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Cotorsion Pairs in Hopfological Algebra

Mariko Ohara and Dai Tamaki

Abstract

In an intriguing paper [11] Khovanov proposed a generalization of homological algebra, called

Hopfological algebra. Since then, several attempts have been made to import tools and techiniques

from homological algebra to Hopfological algebra. For example, Qi [15] introduced the notion of

cofibrant objects in the category C
H
A,H of H-equivariant modules over an H-module algebra A, which

is a counterpart to the category of modules over a dg algebra, although he did not define a model

structure on C
H
A,H .

In this paper, we show that there exists an Abelian model structure on C
H
A,H in which cofibrant

objects agree with Qi’s cofibrant objects under a slight modification. This is done by constructing

cotorsion pairs in C
H
A,H which form a Hovey triple in the sense of Gillespie [7]. This can be regarded as

a Hopfological analogues of the work of Enochs, Jenda, and Xu [6] and Avramov, Foxby, and Halperin

[1]. By restricting to compact cofibrant objects, we obtain a Waldhausen category PerfHA,H of perfect

objects. By taking invariants of this Waldhausen category, such as algebraic K-theory, Hochschild

homology, cyclic homology, and so on, we obtain Hopfological analogues of these invariants.
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1 Introduction

Khovanov [11] proposed a generalization of homological algebra, called Hopfological algebra, based on

finite dimensional Hopf algebras. An important observation of Khovanov is that the existence of an

integral in a finite dimensional Hopf algebra H allows us to define an analogue of chain homotopy and

homology in the category H-Mod of left H-modules, with which an analogue of homological algebra
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can be developed, generalizing the fact that the category of chain complexes can be identified with the

category of Z-graded modules over the exterior Hopf algebra Λ(d).

More generally, a differential graded algebra, dg algebra for short, A is nothing else but a Z-graded

Λ(d)-module algebra. Given a finite dimensional Hopf algebra H over a field k and a left H-module

algebra A, Khovanov proposed to study the category CH
A,H of H-equivariant left A-modules (see §2.2 for

a precise definition) as a generalization of homological algebra over a dg algebra. Following Khovanov’s

proposal, Qi [15] defined the derived category of compact objects Dc(A,H) and defined the Grothendieck

group K0(A,H) of the pair (A,H) as the Grothendieck group of Dc(A,H).

The analogy between homological and Hopfological algebra can be summarized in the following table.

homological algebra Hopfological algebra

chain complex H-module

chain map H-module homomorphism

chain homotopy homotopy defined by an integral λ

homology H(M) = Kerd/ Im d homology H(M) =MH/λ ·M

dg algebra H-module algebra

dg category H-module category

left module over a dg category H-equivariant left module over an H-module category

Qi also proposed in Remark 7.17 of his paper to define and study the higher algebraic K-theory of

Dc(A,H) by using the method introduced by Thomason and Trobaugh [21], in which the algebraic K-

theory of derived categories (in the sense of usual homological algebra) is defined. However, the definition

of Dc(A,H) is quite different from the usual definition of the derived category of a dg algebra or a dg

category, since Qi did not use homology.

Recall that the algebraic K-theory of a dg category A is defined as the Waldhausen K-theory of the

category PerfA of compact cofibrant objects in the category A-Mod of left A-modules by introducing

a model structure on A-Mod. See Toën’s lecture note [22], for example. For an H-module algebra A,

Qi introduced the notion of cofibrant objects in CH
A,H and proved the existence of a functorial cofibrant

replacement functor without introducing a model structure.

This aim of this paper is to construct a model structure on CH
A,H in which cofibrant objects agree with

Qi’s cofibrant objects under a slight modification. The modification is needed because of the difference of

weak equivalences. We use isomorphisms of homology, while Qi used isomorphisms in the stable category

of H-modules.

Since CH
A,H is an Abelian category, we should make use of Hovey’s theory of Abelian model structures

[8]. By using the terminology of Gillespie [7], given an Abelian category A, Hovey found a one-to-one

correspondence between Abelian model structures on A and Hovey triples. Recall that a Hovey triple in

A is a triple (Cof ,Triv,Fib) of subcategories such that both (Cof ,Triv ∩Fib) and (Cof ∩Triv,Fib)

are complete cotorsion pairs and Triv is a thick subcategory. Recall also that cotorsion pairs are defined

in terms of the orthogonality with respect to the biadditive functor Ext1A(−,−). See §2.4 for details.

In the case of the category of chain complexes, and, more generally, in the category of left modules

over a dg algebra, the corresponding orthogonality has been studied by Enochs, Jenda, and Xu [6] and

Avramov, Foxby, and Halperin [1] in detail. As is stated in Hovey’s paper, their results lead to a Hovey

triple which gives rise to the standard model structure on such categories, in which cofibrant objects are

semiprojective modules.
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We introduce the notions of Σ-semiprojective objects (Definition 3.1) and Σ-quasi-isomorphisms (Def-

inition 2.31) in C
H
A,H that are analogues of semiprojective modules and quasi-isomorphisms in the dg

context and show that they form a part of a Hovey triple.

Theorem 1.1. Let H be a finite dimensional non-semisimple Hopf algebra over a field and A a left

H-module category. Denote the full subcategories of CH
A,H consisting of Σ-semiprojective objects and of

those objects that are Σ-quasi-isomorphic to 0 by SemiPrjΣ and TrivΣ
A,H , respectively.

Then the triple (SemiPrjΣ,Triv
Σ
A,H ,C

H
A,H) is a Hovey triple and thus defines an Abelian model struc-

ture on CH
A,H in which weak equivalences are Σ-quasi-isomorphisms, cofibrant objects are Σ-semiprojective

modules, and all objects are fibrant.

