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GRADED MODULES OVER OBJECT-UNITAL GROUPOID

GRADED RINGS

JUAN CALA, PATRIK LUNDSTRÖM, AND H. PINEDO

Abstract. In a previous article (see [6]), we introduced and analyzed
ring-theoretic properties of object unital G-graded rings R, where G is
a groupoid. In the present article, we analyze the category G-R-mod of
unitary G-graded modules over such rings. Following ideas developed
earlier by one of the authors in [9], we analyse the forgetful functor
U : G-R-mod → R-mod and aim to determine properties P for which the
following implications are valid for modules M in G-R-mod: M is P ⇒

U(M) is P ; U(M) is P ⇒ M is P . Here we treat the cases when P is any
of the properties: direct summand, projective, injective, free, simple and
semisimple. Moreover, graded versions of results concerning classical
module theory are established, as well as some structural properties
related to the category G-R-mod.

1. Introduction

Let R denote an associative, but not necessarily unital, ring, and let M
be a left R-module. If R is unital, then we let 1R denote the multiplicative
identity of R. If X ⊆ R and Y ⊆M , then we let XY denote the set of finite
sums of elements of the form xy for x ∈ X and y ∈ Y . Following [1], we say
that M is unitary if RM = M . We denote by R-md (R-mod) the category
having (unitary) left R-modules as objects and R-module homomorphisms
as morphisms. Analogously, the category md-R (mod-R) of right (unitary)
modules is defined.

Let G be a group. Recall that R is said to be graded by G (or G-graded) if
for all g ∈ G there is an additive subgroup Rg of R such that R =

⊕

g∈GRg

and for all g, h ∈ G the inclusion RgRh ⊆ Rgh holds. The class of group
graded rings contains numerous important mathematical structures, such
as polynomial rings, skew and twisted group rings, crossed products and
partial versions of these (see e.g. [4, 12, 13] and the references therein).
Therefore, a theory of group graded rings can be applied to the study of
completely different types of constructions. This not only gives new results
for all of these constructions simultaneously, but also serves as a unification
of a multitude of known theorems concerning these.
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Many relevant examples of rings, for instance rings of matrices, crossed
product algebras defined by separable extensions, crossed groupoid algebras,
including twisted and skew groupoid algebras, and partial versions of these,
are not, in any natural way, graded by groups, but instead by groupoids (see
for instance [9], [10], [11] and [15]). Also, many of these structures are non-
unital. This inspired us in [6] to introduce and analyse the class of object
unital groupoid graded rings, thereby extending some of the results from
[9, 10, 11] to cover non-unital rings. Let us briefly describe these structures.

A groupoid G is a small category with the property that all morphisms
are isomorphisms. Equivalently, this can be defined by saying that G is a
set equipped with a unary operation G ∋ σ 7→ σ−1 ∈ G (inversion) and a
partially defined multiplication G ×G ∋ (σ, τ) 7→ στ ∈ G (composition) such
that for all σ, τ, ρ ∈ G the following four axioms hold: (i) (σ−1)−1 = σ; (ii) if
στ and τρ are defined, then (στ)ρ and σ(τρ) are defined and (στ)ρ = σ(τρ);
(iii) the domain d(σ) := σ−1σ is always defined and if στ is defined, then
d(σ)τ = τ ; (iv) the range r(τ) := ττ−1 is always defined and if στ is
defined, then σr(τ) = σ. The maps d and r have a common image denoted
by G0, which is called the unit space of G. The set G2 = {(σ, τ) ∈ G × G |
στ is defined} is called the set of composable pairs of G. For more details
about groupoids, the interested reader may consult for example [8] or [17].

Recall from [9] that a ring R is said to be graded by G (or G-graded) if
there for all σ ∈ G is an additive subgroup Rσ of R such that R =

⊕

σ∈G Rσ

and for all σ, τ ∈ G the inclusion RσRτ ⊆ Rστ holds, if (σ, τ) ∈ G2, and
RσRτ = {0}, otherwise. From [6] we say that a G-graded ring R is object
unital if for all e ∈ G0 the ring Re is unital and for all σ ∈ G and all r ∈ Rσ

the equalities 1Rr(σ)
r = r1Rd(σ)

= r hold.
Suppose that R is a G-graded ring and M is a left R-module. Recall from

[9] that the moduleM is said to be graded by G (or G-graded) if there for all
σ ∈ G is an additive subgroupMσ ofM such thatM =

⊕

σ∈G Mσ and for all
σ, τ ∈ G the inclusion RσMτ ⊆ Mστ holds, if (σ, τ) ∈ G2, and RσMτ = {0},
otherwise. If N is another left R-module graded by G, then a left R-module
homomorphism f :M → N is said to be graded if for all σ ∈ G the inclusion
f(Mσ) ⊆ Nσ holds. The collection of (unitary) G-graded left R-modules and
the collection of graded homomorphisms together form an abelian category
which we denote by G-R-md (G-R-mod). In fact, it is not hard to show
that G-R-mod is even a Grothendieck category. Analogously, the category
G-md-R (G-mod-R) of (unitary) G-graded right R-modules is defined.

A natural class of functors to study from a categorical perspective are the
forgetful functors, which simply forget parts of the structure. In this article,
we study the ungrading functor U : G-R-mod → R-mod which is defined by
forgetting the grading. More precisely, we wish to answer the following
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Question 1. Suppose that G is a groupoid and R is an object unital G-
graded ring. For which graded modules M in G-R-mod and for what prop-
erties P are either of the following two implications valid?

M has property P =⇒ U(M) has property P

U(M) has property P =⇒ M has property P

When R is unital and G is a group, then Question 1 has been investigated
for many different properties P including: direct summand, free, finitely
generated, finitely presented, projective, injective, essential, small and flat
(see [12, Sections I.2–I.3]). Several of these results have been extended to
the case when G is a groupoid and R is unital (see [9, 10, 11]). The aim of
this article is to establish these and other results in the non-unital situation.
Here is a detailed outline of the article.

In Section 2, we state our conventions on rings and modules and fix some
notation with respect to these objects. After that, we define various con-
cepts related to graded rings and modules. We also give some examples of
graded rings (see Example 3 and Example 4). At the end of the section, we
prove a result (see Proposition 5) that connects the categories G-R-md and
G-R-mod.

In Section 3, we introduce suspension for modules in G-R-md and we
prove some auxiliary results about these (see Propositions 8-10). After that,
we introduce the additive group of semi-graded maps between objects in
G-R-md (see Definition 11) and we prove some structural results for these
objects (see Prop. 12, Prop. 14, Prop. 16, Prop. 17 and Cor. 19). At
the end of the section, we state and prove a groupoid graded version of a
well-known result regarding the hom and tensor functors for bimodules (see
Proposition 22).

In Section 4, we deal with Question 1, in a non-unital situation, that is we
analyse properties of the ungrading functor U from G-R-md (or G-R-mod)
to R-md (or R-mod), including the properties direct summand, free, finitely
generated, finitely presented, projective, injective, essential, small and flat.

