ : R — R
be a ring automorphism. If D is the Dubrovin-quotient ring of F|G,n, «] with respect
to < and X¢g and if D' is the Dubrovin-quotient ring of F[G,n,a] with respect to <
and X¢; = {x}, | g € G} where 2, = p(x,) for all g € G then there exists a unique ring
isomorphism 1 : D — D' which extends .

Proof. The uniqueness of ¢ can easily be proved by transfinite induction on the
complexity ¢p(d), d € D which describes how d is built in End(F((G))) from elements
of G. Since p(F) = F by Proposition 3.3 we obtain that

P F((Xe) — F((XG)), Y wgmg — Y _wyp(mg) =Y plag)p(my)

is a group isomorphism between the addivite groups F'((X¢)) and F((X(;)) such that
p(ma) = p(m)p(a) for all m € F((Xg)) and a € F. A straightforward calculation
shows that
7 End(P((Xe))) — End(F((X(), f— pf o™

is a ring isomorphism such that 7(apxy) = @(apxy) for all h € G and a, € F. In
addition, 7 and ¢ coincide on F'|G,n, | and therefore 7 maps the Dubrovin-quotient
ring D of F[G,n,a] with respect to < and X onto the Dubrovin-quotient ring D’
of F|G,n,a] with respect to < and X{,. The restriction ¢ of 7 to D is the desired
isomorphism.

O

The following lemma occurs in [D2] D3, Proposition 7.1] in a slightly modified version.
For the sake of completeness we add Dubrovin’s proof.

Lemma 7.14. Let R = F|G,n, a] be a crossed product of the left-ordered group G over
the skew field F and let U be a subgroup of G. If Dy denotes the rational closure of
FlU,n,a in End(F((G))) then

supp f(m) C {gh | g € U, h € suppm}
for all f € Dy and m € F((Q)).

Proof. Let the notation be as above, especially let End(F((G))) be defined with
respect to the fixed basis X¢ of F|G, 7, a]. We prove the lemma by transfinite induction
on the complexity ep(f), f € Dy which describes how f is built in End(F((G))) from
elements of Y = F*Xy. The statement is obvious in case of f = O or f € U.
Thus, let ¢p(f) > 1. If f is additively decomposable then there exist fi,..., f, € Dy
such that fi,..., f,<fand f= fi+---+ f,. Now, the claim follows immediately by
supp f(m) C supp f1(m)U- - -Usupp f,,(m) and the induction hypothesis. Next, let f be
additively indecomposable. Then, f is a unit in End(F((G))) by [DGH, Theorem 4.9]
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and therefore in Dy where f~ <1 f. There exist uniquely determined my, my € F((GQ))
with f(m) = my + mgy such that

suppmy C {gh | g € U,h € suppm} and suppms N{gh | g € U,h € suppm} =10

where my = O must be shown. Clearly, f~'(mg) = m — f~!(m;) and the induction
hypothesis imply supp f~'(my) C {gh | g € U,h € suppm}. Now, let us assume that
my # O. Then, supp f~!(my) # 0 and therefore

{gh | g€ U h €suppme}N{gh|geUhesuppm} # 0.

Hence, there are g,g’ € U, h € suppms, and A’ € suppm such that gh = ¢’h/. This
yields the contradiction

suppms N{gh | g € U, h € suppm} # 0.
]

The next corollary is a direct consequence of Dubrovin’s lemma and appears in [J].

Corollary 7.15. Let R = F[G,n,a] be a crossed product of a left-ordered group G
over a skew field F with respect to the basis X¢ and let F(G,n,«a) be the Dubrovin-
quotient ring of F|G,n, a| with respect to < and X¢g. If F(G,n,«a) is a division ring
then F(G,n,«) is strongly Huges-free.

Proof. Let H be an arbitrary subgroup of G with normal subgroup N and let
hi,...,h, € H, n € N are given such that h;N,..., h,N are pairwise different. It
has to be shown that the mappings xp,, ..., x,, are linearly independent over the ra-
tional closure Dy of F[N,n,a] in F(G,n,«). Thus, let dyxzp, + -+ + d,xp, be the
zero-map for arbitrarily given dy,...,d, € Dy. Then dyxp, (x.) + -+ - + dpxp, (x.) = O
which means d(xp,) + - - + d,(zp,) = O. Since Nhy,..., Nh, are pairwise disjoint
subsets of G we conclude that d;(xp,), ¢ = 1,...,n have disjoint supports by Lemma
[[14l Thus, d;(zs,) = O and therefore d; = O for alli =1,...,n.

O

8. FREE Di1visSION RINGS OF FRACTIONS AND POWER SERIES

We shall use the notation as introduced in the sections before.

Theorem 8.1. Let R = F[G,n,a] be a crossed product of a locally indicable group G
over a skew field F' with respect to the basis X and let < be a Conradian left-order
of G. Furthermore, let D be a division ring of fractions of R which is free with respect
to < and let R be the Dubrovin-quotient ring of F[G,n, a] with respect to < and X¢.
Then, there exists a ring isomorphism 1 : D — R which is the identity on F|G,n, a].
Especially, R is a division ring and D s strongly Hughes-free.