By analogy, we call compact cofibrant objects in our model category perfect objects. The full sub-

category PerfHA,H of perfect objects has a structure of a Waldhausen category. We propose to call the

algebraic K-theory of this Waldhausen category the algebraic K-theory of the pair (A,H). Besides alge-

braic K-theory, the Waldhausen category PerfHA,H allows us to extend invariants of dg categories, such as

Hochschild homology, cyclic homology, and trace maps between them. Their properties will be studied

in a sequel to this paper.

Recall that there is another approach to the algebraicK-theory of dg categories, as is described in §5.2

of Keller’s article [10]. Given a dg category A, Keller defines the algebraic K-theory of A as the K-theory

of the Waldhausen category of compact A-modules, whose cofibrations are morphisms i : L → M which

admits a retraction in the category of A-modules, where A is the underlying (graded) linear category of

A.

We may also define a Hopfological analogue of this construction by using a cotorsion pair. For a left

H-module category A, we define a structure of an exact category on CH
A,H by declaring A-split extensions

as exact sequences, where A is the linear category obtained from A by forgetting the H-action. Let us

denote this exact category by C
H,split
A,H . We show that the pair (CH,split

A,H ,CntrHA,H) is a complete cotorsion

pair, where CntrHA,H is the full subcategory consisting of objects that are homotopy equivalent to 0 in

the category of left H-modules. See Proposition 3.18. Although this cotorsion pair is not a part of a

Hovey triple, a recent work of Sarazola’s [18] allows us to construct a Waldhausen category from this

cotorsion pair and TrivΣ
A,H . The Waldhausen subcategory of compact objects is another choice for

defining algebraic K-theory of (A,H). We note that this is closer to Qi’s approach to the Grothendieck

group of Dc(A,H).

Finally we remark that Kaygun and Khalkhali [9] introduced another kind of “projective” modules

for an H-module algebra A, called H-equivariantly projective A-modules in their paper. Their purpose

is to define the Hopf-cyclic homology of A by using the exact category of H-equivariantly projective

A-modules. We may use this exact category to define an algebraic K-theory. From this point of view,

however, the action of H is regarded as a generalization of group actions, while, in Hopfological algebra,

the action of H is a generalization of differentials. Thus the K-theory obtained from H-equivariant

projective A-modules should be regarded as a generalization of Thomason’s equivariant K-theory [20]

and is different from ours.

Organization

The rest of this paper consists of two sections.
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• §2 is preliminary. Notations and conventions used in this paper are listed in §2.1. We recall basic

properties of the category of H-equivariant A-modules C
H
A,H in §2.2. Basics ideas in Hopfological

algebra are recalled in §2.3. And §2.4 is a brief summary of Hovey’s theory of Abelian model

structures used in this paper.

• §3 is the main part. In §3.1, the notion of Σ-semiprojective modules and related structures are

introduced and studied, with which Theorem 1.1 is proved in §3.2 by studying the orthogonality in

the category CH
A,H .
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notations and conventions

In this paper, we fix a finite dimensional Hopf algebra H over a field k. The coproduct, the counit, and

the antipode are denoted by ∆, ε, and S, respectively. We also fix a left integral λ in H .

Other notations and conventions used in this paper are summarized in the following list.

• The tensor product over k is denoted by ⊗.

• The category of k-modules is a symmetric monoidal category under ⊗. The morphism induced by

a permutation σ of {1, 2, . . . , n} is denoted by

σ :M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mn −→Mσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗Mσ(n).

For example, the symmetric monoidal structure M1 ⊗M2 →M2 ⊗M1 is denoted by (1, 2).

• The category of left H-modules is denoted by H-Mod. The full subcategory of finitely generated

H-modules is denoted by H-mod. Given left H-modules µM : H⊗M →M and µN : H⊗N → N ,

the left H-action on M ⊗N is given by

H ⊗M ⊗N
∆⊗1⊗1
−→ H ⊗H ⊗M ⊗N

(2,3)
−→ H ⊗M ⊗H ⊗N

µM⊗µN
−→ M ⊗N.

The categories H-Mod and H-mod are regarded as monoidal categories under this tensor product.

• We regard k as an H-module via the counit ε : H → k so that ε is a morphism in H-Mod.

• We use Sweedler’s notation for coproducts, i.e.

∆(h) = h(1) ⊗ h(2)

for h ∈ H . We also use an analogous notation for comodules.
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• For a category C and objects x, y in C, the set of morphisms from x to y is denoted by C(x, y).

When C is small, the sets of objects and morphisms are denoted by C0 and C1, respectively. The

source, the target, and the unit maps are denoted by

s : C1 −→ C0

t : C1 −→ C0

η : C0 −→ C1,

respectively.

2.2 Module categories over a Hopf algebra and their modules

Khovanov and Qi studied H-module algebras and their modules. We would like to be slightly more

general, since we are interested in Hopfological analogues of dg categories. We regard an H-module

algebra as a one-object H-module category.

Definition 2.1. A left H-module category is a category enriched over the monoidal category H-Mod.

When it has a single object, it is called a left H-module algebra.

By forgetting the action of H , we obtain the underlying k-linear category or k-algebra, which is

denoted by A.

We are interested in the category of left H-equivariant A-modules for a left H-module category A.

In order to give a precise definition, we first need to fix notation and terminology for k-linear categories.

The following fact is useful to simplify notations for linear categories and their modules.

Lemma 2.2. For a k-module M and a set S, there is a one-to-one correspondence between families

of submodules {Ms}s∈S indexed by S with M =
⊕

s∈S Ms and comodule structures on M over the free

k-module kS spanned by S, whose coalgebra structure is induced by the diagonal map on S.

Proof. Given a comodule structure δ :M → kS ⊗M , define

Ms = {m ∈M | ∃m′ s.t. δ(m) = s⊗m′} .

Note that Ms ∩Ms′ = 0 if s 6= s′. Suppose δ(m) =
∑

s s⊗ms. Then the coassociativity implies that ms

belongs to Ms and the counit condition implies that
∑

s∈S ms = m. And we have M =
⊕

sMs.

