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1 Introduction

The pure and quasi-pure part of an ideals of rings play important roles
in classifying certain classes of rings. These concepts along with Gelfand
concept and connection between them, have been studied in numerous
articles, for example the reader can see [6], [1] [9], [8], [7] and [13]. In this
article, by study and the use of quasi-pure part along with the spectrum
of maximal ideals with Zariski topology, we give some characterizations
of Gelfand rings. We show that some assumptions in some articles are
redundant and finally we find some connections between {hps(a) : a €
R} and zerosets of the space of maximal ideals.

In the rest of this section, we recall some pertinent definitions and
give two elementary lemmas. In Section 2, we recall the quasi-pure part
and study this notion. Also, we show that some assumptions in some
articles are unneeded. Section 3 is devoted to give some characteriza-
tions of Gelfand rings. We devote the final section to role of hps(a)’s in
Max(R). In this section we give some characterizations of von Neumann
regular rings and show that sometimes hys(a)’s behave like the zerosets,
and the space of maximal ideals of a Gelfand ring is quotient of the
space of prime ideals of the ring. Also, we prove that in the ring C'(X);
zerosets of the space of maximal ideals are coincide with hps(f)’s, if
and only if X is pseudocompact, if and only if hys(f)’s are closed under
countable intersection.

Throughout the article, R denotes a commutative ring with identity.
The family of all maximal ideals of R is denoted by Max(R). The
intersection of all maximal ideals of a ring R, denoted by Jac(R), is
called the Jacobson radical of R. If Jac(R) = {0}, then R is called
semiprimitive. For every subset S of R, the set {a € R : aS = {0}},
denoted by Ann(S), is called the annihilator of S. Spec(R) denotes the
family of all prime ideals of R. Every minimal element of a Spec(R) is
called a minimal prime ideal. The family of all minimal prime ideals of
a ring R is denoted by Min(R). For every ring R, Rad(R) denotes the
intersection of all prime ideals of R. If Rad(R) = {0}, then R is called
reduced. A ring is called Gelfand, if each prime ideal is contained in a
unique maximal ideal. An element a of a ring is called regular element
if there is some b € R such that a = a?b. If each element of a ring is
regular, then R is called von Neumann regular ring. By [l !, Teorem
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1.16]; a ring R is von Neumann regular ring, if and only if R is reduced
and each prime ideal of the ring is maximal.

Throughout this article, C(X) (resp., C*(X)) is the ring of all (resp.,
bounded) real-valued continuous functions on a Tychonoff (i.e., com-
pletely regular Hausdorff) space X. For f € C(X) the zeroset of f is
the set Z(f) = {x € X : f(z) =0}. We denote the set of all zerosets
of X by Z(X). A space is called pseudocompact, if C(X) = C*(X).
X denotes Stone-Cech compactification of X. Suppose that A C X,
then by M4 and O“ we mean the sets {f € C(X) : A C clgxZ(f)}
and {f € C(X) : A C intgxclgxZ(f)}, respectively. The m-topology
is defined on C'(X) by taking sets of the form B(f,m) = {g € C(X) :
Vee X |[f(x)—g(z)] <m(z)} as a base, where f € C(X) and m is a
positive unit in C(X). By [10, 7Q.2], I = ﬂIgMeMax(R) M is the closure
of I in m-topology, for each ideal I of C(X).

An ideal I of a ring R is called pure ideal if al = I, for each a € I.
By [0, Proposition 8.8], for any ideal I there is the largest pure ideal
contained in I. This ideal is called the pure part of I and we denote
it by s(I); of course, the pure part of an ideal I is denoted by I in
[6, Section 8]. Clearly; an ideal I is pure, if and only if I = s(I). If
P is a prime ideal of a ring R, then P component of the zero ideal
is denoted by Op and defined by {a € R : 3b ¢ P ab € Rad(R)}.
Also, we denote the set {a € R: 3 ¢ P ab = 0} by 0(P). Clearly,
Op = {a € R: (Rad(R) : a) £ P}, O(P) = {a € R : Ann(a) € P},
0(P) C 0p and if R is a reduced ring, then 0(P) = 0p.

Lemma 1.1. For every prime ideal P of a ring R, Op = ﬂPQQeMin(R) Q.