Corollary 8.2. Let R = F[G,n,a] be a crossed product of a locally indicable group G
over a skew field F' with respect to the basis Xg and let D,D’ be two division rings of
fractions of R which are free with respect to two Conradian left-orders <,<’ respectively.
Any ring automorphism @ of R can be extended to a ring isomorphism 1 : D — D',
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Proof. By Theorem [8.1l we may assume that D = R where R is the Dubrovin-division
ring of fractions of F'|G,n, a] with respect to < and X¢. Furthermore, by Theorem [B.1]
Propositon 5.6, and Proposition 5.4l we may also assume that D’ = R’ where R’ is the
Dubrovin-division ring of fractions of F[G,n, «] with respect to < and X(, = ¢(X¢).
It remains to apply Proposition [Z.13]

O

Remark. Theorem Rl is proved in [J] under the special assumption that < has
maximal rank. Furthermore, in [J] it is also shown that Hughes-freeness and strongly
Hughes-freeness coincide which solves P.A. Linnell’s Problem 4.8 from (cf. [L]). Here
it is a consequence of Theorem [2.13 Proposition 2.10, Proposition (5.6l and Theorem
Rl Our results also provide the following

Corollary 8.3. Let R = F[G,n,a] be a crossed product of a locally indicable group G
over a skew field F' and let D be a division ring of fractions of R. Then D is (strongly)
Hughes-free if and only if D is free with respect to at least one Conradian left-order of
G. In this case, D 1is free with respect to any Conradian left-order of G.

By means of [JL] we also obtain

Corollary 8.4. Let G be a locally indicable group and let F' be a commutative field of
characteristic zero. Then for any Conradian left-order the Dubrovin-quotient ring of
the group ring F[G] is a division ring.

As we will explain at the end of this section, Theorem R.Ilis an immediate consequence
of Lemma below. The notation we use is the same as in Theorem 8.1l and Section [4]
where Definition 2] is of particular importance. The complexity cp(d) for some d € D
always refers to the manner how d is built from elements of G = F*G.

Lemma 8.5. Let A € A and let 1) : D<yx — R be a mapping such that the following
conditions are fulfilled:

(1) Un(z) = for all z € F|G,n,a.
(2) Un(z) is a continuous endomorphism of F((G)) for all x € D<,.
(3) If © € D<x is reduced with cp(x) > 1 and if ¥ = Y ,dy7, is the pure left
representation of x then (YA(2))(ze) = 3 ce(¥r(dg) 74) () € F((C)).
(4) Ya(zzz) = zz9x(x) and Ya(rxz) = Yr(x)zg for allz € Dy and all § € G.
Then the following hold true:

(5) Ifx € D<y, cp(z) > 1 is arbitrary and if z;'x = > gee dg Ty is an arbitrary left
representation of x then (Yx(x))(ze) = n Y, ce(Vr(dg) Tg)(xe) € zh F((C)).

(6) If H is a convex subgroup of G and Dy the rational closure of F|H,n,«a] in
D then (Yx(x))(z.) € F((H)) for any v € D<y, cp(x) > 1 which is in Dy.
FEspecially, (¥a(dy))(z.) € F((C")) for all d, occurring as a coefficient of a left
representation of x as given in (5).

(7) Ifz € D<y, cp(z) > 1 is arbitrary and if z;'x = > gee dg Ty is an arbitrary left
representation of x then (Yx(x))(zg) = xn Y, ce(Ur(dg)zy)(Tg) € 21 F((C)) for
allge C.
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(8) Ifx € D<y, cp(z) > 1 is arbitrary and if z;'x = >gee Ay Ty is an arbitrary left

representation of x then (Yx(x))(m) = xn 3 ce(Vr(dg)xy)(m) € 21 F((C)) for
allm € F((C)).

Remarks.

(1) Assumption (3) includes that {(¥n(d,)z,)(ze) | g € €} is summable.

(2) The appearance of an infinite sum in the statements above always include that
this sum actually exists.

(3) Proposition B3] and d, < x imply d, € D<, for any d, which occurs as a
coefficient of a left representation of x as given above.

Proof. In order to prove statement (5) we first observe that z; 'z is reduced with
pure left representation :L’;ll’ = deg dgzg. Clearly, a:,:lx € D<, and therefore

(a1 2) (@) = X yeeltaldy)z,)(z) € F((C)) by assumption (3). We now apply
assumption (4) and conclude (¢x(x))(ze) = (Ua(zalwy'2)))(ze) = wn(va(ay, 7)) (ze)
which completes the proof of statement (5). Furthermore, statement (6) follows from
statement (5) and remark (2) after Theorem We show statement (7). For any
g € € there are ¢ € € and u, € F* X with z,25 = ugzy. Since ggC’" = ggC' = ¢'C’
for all g € € the set {¢’ | g € €and d, # O} is well-ordered with respect to <.
This means that x,'(zz5) = > geeldgug)zy is a left representation of xzg € Dy
and statement (5) yields (¢ (zxg))(e) = 1 ), ce(Vr(dgug)ry)(ze) € TRF((C)). As-

sumption (4) provides (Va(dgug)zy)(ze) = (Va(dgugry))(ze) = (¥a(dg)zy)(27) and
(r(zzg))(2e) = (Ya(x))(2rg) which proves statement (7). In order to derive statement
(8) let m = > - vgmg be an arbitrary element of F'((C')). Assumption (2) ensures

that ¢ (z) is continuous and therefore (Y5 (z))(m) = > oo (¥a(x))(zgmyg). Thus,
= Z Zh Z(¢A(dg) zg)(Tgmy)

because of statement (7). By means of d; € D<) and assumption (4) as well as d, € D
and statement (6) we conclude

(Va(dg) zg)(xgmyg) = [xgxﬁ(%(xg_lxg_ldg T4%g))(7c)mg € Tgg F((C)).