Conversely a family of submodules with M =
⊕

s∈S Ms gives rise to a map δ : M → kS ⊗M by

δ(m) = s⊗m for m ∈Ms. This is a comodule structure on M .

Remark 2.3. This observation is due to Cohen and Montgomery [4]. The second author learned this fact

from Hideto Asashiba.

Let A be a small k-linear category. Recall from section 1 that the set of objects and the modules

of morphisms in A are denoted by A0 and A1, respectively. By Lemma 2.2, we may regard the total

morphism space

A1 =
⊕

x,y∈A0

A(x, y).

as a kA0-kA0-bicomodule, where the right comodule structure is given by the source map and the left

comodule structure is given by the target map. For simplicity, we use the following notations.
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Convention 2.4.

• The free k-module kA0 is denoted by A0 and is regarded as a k-coalgebra by the diagonal of A0.

• We identify A with the module of all morphisms A1 so that A is an A0-A0-bicomodule.

Recall that given a right comoduleM and a left comodule N over a coalgebra C, the cotensor product

M✷CN is defined by the equalizer

M✷CN // M ⊗N
δM⊗1 //

1⊗δN

// M ⊗ C ⊗N ,

where δM and δN are comodule structure maps for M and N , respectively. With this notation, we may

identify

A✷A0
A =





⊕

y,z∈A0

A(y, z)



✷A0





⊕

x,y∈A0

A(x, y)



 ∼=
⊕

x,y,z∈A0

A(y, z)⊗A(x, y)

so that the composition of morphisms and the unit are given by bicomodule maps

µA : A✷A0
A −→ A

ηA : A0 −→ A.

In other words, we regard a k-linear category as a monoid objects in the monoidal category of A0-A0-

bicomodules whose monoidal structure is given by ✷A0
.

Definition 2.5. Let A be a k-linear category. A left A-module consists of

• a left A0-comodule M , and

• a morphism of left A0-comodules µA,M : A✷A0
M →M ,

which satisfy the unit and the associativity conditions. For left A-modules M and N , a morphism of left

A0-comodules f :M → N is called an A-module homomorphism if it commutes with the actions of A.

The category of left A-modules and A-module homomorphisms is denoted by A-Mod.

Remark 2.6. Thanks to Lemma 2.2, a left A-module M can be regarded as a collection {M(x)} of

k-modules indexed by objects of A equipped with a family of k-linear maps

A(x, y)⊗M(x) −→M(y)

satisfying the associativity and the unit conditions. In other words, a left A-module is nothing but a

functor A→ k-Mod. Similarly, a right A-module is a contravariant functor from A to k-Mod.

When A is a left H-module category, we need to incorporate the action of H as follows.

Definition 2.7. Let A be a left H-module category. A left H-equivariant A-module consists of

• a left A-module µA,M : A✷A0
M →M and

• a left H-module structure µH,M : H ⊗M →M on M

satisfying the following conditions:
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(1) µH,M is a morphism of A0-comodules.

(2) µA,M and µH,M are compatible in the sense that the following diagram is commutative

H ⊗A✷A0
M

∆⊗1✷1

��

1⊗µA,M // H ⊗M

µH,M

��

H ⊗H ⊗A✷A0
M

(2,3)

��
(H ⊗A)✷A0

(H ⊗M)
µH,A⊗µH,M

// A✷A0
M

µA,M

// M.

Given two H-equivariant A-modules M and N , an H-equivariant morphism from M to N is a mor-

phism f : M → N of left A0-comodules which commutes with both A-module structures and H-module

structures.

The category of H-equivariant left A-modules and A-module homomorphisms is denoted by CA,H .

The wide subcategory of H-equivariant morphisms in CA,H is denoted by CH
A,H .

Remark 2.8. When A = k with the H-action given by ε : H → k, we have an identification CH
k,H =

H-Mod.

The following fact plays a fundamental role in Hopfological algebra. See section 5.1 of Qi’s paper [15]

for the case of H-module algebra. It is straightforward to obtain a generalization to the case of H-module

category.

Proposition 2.9. For a left H-module category A and left H-equivariant A-modules M,N , define a left

H-action on CA,H(M,N) by

(hf)(m) = h(2)f
(

S−1(h(1))m
)

for h ∈ H, f ∈ CA,H(M,N) = (A-Mod)(M,N), and m ∈ M , where S is the antipode of H. Then

CA,H(M,N) becomes a left H-module with which the compositions of morphisms are H-module homo-

morphisms and the identity morphisms are H-invariant. In other words, CA,H becomes a left H-module

category.

Recall that for an H-module V , the submodule of invariants is defined by

V H = {x ∈ V |hx = ε(h)x for all h ∈ H} .

Our notation CH
A,H is designed to fit into the following identification.

Corollary 2.10. Let f be a morphism in CA,H . Then hf = ε(h)f for all h ∈ H if and only if f is an

H-module homomorphism. In other words, under the H-module structure on CA,H(M,N) in Proposition

2.9, we have

(CA,H(M,N))H = C
H
A,H(M,N).

A left H-module algebra A gives rise to a new algebra A#H by the smash product construction. The

construction can be extended to H-module categories.
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Definition 2.11. Let A be a left H-module category. Define a k-linear category A#H as follows. The

objects are

(A#H)0 = A0.

For x, y ∈ (A#H)0, the module of morphisms from x to y is

(A#H)(x, y) = A(x, y) ⊗H

so that the module of morphisms is

A#H =
⊕

x,y∈A0

A(x, y) ⊗H = A⊗H.