In Section 5, we prove a graded non-unital version of a classical result
concerning semisimple unital rings (see Proposition 55). After that, we
show that semisimplicity is well behaved under the preimage of the forget-
ful functor (see Proposition 56). At the end of this section, we obtain a
result relating graded simplicity of R (as an object in G-R-mod) to graded
injectivity and graded projectivity (see Proposition 58).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Rings and modules. Let R be a ring. By this we mean that R
is associative but not necessarily unital. Then R is called idempotent if
RR = R. Following Fuller [7], we say that R has enough idempotents if
there exists a set {ei}i∈I of orthogonal idempotents in R (called a complete
set of idempotents for R) such that R =

⊕

i∈I Rei =
⊕

i∈I eiR. Following



4 J. CALA, P. LUNDSTRÖM, AND H. PINEDO

Ánh and Márki [1], we say that R is locally unital if for all n ∈ N and all
r1, . . . , rn ∈ R there is an idempotent e ∈ R such that for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}
the equalities eri = rie = ri hold. Following Tominaga [20], we say that R is
s-unital if for all r ∈ R the relation r ∈ Rr ∩ rR holds. The following chain
of implications hold (see e.g. [14]) for all rings

unital ⇒ enough idempotents ⇒ locally unital ⇒ s-unital ⇒ idempotent.

Let M denote a left R-module. By this we mean that M is an additive
group equipped with a biadditive map R×M ∋ (r,m) 7→ rm ∈M . In that
case, we write RM to indicate this. We say that RM is unitary if RM =M .
Analogously, (unitary) right R-modules MR are defined.

If M and N are left (or right) R-modules, then we left HomR(M,N) de-
note the additive group of R-linear maps M → N . We denote by R-md
(R-mod) the category having (unitary) left R-modules as objects and R-
module homomorphisms as morphisms. Analogously, the category md-R
(mod-R) of right (unitary) modules is defined. Let S be another ring. We
say that an additive group M is an (unitary) R-S-bimodule if M is simul-
taneously a (unitary) left R-module and a (unitary) right S-module which
also is balanced, that is having the property that (rm)s = r(ms) for r ∈ R,
m ∈ M and s ∈ S. We denote by R-md-S (R-mod-S) the category having
(unitary) R-S-bimodules as objects and R-S-bimodule homomorphisms as
morphisms.

Since we are considering modules over non-unital rings, freeness in the
usual sense, that is, that the module has a basis, seems too restrictive.
Instead, we say that a left R-module M is weakly free (of finite type) if M
is isomorphic, as a module, to a (finite) direct sum of copies of R.

2.2. Graded rings. Let R =
⊕

σ∈G Rσ be a ring graded by the groupoid
G. Then R is said to be object unital if for all e ∈ G0 the ring Re is unital
and for all σ ∈ G and all r ∈ Rσ the equalities 1Rr(σ)

r = r1Rd(σ)
= r hold.

The set H(R) =
⋃

σ∈G Rσ is called the set of homogeneous elements of R. If
r ∈ Rσ \ {0}, then we say that r is of degree σ and write deg(r) = σ. Any
r ∈ R has a unique decomposition r =

∑

σ∈G rσ, where rσ ∈ Rσ, for σ ∈ G,
and all but finitely many of the rσ are zero.

A non-empty subset H of G is called a subgroupoid of G if (i) h ∈ H ⇒
h−1 ∈ H, and (ii) h1, h2 ∈ H ∩ G2 ⇒ h1h2 ∈ H. In that case, H is called a
wide subgroupoid of G if H0 = G0.

Proposition 2 ([6, Proposition 4]). If R is object unital and we put

H = {σ ∈ G | 1Rr(σ)
6= 0 and 1Rd(σ)

6= 0},

then H is a subgroupoid of G and R =
⊕

σ∈HRσ. The subgroupoid H is
wide if and only if for all e ∈ G0 the element 1e is non-zero.

In light of Proposition 2, we will from now on make the following

Assumption. If R is object unital, then for all e ∈ G0, 1Re 6= 0.
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There are many examples of object unital groupoid graded rings (see [6]).
Here, we describe two large such classes.

Example 3. Suppose that we are given a collection A = (Ae)e∈G0 of non-
zero unital rings Ae and put A0 =

⊕

e∈G0
Ae. For all e, f ∈ G0 let Isoe,f (A)

denote the set of ring isomorphisms Af → Ae (respecting identity elements).
We let Iso(A) denote the disjoint union

⊎

e,f∈G0
Isoe,f(A) and we define a

groupoid structure on Iso(A) in the following way. Take e, e′, f, f ′ ∈ G0.
The partial composition on Iso(A) is defined to be the usual composition of
functions Isoe,f (A) × Isoe′,f ′(A) → Isoe,f ′(A), when f = e′, and otherwise
undefined. By an object crossed system we mean a quadruple (A,G, α, β)
where α : G → Iso(A) and β : G2 → Ugr(A0) are maps satisfying the
following axioms for all (σ, τ, ρ) ∈ G3 and all a ∈ Ad(τ)

• ασ : Ad(σ) → Ar(σ) and αe = idAe for e ∈ G0;
• βσ,τ ∈ U(Ar(σ)) and βσ,d(σ) = βr(σ),σ = 1Ar(σ)

;

• ασ(ατ (a)) = βσ,ταστ (a)β
−1
σ,τ ;

• βσ,τβστ,ρ = ασ(βτ,ρ)βσ,τρ.

The map α is called a weak action of G on A and β is called an α-cocycle.
Suppose that (A,G, α, β) is an object crossed system. Let {uσ}σ∈G be a copy
of G. We let A⋊

α
β G denote the set of formal sums of the form

∑

σ∈G aσuσ
where aσ ∈ Ar(σ), for σ ∈ G, and aσ = 0, for all but finitely many σ ∈ G.
If

∑

σ∈G aσuσ and
∑

σ∈G a
′
σuσ are two such formal sums, then their sum is

defined to be
∑

σ∈G aσuσ +
∑

σ∈G a
′
σuσ =

∑

σ∈G(aσ +a
′
σ)uσ. The product of

two such formal sums is defined to be the additive extension of the relations
aσuσ · a′τuτ = aσασ(a

′
τ )βσ,τuστ , when (σ, τ) ∈ G2, and aσuσ · a′τuτ = 0,

otherwise. For all σ ∈ G we put (A ⋊
α
β G)σ = Ar(σ)uσ. With this grading,

A ⋊
α
β G is an object unital G-graded ring which is called an object crossed

product (for the details, see [6, Proposition 16]). In the special case when
all of the rings Ae coincide with the same ring B, all βσ,τ = 1B and all
ασ = idB, then the corresponding object crossed product equals B[G], the
groupoid ring of G over B.

Example 4. Let A be a ring and suppose that α = (Aσ, ασ)σ∈G is a unital
partial action of G in A. Recall from [3] that this means that for all σ, τ ∈ G,

• Aσ is an ideal of Ar(σ) and Ar(σ) is an ideal of A,;
• there exists a central idempotent 1σ of A such that Aσ = A1σ ,;
• ασ : Aσ−1 → Aσ is a ring isomorphism;
• αστ is an extension of ασ ◦ ατ , provided that (σ, τ) ∈ G2..

The corresponding partial skew groupoid ring A⋆α G is defined to be the set
of formal sums of the form

∑

g∈G agδg, where ag ∈ Ag and ag = 0 for all

but finitely many σ ∈ G. If
∑

σ∈G aσδσ and
∑

σ∈G a
′
σδσ are two such formal

sums, then their sum is defined to be
∑

σ∈G

aσδσ +
∑

σ∈G

a′σδσ =
∑

σ∈G

(aσ + a′σ)δσ .
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The product of two such formal sums is defined to be the additive extension
of the relations aσδσ · a

′
τδτ = aσασ(a

′
τ1σ−1)δστ , when (σ, τ) ∈ G2, and aσδσ ·

a′τδτ = 0, otherwise. For all σ ∈ G we put (A ⋆α G)σ = Aσδσ . With this
grading A ⋆α G is an object unital G-graded ring with 1(A⋆αG)e = 1eδe, for
e ∈ G0.