This shows that for a fixed g € C the sets supp (¥a(dy) x,)(xgmg), g € € are pairwise
disjoint. We apply Lemma [.5 and obtain

(Va(@))(m) = Zzhz Ua(dg) ) (zgmg) —xhzz Ua(dg) zg) (wgmg)

geC gece gee€ geC
= Tn Z(@Dk(dg) Ig)(z Tgng) = T, Z(wk(dg) zg)(m
gece geC gee

As we have seen above, (Yx(dy)z,)(zgmg) € z,a5F((C")) C F((C)) for all g € €,
g € C and we conclude (¢5(x))(m) € z,F((C)) which completes the proof.
0J

Now, we are in the position to prove
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Lemma 8.6. For all A € A there exists a mapping ¥ : D<x —> R such that the
following hold true:
(1) If N € A with X < X then ¥\(z) = n () for all z € D<y.
(2) Un(z) =z for all z € F|G,n,a].
(3) ¢y is additive on D_y.
(4) If a € D<y is a proper atom and N = cp(a) then the restriction of 1y to Doy
is an injective ring homomorphism.
(5) ¥a(x) is a continuous and v-compatible automorphism of F((G)) for all non-
zero v € Dcy.
(6) If ¥ € D<y is reduced with cp(x) > 1 and if v = Y . dgx, is the pure left
representation of x then (Ya(2))(ze) = 3 jce(¥r(dy) 74) () € F((C)).
(7) Ya(zzz) = zzn(x) and Ya(rxz) = Yr(x)zg for allz € D<y and § € G.

Proof. We prove Lemma by transfinite induction on A € A and consider the case
A =1 first. Then, D<) = F[G,n, o] and we choose ¢ as the identity map such that
statements (1),(2),(3),(4), and (7) are obviously true. Clearly, statement (5) follows
by Proposition [[.ITl To prove statement (6) we first choose a left representation of
x as given in the proof of Theorem which is a finite sum z; 'z = > gee dgTg With
h € C since z is reduced and d, € F[C’,n, a] for all g € €. We now transform this left
representation into the pure left representation of x as explained before. Thus h = e
can be assumed, that is, Y1(z)(ze) = v =3 o dgrg = Y ce(V1(dy) z4)(ze) € F((C)).
Now, let © € D<) where A > 1. If there exists ' € A with A’ < X such that z € D<y
then we define ¥, (x) = ¥y (z). Clearly, this definition does not depend on X, X' < A
and statements (1) and (2) are obviously true. Even though we have defined v, (x)
just in this special case we are already in the position to prove statement (3). Thus,
let x,y € D-). Because of Proposition 3] there exists ' € A with \' < A such that
z,y,x+y € D<y. Therefore, ¥ (x),¥(y), and 5 (x +vy) are defined and we can apply
the induction hypothesis to A'. Then, conditions (1)-(4) of Lemma are fulfilled
where X is replaced by X and statements (5)-(8) of Lemma can be used for \.
With this in mind we now prove:

A: Yy(x+y) = Un(z) +Ya(y) for all z,y € D_y.

We assume that there exist x,y € Dy such that ¥, (z +y) # ¥a(x) + ¥a(y). Let m™
be the larger of the two ordinals cp(z), cp(y) and let m™ be the smaller. We shall also
assume that among all these x, y the pair (m™, m™) is minimal with respect to the lexi-
cographical order. This means, that ¥ (z'+v') = ¥\ (2') + ¥ (y') for all 2/, y" € D with
x' dx,y’ <y whereby 2’ <x or ¢y <y. Since ¥y (x), ¥x(y), and ) (x +y) are continuous
we conclude (¢x(2))(z4)+(Wr(v))(z,) # (Ya(x+y))(z,) for at least one g € G. Because
of [DGH| Proposition 4.8] and (¢ (zx,))(xe) + (Ua(yzy))(xe) # (Ua(r 2y + Yy2y))(TC)
we assume g = e and discuss the three cases Al, A2.1, and A2.2 as presented in the
remarks about left representations of sums and products after Definition 6.3l Using
the corresponding notation and assumptions we make the following observations:

A1 : Then (¥x(z;, ' (z + ) () = (Valx, ' 7))(ze) + (w,\(:vglyxg‘l)xg)(ate) and there-
fore (Ya(z +y))(xe) = (¥a(2))(xe) + (¥a(y)) (ze)-

A2.1: Then (¢r(z;'(z + 9)))(z.) = > gec(nldy + d) xg)(ze). Because of dy <z
and d;, <y we now conclude ¥(dy + d) vy = ¥a(dy) vy + Pa(d}) Ty According to
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(WUn(ay  2))(e) = Fgee(¥aldg)zg)(ze) and (¥l y))(we) = 3 gee(¥al(dy) zg)(ze)
this means (vx(z;, " (x + ¥))) () = (Ua(x, 7)) () + (Ua(z},'y))(z.) and therefore
(Wl +y))(2e) = (Ua(2))(2e) + (¥a(y)) (ze).

A2.2: Then (Y5 (z;, " (z+y)))(ze) = (Ua(dg+d}) zy)(z.). Forall ¢ € €, g’ # g we have
dy +d, = 0, that is ¥x(dy)zy + Pa(d,) Ty = 0 and we can proceed as in case A2.1.