Proof. Suppose that P O @ € Min(R) and a € Op, then (Rad(R) :
a) € P, so (Rad(R) : a) € @ and therefore a € ). This implies that
0p € Npogemin(r) @ Now let a ¢ 0p, then (Rad(R) : a) € P and thus
S ={a"z :n € Nand z € P°} is a multiplicatively closed set disjoint
from Rad(R). Hence there is a prime ideal () containing Rad(R) disjoint
from S, clearly we can assume ) € Min(R). Therefore a ¢ @ and Q C P,
consequently a & (\psgemin(ry @- It deduces that 0p 2 (Vp5geminr) @
which completes the proof. O

Suppose that Y C Spec(R), then (Y is denoted by k(Y') and for
every subset S of a ring R, we denote {P € Y : S C P} and {P €Y :
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S & P} by hy(S) and h{(S), respectively. We abbreviate hgpec(r)(S),
Patin(r) (S) and hypax(r)(S) by h(S), hm(S) and ha(S), respectively.
Clearly, {h$,(S) : S C R} is a topology on Y. This topology is called
Zariski topology on Y. It is clear that {h$ (a) : a € R} is a base for this
topology. An ideal I of a ring R is called z-ideal (sz-ideal, sz°-ideal), if
for every element a (finite subset F) of R, khy(a) € R (khp(F) C R,
khy,(F) C R). We state some well elementary properties of these spaces
in the following lemma. One can find these in [3, Section 5].

Lemma 1.2. Let R be a ring and Y C Spec(R). The following state-
ments holds.

(a) A subset D of Y is dense in Y, if and only if k(D) = k(Y).
(b) hS(I) C hy(J), if and only if IJ = k(Y).
(c) If Max(R) C Y, then

(i) hy(I) C hS.(J), if and only if T+ J = R.

(i) Y is a compact space.
(11i) Y is a Ti-space, if and only if Y = Max(R).

Proof. It is straightforward. O

A map ¢ from an ordered set S into S is called dual closure map, if
¢ preserves relation, ¢(s) < s, for every s € S and ¢ = ¢. For every
ordered set S, the greatest and smallest element of S(if exist) are called
the top and bottom element, respectively.

The reader is referred to [10], [4], [7] and [14] for undefined terms
and notations.

2 Quasi-Pure Part Of An Ideal

Let us introduce the quasi-pure part by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. For any ideal I of a ring R, all the following sets are
equal tdeal. This ideal is called quasi-pure part of I

(a) U;er Ann(l —i).
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(b) {aeR:3iel a=ai}.

(¢) {a € R:I+ Ann(a) = R}.

Proof. It is easy to see that the set (a) is an ideal and the sets (a)-(c)
are equal. O

We will denote the quasi-pure part of I by m(I). This ideal is denoted
by £(I) in [6, Definitiuon 8.10] and is called unit part of I. It is easy to
see that s(I) C m([I), and also, I is pure, if and only if I = m([), for
each ideal I of a ring R. In [6, Proposition 8.30], it has been shown that
in each Gelfand ring the quasi-pure part and the pure part of each ideal
are equal.

In [12, Lemma 1.8], it has been shown that if R is a semiprimitive
ring, then {a € R: 3z € R3be I hy(b) C h§,(x) C hy(a)} = m(I).
Now we develop this fact in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Let R be a ring and Max(R) CY C Spec(R). Then

(a) m(I) C{a€ R:3i €l hy(i) C hy(a)°} ={a€ R:hy(I) C
hy (a)°}.

(b) In addition if k(Y) = {0}, then m(I) ={a€ R:3i €1 hy(i)C
hy(a)°} ={a € R: hy(I) C hy(a)°}.

Proof. Suppose that J = {a € R : 3i € I hy(i) C hy(a)°} and
K = {a eER: hy([) - hy(a)o}.

(a). If a € m(I), then, by Proposition 2.1, I + Ann(a) = R, so there
are i € I and x € Ann(a) such that i + x = 1 and ax = 0. Now Lemma
1.2 shows that hy (i) C h$ (x) C hy(a) and thus hy (i) C hy(a)°. This
implies that m(I) C J. Clearly, J C K. Now suppose that a € K, then
an ideal I’ of R exists such that hy (I) C h§(I') C hy(a). Now Lemma
1.2 concludes that I + I’ = 1, thus there are i € I and i’ € I’ such that
i+1i =1, by Lemma 1.2. Hence hy (i) C h§ (i) C h$,(I') C hy(a) and
consequently a € J. This shows that J = K.

(b). Now suppose that a € K, then hy(I) C hy(a)°, so an ideal
I' exists such that hy(I) € h§.(I") C hy(a), hence I +1I' = R and
al’ = {0}, by Lemma 1.2. They imply that ¢ € I and i’ € I exist such
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that i +4 = 1 and ai’ = 0, so a € Ann(1 — i) and therefore a € m(I),
by Proposition 2.1. Consequently, K C m(I). O

In [12, Theorem 1.12], it has been shown that “in semiprimitive rings,
if {hy(a) : a € I} is closed under finite intersection; then I is a pure
ideal, if and only if hy (a) is a neighborhood of hy (I), for each a € I”.
Now by the above proposition, we can see that the fact “{hy(a) : a € I'}
is closed under finite intersection” is redundant.