2.3. Graded modules. Let M =
⊕

σ∈G Mσ be a G-graded left R-module.
If N =

⊕

σ∈G Nσ is another left R-module graded by G, then a left R-
module homomorphism f : M → N is said to be graded if for all σ ∈ G
the inclusion f(Mσ) ⊆ Nσ holds. We let HomG-R(M,N) denote the set of

graded R-module homomorphisms M → N . The collection of (unitary) G-
graded left R-modules and the collection of graded homomorphisms together
form a category which we denote by G-R-md (G-R-mod). Analogously, the
category G-md-R (G-mod-R) of (unitary) G-graded right R-modules is de-
fined. If S is another G-graded ring, then we say that an R-S-bimodule is
graded if it is graded both as a left R-module and as a right S-module. The
collection of (unitary) G-graded R-S-modules and the collection of graded
homomorphisms together form a category which we denote by G-R-md-S
(G-R-mod-S). The set H(M) =

⋃

σ∈G Mσ is called the set of homogeneous
elements of M . If m ∈ Mσ is a non-zero element, then we say that m is of
degree σ and write deg(m) = σ. Any m ∈ M has a unique decomposition
m =

∑

σ∈G mσ, where mσ ∈ Mσ, for σ ∈ G, and all but a finite number of
the mσ are zero. If N is an R-submodule of M , then it is called a graded
submodule if N = ⊕σ∈G(N ∩Mσ). In the sequel, we will make repeated use
of the following

Proposition 5. If R is object unital and M ∈ G-R-md (M ∈ G-md-R),
then M ∈ G-R-mod (M ∈ G-mod-R) if and only if for all σ ∈ G and all
mσ ∈Mσ, the equality 1Rr(σ)

mσ = mσ (mσ = mσ1Rd(σ)
) holds.

Proof. First we show the “if” part. Suppose that for all σ ∈ G and all mσ ∈
Mσ, the equality 1Rr(σ)

mσ = mσ (mσ = mσ1Rd(σ)
) holds. Take m ∈ M .

Then there is n ∈ N, σ1, . . . , σn ∈ G and mσi
∈ Mσi

, for i = 1, . . . , n, such
thatm =

∑n
i=1mσi

. Let T = {r(σi) | i ∈ {1, . . . , n}} and put u =
∑

t∈T 1Rt .
Then, clearly, um = m, and hence M is unitary.

Now we show the “only if” part. We will show the part about G-R-mod.
The part about G-mod-R is analogous and is left to the reader. Let M be
a module in G-R-mod. Take σ ∈ G and mσ ∈ Mσ. Since M is unitary,
it follows that there exist n ∈ N, τi, ρi ∈ G, ri ∈ Rτi and mi ∈ Mρi , for
i = 1, . . . , n, such that mσ =

∑n
i=1 rimi and τiρi = σ, for i = 1, . . . , n.

Since r(σ) = r(τiρi) = r(τi), for i = 1, . . . , n, we get that 1Rr(σ)
m =

∑n
i=1 1Rr(τi)

rimi =
∑n

i=1 rimi = m. �

Corollary 6. If R is a unital ring and M ∈ R-md (M ∈ md-R), then M ∈
R-mod (M ∈ mod-R) if and only if for all m ∈ M the equality 1Rm = m
(m1R = m) holds.
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Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 5 upon letting G be the
trivial group. �

2.4. Graded abelian groups. An additive group A is said to be G-graded
if there for all σ ∈ G is an additive subgroup Aσ of A such that A =
⊕

σ∈G Aσ as additive groups. If B is another G-graded additive group, then
a group homomorphism f : A → B is said to be graded if for all σ ∈ G the
inclusion f(Aσ) ⊆ Bσ holds. The collection of G-graded additive groups and
the collection of graded homomorphisms together form an abelian category
which we denote by AbG . Groups of this type can always, in a natural way,
be viewed as graded left Z[G0]-modules, since Z[G0] is an object unital graded
subring of Z[G]. We call this the trivial grading of the objects in AbG .

3. Graded homomorphisms

Throughout this section, R denotes a G-graded ring.

Definition 7. If M ∈ G-R-md and σ ∈ G, then the σ-suspension of M is
the graded additive subgroup M(σ) of M defined in the following way. If
τ ∈ G, then put:

M(σ)τ =

{

Mτσ if (τ, σ) ∈ G2

{0} if (τ, σ) /∈ G2.

Proposition 8. If R is a (object unital) G-graded ring, M ∈ G-R-md (M ∈
G-R-mod), then, with the induced left action by R, for all σ ∈ G, M(σ) ∈
G-R-md (M(σ) ∈ G-R-mod).

Proof. First we show that M ∈ G-R-md. To this end, take σ, τ, ρ ∈ G. We
consider two cases.

Case 1: Suppose (ρ, τ) ∈ G2.
Case 1.1 (τ, σ) ∈ G2. Then (ρτ, σ) ∈ G2 and so RρM(σ)τ = RρMτσ ⊆
Mρτσ =M(σ)ρτ .
Case 1.2 (τ, σ) /∈ G2. Then (ρτ, σ) /∈ G2 and so RρM(σ)τ = Rρ{0} = {0} =
M(σ)ρτ .

Case 2: Let (ρ, τ) /∈ G2.
Case 2.1 : (τ, σ) ∈ G2. Then (ρ, τσ) /∈ G2 and so RρM(σ)τ = RρMτσ = {0}.
Case 2.2 : (τ, σ) /∈ G2. Then RρM(σ)τ = Rρ{0} = {0}.

Now suppose R object unital and M ∈ G-R-mod. Take σ, τ ∈ G and
m ∈ M(σ)τ . We wish to show that 1Rr(τ)

m = m. If (τ, σ) ∈ G2. Then

m ∈ Mτσ and therefore 1Rr(τ)
m = m. If (σ, τ) /∈ G2. Then m = 0 and so

1Rr(τ)
m = 0 = m. The claim now follows from Proposition 5. �

Proposition 9. If M ∈ G-R-md and σ, τ ∈ G, then, as G-graded additive
groups, we have that:

M(τ)(σ) =

{

M(στ) if (σ, τ) ∈ G2

{0} if (σ, τ) /∈ G2.
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Proof. Take σ, τ, ρ ∈ G.
Case 1: (σ, τ) ∈ G2.

Case 1.1: (ρ, σ) ∈ G2. Then M(τ)(σ)ρ =M(τ)ρσ =Mρστ =M(στ)ρ.
Case 1.2: (ρ, σ) /∈ G2. Then (ρ, στ) /∈ G2 and hence M(τ)(σ)ρ = {0} =
M(στ)ρ.

Case 2: (σ, τ) /∈ G2.
Case 2.1: (ρ, σ) ∈ G2. Since (ρσ, τ) /∈ G2, we get that M(τ)(σ)ρ =
M(τ)ρσ = {0}.
Case 2.2: (ρ, σ) /∈ G2. Then M(τ)(σ)ρ = {0}. �

Proposition 10. If M ∈ G-R-md and σ ∈ G, then, the following assertions
hold.

(a) As additive groups, we have that M(σ) =M(d(σ)).
(b) As objects in G-R-md the decomposition M = ⊕e∈G0M(e) holds.
(c) If G is a group, then for all σ ∈ G the equality M(σ) =M holds.

Proof. (a) Take τ ∈ G with (τ, σ) ∈ G2. ThenM(σ)τ =M(τσ) =M(τσd(σ)) =
M(d(σ))τσ . Therefore

M(σ) =
⊕

τ∈G, (τ,σ)∈G2

M(σ)τ =
⊕

τ∈G, (τ,σ)∈G2

M(d(σ))τσ ⊆M(d(σ)).