In any case we deduce a contradiction and we turn to statement (4). Clearly, Propo-
sition yields X < A which implies Doy € Doy C D<) where D_y is a subring of
D, by [DGH| Proposition 4.1]. Statement (3) ensures that v, is additive on D.y. In
order to verify the injectivity it is therefore enough to prove that ¢, (x) is not the zero
map for any non-zero x € D_.,.. But this follows from statement (5) by the induction
hypothesis since x € D<)~ for some \* < X' < X by Proposition 4.3l It remains to show
the multiplicativity. The main argument we shall apply is of crucial importance and
later on it will be used again several times. The idea is based on Proposition .3 which
states that for a finite number of elements ay, ..., a, € D.y any finite number of sums
of products of them belongs to a common D<)+ where \* < X' < A. Hence, for all
these terms the corresponding images under v, are already defined and the induction
hypothesis can be applied. Taking into account all this we are now going to prove:

M: Yn(zy) = Ya(x)Ya(y) for all z,y € Dy,

We assume that there exist z,y € D,y such that ¥,(xy) # ¥a(z)Ya(y). Then
ep(z),ep(y) > 1. Similar to the proof of statement A we can also assume that z,y
are minimal in the following sense: If 2,4y’ € D such that 2/ <z, vy’ <y whereby 2’ <z
or y' <y then ¥ (2'y") = Ya(z')Ya(y'). In addition, (Ya(zy))(ze) # (Va(2)Ua(y))(ze)
can be supposed since the composition of continuous endomorphisms is continuous.
Moreover, let z,y be reduced. Otherwise there exist h, h € G such that T Ly, x}jlxxg

are reduced where (w,\((xglzcxg)(:zgly)))(ze) # (wx(x,jlx:zﬁ)w,\(x;y))(xe) by state-

ment (7). Since x}jlx:cg and - 'y have the same complexity as x and y respectively
they are minimal in the same sense as x and y. We discuss the three cases M1,M2,
and M3 as presented in the remarks about left representations of sums and products
after Definition using the corresponding notation and assumptions.

M1: Then (Pa(zy))(ze) = >, ce(¥n(@dy)zy)(xe) Where Ya(zdg)zy = Ya(z)a(dy)z,
for all g € € since x <z and d, < y. Now, the continuity of ¢, (x) yields

(Wa@) @) (@) = (@) ((Wa®))(ze)) = (a(@)) (D (Waldy)a,) (xe))

- Z<w>‘(x>>((¢)\<d9>xg)(xe>> = Z(w)\(l’)iﬂ)\(dg)xg)(xe)
= > (Ua(rdy)zy)(re) = (Ur(29)) (20).

gec

M2: Then (Y(xy))(z.) = dec(@bk(dgzgyz;l):Eg)(:)se). Because of d; <z and y <y
we obtain Px(dgz,yx; ')z, = ha(dg) z4¥(y) for all g € €. Moreover, y € D due to
the specific situation of case M2 and therefore (¢,(y))(z.) € F((C)) by statement (6).
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Finally, statement (8) of Lemma 83 provides

(a@)oa) (@) = @) ((a@) (@) = Y (aldy) we) (da(y)) ()

gec

= Z(%(dg)xg%(y))(%) = Z(%(dgf’fgw;l)%)(%)

gece gece

= (a(zy))(ze).
M3: Then (1 (2y))(2e) = 3 ce(¥r(dy )xg)(xe) with

Z d :cgdx xg:cg Z d:z:gd TGT,

g,9€¢ g,9€¢
?gc’zgc’ ggC’*QC’

where dy < x and Igdgl’gl’;l <y for all g,§ € €. Because of statement (3) and the
minimality property of z,y regarding their complexities we conclude by arguments
similar to those above that

Ua(dy) = Z Ua(d )x9¢k( 3)%; 1

g,9€¢
ggC'=gC’

for any g € € where all sums are finite. We now proceed as in case M2 and apply for
instance statement (8) of Lemma [85] since (¢¥5(y))(x.) € F((C)) by statement (6):

(Oa(@)a(y))(ze) = Yalx)((©a(y))(ze))
= > (Waldg)zg)(¥a(y))(x.))

= D _(Uald) ) (Y ((ds)33) (x:))
= D 2 (d)as) (9a(dy)zy) ()
= 2 D () wrta(dy) ) (ze).

For a fixed g € € the sets supp (¥x (dg) 2305 (dg) z5)(x.), § € € are pairwise disjoint since
(Ua(dg) 250 (dy) 5)(x.) € 252 F((C")) by statement (6) and the induction hypothesis.
Thus, Lemma [73 can be applied where I = {g € € | d; # O}, J = {§ € €| d; # O},
and K = € with M, = {(7,9) € I x J | ggC’ = gC'} for all g € €. We conclude

S @) agindag) @) = S0 S () wgun(dy)ay)(a.)

gee gee 9€€ (g,5)€EM,

- Z(¢A(d9)xg)(xe) = (Ua(zy))(z.).

gec

In any case we deduce a contradiction which finally shows statement M. So far, ¥, ()
has been defined only if x belongs to some D<) where X' < A. Now we treat the
general situation and proceed by transfinite induction on the complexity cp(x) using
that ¥ (x) has already been defined if x € F[G,n,a] or x € D<) for some X < A.
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Case 1: z is a proper atom. Then 7! <tz and 27! € Doy for some X € A, X < )
by [DGH], Proposition 4.1] and Proposition 4.3l According to the induction hypothesis
it can be assumed that v, (z~!) is a continuous and v-compatible automorphism of
F((@)). We define ¥y (z) = [tx(z7")]~! such that statement (5) follows by Proposition
and Theorem [T.8 To prove statement (7) let g € G Then, T 1s a proper atom,
ty € Doy, and n(zzz) = [in((age) )7 = [Ualalay )] = [pa(a ;) =
z[a(z7H)] 7t = 2z (2). Clearly, ¥y (zzz) = ¥y(2)zz can be derived similarly.