The unit is given by

A0
∼= A0 ⊗ k

ηA⊗ηH
−→ A⊗H,

where ηH : k → H is the unit of H . The composition of morphisms is given by

(A⊗H)✷A0
(A⊗H)

1⊗∆⊗1⊗1
−→ (A⊗ (H ⊗H))✷A0

(A⊗H)

(3,4)
−→ A✷A0

(H ⊗A)⊗ (H ⊗H)
1⊗µH,A⊗µH

−→ A✷A0
A⊗H

µA⊗1
−→ A⊗H.

The following description of CH
A,H is well known when A is an H-module algebra. The proof is

essentially the same as the case of H-module algebras and is omitted.

Proposition 2.12. For an H-module category A, the category CH
A,H is equivalent to (A#H)-Mod.

Another important fact in Hopfological algebra is that CH
A,H is a module category1 over the monoidal

category (H-Mod,⊗, k). Following Qi’s paper [15], we use a right action. Recall that a right action of a

monoidal category (V ,⊗, 1) on a category C consists of a functor

⊗ : C × V −→ C,

a natural isomorphism

a : (X ⊗ V )⊗W
∼=
−→ X ⊗ (V ⊗W )

for X ∈ C0 and V,W ∈ V0 satisfying the pentagon axiom, and a natural isomorphism

r : X ⊗ 1
∼=
−→ X

for X ∈ C0 satisfying the unit axiom. A precise definition can be found, for example, in Ostrik’s paper

[14], who refers to Bernstein’s lecture note [3] and a paper [5] by Crane and Frenkel for the first appearance

in the literature.

In the case of CH
A,H , the right action of H-Mod is given by M ⊗V for M in CH

A,H and V in H-Mod.

The left A-module structure is given by that of M and the left H-module structure is given by the

composition

H ⊗M ⊗ V
∆⊗1⊗1
−→ H ⊗H ⊗M ⊗ V

(2,3)
−→ H ⊗M ⊗H ⊗ V −→M ⊗ V,

1Should not be confused with an H-module category, which means a category enriched over H-Mod.
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where the last map is given by the H-module structures of M and V .

This action of H-Mod allowed Khovanov to introduce functors

C,Σ : CH
A,H −→ C

H
A,H

by

C(M) =M ⊗H

Σ(M) =M ⊗ (H/(λ)),

respectively. These are called the cone and the suspension functors, respectively.

The cone functor allows us to define an analogue of chain homotopy.

Definition 2.13. Two morphisms f, g : M → N in CH
A,H are called homotopic if there exists a morphism

ϕ : C(M) → N making the diagram

M

∼=

��

f−g // N

M ⊗ k
1⊗λ

// M ⊗H C(M)

ϕ

OO

commutative, in which case, we denote f ≃ g. The morphism ϕ is called a homotopy from f to g.

The homotopy category or the stable category of CH
A,H , denoted by T

H
A,H , is the category having the

same objects as CH
A,H whose set of morphisms from M to N is given by

T
H
A,H(M,N) = C

H
A,H(M,N)/≃.

When A = k, under the identification CH
k,H = H-Mod, we denote

ho(H-Mod) = T
H
k,H .

Khovanov noticed that the homotopy category TH
A,H has a structure of triangulated category with Σ

a shift functor. An inverse to Σ on TH
A,H is given by

Σ−1(M) =M ⊗ (Ker ε),

which is called the desuspension functor.

Lemma 2.14. The functors Σ and Σ−1 induce functors on TH
A,H that are inverse to each other.

Proof. Khovanov showed that there exists a projective H-module Q such that

Ker(ε)⊗ (H/(λ)) ∼= k ⊕Q.

Thus

Σ(Σ−1(M)) ∼=M ⊕M ⊗Q

for any M in CH
A,H . By Lemma 2.15 below, we have M ⊗Q ∼= 0 in TH

A,H .

Similarly we see that Σ−1(Σ(M)) ∼=M in T
H
A,H .

9



The following fact used in the above proof is stated as Proposition 2 in Khovanov’s paper [11].

Khovanov refers to Montgomery’s book [13] for a proof.

Lemma 2.15. For any H-module M , H ⊗M is a free H-module. If M is of finite dimensional over k.

Then H ⊗M is a free H-module of rank dimkM .

Corollary 2.16. Let P be a projective H-module. Then, for any H-module M , both P ⊗M and M ⊗P

are projective H-modules.

In order to describe distinguished triangles, let us recall the definition of mapping cones from Kho-

vanov’s paper, which is essentially the same as the definition of mapping cones in the category of chain

complexes.

Definition 2.17. Given a morphism f :M → N in CH
A,H , the pushout of the extension

0 −→M
iM−→ C(M)

pM
−→ Σ(M) −→ 0

along f is denoted by

0 −→ N
jf
−→ Cf

δf
−→ Σ(M) −→ 0.

Here iM is the composition M ∼=M ⊗ k
1⊗λ
−→M ⊗H = C(M). The object Cf is called the mapping cone

of f .

A sequence of the form

M
f

−→ N
jf
−→ Cf

δf
−→ Σ(M)

for a morphism f :M → N is called a standard triangle in T
H
A,H .

Theorem 2.18 (Khovanov). The category TH
A,H becomes a triangulated category with Σ a shift functor,

by declaring a sequence X → Y → Z in TH
A,H to be a distinguished triangle if it is isomorphic to a

standard triangle.

The following fact can be verified immediately.

Lemma 2.19. Let M and N be H-equivariant A-modules. For any H-module V , the canonical isomor-

phism of k-modules

CA,H(M,N)⊗ V −→ CA,H(M,N ⊗ V )

is an isomorphism of H-modules. In particular, we have isomorphisms of H-modules

ΣCA,H(M,N) ∼= CA,H(M,ΣN)

Σ−1
CA,H(M,N) ∼= CA,H(M,Σ−1N).

Recall that the underlying k-linear category of an H-module category A is denoted by A.

Definition 2.20. Let U : CH
A,H → A-Mod be the forgetful functor. We say a short exact sequence

0 −→ L
f

−→M
g

−→ N −→ 0

CH
A,H is A-split if 0 → U(L) → U(M) → U(N) → 0 is a split short exact sequence in A-Mod.