Therefore M(σ) ⊆ M(d(σ)). Now we show the reversed inclusion. Take
ρ ∈ G, it is enough to check that M(d(σ))ρ ⊆ M(σ). Suppose d(ρ) = d(σ),
then M(d(σ))ρ =Mρd(σ) =Mρσ−1σ =M(σ)ρσ−1 ⊆M(σ), as desired.

(b) We have

M =
⊕

σ∈G

Mσ =
⊕

e∈G0

⊕

σ∈G,d(σ)=e

Mσ
(a)
=

⊕

e∈G0

M(e)

as additive groups.
(b) This follows from Proposition (a) and (b). �

Definition 11. Suppose that M,N ∈ G-R-md. If f ∈ HomR(M,N) and
σ ∈ G, then we say that f is a map of degree σ if for all τ ∈ G we have
f(Mτ ) ⊆ N(σ)τ . We put

HOMR(M,N)σ = {f ∈ HomR(M,N) | f is of degree σ}
HOMR(M,N) =

⊕

σ∈G HOMR(M,N)σ
ENDR(M) = HOMR(M,M).

The elements of HOMR(M,N) will from now on be called semi-graded maps.

Proposition 12. If M,N,P ∈ G-R-md and σ, τ ∈ G, then:

(a) HOMR(M,N)σ = HomG-R(M,N(σ));

(b) as additive groups HomG-R(M(σ−1), N) is a direct summand in

HOMR(M,N)σ;
(b) HOMR(N,P )σ ◦ HOMR(M,N)τ ⊆ HOMR(M,P )στ , if (σ, τ) ∈ G2,

and HOMR(N,P )σ ◦ HOMR(M,N)τ = {0}, otherwise.
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(c) HomG-R(M,N) ⊇
⊕

e∈G0
HOMR(M,N)e with equality if G0 is fi-

nite;
(d) with the grading ENDR(M) =

⊕

σ∈G HOMR(M,M)σ , ENDR(M) is
a G-graded ring.

Proof. (a) This follows immediately from the definition of the suspension.
(b) Define the additive map

p : HomG-R(M,N(σ)) → HomG-R(M(σ−1), N)

by restriction. Let us show that p is well defined. Take f ∈ HomG-R(M,N(σ))
and τ ∈ G.
Case 1: d(σ) = d(τ). Then f(M(σ−1)τ ) = f(Mτσ−1) ⊆Mτσ−1σ =Mτ .
Case 2: d(σ) 6= d(τ). Then f(M(σ−1)τ ) = f({0}) = {0} ⊆Mτ .

Thus p(f) ∈ HomG-R(M(σ−1), N). Define the additive map

i : HomG-R(M(σ−1), N) → HomG-R(M,N(σ))

in the following way. Given g ∈ HomG-R(M(σ−1), N) and τ ∈ G, we put

i(g)|M(σ−1) = g and i(g)|Mτ = {0}, if r(σ) 6= d(τ). Now we show that i is
well defined.
Case 1: r(σ) = d(τ). Then i(g)(Mτ ) = i(g)(Mτσσ−1 ) = i(g)(M(σ−1)τσ) =
g(M(σ−1)τσ) ⊆ Nτσ = N(σ)τ .
Case 2: r(σ) 6= d(τ). Then i(g)(Mτ ) = {0} ⊆ N(σ)τ . It is clear that
p ◦ i = idHomG-R(M(σ−1),N).

(c) Take f ∈ HOMR(N,P )σ and g ∈ HOMR(M,N)τ . Take ρ ∈ G. Then
we get that (f ◦ g)(Mρ) = f(g(Mρ)) ⊆ f(M(τ)ρ) ⊆ N(τ)(σ)ρ.
Case 1:(σ, τ) ∈ G2. Now Proposition 9 gives (f ◦ g)(Mρ) ⊆ N(στ)ρ. Thus
f ◦ g ∈ HOMR(M,P )στ .
Case 2: (σ, τ) /∈ G2. Proposition 9 again implies that (f ◦ g)(Mρ) = {0}.
Thus f ◦ g = 0.

(d) From (a) we get that
⊕

e∈G0

HOMR(M,N)e =
⊕

e∈G0

HOMG-R(M,N(e)) ⊆ HomG-R(M,N).

Suppose that G0 is finite. For all e ∈ G0 let pe : N → N(e) be the
projection. Then pe ∈ HomG-R(N,N(e)) and

∑

e∈G0
pe = idN . Take

f ∈ HomG-R(M,N). Then, for all e ∈ G0, pe ◦ f ∈ HomG-R(M,N(e)),

and thus f = idN ◦ f =
∑

e∈G0

pe ◦ f ∈
⊕

e∈G0

HomG-R(M,N(e)). �

Remark 13. If we let G be a group in Proposition 12, then clearly the
kernel of the map p equals zero. Thus, we retrieve the equality

HomG-R(M,N(σ)) = HomG-R(M(σ−1), N)

from [13, p. 25].

Proposition 14. Suppose that M,N ∈ G-R-md.
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(a) The inclusion HOMR(M,N) ⊆ HomR(M,N) holds.
(b) If R is object unital and M,N ∈ G-R-mod, then

HOMR(M,N) = HomR(M,N)

holds if G is finite or M is finitely generated as an object in R-mod.

Proof. (a) This is trivial. Now we show (b). Suppose first that G is finite.
Take f ∈ HomR(M,N) and σ ∈ G. From Proposition 5, it follows that
1r(σ)Mσ =Mσ. Hence f(Mσ) = f(1r(σ)Mσ) = 1r(σ)f(Mσ). Thus

f(Mσ) ⊆ 1r(σ)N =
∑

α∈G

r(α)=r(σ)

Nα =
∑

α∈G

r(α)=r(σ)

Nσσ−1α =
∑

τ∈G

r(τ)=d(σ)

Nστ .

Take τ ∈ G. Now we define fτ ∈ HOMR(M,N)τ in the following way. Take
σ ∈ G and mσ ∈ Mσ. If r(τ) 6= d(σ), then put fτ (mσ) = 0. If r(τ) = d(σ),
then let fτ (mσ) be the component of f(mσ) of degree στ . It is clear that
f =

∑

τ∈G fτ ∈ HOMR(M,N).
Now suppose that M is finitely generated as an object in R-mod Take

p ∈ N, σ1, . . . , σp ∈ G and non-zero mi ∈ Mσi
, for i = 1, . . . , p, such that

M =
∑p

i=1Rmi. Take i ∈ {1, . . . , p}. There is a finite subset Si of G such
that f(mi) ∈

∑

σ∈Si
Nσ. From Proposition 5, it follows that 1r(σi)mi =

mi. Thus f(mi) = 1r(σi)f(mi) and we can therefore assume that r(σi) =

r(σ) for all σ ∈ Si. Put Ti = σ−1
i Si. This is a well defined set since

d(σ−1
i ) = r(σi) = r(σ) for σ ∈ Si. Let T =

⋃p
i=1 Ti. Take σ ∈ G. Then

Mσ =

(

p
∑

i=1
Rmi

)

σ

=
∑

i,d(σi)=d(σ)

R
σσ−1

i
mi. Write f(mi) =

qij
∑

j=1
nij for some

nij ∈ Nαij
where αij ∈ G. Therefore f(Mσ) =

∑

i, d(σi)=d(σ)

R
σσ−1

i
f(mi) =

∑

i, d(σi)=d(σ)

qij
∑

j=1
R

σσ−1
i
nij. Put Sσ = {σ−1

i αij | d(σ) = d(σi), r(σi) = r(αij)}.