If M is a maximal ideal of a ring, then by Proposition 2.1,

m(M)={a € R: M+ Ann(a) = R}
={a € R:Ann(a) £ M} = 0(M) C Oy (1)

Hence a maximal ideal M of a ring is pure if and only if 0(M) = M.
Thus a maximal ideal M of a reduced ring is pure if and only if M =
0ps. Hence this consequence is a generalization of [I, Theroem 1.5] and
shows that the assumption “Gelfand ring” is redundant. This fact is also
satisfies for the following corollary and [!, Corollary 1.6], analogously.

Corollary 2.3. A reduced ring is von Neumann reqular, if and only if
every maximal ideal of the ring is pure.

In [6, Proposition 8.17], it has been shown that in Gelfand rings,
m(I) = Naren,, 1y m(M). In the following we develop that proposition
in commutative rings and show that the assumption “R is a Gelfand
ring” is superfluous.

Proposition 2.4. Let R be a ring and Max(R) CY C Spec(R). Then

Proof. One can see easily that m(I) € (\pey, () m(P). Thus it is
sufficient to show that (\pey, (y m(P) € m(I). Suppose that = ¢ m(I),
so I+Ann(z) # R, hence M € Max(R) exists such that /+Ann(z) C M
and therefore I C M and M + Ann(z) C M # R. They imply that
M € hy(I) and z ¢ m(M) and consequently = & (\pep,.(py m(P). This
shows that (\pey, () m(P) Sm(I). O
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By the above proposition and fact (1), we can see that

mI)= () md)= () 00 (2)

Mehpr(1) Mehn (1)

In addition if R is a reduced ring then m(I) = (\ysep,, (1) Om, for each
ideal I of a ring R. In [12], since the author was studying the z-ideals,
he only focused on the semiprimitive rings and gave this fact for the
semiprimitive rings, in [12, Lemma 1.10(a)].

In [I, Theorem 1.8], it has been shown that if I is a pure ideal
of a reduced Gelfand ring, then I = (/¢p,,, () Om- In the following
corollary we develop this theorem and can conclude that the converse of
the theorem is also true. Also, by the following corollary the “Gelfand
ring” supposition is unneeded in [I, Theorem 1.8].

Corollary 2.5. For each ideal I of a ring, I is pure if and only if
I= mMEhM(I) 0(M).

Proof. It concludes immediately from fact (2). O

Corollary 2.6. For each pair ideals I and J of a ring R, m(INJ) =
m(I)Nm(J).

Proof. By Proposition 2.4,

m(InJ)= (] mM)= N m(M)

Mehp (INJ) Mehp (IUhp(J)
:( ﬂ m(M))ﬁ( ﬂ m(M))zm(I)ﬂm(J).
MEth(I) MehM(J)
(]
In [12] from [12, Lemma 1.8], it has been deduced that in semiprim-

itive rings, m([I) is z-ideal, for each ideal I of the ring. The following
proposition and corollary are improvements of this fact.

Proposition 2.7. R is a reduced ring if and only if m(I) is a sz°-ideal,
for every ideal I of a ring R.
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Proof. =-). By fact (2) and Lemma 1.1, m(I) is an intersection of
minimal prime ideals, since every minimal prime ideal is sz°-ideal, it
follows that m(I) is a sz°-ideal.

<). Since m({0}) = {0} is a sz°-ideal and Rad(R) is the smallest
sz°-ideal, it follows R is reduced. O

Corollary 2.8. R is a semiprimitive ring if and only if m(I) is sz-ideal,
for every ideal I of R.

Proof. It follows from the above proposition, [2, Proposition 2.9] and
this fact that the smallest sz-ideal is Jac(R). O

In [3], inspired of notations O and M# in context of the real-valued
continuous functions, {a € R: A C hy(a)°} and {a € R: A C hy(a)}
have been denoted by O4(Y) and MA(Y), respectively; for each A C
Y C Spec(R). Clearly, MA(Y) = k(A) and hy (MA(Y)) = cly A.

Corollary 2.9. Let R be a ring, I be an ideal of R and Max(R) CY C
Spec(R). Then

(a) m(I) C O (y) C MvID(y).
(b) If k(Y) = {0}, then m(I) = O (D(Y).

Proof. It is evident by Proposition 2.2. |
-

Proposition 2.10. Suppose that Max(R)
ideal of R, then m(khy (I)) = m(I).

Y C Spec(R). If I is an

Proof. By Proposition 2.4,
mkhy (D)= () mP)= () m(P)=m()
Pehy (khy (1)) Pehy(I)
O

Corollary 2.11. If I is an ideal of a ring R, then m(I) = m(V/I) =
m(Is,) = m(L,) = m(I); in which I is the m-closure of I.

Proof. By the above proposition, if we assume that Y = Max(R), then
m(I) = m(I), since m(I) C m(v/I) C m(Is.) C m(I,) € m(1), it follows
that m(I) = m(VI) = m(Is,) = m(L,) =m(I). O
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3 Some Characterization Of Gelfand Rings

In [6, Theorem 8.13], it has been proven that R is a Gelfand ring if and
only if for each family {I,}ac of ideals of R, s( > c4la) = Dnea S(a).
In the following theorem we give some characterizations of Gelfand rings
by the quasi-pure part notion and show that the above fact is also true
for the quasi-pure part.