We turn to the proof of statement (6). Let = be reduced with pure left representation
T =Y cedgry in Do((C/C",n, ) where dy # 0 for at least two g € €. Then

= deed z, in D;((C/C',n,)) with d, # 0 for at least two g € €. This shows

that 71 is reduced and that x71 = gee dyz, is the pure left representation of 2. The
sets supp (¢ (dy)zy)(z.) with g € € are pairwise disjoint since supp (¥ (dy)zy)(z.) C

F((C")) by induction hypothesis such that {(¢a(dy)z,)(z.) | ¢ € €} is summable.
We define m := 3 _.(¥a(dg)xg)(ze) € F((C)). The arguments we shall apply now are
essentially the same we already used before in subcase M3 of the proof of statement
M. Hence, it will not be necessary to repeat all details again. We will use that !
and each d,, d, belong to Dy with X = ¢p(x) and that the restriction of 1, to Dy is
an injective ring homomorphism. Moreover, Proposition provides 7! € Dy« for
some A* € A with \* < X such that statements (5)-(8) of Lemma can be applied
analogously to 7. We obtain

(@) (m) = Y (Ualdg)ag)(m) =Y (dal(dg)zg) (Y (¥a(dg)zy) ()

gece gece gec
= ZZ(@DA(EEIEdeg))(ze) = Z (Vx(dgrgdy,)) ()
gee gee gee ggee
ggC’'=gC’
= D W ) dgrgdgrgayag)(xe) = Y (¥al(dg)wg) ()
gec g,9€¢ gee
g9C’'=3C’!
where
= > dgagdgrga;t forall je €.
?gc’gzegc’
On the other hand ZMEE% D gee dgTy = decd = lz. in D, ((C/C",n, ).

Therefore, (5 (z71))(m) = x., that is
(a(@))(ze) = ([Wale™ )] (@) =m =Y (¥a(d ) € F((C)).

gec

Case 2: x is additively indecomposable. Let x = x;--- -z, be a complete multiplicative
decomposition of  which implies that any x; is a proper atom by [DGH, Theorem 4.6].
We define ¥, (z) and prove statements (5),(6), and (7) by induction on n. The case
n = 1 has been treated above and for n > 1 we introduce T := x5 - - - - - Z,. Then, T is
additively indecomposable by [DGH, Lemma 4.5] with T = x5 - -+ - 2, as a complete
multiplicative decomposition of T by [DGH, Theorem 4.6]. Clearly, 21,7 < z yields
21,T € D<) and according to Proposition 3] there exists A" € A with A’ < A such that
x1,T € D<y. Hence, ¥y(x1) and 9, (T) are given and we define ¢y (z) = ¥x(z1)¥r(T).
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Later on we will show that this definition does not depend on the special decomposition
x =ux -z, Clearly, statement (5) follows by Proposition [7.7] and We shall prove
statement (6). Thus, let z be reduced. There exist h, h € G such that x, 'T and T Loy,

are reduced. [DGH, Proposition 4.2] ensures that = (:clxh) (z; ') g+ - T, is a

complete multiplicative decomposition of z and x- ly = (xﬁ zyxy) - (v, @g) g Ty

is a complete multiplicative decomposition of a%lzz by Proposition 4.1 We define

= :5%117, ) = x%lzzlxh, and ¥ = z,'7. Now, let a,b € D arbitrary such that
a <1, b <7 whereby a <) or b<1Z. Then, a,b,ab < z because of [DGH, Theorem
4.6] such that ¥, (a), ¥ (b), and ¥, (ab) are defined and moreover ¥, (ab) = 15 (a)x (D).
The latter statement is not obvious but it can be proved exactly the same way as

Ux(zy) = Ya(x)Y(y) in statement M and therefore an additional proof will be omitted.

In order to show statement (6) we need the pure left representation of x = x;T which
will be derived from suitable left representations of 2} or Z'. We proceed as in the proof
of statement (4) and again we have to distinguish three cases which correspond to the
three cases M1, M2, and M3 as discussed in the remarks about left representations
of sums and products after Definition 6.3.

M1: Then 7' = 3 _, dyz, and 2} E_Da such that l’%ll’ =2’ =) ¢
left representation of x and 2" where h € C since x is reduced. For any g € € there
exists some ¢’ € € satisfying hgC’ = ¢’'C’, that is xg:)sgxg_,l € F*Xcr. This yields

(¥idy)zy is a

=3 cellzga dgx;)(xgxg:cg_,l))xgr as the pure left representation of z. Applying
the induction hypothesis to 7' and Lemma we obtain by means of d, <7 for all
ge¢:

(Ya(x))(ze) =

= xﬁZ(@DA(zlldg)Ig)(xE)
= Y (Wa(zpaydya; ) apaga,'))zy) (2.) € F((O)).

Thus, statement (6) is shown.