The above calculation shows that f(Mσ) ⊆
∑

τ∈Sσ
Nστ . Take τ ∈ G. Now

we define fτ ∈ HOMR(M,N)τ in the following way. Take σ ∈ G and mσ ∈
Mσ. If τ /∈ Sσ, then put fτ (mσ) = 0. If τ ∈ Sσ, then let fτ (mσ) be
the component of f(mσ) of degree στ in

∑

τ∈Sσ
Nστ . It is clear that f =

∑

τ∈G fτ ∈ HOMR(M,N). �

Remark 15. If G is infinite or if M is not finitely generated, then the
equality HOMR(M,N) = HomR(M,N) does not always hold (see [12, p.
11] for a counterexample in the case when G is a group).

Now we gather groupoid graded versions of some results concerning bi-
module actions on groups of homomorphisms (see e.g. [18, p. 78] for the
ungraded situation).

Proposition 16. Suppose that R and S are G-graded rings.
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(a) If M ∈ G-R-md-S (with S object unital and M ∈ G-mod-S) and
N ∈ G-R-md, then HOMR(M,N) ∈ G-S-md (HOMR(M,N) ∈
G-S-mod), where

(sf)(m) = f(ms)

, for s ∈ S, f ∈ HOMR(M,N) and m ∈M .
(b) IfM ∈ G-R-md-S (with R object unital andM ∈ G-R-mod) and N ∈

G-md-S, then HOMS(M,N) ∈ G-md-R (HOMS(M,N) ∈ G-mod-R),
where

(fr)(m) = f(rm),

for f ∈ HOMR(M,N), r ∈ R and m ∈M .
(c) If M ∈ G-md-S and N ∈ G-md-S (with R object unital and N ∈

G-R-mod), then HOMS(M,N) ∈ G-R-md (HOMS(M,N) ∈ G-R-mod),
where

(rf)(m) = rf(m),

for r ∈ R, f ∈ HOMR(M,N), and m ∈M .
(d) If M ∈ G-R-md and N ∈ G-R-md-S (with S object unital and

N ∈ G-mod-S), then HOMR(M,N) ∈ G-md-S (HOMR(M,N) ∈
G-mod-S), where

(fs)(m) = f(m)s,

for f ∈ HOMR(M,N), s ∈ S and m ∈M .

Proof. We only show (a). The rest of the statements are shown in a similar
fashion and are therefore left to the reader. It is clear that the action of S
defines a left S-module structure on HOMR(M,N). What is left to check
are the statements concerning the grading. To this end, take σ, τ, ρ ∈ G and
fτ ∈ HOMR(M,N)τ .
Case 1: (σ, τ) ∈ G2.
Case 1.1: (ρ, σ) ∈ G2. Then (Sσfτ )(Mρ) = fτ (MρSσ) ⊆ fτ (Mρσ) ⊆
M(τ)ρσ =M(τ)(σ)ρ =M(στ)ρ, by Proposition 9.
Case 1.2: (ρ, σ) /∈ G2. Then (Sσfτ )(Mρ) = fτ (MρSσ) = {0} = M(στ)ρ.
From Proposition 12(a) it now follows that Sσfτ ⊆ HOMR(M,N)στ .
Case 2: (σ, τ) /∈ G2.
Case 2.1:(ρ, σ) ∈ G2. Then (Sσfτ )(Mρ) = fτ (MρSσ) ⊆ fτ (Mρσ) ⊆M(τ)ρσ =
{0}.
Case 2.2:(ρ, σ) /∈ G2. Then (Sσfτ )(Mρ) = fτ (MρSσ) = {0}. Therefore,
Sσfτ = {0}.

Now suppose that S is object unital and that MS is unitary. We wish to
use Proposition 5 to show that HOMR(M,N) is unitary as a left S-module.
Take mρ ∈ Mρ. Case 1: (ρ, τ) ∈ G2. Then (1Rr(τ)

fτ )mρ = fτ (mρ1Rr(τ)
) =

fτ (mρ). Case 2: (ρ, τ) /∈ G2. Then (1Rr(τ)
fτ )mρ = fτ (mρ1Rr(τ)

) = fτ (0) =

0 = fτ (mρ). Therefore 1Rr(τ)
fτ = fτ . �

Proposition 17. Suppose that R is an object unital ring andM ∈ G-R-mod.
If we equip HOMR(R,M) with the G-R-mod structure defined in Proposition
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16(a), then the map α :M → HOMR(R,M), defined by α(m)(r) = rm, for
m ∈M and r ∈ R, is an isomorphism in G-R-mod.

Proof. Clearly α is an R-linear graded map. Define a map

β : HOMR(R,M) →M

in the following way. Take f ∈ HOMR(R,M). Take σ1, . . . , σn ∈ G such
that f =

∑n
i=1 fσi

and fσi
∈ HOMR(R,M)σi

for i = 1, . . . , n. Put β(f) =
∑n

i=1 fσi
(1r(σi)). Clearly β is additive. Also, since fσi

(1r(σi)) ∈ Mr(σi)σi
=

Mσi
, we get that β is graded. Now we show that β respects left multiplication

by homogeneous elements from R. To this end, take τ, σ ∈ G, rτ ∈ Rτ and
fσ ∈ HOMR(R,M)σ .

Case 1: : d(τ) 6= r(σ). Then β(rτ · fσ) = β(0) = 0 = rτfσ(1r(σ)) =
rτβ(fσ).

Case 2: d(τ) = r(σ). Then β(rτ · fσ) = β(fσ(rτ )) = fσ(1r(τσ)rτ ) =
fσ(1r(τ)rτ ) = fσ(rτ ) = fσ(rτ1d(τ)) = fσ(rτ1r(σ)) = rτfσ(1r(σ)) = rτβ(fσ).

Finally we show that β ◦ α = idM and α ◦ β = idHOMR(R,M). Take σ ∈ G
and mσ ∈ Mσ. Then β(α(mσ)) = α(mσ)(1r(σ)) = 1r(σ)mσ = mσ. Next,
take (τ, σ) ∈ G2, fσ ∈ HOMR(R,M)σ and rτ ∈ Rτ . Then α(β(fσ))(rτ ) =
α(fσ(1r(σ)))(rτ ) = rτfσ(1r(σ)) = fσ(rτ1r(σ)) = fσ(rτ1d(τ)) = fσ(rτ ). �

Remark 18. Suppose that R is an object unital G-graded ring and M ∈
G-mod-R. If we equip HOMR(R,M) with the G-mod-R structure defined in
Proposition 16(b), then, in a fashion similar to the proof of Proposition 17,
one can show that the map α′ :M → HOMR(R,M), defined by α′(m)(r) =
mr, for m ∈M and r ∈ R, is an isomorphism in G-mod-R.

Corollary 19. If R is an object unital G-graded ring, then the maps

α : R→ ENDR(R)

and

α′ : R→ ENDR(R),

from Proposition 17 and Remark 18 are isomorphisms in G-R-mod-R.

The proofs of the following two proposition is similar to the ungraded
case (found e.g. in [18]).

Proposition 20. The following assertions hold.