Theorem 3.1. The following statements are equivalent for a ring R.
(a) R is a Gelfand ring.
(b) For each ideal I of R, hpr(m(I)) = ha(1).

(¢c) For each ideal I of R, m(I) =1.
(d) For each family {I,}aca of ideals of R, we have

m <Z Ia> =Y m(.)=m (Z m(Ia)> .

a€cA aEA acA

(e) For each family {Io}aca of ideals of R, Y .4 lo = R if and only
if m( Y peala) = R if and only if Y-, cxm(la) = R.

(f) For each pair ideals I and J of R, I +J = R if and only if
m(I)+m(J) =R.

(9) For each pair distinct mazimal ideals M and N of R, m(M) +
m(N) = R.

Proof. (a) = (b). Suppose that I € M, theni € I\ M and m € M
exist such that i+m = 1. Hence [, Theroem 4.1] deduces that there are
a,b € R such that (1—am)(1—bi) =0, s0 1—am € Ann(1—bi) C m(I),
thus 1 —am € m(I) \ M. It implies that hy/(m(I)) € hy(I) and
therefore hps(m(1)) = hp(I).

(b) = (a). Suppose that M € Max(R), then hpr(m(M)) = hp (M) =
{M}. Now Let P € Spec(R) and M € hy(P). By fact (1) and Lemma
1.2, we have m(M) C 0pr C P, so hpy(P) C hy(m(M)) = {M} and
therefore R is Gelfand.
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(b) = (c). By the hypothesis, m(I) = khy(m(I)) = kha(I) = 1.
(¢c) = (b). Since m(I) = I, it follows that hps(m(I)) = has(I), thus
har(khpar(m(1))) = har(khpr(I)) and therefore

hM(m(I)) = Clth(m(I)) = hM(k‘hM(m(I
= hM(k:hM(I)) = Clth(I) = hM(I)

(b) = (d). By the supposition and Proposition 2.4,

Zm(]a) C m(ZIa) = ﬂ{m(M) : Zla CMe MaX(R)}
acA

acA a€cA
= ﬂ{m(M) :YaeA I,CMeMax(R)}
= ﬂ {m(M):Yae A m(l,) C M € Max(R)}

= ﬂ {m(M) : Z m(I,) C M € MaX(R)}

acA

= m( Z m(Ia)> - Z m(1y)

aEA acA

(d) = (e) = (f) = (g). They are straightforward.

(g) = (a). Suppose that R is not a Gelfand ring, so by [9, Theorem
4.1], there are distinct maximal ideals M and N such that m(M) C N,
then m(M)+m(N)C N#R. O

In [3, Lemma 5.1], it has been shown that a reduced ring R is a
Gelfand ring if and only if hpr(m(I)) = h(m(I)), for each ideal I of
R. Now the above theorem shows that the assumption “reduced” is
redundant.

Theorem 3.2. Let R be a Gelfand ring. Then the following hold.

(a) Let Z(R) be the lattice of ideals of R with respect to the inclusion
order. Then the function m : Z(R) — Z(R), defined by I —
m(I), preserves the finite meets and arbitrary joins. Also, m is a
dual closure map on the ordered set ¥ (R).

(b) For every pair ideals I and J of R,

m(I) = m(J) & ha(D) = hyp(J) & T =T
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(c) Suppose ~ is the following defined relation on . (R).
I~J<sm(I)=m(J)

Then ~ is an equivalent relation and for each I € %, m(I) and T
are the bottom and top element of the equivalent class [I], respec-
tively.

(d) I C Jac(R) if and only if m(I) C Rad(R), for each ideal I of R.

Proof. (a). By Corollary 2.6 and Theorem 3.1(d), m preserves the
finite meets and arbitrary joins. We know that m(I) C I, for every
I € #(R); I C J implies m(I) € m(J), for every I,J € #(R); and
m(m(I)) = m(I), for every I € .#(R). So we can conclude that m is a
dual closure map on the ordered set .7 (R).

(b). By Proposition 2.4, hps(I) = hp(J) implies that m(I) = m(J)
and by Theorem 3.1(b), m(I) = m(J) implies that hp(I) = har(J).
Also, by Theorem 3.1(d), m(I) = m(J) deduces that I = J and by
Corollary 2.11, T = J implies that m(I) = m(J).

(c). It is evident that ~ is an equivalent class. Since m([) is a pure
ideal, m(m(I)) = m(I), so m(I) € [I]. By Corollary 2.11, I € [I]. Also,
it is clear m(I) = m(J) C J C J =1, for every J € [I], thus m(I) and
T are the bottom and top element of [I], respectively.