M2: Then 2} =} ¢

is a left representation of x and 2’. Again, h € C since z is reduced. The same
arguments we just applied now show that z = Z gee((T7dy ng’x_lx;)(xhxgx_l))xg

is the pure left representation of x where x;z , € F*Xo for all g € €. Arguments

dyx, and T € D, such that x%lx =1 =3 celdgr, T a)t) 2y
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we repeatedly used before finally provide

(a@)(@e) = (al@)((r(@)) (o) = m(az;))((w(—'))( )
= 5 D_(U(dg)2g) (UA@)) () = 5 D_(Ua(dyy 'y )g) (xc)

= > (allagdyz,@ o) ay ") (agegry ) oy (ze) € F((C))

and therefore statement (6).
M3: Then, 2} = Y - e dgtg and T = Y., dgx; are the pure left representations of 2

and T’ respectively such that x;x =2 =) _cdsx, is a left representation of z and

gee
2" where h € C since z is reduced and

Z Egzgczgatgxg_l forall ge €.
g,9€¢€¢
ggC’=gC’

Therefore, x = 3 o ((zrdga; 1)(:65%56;,1)):69/ is the pure left representation of x where
g € € and hgC' = ¢'C’ for all g € €. We obtain

(@)@ = Wale) (@)
= (@) (r @) ()
= o Y (W) (W (7)) )

gee
= 25> > (Ua(dg)zg)(a(dg)a) (ac))
gee gee
= 253 Y (a(dgagdya;)) ()
gee gee
= 25> Y (Ua(dgrgdzagay)zg) ()
geC  g,gc¢
ggC'=gC’!
= T Z(%(dg)%)(x
gec
= Y (Ualapdyz, wpzgr, ey () € F((C))
gec
which shows statement (6).
We still need to prove that ¥,(x) is well-defined. Thus, let x = xy -z - -+ - T,
T =Y Y- Ynm be two complete multiplicative decompositions of x. We define
T=2x9- - Tpand Y =y -+ Ymn. Since both endomorphisms are continuous it is

enough to show (x(21)a(T))(2,) = (va(y1)a())(xg), that is, (Vx(z1)a(T2g))(2e) =
(Yr(y1)r(Txy))(z.) for an arbitrary g € G. According to (the remark after) Propo-

sition 1] the element zz, is additively indecomposable with two complete additive
decompositions
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Without loss of generality, we may therefore suppose g = e. Since z; 'z is reduced for
some h € G we may also assume for the same reason that x itself is reduced. But then
(¥x(x))(ze) depends only on the pure left-representation of 2 and not on the complete
multiplicative decomposition as we have just proved. This shows, that ¢, (x) is well-
defined if z is additively indecomposable and also statement (6) is shown. We finally
turn to statement (7) and consider § € G. Clearly, x50 = (xzx1) - 22 - -+ -z, is a
complete multiplicative decomposition of the additively indecomposable element z;x
by Proposition [4.1l Hence,

Ua(zgr) = a(zger) - alzg - Tn)
= zga(z1) - a(zg - Tn) = 2gPx(2)

and the claim for zz; follows similarly.

Case 3: Now, let x be an arbitrary element having a complete additive decomposition
xr=2x1+ -+ xp, n €N. Then any z;, ¢ = 1,...,n is additively indecomposable by
[DGH, Theorem 3.6]. We define ¢, (x) and prove statemants (6) and (7) by induction on
n. The case n = 1 has been treated above. Thus, let n > 1 and T = 29+ - - - 4+ x,, which
presents in addition a complete additive decomposition of T due to [DGH, Theorem
3.6]. Clearly, x, T<z yields x1,T € D<) by Propositiond3]such that ¢ (x1), ¥\ (T) are
already given by induction hypothesis. We define ¢ (x) = ¥ (x1)+1,(T) and will prove
later on that this definition does not depend on the complete additive decomposition
of z as introduced above. In order to show statement (6) let = be reduced and let
cp(z1) > 1 or ep(T) > 1. The pure left representation of z = x; + T results from
left representations of x; or T where two different situations must be considered which
correspond to the cases A1 and A2 .

A1: Without loss of generality (if necessary the roles of 21 and T have to be exchanged)
there exist h € G, C € CZ, and g € €, g # e such that x;lxl,zglfxg_l € D, and

zle =2 (v +T) = ;e + (:c,:lfxg_l)xg

is a left representation of z. Since x is reduced h € C follows and xlx,jl,fxglx,jl € Dg.
There exist h,§ € € satisfying hC’' = hC’ and hgC’ = GC" where h # G because of

g & C. Hence 931:5%1 = (xlzgl)(xhzgl),fzg_l = (fxg‘lzgl)(:zha:gatg_l) € D¢ such that

x = (:):1:1%1):)3% + (T, g

is the pure left representation of x and statement (6) follows from

(a(2))(@e) = (Ua(@1))(ze) + (UVa(@)) ()
= (a(mray )ag) (@) + (VA (Tag ) ag) ().

A2: Then, there exist left representations x, 'z, = > gee dgy and z,'T = > gee gy
for z1 and 7 respectively. Because of d, + d; < x; +7T = x the subcase A2.2 can not
occur such that =, 'z =z, '2; + 7, 'T = > geeldy + dy)xy is a left representation of z.

Since z is reduced we obtain

z= ((znldy + dy)ay ) anagay,'))zy

gee
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as the pure left representation of x where ¢’ € € and hgC’ = ¢'C’ for all g € €. Now,
statement (6) follows from

(Wa(@))(xe) = (Oa(1))(xe) + (Oa(T)) ()
= zn ) [(a(dy)ag)(we) + (aldy)ay) ()]

gece

= a1, > _((Yaldy) + Ua(d)))y) ()

gece

= Tn Z(wk(dg +dy)zg)(we)

gece

= > (a((@nldy + dy)ay, ) (wnmgwy))zy) (xe).
gee
To show that 1, (x) is well-defined let © = z1+- - -+, * = Y1+ - -+ ¥y be two complete
additive decompositions of z and T = x9 + -+ + 2, Y = Y2 + - - + Y. We assume
Ua(z1) + (@) # ¥a(y1) +¥a(Y), that is, (¥a(z1) +UA(T))(g) # (Ua(y1) +a () (2g)

and therefore (Vy(z12,) + Ua(Txy))(ze) # (Ya(v124) + w,\(yxg))(xe) for some g € G
since both endomorphisms are continuous. Furthermore, zx, = z124 + - + 2,24,