(a) If M , {Ni}i∈I , P ∈ G-R-md, then the isomorphism

HOMR(⊕i∈INi,M) ∼= ⊕i∈IHOMR(Ni,M)

holds in AbG.
(b) If M → N → P → 0 is an exact sequence in G-R-md, then the

induced sequence in AbG:

0 → HOMR(P,Q) → HOMR(N,Q) → HOMR(M,Q)

is exact.
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Definition 21. IfM is a G-graded right R-module and N is a G-graded left
R-module, then we may consider M ⊗R N as an object in AbG , where the
grading is defined by letting (M ⊗RN)σ, σ ∈ Γ, be the Z-module generated
by all mτ ⊗ nρ, d(τ) = r(ρ), τρ = σ, mτ ∈ Mτ , nρ ∈ Nρ. To see that
this is well defined, note that M ⊗R N =M ⊗Z N/L where L is the graded
subgroup ofM⊗ZN generated by the elements of the form mr⊗n−m⊗rn.
The grading on M ⊗RN is therefore induced by the grading on M ⊗ZN . If
S is another G-graded ring and N is a G-graded R-S-bimodule, then if we
consider M ⊗R N with it’s right S-module structure it is a G-graded right
S-module.

The usual relation between Hom and ⊗ carry over to the G-graded situ-
ation:

Proposition 22. If R and S are G-graded rings, M ∈ G-md-R, N ∈
G-R-md-S and P ∈ G-md-S, then the map

ϕ : HOMS(M ⊗R N,P ) → HOMR(M,HOMS(N,P ))

defined by ϕ(f)(m)(n) = f(m⊗ n), for f ∈ HOMR(M ⊗R N), m ∈ M and
n ∈ N , is a well defined isomorphism in AbG. In that case, if R and S are
object unital, M ∈ G-mod-R, N ∈ G-R-mod-S and P ∈ G-mod-S, then the
functors

M ⊗R − : G-R-mod → G-mod-S

and
HOMS(−, P ) : G-mod-S → G-R-mod

form and adjoint pair.

Proof. From Proposition 16(b) it follows that HomS(N,P ) is a (unitary)
G-graded right R-module (if N is unitary as a left R-module). It is clear
that ϕ is graded. To show that ϕ is an isomorphism we proceed as in the
classical case (see e.g. [18, p. 92]). To prove the last statement, let φ denote
the restriction of ϕ to the sum of the components of degree in G0. Then we
get that

φ : ⊕e∈G0HOMS(M ⊗R N,P )e → ⊕e∈G0HOMR(M,HOMS(N,P ))e.

is an isomorphism, or, in other words, that

φ : HOMG-mod-S(M ⊗R N,P ) → HOMG-R-mod(M,HOMS(N,P ))

is an isomorphism. �

4. The ungrading functor

Throughout this section, R denotes a G-graded ring. In this section, we
analyse properties of the ungrading functor U from G-R-md (or G-R-mod)
to R-md (or R-mod), including the properties direct summand, free, finitely
generated, finitely presented, projective, injective, essential, small and flat.
Note that a large part of the results that we are about to present have
already been obtained in the unital situation (see [13] for the group graded
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case and [9] for the groupoid graded situation). Therefore, we will often
just sketch the proofs or refer to the existing proofs in the unital case. The
following lemma will be used in the sequel.

Lemma 23. Suppose that M,N,P ∈ G-R-md and f : M → P , g : N → P
and h : M → N are R-linear maps such that f = g ◦ h. If f and g (f and
h) are graded, then there is a graded map h′ : M → N (g′ : N → P ) such
that f = g ◦ h′ (f = g′ ◦ h).

Proof. The proof of [9, 3.1.1 Lemma] works in the non-unital situation also.
�

Let A and B be objects in an abelian category. Recall that B is called
a direct summand of A if there is an object C in the category such that
A ∼= B ⊕ C.

Corollary 24. Suppose that M,N ∈ G-R-md (M,N ∈ G-R-mod and R is
object unital). If N is a graded submodule of M , then N is a direct summand
of M in G-R-md (G-R-mod) if and only if U(N) is a direct summand of
U(M) in R-md (R-mod).

Proof. This follows from Lemma 23. �

Definition 25. Suppose that L,M,N ∈ G-R-md (L,M,N ∈ G-R-mod and
R is object unital). We say that a short exact sequence of graded maps:

(1) 0 L M N 0
f g

splits if there is a graded isomorphism h :M → L ⊕ N making the following
diagram commutative:

(2)

0 L M N 0

0 L L⊕N N 0

idL

f

h

g

idN

ιL πN

Proposition 26. With the notation from Definition 25, the following con-
ditions are equivalent:

(i) The sequence (1) splits.
(ii) There exists a graded map ϕ : M → L such that ϕ ◦ f = idL.
(iii) There exists a graded map ψ : N →M such that g ◦ ψ = idN .

Proof. The ungraded proof of the implication (i)⇒(ii) and the equivalence
(i) ⇔ (iii) (see e.g. [18]) carry over to the graded situation, taking into
account Lemma 23. The implication (ii)⇒(i) can be proved in a similar
way, using the Five Lemma for abelian categories (see e.g. [5, Theorem
5.9]). �

Definition 27. If M ∈ G-R-md (R is object unital and M ∈ G-R-mod),
then we say that M is (finite) free by suspension if there is a (finite) set I
and σi ∈ G, for i ∈ I, such that M ∼=

⊕

i∈I R(σi) in G-R-md (G-R-mod).
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Remark 28. In [9] the concept “free by suspension” is called just “free”.
However, since not all groupoid graded modules that are free by suspension
are free in the usual module theoretic sense (see [9, Example 3.2.1]), that is,
that the module has a “basis” with the property that none of the elements of
this basis can be annihilated by non-zero action of the ring, we have chosen
to introduce this new adjective, in order to not confuse the reader.

Proposition 29. Let R be a G-graded ring.

(a) The ring R is free by suspension.
(b) If R has the property that Re = {0}, for all but finitely many e ∈ G0,

then R is finite free by suspension.
(c) If R is unital, then R is finite free by suspension.

Proof. From Proposition 10 it follows that R = ⊕e∈G0R(e) as G-graded
rings, if we consider R as a G-graded module over itself. Therefore (a) holds.
(b) follows from the proof of (a); (c) follows from (b) and [9, Proposition
2.1.1]. �

Proposition 30. If M ∈ G-R-md is (finite) free by suspension, then there
is M ′ ∈ G-R-md such that M is (finite) free by suspension and U(M ⊕M ′)
is weakly free (of finite type).

Proof. We use the proof of [9, Proposition 3.2.2.]. It is enough to prove the
claim when M = R(σ) for some σ ∈ G. Put M ′ =

⊕

e∈G0\{d(σ)}

R(e). Then

U(M ⊕M ′) = U(R) which is weakly free of finite type. �

Definition 31. LetM ∈ G-R-md. If n is a non-negative integer, then we say
that M has a (finite) presentation of length n if there is an exact sequence
Fn → Fn−1 → · · · → F0 → M → 0 of maps and modules in G-R-md which
all are (finite) free by suspension. If M has a (finite) presentation of length
0, then we say thatM is (finitely) generated. IfM has a (finite) presentation
of length 1, then we say that M is (finitely) presented.

Proposition 32. Suppose that M ∈ G-R-md.

(a) If M has a finite presentation of length n, then U(M) has a finite
presentation of length n.

(b) The module M is (finitely) generated if and only if U(M) is finitely
generated.

Proof. Using Proposition 30 it is clear that the proof of [9, Proposition 3.3.1]
works in the non-unital situation also. �

Proposition 33. Suppose that M ∈ G-R-md and n ∈ N.

(a) The module M admits a presentation of length n.
(b) There is F ∈ G-R-md, with F free by suspension, and a graded

submodule K of F such that F/K and M are isomorphic in G-R-md.
(c) The module M is presented.
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(d) The module M is the direct limit of a direct system of graded maps
and finitely presented graded modules.