(d). By Proposition 2.4, I C Jac(R) implies that

mI)= () 0M)

MeMax(R)

and therefore, by Lemma 1.2,

m(I)S (] Om=Rad(R).
MeMax(R)

Conversely, by Theorem 3.1(b), hy(I) = hy(m(l)) = Max(R) and
therefore I C Jac(R). O

Lemma 3.3. If X is a topological space, then the following statements
are equivalent.

(a) X is regular.
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(b) If B is base for topology, then {B : B € B} is a neighborhood base
of closed sets.

(¢) X has a neighborhood base of closed sets.

(d) FEach closed set F' is the intersection of all closed neighborhoods of
F.

(e) If F is a base for closed sets, then for each closed set E of X, we
have
E = ﬂ{F € F : F is a neighborhood of E'}

Proof. (a) = (b) = (c) = (a). They are straightforward.

(a) = (d). Suppose that E is the intersection of all closed neighbor-
hoods of F. Clearly, FF C E. Now let a ¢ F. Since X is regular, there
is an open set U such that a € U C U C F¢, so F C Uco C U¢, thus
a ¢ E, hence E C F and therefore £ = F'.

(d) = (e). Set K =({F € F: F is a neighborhood of E}. Clearly,
E C K. Suppose that = ¢ E, by the assumption, a closed set L of X
exists such that E C L° and x ¢ L. So F € F exits such that L C F
and z ¢ F, hence E C F° and = ¢ F and therefore = ¢ K. This implies
that K C FE and thus K = FE.

(e) = (a). Suppose that G is open and a € G. Then a ¢ G°, so
by the assumption there is a closed set F' € F such that a ¢ F and
G¢ C F°, thus a € F¢ C F¢ C G and therefore X is regular. O

If R is a Gelfand ring, then Max(R) is regular, by [3, Proposition
1.2] and Lemma 1.2. Thus we can conclude [3, Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 and
Proposition 5.4], from the above lemma.

Proposition 3.4. Let R be a ring and Max(R) CY C Spec(R). Then
the following are equivalent.

(a) Y is a reqular space.
(b) hy (OAY)) = cly A, for every ACY.

(c) hy (OA(Y)) = A, for every closed subset A of Y.
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Proof. (a) = (b). Since OA(Y) C MA(Y) = k(A), cly A = hyk(A) C
hy (O4(Y)). Now suppose that P ¢ clyA. Since Y is regular, thus
Lemma 3.3 follows that there is some a € R such that A C hy(a)° C
hy (a) and P ¢ hy (a), hence a € O4(Y)\ P and therefore P ¢ hy (O4(Y)).
This shows that hy (O4(Y)) C cly A and thus the equality holds.

(b) = (c). It is evident.

(c) = (a). Suppose A is a closed subset of Y. Since A = hy (0O4(Y)) =
Nacoa) v (a) = MNachy (a)e fv(a), by Lemma 3.3, it follows that Y is
regular. O

In [9, Theorem 1.2], it has been shown that a ring R is Gelfand if
and only if Spec(R) is normal. In the following theorem we improve this
fact for semiprimitive rings.

Theorem 3.5. Let R be a semiprimitive ring and Max(R) C Y C
Spec(R). Then the following are equivalent.

(a) R is a Gelfand ring.
(b) Max(R) is a regular space.

(c) For each ideal I of R, there is a unique closed subset A of Max(R)
such that OA C I C MA.

(d) Y is normal.

(e) For each distinct maximal ideals M and N, there are a,b € R such
that M € h$,(a), N € h$,(b) and kS (a) N RS (b) = 0.

Proof. (a) = (b). By [8, Proposition 1.2] and Lemma 1.2, Max(R) is
T4 and therefore Max(R) is regular.

(b) = (c). By Corollary 2.9, O"() = m(1) € T € M) Sup-
pose that A is a closed subset of Max(R) and O4 C I C M4, thus
Propositions 3.4 implies that A = hp(0O4) D hy(I) D hy(MA) =
har(k(har(A))) = A = A, hence A = hy(I) and therefore hys(I) is
unique.

(c) = (a). Suppose that m(M) C N, then by Corollary 2.9, O1M} =
O M) — (M) C M = MMM) = piMY and OIMNY = Ohar (MON) —
m(MNN)Cm(M)C MnN = MMN gince {M} = hp(M) and
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{M,N} = hp(MNN) are closed subsets of Max(R), the assumption fol-
lows that {M,N} = {M "}, i.e. M = N. Consequently R is a Gelfand
ring, by [9, Theorem 1.2].

(a) = (d). Suppose that A and B are disjoint closed sets of Y,
then there are closed sets A’ and B’ of Spec(R) such that A = A’ N
Y and B = B'NY. We claim A’ and B’ are disjoint. On contrary,
if P € AN B exists, so there is a maximal ideal M containing P
and k(A),k(B) C P C M, since A’ and B’ are closed, it follows that
M € hk(A)Nhk(B') = A NB'NY and thus M € AN B = (), which
is a contradiction. Consequently A’ and B’ are disjoint closed sets of
Spec(R). By [9, Theorem 1.2], Spec(R) is normal, so A" and B’ can be
separated by two disjoint open subsets of Spec(R), so A and B can be
separated by two disjoint open sets of Y and therefore Y is normal.