Qi found a characterization of distinguished triangles in TH
A,H in terms of A-split sequences. See

Lemma 4.3 of [15].
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Lemma 2.21. Let

0 −→ L
f

−→M
g

−→ N −→ 0

be an A-split short exact sequence in CH
A,H . Then there exists a distinguished triangle in TH

A,H of the

form

L
[f ]
−→M

[g]
−→ N

δ
−→ Σ(L).

Conversely, any distinguished triangle in TH
A,H is isomorphic to the one that arises from an A-split short

exact sequence in CH
A,H .

The following useful fact is proved as Lemma 4.4 in Qi’s paper and used in the proof of Lemma 2.21.

Lemma 2.22. Any A-split extension of the form

0 −→ L −→M −→ Z ⊗H −→ 0

splits.

Definition 2.23. We say a short exact sequence

0 −→ L
f

−→M
g

−→ N −→ 0

in CH
A,H homotopically splits if there exists a morphism s : N →M with g ◦ s ≃ 1N . The morphism s is

called a homotopy section of g.

Corollary 2.24. Let

0 −→ L
f

−→M
g

−→ N −→ 0

be an A-split short exact sequence in C
H
A,H . Then it homotopically splits if and only if there exists a

morphism t :M → L with f ◦ t ≃ 1L.

Proof. Since the sequence splits in A-Mod, it defines a triangle

L
[f ]
−→M

[g]
−→ N

δ
−→ Σ(L)

in TH
A,H . Then f has a homotopy section if and only if this triangle is isomorphic to the trivial triangle,

which in turn is equivalent to saying that [f ] is a section, or there exists a morphism t : M → L with

f ◦ t ≃ 1L.

We have the following closely related fact.

Lemma 2.25. A morphism f : X → Y in CH
A,H is homotopic to 0, if and only if there exists an

isomorphism of extensions

0 // Y
jf // Cf

∼=

��

δf // Σ(X) // 0

0 // Y
(1Y ,0) // Y ⊕ Σ(X)

pr2 // Σ(X) // 0.

11



Proof. Suppose f ≃ 0. By definition, there exists h : C(X) → Y such that f = h ◦ iX , which gives rise

to a morphism r : Cf → Y making the diagram

X

iX

��

f // Y

jf

��
1Y

��✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵
✵

C(X)

h

((◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗

qf // Cf
r

  
Y

commutative. Then we have

(1− jf ◦ r) ◦ jf = jf − jf = 0.

Since δf is a cokernel of jf , and we obtain a morphism s : Σ(X) → Cf with

1− jf ◦ r = s ◦ δf .

Then the maps

(r, δf ) : Cf −→ Y ⊕ Σ(X)

jf + s : Y ⊕ Σ(X) −→ Cf

are inverse to each other and we obtain an isomorphism of extensions that we wanted.

Conversely, suppose we have a map ϕ : Cf → Y ⊕Σ(X) which defines an isomorphism of extensions.

Then in the pushout diagram

X
f //

iX

��

Y

jf

��
C(X)

qf
// Cf ,

the composition pr2 ◦ ϕ : Cf → Y defines a left inverse to jf and thus f ≃ 0.

The mapping cone construction has the following nice property.

Lemma 2.26. Let f : M → N be a morphism in CH
A,H and P be an object of CH

A,H which is projective

as an A-module. Let CA,H(P, f) : CA,H(P,M) → CA,H(P,N) be the morphism induced by f , then we

have a natural isomorphism

CCA,H (P,f)
∼= CA,H(P,Cf ).

Proof. Since P is projective as an A-module, CA,H(P,−) is an exact functor and we obtain a diagram

of short exact sequences

0 // CA,H(P,N) // CCA,H (P,f)

��

// ΣCA,H(P,M)

∼=

��

// 0

0 // CA,H(P,N) // CA,H(P,Cf ) // CA,H(P,Σ(M)) // 0,

where the middle vertical arrow is the morphism obtained by the universality of pushout. Since the right

vertical arrow is an isomorphism by Lemma 2.19, so is the middle vertical arrow.
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2.3 Homological algebra in Hopfological algebra

In order to perform homological algebra in CH
A,H , CA,H , and TH

A,H , we need homology. Let us recall the

definition from Qi’s paper.

Definition 2.27. For a left H-module M , we denote

Z(M) =MH = {m ∈M |hm = ε(h)m for all h ∈ H}

B(M) = λM

H(M) = Z(M)/B(M).

The functor H : H-Mod → k-Mod is called the canonical homological functor. The composition with

the forgetful functor CH
A,H → H-Mod is also denoted by

H : CH
A,H −→ k-Mod.

Example 2.28. Suppose P is projective as anH-module. There exists a freeH-module F with F ∼= P⊕Q

as H-modules. The homology of H is trivial, since Z(H) is the submodule of integrals, which is known

to be of 1-dimensional over k generated by a fixed integral λ. It implies that H(F ) = 0, and we have

H(P ) = 0. In particular, H(C(M)) = 0 for anyH-equivariant A-moduleM and we see that the canonical

homological functor descends to

H : TH
A,H −→ k-Mod.

Example 2.29. Let M and N be H-equivariant A-modules. Then by Corollary 2.10, we have

Z (CA,H(M,N)) = C
H
A,H(M,N).

For morphisms f, g :M → N in CH
A,H , f ≃ g if and only if f − g ∈ B (CA,H(M,N)) by definition.

ThusH(CA,H(M,N)) can be identified with the set ofH-homotopy classes ofH-equivariantA-module

maps from M to N . In other words,

H (CA,H(M,N)) = T
H
A,H(M,N).

In particular, we have an isomorphism

Ext1
TH

A,H
(M,N) ∼= T

H
A,H(M,Σ(N)) = H(CA,H(M,Σ(N))).