Proof. The proof of [9, Proposition 3.3.4] works in the non-unital situation
also. �

Recall that an object A in an abelian category A is called projective if the
functor homA(A,−) : A → Ab is exact. Similarly to the ungraded situation,
there is a characterization of projective objects in G-R-md:

Proposition 34. A module P ∈ G-R-md is projective if and only if for
every surjective g : M → N in G-R-md and every h : P → N in G-R-md,
there exists h : P →M in G-R-mod such that h = g ◦ h.

Proposition 35. Let A be an abelian category. Then:

(i) If (Pi)i∈I is a family of objects in A, then
⊕

i∈I Pi is projective if
and only if each Pi is projective.

(ii) If 0 → A→ B
α
→ C → 0 is an exact sequence in A, then the sequence

splits if and only if there is β : C → B such that α ◦ β = idC .

Proof. These are standard facts which can be found in [19]. �

Lemma 36. If M ∈ G-R-md is free by suspension, then M is projective in
G-R-md.

Proof. Using Lemma 23, Proposition 33(b) and Proposition 35(i), it is clear
that we can use the proof of [9, Lemma 3.2.1] in the non-unital situation
also. �

Now we give a graded version of [2, Proposition 2.2].

Lemma 37. With the above notations:

(a) If e ∈ G0 and u ∈ Re is an idempotent, then Ru is projective as an
object in G-R-md.

(b) If R is object unital, then R is projective as an object in G-R-mod.

Proof. (a) Suppose that g : M → N and h : Ru → N are morphisms
in G-R-md with g surjective. Since u = u2, we get that u ∈ Ru. Thus,
from the surjectivity of g, it follows that there exists m′ ∈ M such that
g(m′) = h(u). Put m = um′. Then g(m) = g(um′) = ug(m′) = uh(u) =
h(u2) = h(u). Define h : Ru → M by h(ru) = rm, for r ∈ R. Now we
show that h is well defined. Suppose that ru = 0 for some r ∈ R. Then
rm = r(um′) = (ru)m′ = 0m′ = 0. It is clear that h is R-linear. By Lemma
23, we can choose h so that it is graded.

(b) This follows from (a) above, Proposition 10(a) and Proposition 35(a),
since R = ⊕e∈G0R(e) = ⊕e∈G0R1e as objects in G-R-mod. �

Remark 38. Notice that if A is a non-unital ring then AA is not necessarily
projective. Indeed, AA is is in general locally projective (see [1, Proposition
2]) .
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Proposition 39. Suppose that R is object unital and P ∈ G-R-mod. The
following statements are equivalent:

(i) U(P ) is projective.
(ii) U(P ) is projective in R1-mod, where R1 = R×Z is the unitalization

of R.
(iii) P is projective.
(iv) Every short exact sequence in G-R-mod

(3) 0 L M P 0
f g

splits.
(v) P is a direct summand in G-R-mod of a module which is free by

suspension.

Proof. (i)⇔(ii): This follows from (ii) of [2, Proposition 2.4] and the fact
that R is locally unital.

(i)⇒(iii): Consider the diagram

P

M N 0

h
h

g

of morphisms in G-R-mod where g is surjective. Since P is projective in
R-mod there is h : P → M in R-mod such that h = g ◦ h. But then by
Lemma 23 the map h can be considered in G-R-mod and so P is projective.

(iii)⇒(i): This can be done as the second part of the proof of [9, Propo-
sition 3.4.3.].

(iii)⇒(iv): Consider the following diagram:

P

0 L M P 0

idP
ϕ

f g

If P is projective, there is ϕ : P → M in G-R-mod such that g ◦ ϕ = idP .
By Proposition 26, the sequence (3) splits.

(iv)⇒(v): By Proposition 33(b) there is a short exact sequence

0 Kerϕ F P 0
ϕ

with F free by suspension. By hypothesis, this sequence split in G-R-mod,
so P is a direct summand of F .

(v)⇒(i): By Lemma 36 and Proposition 35 it follows that P is projec-
tive. On the other hand, the proof of Lemma 37 can be used to show that
every free module by suspension is projective in R-mod (specifically, every
R(σ), σ ∈ G). Therefore, U(P ) being a direct summand of a direct sum of
projective modules, is projective in R-mod. �
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Corollary 40. If R is object unital and P ∈ G-R-mod, then P is projective
finitely generated if and only if U(P ) is projective finitely generated.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 32 and Proposition 39. �

Recall that an object A in an abelian category A is called injective if the
functor homA(−, A) : A → Ab is exact. Similarly to the ungraded situation,
there is a characterization of injective objects in G-R-md:

Proposition 41. A module Q ∈ G-R-md is injective if and only if for every
injective f : M → N in G-R-md and every h : M → Q in G-R-md, there
exists h : N → Q in G-R-md such that h = h ◦ f

Proposition 42. Let (Ai)i∈I be a family of objects in an abelian category.
Then

∏

i∈I Ai is injective if and only if each Ai is injective.

Proof. These are standard facts which can be found in [19]. �

Now we give a description of the injective objects in G-R-mod analogous
to Baer’s criterion (see e.g. [18]).

Proposition 43. The following statements for Q ∈ G-R-mod are equivalent:

i) Q is injective.
ii) Every short exact sequence in G-R-md

(4) 0 Q M N 0
f g

splits.
(iii) The functor HOMG-R-md(−,M) : R-md → AbG is exact.

(iv) For every graded left ideal I of R, the canonical map

HOMR(R,M) → HOMR(I,M)

is surjective.

Proof. It is clear that if we use Proposition 42, then we can proceed as in
the proof of [9, Proposition 3.5.2] in the non-unital situation also. �

Corollary 44. If M ∈ G-R-md has U(M) is injective, then M is injective.

Remark 45. The converse of Corollary 44 does not hold in general. For a
counterexample when G is a group, see [12, p. 8].

Let A be an object in an abelian category. Recall that a subobject B of
A is called essential (small) in A if B∩C 6= 0 (B+C 6= A) for every nonzero
subobject C of A.

Proposition 46. Suppose that R is object unital and M,N ∈ G-R-mod
where N is a graded submodule of M .

(a) The module N is essential in M if and only if U(N) is essential in
U(M).

(b) If U(N) is small in U(M), then N is small in M .
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Proof. The proof of [9, Proposition 3.6.1] works in the non-unital situation
also. �

Remark 47. (a) The reversed implication in Proposition 46(b) does not
hold in general. For a counterexample in the case when G is a group, see
[12, p. 10].

(b) It is not clear to the authors if Proposition 46 holds for general
groupoid graded rings R and M,N ∈ G-R-md.

We say that M ∈ G-R-md is flat if the functor −⊗RM : G-md-R → AbG
is exact.

Proposition 48. If R is object unital and M ∈ G-R-mod, then the following
five statements are equivalent:

(i) The module U(M) is flat.
(ii) The module M is flat.
(iii) For every finitely presented P ∈ G-R-mod, the canonical graded map

HOMR(P,R)⊗R M → HOMR(P,M) is surjective.
(iv) For every finitely presented P ∈ G-R-mod and each semi-graded map

u : P → M , there is F ∈ G-R-mod, free of finite type, such that
U(F ) is free of finite type, and semi-graded maps v : P → F and
w : F →M , such that u = w ◦ v.

(v) The module M is the direct limit of Fi ∈ G-R-mod, i ∈ I, of finite
type, such that each U(Fi) is free of finite type.