(d) = (e). Suppose that M and N are distinct maximal ideals of
R. Then {M} = hy (M) and {N} = hy(N) are disjoint closed subsets
of Y, so there are some ideals I and J of R such that {M} C h§ (1),
{N} Ch§(J)and h§,(I) N hS(J) =0. Thusa e I\ M and b e J\ N
exist. Clearly, M € h§ (a), N € h$(b) and h§ (a) N RS (b) = 0.

(e) = (b). Suppose that A is a closed subset of Max(R) and a max-
imal ideal M ¢ A, then an ideal I of R exists such that A = hp/(I).
For each maximal ideal N € hy(I), we have N # M, so by the as-
sumption there are ay,by € R such that M € h{ (an), N € h§ (by)
and h{ (an) N A5 (by) = 0. Clearly, har(1) € Uyen,, 1) Pas(an). By
Lemma 1.2; hps(I) is compact, so an,, an,, -.., ay, exist such that
hM(I) - U?:l h?\/l(aNz) Set U = U?:l h?M(aNz) and V' = ﬂ?:l h?\/l(b]\h)v
then A C U, M € V and U and V are two disjoint open sets in Max(R),
so Max(R) is regular. [

Corollary 3.6. If R is a Gelfand ring, then there is a one-to-one cor-
respondence between the family of all pure ideals of R and the family of
all ideals of R of the form O?, where A is a closed subset of Max(R).

Proof. Set ¢ the map from the family of all quasi-pure parts of ide-
als of R to the family of all ideal of R of the form O“, where A
is closed subset of Max(R), defined by ¢(m(I)) = O Suppose
that m(I) = m(J), then by Theorems 3.1, hy(I) = hy(m(I)) =
har(m(J)) = hpy(J) and thus ¢ is well-defined. Clearly, ¢ is onto. By
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[8, Proposition 1.2] and Lemma 1.2, Max(R) is regular. Now suppose
that O"» (1) = 0M1(J) | then by Proposition 3.4, hr(I) = ha (0" D) =
hor (OhM(‘])) = hps(J), thus by Proposition 2.4, m(I) = m(J) and there-
fore ¢ is one-to-one. OJ

4 The Role Of hy;(a) In Max(R)

In the following theorems we give some characterizations of rings in
which each prime ideal is maximal.

Theorem 4.1. Each prime ideal of a ring is maximal if and only if
h(m(I)) = h(I), for every ideal I of the ring.

Proof. (=). By the assumption, R is a Gelfand ring and hy;(I) = h(I),
so h(m(I)) = h(I), by Theorem 3.1.

(«<). Suppose that there is a prime ideal P which is not maximal
and M is a maximal ideal containing P, then m(M) C 05 C P, by fact
(1) and Lemma 1.1. Thus P € h(m(M))\ h(M). O

Theorem 4.2. Let R be a reduced ring and Y = Spec(R). Then the
following statements are equivalent.

(a) R is a von Neumann regular ring.
(b) Spec(R) is a regular space.

(¢) For each ideal I of R, there is a unique closed subset A of Max(R)
such that OA(Y) C I C MA(Y).

Proof. (a) = (b). Since R is a semiprimitive Gelfand ring, by Theorem
3.5, it follows that Spec(R) = Max(R) is regular.

(b) = (c). It is similar to the proof of (b) = (c) of Theorem 3.5.

(c) = (a). Suppose that M is a maximal ideal of R. By Corollary
2.9, O M) (yy = m(M) € MM (Y) and O (M)(Y) = m(M) C
MMy (M) (v Since h(M) and h(m(M)) are closed sets in Spec(R), by
the assumption, it follows that h(m(M)) = h(M) = {M} and therefore
h(0pr) = {M}, by fact (1). Now Lemma 1.1 concludes that M is a
minimal prime ideal and therefore R is a von Neumann regular ring.
U

15
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In the following theorem we give another characterizations of Gelfand
rings and show that sometimes hjys(a)’s behave like the zerosets in the
space of maximal ideals of Gelfand rings.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that R is a semiprimitive ring and Max(R) C
Y C Spec(R). Then the following are equivalent.

(a) R is a Gelfand ring.
(b) {ha(a):a € R} is a neighborhood base for Max(R).

(c¢) {hS,;(a) : a € R} is a neighborhood base for Max(R).
(d) For each closed set A in Max(R), we have A =V cp,, (a)e hm(a).

(e) For each pair of disjoint closed subsets A and B of Max(R), there
are a, b in R such that A C h§,(a), B C h$,(b) and h$,(a)NhS (b) =
0.

(f) For each pair of disjoint closed subsets A and B of Max(R), there
are a, b in R such that A C hy(a)°, B C hy(b)° and hy(a) N
hy (b) = 0.