Txy = Y1Zg+- - -+ Ymx, are two complete additive decompositions of zx, by Proposition
LT which means that we may restrict to the case g = e. Since x, 'z is reduced for
some h € G we may also assume for the same reason that x itself is reduced. But then
(¥x(x))(ze) depends only on the pure left-representation of z and not on the complete
additive decomposition as we have just proved. This shows, that i, (x) is well-defined
if = is additively indecomposable and also statement (6) is shown. In order to verify
statement (7) we consider an arbitrary § € G. Again, rgx = 2501 + 2520 + - - - + 252,
is a complete additive decomposition of zzx by Proposition 1] such that

Oa(zgr) = Ua(zger) + Oa(eges + - - -+ z52,)
= xgw)\(l’l) + $g¢)\<$2 + -+ LL’n) = xgw)\(l’).
Similar arguments provide the claim for zz;.

It remains to prove statement (5). Since ¥, (x) is continuous by induction hypothesis
and Proposition [I.7 we apply Theorem [[I0 where x # 0 and show that ¥,(z) is
surjective on G' and v-compatible on G.

¥(z) is v-compatible on G: We assume that ¢,(y) is v-compatible on G for each
y € D,y # 0 where y <z and consider g,§ € G with g < g. Then, v((¢a(2))(zg7)) <
v((¢a(z))(x5)) has to be shown, that is, v((¢Ya(z27))(z.)) < U((w)\(l'l'g))(l'y_lxg)) =
v((1ha(zag))(25-15)) where e < g~'g. Therefore, without loss of generality let us assume
g = e. Moreover, we may restrict to the case where ¢p(x) > 1 and x is reduced. Let
=7 cedyty € Do((C/C",m, ) be the pure left representation of x and where g is
the minimal element in the support of x. Two cases have to be differentiated here:
Case 1: g ¢ C. Then C C C; and z € D} C D7 . This means l’_ll’ZL’g € Dy, that

is, (Ya(a; w25))(we) € F((Cy)) and (Ya(@))(z5) = 25(Ua(z; va5))(2e) € 25F((Cy))
follows. Because of (¢ (z))(ze) € F'((C)) € F((C;)) and g > e we are done.

Case 2: g € C. For g € € there exists ¢ € € satlsfying ggC’" = ¢'C". Since C'/C" is
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abelian we conclude ¢’ < ¢ for all g,g € € with g < g. This shows that

Ty = Z(dg(xgxéxg_/l))xg’

gece

is a left representation of zx; where g is the minimal element in the support of zz;.
For all g € € we obtain

(Ua(dy(zgzga, "))y ) (2e) € 20 F((C")),
that is

v((¥a(2))(25)) = v((a(zzg))(ze)) = v((Ya(dgyTgo25)) (xe)) = V(YA (dgy o)) (73))-
Clearly, v((¥a(2))(z.)) = v((¥a(dgyzg,))(x.)) follows in a similar fashion. Because of
dg, <z and g > e we obtain v((Va(dgyg,))(e)) < v((Pr(dgyxg,))(25)) as claimed.
¥x(x) is surjective on G: We assume that ¥, (y) is surjective on G for all y € D, y # 0
where y <z and choose an arbitrary § € G. It has to be shown that v((¥x(2))(z4)) = ¢
holds true for some § € G which is equivalent to 'U(('l?b)\(xg_lx))(l'g)) = e. Thus, let
g = e without loss of generality and let :m:,:l =Y gee dgTg be a right representation of
z. If there is some g € G satisfying v((¢(zz},"))(25)) = e then v((Yr(7))(zh-15)) = e
and vice versa. Therefore, we may choose h = e, that is x = > __,d,z,. Because of
dg4, < x there exists some g € G satisfying

v((¥a(dgoTgy7)) (2e)) = v((¥a(dgoTgo) ) (27)) = €
where g is minimal in the support of z. If g & C, which means C' C C7, then D} C Dz
and 22" dg, 4,153 € D7 since dgyzg, € Dg, € D2 . Hence, xg(tx (25 ' dgyg,5)) () is in
zgl'((C5)). But this would be contrary to v((¥(dgTg,77))(zc)) = €. Thus, g € C
follows and again for any g € € let ¢’ be in € satisfying ggC’ = ¢’C’. Similar to the
arguments we used above we conclude (¥x(z))(zg) = D_, ce(¥r(dy (xgxgxg_,l)):cgr)(:ce)
which provides

v((Wa(2))(2g)) = v((Valdg g0 )7g) () = v((Ya(dgo 740)) (75)) = €.

gece

O

We finally turn to the proof of Theorem Bl For any z € D there exists some A € A
satisfying x € D<) and Lemma now shows that ¢ (x) := ¥, (x) where A € A and
x € D<) yields a well-defined mapping ¢ : D — R. In order to show that 9 is additive
let us consider arbitrary elements z,y € D. Then x,y € D<) for some A € A. We have
to verify ¥y (z + y) = ¥a(x) + ¥x(y) which can be done as in the proof of statement
A. Using the notation introduced there let us assume ¥y (z + y) # ¥a(z) + ¥r(y)
and that (m™*,;m™) is minimal with respect to the lexicographical order among all
x,y € D<). Now, the arguments we applied in the proof of statement A can be adopted
straightforwardly. Similarly, the multiplicativity of ¢) can be derived as statement M.
Thus, ¥ is a ring homomorphism which in addition is injective because of statement
(5) of Lemma B8l Therefore, (D) is a subdivision ring of R containing F[G, 7, o] as
a subring. Since R is a division ring of fractions of F[G,n,a] we conclude that v is
surjective.