Proposition 2.30. The canonical homological functor is homological, i.e. any triangle in TH
A,H induces

a long exact sequence by the canonical homological functor H.

Proof. For a left H-module M , we have an identification

M ∼= (H-Mod)(k,M) = C
H
k,H(k,M).

in H-Mod = CH
k,H and we have

H(M) ∼= T
H
k,H(k,M)

by the previous example. Since TH
k,H is a triangulated category, this is a homological functor. The functor

TH
A,H → TH

k,H which forgets A-module structures preserves triangles and thus

H : TH
A,H −→ k-Mod

is also homological.
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Definition 2.31. A morphism f : M → N in CH
A,H is called a quasi-isomorphism or a quism if the

induced map H(f) : H(M) → H(N) is an isomorphism in k-Mod. It is called a Σ-quism if H(Σn(f)) :

H(Σn(M)) → H(Σn(N)) is an isomorphism for all n ∈ Z. The wide subcategory of Σ-quisms is denoted

by QuismΣ.

An object M of CH
A,H is called acyclic if H(M) = 0. The class of acyclic objects is denoted by

TrivA,H . If H(ΣnM) = 0 for all n ∈ Z, M is called Σ-acyclic. The class of Σ-acyclic objects is denoted

by TrivΣ
A,H . We regard them as full subcategories of CH

A,H or TH
A,H .

Remark 2.32. Khovanov [11] and Qi [15] used a different notion of quasi-isomorphisms. A morphism

f : M → N in CH
A,H is a quasi-isomorphism in their sense if it is a homotopy equivalence in H-Mod.

Hence their acyclic objects are different from ours.

Lemma 2.33. The category TrivΣ
A,H is a thick subcategory of both CH

A,H and TH
A,H .

Proof. Since the canonical homological functor commutes with direct sums, TrivΣ
A,H is closed under

taking direct summands. The two-out-of-three property follows from the fact that H is a homological

functor and the fact that TrivΣ
A,H is closed under Σ.

Example 2.34. For any M and n ∈ Z, ΣnC(M) is acyclic, i.e. C(M) is Σ-acyclic. This can be verified

as follows.

Suppose n ≥ 0. By Lemma 2.35, we have an isomorphism of H-modules

ΣnC(M) =M ⊗H ⊗ (H/(λ))⊗n ∼= H ⊗M ⊗ (H/(λ))⊗n.

This is a free left H-module by Lemma 2.15 and hence is acyclic by Example 2.28. By replacing H/(λ)

by Ker ε, we see that ΣnC(M) is acyclic for n < 0.

The following fact, used in the above argument, appears as Lemma 2 in Khovanov’s paper [11].

Lemma 2.35. In the category of H-modules, there exists an isomorphism r : V ⊗H → H ⊗ V which is

natural in V and makes the following diagram commutative.

V ⊗ k

1V ⊗λ

��

V
∼=

oo
∼=

// k ⊗ V

λ⊗1V
��

V ⊗H
r

// H ⊗ V.

The following is an analogue of Proposition 2.3.5 (1) in [1].

Lemma 2.36. Let M,N be objects of CH
A,H . If f : M → N is a surjective quism, then both B(f) :

B(M) → B(N) and Z(f) : Z(M) → Z(N) are surjective.

Proof. The morphism f gives rise to a commutative diagram

M

f

��

// B(M)

B(f)

��
N // B(N).

Since horizontal arrows are surjective, if f is surjective, then so is B(f).
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By assumption, H(f) is an isomorphism. The commutativity of the diagram of extensions

0 // B(M)

B(f)

��

// Z(M)

Z(f)

��

// H(M)

H(f)

��

// 0

0 // B(N) // Z(N) // H(N) // 0

implies that Z(f) is surjective.

Recall that the forgetful functor from CH
A,H to A-Mod is denoted by U . Left and right adjoints to

this functor are useful in studying the orthogonality in CH
A,H . By regarding an A-module M as a trivial

H-module, the cone functor C : CH
A,H → CH

A,H gives us a functor

C : A-Mod −→ C
H
A,H .

The following fact is obvious.

Lemma 2.37. The cone functor C is an exact functor which is left adjoint to U .

The functor U also has a right adjoint.

Definition 2.38. Define a functor

E : A-Mod −→ A-Mod

by E(M) = (k-Mod)(H,M). The A-module structure is defined by (aϕ)(g) = aϕ(g) for a ∈ A, ϕ ∈

E(M), and g ∈ H .

Lemma 2.39. For ϕ ∈ E(M), define an action of h ∈ H on ϕ by

(h · ϕ)(g) = ϕ(S(h)g)

Then it defines a left H-module structure on E(M). It is compatible with the action of A and we obtain

an exact functor

E : A-Mod −→ C
H
A,H .

Proof. Let us verify the associativity. For h, h′, g ∈ H ,

(h · (h′ · ϕ))(g) = (h · ϕ)(S(h′)g)

= ϕ(S(h′)S(h)g)

= ϕ(S(hh′)g)

= ((hh′) · ϕ)(g).

We also have 1 · ϕ = ϕ, since S(1) = 1.

In order to verify that E(M) is an H-equivariant A-module, let a ∈ A, ϕ ∈ E(M), and g, h ∈ H .

Then
(

(h(1)a)(h(2)ϕ)
)

(g) = (h(1)a)((h(2)ϕ)(g))

= (h(1)a)ϕ(S(h(2))g)

= (ε(h(1))a)ϕ(S(h(2))g)

= aϕ(S(ε(h(1))h(2))g)

= aϕ(S(h)g)

= (h · (aϕ))(g),

15



which means that the A-module structure on E(M) is compatible with the H-module structure.

Since k is a field, E is an exact functor.

It is a fundamental fact that ifH is finite dimensional, the antipode S is bijective. See [12] or Corollary

5.1.6 of Sweedler’s book [19], for example.