Proof. (a) = (b). Suppose that M € h§,(1), so M € h§;(m(I)), by
Theorem 3.1. Thus a € m(I)\ M exists, hence there is an 7 € I such that
a(l —i) = 0. Then, by Lemma 1.2, M € h§,(a) C hp(1 — i) C hS,(1).
This implies that M € hpr(1 —14)° € hpr(1 —14) C hG,(1).

(d) & (b) = (¢) = (a). They follow from Lemma 3.3 and Theorem
3.5.

(a) = (e). By the assumption there are ideals I’ and J' of R such
that A = hy(I’) and B = hy(J’). By Theorem 3.5, there are ideals
I and J of R such that hy(I') = A C h{.(I), hy(J') = B C h§.(J)
and h§-(I) N h§(J) = 0. By Lemma 1.2, I' + I = R, thus a’ € I’
and a € I exist such that a + ¢’ = 1 and therefore, by Lemma 1.2,
A = hy(I') C hy(d') C h§(a) C h$(I). Similarly, we can show that
there is some b € J such that B C h§.(b) C hS§-(J) and thus h§ (a) N
S (b) C 1§, (1) N RS, (J) = 0.

(a) = (f). By Theorem 3.5, there are disjoint open sets U and V
such that A C U and B C V. By part (b), there is a family {aq}acr
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of elements of R such that U = |J,c;hyv(aa)® = Uyer Py (aa), thus
A C Uger Py (aa)®. By Lemma 1.2, A is compact, so there is a finite
family {aai}?zl such that A C |J; hy(aq,)°. Set a =[] aq,, then
A C UL by (aa,)® € ULy hy(ai) = hy(a), so A C hy(a)® C hy(a) =
Ui~ by (a;) C U. Similarly, we can show that there is some b € R such
that B C hy(b)° C V. Hence hy(a)° Nhy(b)° CUNV =0,

(e) = (a) and (f) = (a). They deduce from Theorem 3.5. O

Proposition 4.4. If R is a Gelfand ring, then Max(R) is a quotient of
Spec(R).

Proof. Suppose that 1 : Spec(R) — Max(R) is given by, n(P) is the
unique maximal ideal containing P, for each P € Spec(R). Suppose
that « € R and I = (¢, py P- If P € n~'(ha(a)), then a € n(P), so
I C P and therefore P € h(I). This shows that = (ha(a)) C h(I). In
the other hand, by Lemma 1.1 and fact (2),

m(Ra)= () o)C () Ou

a€MeMax(R) aeMeMax(R)
PCM aen(P)
a€eMeMax(R)

Now Theorem 3.1 concludes that hps(I) C hy(m(Ra)) = hy(Ra) =
har(a). If P € h(I), then I C P C n(P), so n(P) € hy(I) C hpr(a) and
thus P € n~'(ha(a)). This shows that h(I) C n~'(has(a)) and con-
sequently h(I) = n~!(ha(a)). Hence 7 is continuous. By Lemma 1.2,
Spec(R) is compact and by [3, Proposition 1.2], Max(R) is Hausdorff,
thus 7 is closed and therefore Max(R) is a quotient space of Spec(R).
U

As applications of the main results obtained so far, we study the re-
lationship and interaction between {hs(a) : @ € R} and Z(Max(C(X)).
For convenience, let us denote s and M the sets {hy(a) : a € R}
and Max(C(X)), respectively, and use the homeomorphism ¢ : fX —
M, given by ¢(p) = MP; for every p € X. It is easy to see that

o H(har(f)) = clax Z(f)

Proposition 4.5. Let X be a Tychonoff space. Then Hyr C Z(M) if
and only if clgx Z € Z(BX), for every Z € Z(X).

17
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Proof. Clearly, hy(f) € Z(M) if and only if ¢~ (ha(f)) € Z(BX),
thus hp(f) € Z(M) is equivalent to say that clgx Z(f) € Z(5X). Thus
we can claim that # C Z(M) if and only if clgxZ(f) € Z(BX), for
every Z(f) € Z(X). O

One can see in [10, Exercie 8B.5] that “If X is pseudocompact space,
then clgx Z € Z(BX), for every Z € Z(X)”. The following lemma is an
improvement of this fact.

Lemma 4.6. For a Tychonoff space X the following statements are
equivalent.

(a) X is pseudocompact.

(b) clgxZ(f) = Z(fﬂ), for every f € C*(X).
(c) If 0 # A € Z(BX), then AN X # 0.