FREE DIVISION RINGS OF FRACTIONS OF CROSSED PRODUCTS 41

9. HUGHES’® THEOREMS AND AN EXAMPLE

We now discuss I. Hughes’ two main theorems from [HI, [H2] in the light of our results.

Theorem 9.1. Let R = F[G,n,a] be a crossed product of a locally indicable group G
over a skew field F. If R has two Hughes-free division rings of fractions D and D',
then they are isomorphic by an isomorphism which extends the identity map on R.

Proofs are given in [HIl, [DHS, [J]. According to the arguments from [J] we obtain this
theorem from Corollary and the fact that both division rings are free with respect
to a Conradian left-order (with maximal rank) of G. Following [H2] we call a locally
indicable group G freely embeddable if F[G,n, a] has a Hughes-free division ring of
fractions for each skew field F'. The next theorem is the main result of [H2].

Theorem 9.2. Let G be a locally indicable group and let N be a normal subgroup of
G. If G/N and N are both freely embeddable then G is also freely embeddable.

Proof. Let F[G,n,a] be an arbitrary crossed product of G over a skew field F'. Ac-
cording to Proposition Bl we consider F'|G,n, a| as a crossed product of G/N over the
ring F[N,n,al]. Therefore, we shall write (F'[N,n,a])[G/N,7, @] instead of F[G,n, ]
where @, is the restriction of o, to F[N, 7, ] for all ¢ € G which is an automorphism
of F[N,n,al. By assumption, F[N,n, a] possesses a Hughes-free division ring of frac-
tions Dy. Because of Theorem (or Corollary B2) any a,, g € G can be extended
to an automorphism of Dy. This extension is unique since Dy is a division ring of
fractions of F[N,n,a] and therefore it will also be denoted by @,. As explained in
Section [3 before Proposition B.2] the crossed product Dy[G/N,7, @] is well-defined and
contains F'[G, 7, | as a subring in the obvious meaning. By assumption, Dy[G/N,7, @]
possesses a Hughes-free division ring of fractions D. Clearly, D is a division ring of
fractions of F[G,n, a] and it remains to prove that it is Hughes-free. We show that D
is free with respect to a Conradian left-order < of G. Let <; and <, be Conradian
left-orders of N and G/N respectively. Then, P = P<, U{g € G | eN <3 gN} is a
positive cone of GG of a suitable left-order < of G. A subgroup U of G is convex in G
with respect to < if and only if U C N and U is convex in N with respect to <; or
N C U and U/N is a convex subgroup of G/N with respect to <,. This shows that
< is Conradian. We consider an arbitrary convex jump (C’,C') of G with respect to
< and arbitrarily given hq, ..., h, € C such that h;C’, ..., h,C" are pairwise different.
Then ¢" € C € N or N C " C C. In the first case we obtain that (C’,C) is a
convex jump of N and that the rational closure of F[C’,n,a] in D coincides with the
rational closure D of F[C’,n,a] in Dy. Since Dy is a free division ring of fractions
of F[N,n,a] with respect to <; we conclude that xy,, ...,z are linearly independent
over D, In the second case we obtain that D is the rational closure of F'[C",n, a] in
D. Then (C'/N,C/N) is a convex jump of G/N with respect to <, by definition of <
and (hyN)C'/N, ..., (h,N)C'/N are pairwise different. Moreover, D, is the rational
closure of Dy[C"/N,7,@) in D. Applying the notation of Proposition Bl we choose
hy, ... h;, € & satisfying BN = hyN,... b N = h,N. Then, x;,..., 7y are linearly
independent over D, since D is a free division ring of fractions of Dy[G/N,7, @] with
respect to <, and the same holds true for xy,,...,xp,. O]

n
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We finally apply our results to a locally indicable group G with a left-order which is not
Conradian and refer the reader to [D2, D3] [GS| for further details. Let G be the knot
group of the trefoil which is isomorphic to the braid group Bs on 3 strands. It can be
written as a semi-direct product By = F, x,(x) where F; is the free group of rank 2 and
(x) an infinite cyclic group. As a free group F; is endowed with a two-sided order and
therefore the group ring F'[F,] of Fy over an arbitrary skew field F' possesses a Hughes-
free division ring of fractions Dp, which is given, for instance, as the rational closure
of F[F3] in the corresponding Mal’cev-Neumann division ring of all formal power series
in Iy over F. As explained in the proof of Theorem [0.2] the group ring F'[B;] occurs as
a subring of the skew polynomial ring Dp, [z, ¢] which is a left and right Ore-domain.
The corresponding division ring of fractions Dpg,(z, ¢) is a Hughes-free division ring of
fractions of F[Bs]. On the other hand B can be written as Bz = (u,w | wu?w = u)
where v and w generate a semigroup P C Bs which is a positive cone of a left-order <’
of Bj that is not Conradian. The corresponding Dubrovin-quotient ring R of F[Bj],
that is, the rational closure of F[Bj] in the endomorphism ring of the right F-vector
space F'((Bs)) of all formal power series in B3 over F' with respect to <’ is a division
ring. Even though <’ is not Conradian the division ring R is Hughes-free by Corollary
715, that is, R and Dpg,(x,p) are isomorphic. Therefore, Dg,(x,¢) has a rank 1
valuation ring possessing a prime ideal which is not completely prime.
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