Proof. The proof of [9, Proposition 3.7.2] works in the non-unital situation
also. �

5. Semisimplicity

Throughout this section, R denotes an object unital G-gradd ring. In
classical module theory, given M ∈ R-mod, the following properties are
equivalent:

• M is semisimple;
• M is a direct sum of simple modules;
• every submodule of M is a direct summand.

In this section, we prove a graded version of this result (see Proposition 55).
After that, we show that semisimplicity is a well behaved under the preimage
of the forgetful functor (see Proposition 56). At the end of this section, we
obtain a result relating graded simplicity of R (as an object in G-R-mod) to
graded injectivity and graded projectivity (see Proposition 58).

Definition 49. Let M ∈ G-R-mod. We say that M is simple if {0} and M
are the only graded submodules of M . We say that M is semisimple if M
is the direct sum of a family of simple modules in G-R-mod.

Lemma 50. Let M ∈ G-R-mod and suppose that M =
∑

i∈I Mi, where, for
all i ∈ I, Mi ∈ G-R-mod is a simple module. If N ∈ G-R-mod is a graded
submodule of of M , then there exists J ⊆ I such that M = N ⊕

⊕

j∈J Mj.
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Proof. Consider the non-empty set

M =







J ⊆ I : N +
∑

j∈J

Mj is direct







.

The set M is partially ordered by inclusion. We claim that M is inductive.
If we assume that the claim holds, then by an application of Zorn’s Lemma,
the maximal element of M is exactly M .

Now we show the claim. Let B be a chain in M. Put K =
⋃

J∈B J . Then
K is an upper bound for B and K ∈ M. For, if K 6∈ M, there will be
j1 ∈ J1, . . . , jr ∈ Jr and n ∈ N,m1 ∈ Mj1 , . . . ,mjr ∈ Mjr not all zero such
that

0 = n+

r
∑

t=1

mjt.

Being B chain, there is J ∈ B such that j1, . . . , jr ∈ J and consequently the
sum N +

∑

j∈J Mj will not be direct, which is impossible. Therefore, Zorn’s

Lemma provides a maximal J ⊆ I with the property that L = N+
∑

j∈J Mj

is direct. If we can show that L = M we will be end. For this, is enough
to see that Mi ⊆ L, for every i ∈ I. But this follows immediately since if
Mi ∩ L = {0} then J ∪ {i} ∈ M. �

Proposition 51. The following properties of an object M ∈ G-R-mod are
equivalent:

(i) M is semisimple.
(ii) M is a direct sum of simple modules.

Proof. The implication (ii)⇒(i) follows from Definition 49. Suppose that
(i) holds. Let M =

∑

i∈I Mi be a sum of simples modules. The claim now
follows from Lemma 50 by taking N = {0}. �

Proposition 52. Let M =
⊕

i∈I

Mi be a sum of simple modules and let N be

a graded submodule of M . Then:

(i) N is a direct summand.
(ii) N ∼=

⊕

j∈J Mj , for some J ⊆ I and the isomorphism is given in
G-R-mod.

Proof. (i) follows directly from the proof of Lemma 50. Now we prove (ii).
By (i), there is a graded submodule K of M such that M = N ⊕ L. By an
application of Zorn’s Lemma as in the proof of Lemma 50,M = L⊕

⊕

j∈J Mj

for some J ⊆ I. Therefore, N ∼= M/L ∼=
⊕

j∈J Mj and the isomorphism is
given in G-R-mod. �

Corollary 53. Every graded submodule and every quotient of a semisimple
module is semisimple.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 52. �
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Lemma 54. If M is an object in G-R-mod and M is finitely generated, as
an object in G-R-mod, then M contains a maximal graded submodule.

Proof. Consider the collection L of all proper graded submodules ofM . This
is a non-empty set partially ordered by inclusion. Let K be a chain in L and
put N =

∑

L∈K L. Then N is an upper bound for K and N ∈ L. Otherwise
N =M and there would be a finite set I ⊆ H(M) such that N =

∑

m∈I Rm.
But then every m ∈ I would belong to the graded submodule Rm in K and
since K is a chain, the finite sum N =

∑

m∈I Rm ∈ K, leading to the
contradiction M ∈ K. From this, Zorn’s Lemma provides a maximal graded
submodule of M . �

Proposition 55. For an object M ∈ G-R-mod the following properties are
equivalent:

(i) M is semisimple
(ii) M is a direct sum of simple modules.
(iii) Every graded submodule of M is a direct summand.

Proof. The equivalence (i)⇔(ii) follows from Proposition 52. The implica-
tion (i)⇒(iii) follows from Lemma 50. Finally, we prove the implication
(iii)⇒(i). Suppose that every graded submodule of M is a direct summand.
Then, in particular, L =

∑

{N : N is a graded simple submodule of M} is
a direct summand of M . It is enough to show that the complement of L
is {0}. To this end, note that every graded submodule of M contains a
simple submodule. In fact, since every graded submodule is a sum of homo-
geneous cyclic modules, is enough to see this assertion is valid for every Rm,
m ∈ H(M). Given m ∈ H(M) since R is object unital then Rm is finitely
generated and then by Lemma 54 there exists a maximal graded submodule
K of Rm. By hypothesis, M = K ⊕K ′ with K ′ graded submodule of M .
But Rm = M ∩ Rm = K ⊕ (K ′ ∩ Rm), then Rm ∩K ′ ∼= Rm/K is a sim-
ple submodule of Rm due to the maximality of K over Rm. Summarizing,
L =M is a sum of simple modules. �

Proposition 56. Let M ∈ G-R-mod. If U(M) is semisimple then M is
semisimple.

Proof. Let N be a graded submodule of M . If U(M) is semisimple then
U(N) is a direct summand, so there is f : M → N in R-mod such that
f ◦ ιN = idN , where ιN : N →M is the canonical inclusion. By Lemma 23
we can assume that f is graded and hence N is a direct summand of M in
G-R-mod. �

Definition 57. We say that R is semisimple as a graded ring if it is semi-
simple considered as an object in G-R-mod.

Proposition 58. If R is an object-unital ring, then the following properties
are equivalent:

(i) The ring R is semisimple as a graded ring.
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(ii) Every graded left ideal I of R is a direct summand of R.
(iii) Every object in G-R-mod is injective.
(iv) Every object in G-R-mod is projective.
(v) Every object in G-R-mod is semisimple.

Proof. (i)⇒(ii): This follows from Proposition 55.
(ii)⇒(iii): Let M ∈ G-R-mod, I, J be graded left ideals of R such that

R = I ⊕ J and g ∈ HOMR(I,M). The function f : R → M defined by
f(i + j) = g(i), for every i ∈ I and every j ∈ J , satisfies g = f ◦ ι, where
ι : I → R is the inclusion, and f ∈ HOMR(R,M). By Baer’s Criteria
(Proposition 43), M is injective.

(iii)⇒(iv): If

0 L M N 0

is a short exact sequence in G-R-mod, that L is injective implies by Proposi-
tion 43 that the sequence splits. But this is equivalent to (iv) by Proposition
39.

(iv)⇒(v): For every object in G-R-mod, any graded submodule induces
a short exact sequence that split by hypothesis, turning it into a direct
summand.

(v)⇒(i): This is clear. �
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Escuela de Matemáticas, Universidad Industrial de Santander, Carrera

27 Calle 9, Edificio Camilo Torres Apartado de correos 678, Bucaramanga,

Colombia

Email address: hpinedot@uis.edu.co


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Rings and modules
	2.2. Graded rings
	2.3. Graded modules
	2.4. Graded abelian groups

	3. Graded homomorphisms
	4. The ungrading functor
	5. Semisimplicity
	References