Proof. (a) = (b). Suppose that there is some f € C*(X) such that
Z(fP) # clgx Z(f), so p € Z(f?) \ clgxZ(f) exists and thus there is
some g € OP N C*(X) such that Z(g) N Z(f) = 0, so Z(f*> +g¢ ) 0
and therefore ﬁ € O(X). Clearly, f%(p) = ¢°(p) = 0, so f2 g €
C(X)\ C*(X) and consequently, X is not pseudocompact.
(b) = (c). It is clear.
(¢) = (a). Suppose that X is not pseudocompact, then f € C(X) \
C*(X) exists. Clearly, g € C*(X), Z(¢®) # 0 and Z(¢°) N X =
Z(g)=0. O

= n

Proposition 4.7. Let X be a Tychonoff space. Then the following
statements are equivalent.

(a) Z(M) S Hur

(b) For every A € Z(BX) there exits some Z € Z(X) such that
CIBXZ = A.

(c) X is pseudocompact.

(d) Z(M) =Hy.
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Proof. (a) = (b). Suppose that A € Z(5X), then ¢(A) € Z(M) C
Hyur, thus f € C(X) exits such that ¢(A) = hp(f) and therefore A =
o~ (har(f) = clax Z(f).

(b) = (¢). On contrary, suppose that X is not pseudocompact,
then ) # A € Z(BX) exists such that AN X = (), by Lemma 4.6.
By the assumption there is some Z € Z(X) such that clgxZ = A,
so clgxZ N X = 0, hence Z = () and therefore A = (), which is a
contradiction.

(c) = (d). Suppose that A € Z(M), then ¢~1(A4) € Z(B8X), thus by
the Lemma 4.6, there is some f € C(X) such that clgx Z(f) = ¢~ 1(A),
so har(f) = ¢(clgx Z(f)) = ¢(¢1(A)) = A and therefore A € Hyy.
It follows that Z(M) C Hpr. Now suppose that hy(f) € H, then by
Lemma 4.6, we have ¢~ (ha(f)) = clgx Z(f) = Z(f°) € Z(BX) and
thus har(f) = ¢(¢~ (hm(f)) = ¢(Z(f7)) € Z(M). Hence Z(M) 2
Hr and therefore Z(M) = Hpy.

(d) = (a). It is evident. O

Let X be not a pseudocompact space. The above proposition shows
that C'(X) (that is a semiprimitive Gelfand ring) is an example of a ring
for which the zerosets of Max(R) are not of the form hps(a), for some
a € R. Therefore, it is natural to ask the following question: “Does
Hy € Z(M) imply that Hy = Z(M)?”. The first part of the following
example shows that the answer is “No”. Another question which comes
from Proposition 4.5 is, “ Is there a semiprimitive Gelfand ring R and
a € R, for which hjs(a) is not a zeroset in Max(R)?”. The second part
of the next example shows that the answer is “Yes”.

Example 4.8. (a) Assume that X is an infinite discrete space. Since
for every f € C(X), clgxZ(f) is a closed and open subset of SX, it
follows that clgx Z(f) € Z(5X). Therefore, every hp(f) is a zeroset in
M, whereas by Proposition 4.7, a zeroset in M is not necessarily of the
form hps(f).

(b) Since N is closed in the metric space R, by [10, Section 1.10], there
is some f € C(R) such that Z(f) = N. By Proposition 4.5, to show
that Hyr € Z(M), it is sufficient to show that clgrZ(f) ¢ Z(SR). On
contrary, suppose clgrZ(f) = Z(g%), for some g € C*(R). Clearly,
for each n € N, there is some a,, € R such that 0 < |a, —n| < 1/n
and |g(an)] < 1/n. Set A = {a, : n € N}, then p € clgrA exists

19
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such that ¢g°(p) = 0. It is readily seen that A and N are two disjoint
zerosets and thus clgrA N clggN = (), by [10, Theorem 6.5]. Hence
p € Z(g%) = clgr Z(f) = clggrN, which is a contradiction.

Now in the following proposition, we give a sufficient condition on
Gelfand rings that Z(Max(R)) C Hyy.

Proposition 4.9. Let R be a Gelfand ring. If Hys is closed under
countable intersection, then Z(MaX(R)) CHwm.

Proof. Suppose that Z € Z(Max(R)), then Z is a Gs-set, by [10,
Section 1.10]. So there is a countable family {U,, : n € N} of open sets
such that Z = (), cy Un. Since R is Gelfand, similar to the proof (a) =
(b), it follows that {hps(a) : a € R} is a neighborhood base for Max(R).
Now suppose that n € N. For each M € U, there is some aj; € R such
that M € hpr(an)® C har(an) € Uy and thus Z C Uyrer, har(an)®.
By Lemma 1.2, Max(R) is compact, thus Z is compact, hence there are
QM > OMyy - - - GM,, such that Z C U?:l hy (aMl.>O - U?:l hy (aMl) =
har(aras ... ax). If we set a, = H§:1 ang,, then Z C hy(an) C Up.
Consequently, Z = (,,cn har(an) € Har, by the assumption. O

Now we can conclude the following corollary from Propositions 4.7
and 4.9.

Corollary 4.10. A space X is pseudocompact if and only if Has is
closed under countable intersection.
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