Proposition 2.40. The functor E is right adjoint to the forgetful functor U : CH
A,H → A-Mod.

Proof. For an H-equivariant A-module M and an A-module N , define

Φ : (A-Mod) (U(M), N) −→ C
H
A,H (M,E(N))

by

Φ(ϕ)(m)(h) = ϕ
(

S−1(h)m
)

for ϕ ∈ (A-Mod) (U(M), N), m ∈M and h ∈ H . Then Φ(ϕ) is a H-module homomorphism, since

Φ(ϕ)(h′m)(h) = ϕ
(

S−1(h)h′m
)

(h′ · (Φ(ϕ)(m))) (h) = (Φ(ϕ)(m)) (S(h′)h)

= ϕ
(

S−1(S(h′)h)m
)

= ϕ
(

S−1(h)S−1(S(h′))m
)

= ϕ
(

S−1(h)h′m
)

.

Define

Ψ : CH
A,H (M,E(N)) −→ (A-Mod) (U(M), N)

by

Ψ(ψ)(m) = ψ(m)(1).

Then Φ and Ψ are inverse to each other, since

((Ψ ◦ Φ)(ϕ)) (m) = Ψ(Φ(ϕ))(m)

= Φ(ϕ(m))(1)

= ϕ(S−1(1)m)

= ϕ(m)

(((Φ ◦Ψ)(ψ)) (m)) (h) = ((Φ(Ψ(ψ))) (m)) (h)

= Ψ(ψ)(S−1(h)m)

= ψ(S−1(h)m)(1)

=
(

S−1(h) · ψ(m)
)

(1)

= ψ(m)(S(S−1(h))1)

= ψ(m)(h).

Corollary 2.41. Under the assumption of Proposition 2.40, if P is projective in CH
A,H , then U(P ) is

projective in A-Mod.
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Proof. As a right adjoint to an exact functor, U maps projectives to projectives.

Lemma 2.42. For any A-module M , E(M) is Σ-acyclic.

Proof. By Lemma 2.19, we have

ΣnE(M) = E(ΣnM)

and it suffices to prove the case when n = 0. Let us show that both Z(E(M)) and B(E(M)) are

isomorphic to k〈ε〉 ⊗M .

Suppose ϕ ∈ Z(E(M)), which means that

(h · ϕ)(h′) = ε(h)ϕ(h′)

or

ϕ(S(h)h′) = ε(h)ϕ(h′)

for all h, h′ ∈ H . Take h′ = 1. Then we have

ϕ(S(h)) = ε(h)ϕ(1)

or

ϕ(h) = ε(S−1(h))ϕ(1) = ε(h)ϕ(1).

And we have Z(E(M)) ∼= k〈ε〉 ⊗M .

Suppose ϕ ∈ B(E(M)). Then there exists ψ ∈ E(M) such that

ϕ(h) = ψ(S(λ)h)

for all h ∈ H . It is immediate to verify that S(λ) is a right integral and thus the right hand side is

ε(h)ψ(S(λ)). Therefore B(E(M)) ∼= k〈ε〉 ⊗M .

2.4 Model structures on Abelian categories

This is a summary of Hovey’s theory of Abelian model categories and cotorsion pairs used in this paper.

Our main reference is Gillespie’s survey [7].

Let us first recall the definition of cotorsion pairs introduced by Salce in [16].

Definition 2.43. Let A be an Abelian category. For objects X,Y ∈ A, define

X ⊥ Y ⇐⇒ Ext1A(X,Y ) = 0.

More generally for a class C of objects, define

C
⊥ = {Y ∈ A0 |C ⊥ Y for all C ∈ C}

⊥
C = {X ∈ A0 |X ⊥ C for all C ∈ C} .

These classes are also regarded as full subcategories.

Definition 2.44. Let A be as above. A cotorsion pair on A is a pair (P , I) of classes of objects of A

satisfying
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(1) P = ⊥I.

(2) I = P⊥.

Definition 2.45. A cotorsion pair (P , I) is said to have enough projectives if, for any X in A, there

exists a short exact sequence of the form

0 −→ A −→ B −→ X −→ 0

with B ∈ P and A ∈ I. It is said to have enough injectives if, for any X in A, there exists a short exact

sequence of the form

0 −→ X −→ A′ −→ B′ −→ 0

with A′ ∈ I and B′ ∈ P .

It is called complete if it has both enough projectives and injectives.

Example 2.46. LetPrj(A) and Inj(A) be the classes of projectives and injectives in an Abelian category

A. Then (A, Inj(A)) and (Prj(A),A) are cotorsion pairs. The former is complete precisely when A has

enough injectives and the latter is complete precisely when A has enough projectives.

These are called categorical cotorsion pairs by Hovey. Let us call the former the projective cotorsion

pair and the latter the injective cotorsion pair.

In the case of Grothendieck Abelian categories, the completeness of cotorsion pairs is closely related

to the notion of generation of cotorsion pairs. The following terminology is used in [17].

Definition 2.47. Let G be a set of objects in an Abelian category A. Then the pair (⊥(G⊥),G⊥) is

called the cotorsion pair generated by G.

Remark 2.48. The pair (⊥(G⊥),G⊥) is always a cotorsion pair by definition. Some authors say that

the cotorsion pair is cogenerated by G in the above situaltion. For example, this terminology is used by

Hanno Becker in [2].

The following fact can be found as Proposition 1.2.1 in [2] and is attribued to [17].

Proposition 2.49. Let A be a Grothendieck Abelian category. If (D,E) is a cotorsion pair generated

by a set X, then the following hold:

(1) The pair (D,E) has enough injectives.

(2) The pair (D,E) has enough projectives if and only if D is generating.

The following terminology is used in [2].

Definition 2.50. A cotorsion pair (D,E) is called small if D is generated by a set and D is generating.

Corollary 2.51. If A is a Grothendieck Abelian category with enough projectives, then any cotorsion

pair generated by a set is small. Thus it is complete.

Definition 2.52. Let A be a bicomplete Abelian category. A model structure on A is called Abelian if

(1) a morphism is a cofibration if and only if it is a monomorphism with cofibrant cokernel,

18



(2) a morphism is a trivial cofibration if and only if it is a monomorphism with trivially cofibrant

cokernel,

(3) a morphism is a fibration if and only if it is an epimorphism with fibrant kernel, and

(4) a morphism is a trivial fibration if and only if it is a epimorphism with trivially fibrant kernel.

The following terminology is introduced by Gillespie [7].

Definition 2.53. Let A be an Abelian category. A triple of subcategories (Cof ,Triv,Fib) is called a

Hovey triple if

(1) Triv is a thick subcategory.

(2) (Cof ,Fib ∩Triv) is a complete cotorsion pair.

(3) (Cof ∩Triv,Fib) is a complete cotorsion pair.

Theorem 2.54 (Hovey). Let A be a bicomplete Abelian category. Suppose A is equipped with an Abelian

model structure. Denote the full subcategories of trivial, cofibrant, and fibrant objects by Triv, Cof , and

Fib, respectively. Then (Cof ,Triv,Fib) is a Hovey triple

Conversely, given a Hovey triple (Cof ,Triv,Fib) there exists a unique Abelian model structure on A

such that Triv, Cof , and Fib are subcategories of trivial, cofibrant, and fibrant objects, respectively.

By definition, in the Abelian model structure defined by a Hovey triple (Cof ,Triv,Fib), a morphism

f : X → Y is

• a cofibration if and only if f is a monomorphism and Coker f ∈ Cof ,

• a trivial cofibration if and only if f is a monomorphism and Coker f ∈ Cof ∩Triv,

• a fibration if and only if f is an epimorphism and Ker f ∈ Fib, and

• a trivial fibration if and only if f is an epimorphism and Ker f ∈ Fib ∩Triv.

Furthermore the following characterization of weak equivalences is obtained by Hovey.

Lemma 2.55. In the Abelian model structure defined by a Hovey triple (Cof ,Triv,Fib), a morphism

f : X → Y is a weak equivalence if and only if there exist an epimorphism p with Ker p ∈ Triv and a

monomorphism i with Coker i ∈ Triv such that f = p ◦ i.

By the projective cotorsion pair (Example 2.46) and Corollary 2.51, we obtain the following.

Lemma 2.56. Let A be a Grothendieck Abelian category having enough projectives. Given a thick

subcategory Triv, (⊥Triv,Triv,A) is a Hovey triple if and only if

(1) ⊥Triv ∩Triv = Prj(A), and

(2)
(

⊥Triv
)⊥

= Triv,

where Prj(A) is the full subcategory of projective objects in A.
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3 Cotorsion pairs in the category of equivariant modules

3.1 Equivariant projective modules

In [1], Avramov, Foxby, and Halperin compared various notions of projectives in the category of dg

modules over a dg algebra. In this section, we study Hopfological counterparts. Throughout this section,

we fix a left H-module category A. Given an H-equivariant A-module P , we have two functors

CA,H(P,−) : CA,H −→ H-Mod

C
H
A,H(P,−) : CH

A,H −→ k-Mod.

Various notions of projectivities are defined by the degrees of preservations of surjectivities by these

functors.

Definition 3.1. Let P be an H-equivariant left A-module.

(1) P is called Σ-linearly projective, if, for any surjective morphism f :M → N ,

CA,H(P,Σnf) : CA,H(P,ΣnM) −→ CA,H(P,ΣnN)

is surjective for all n ∈ Z.

(2) P is called Σ-homotopically projective, if, for any Σ-quism f :M → N ,

CA,H(P,Σnf) : CA,H(P,ΣnM) −→ CA,H(P,ΣnN)

is a quism for all n ∈ Z.

(3) P is called Σ-semiprojective, if, for any surjective Σ-quism f :M → N ,

CA,H(P,Σnf) : CA,H(P,ΣnM) −→ CA,H(P,ΣnN)

is a surjective quism for all n ∈ Z.

(4) P is called Σ-Qi-projective, if for any surjective Σ-quism f : M → N ,

C
H
A,H(P,Σnf) : CH

A,H(P,ΣnM) −→ C
H
A,H(P,ΣnN)

is surjective for all n ∈ Z.

The full subcategories of C
H
A,H consisting of Σ-homotopically projectives, Σ-semiprojectives, and

Σ-Qi-projectives are denoted by HoPrjΣ, SemiPrjΣ, and QiPrjΣ respectively. Corresponding full

subcategories of TH
A,H are denoted by the same symbols.

Remark 3.2. Under the isomorphism CA,H(P,ΣnM) ∼= Σn
CA,H(P,M), P is Σ-homotopically projective

if and only if CA,H(P,−) transforms Σ-quisms to Σ-quisms.

Lemma 3.3. If P is either Σ-semiprojective or Σ-Qi-projective, then U(P ) is projective in A-Mod.
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Proof. Suppose we have a diagram of A-modules

U(P )

g

��
M

f
// N // 0

in which the bottom row is exact. By taking the right adjoint, we obtain a diagram

P

g̃

��
E(M)

E(f) // E(N) // 0

by Proposition 2.40. Since E is an exact functor, the bottom row is exact. By Lemma 2.42, both E(M)

and E(N) are Σ-acyclic. Hence E(f) is a surjective Σ-quism.

When P is Σ-Qi-projective, the induced map

C
H
A,H(P,E(f)) : CH

A,H(P,E(M)) −→ C
H
A,H(P,E(N))

is surjective by definition.

When P is Σ-semiprojective, the induced map

CA,H(P,E(f)) : CA,H(P,E(M)) −→ CA,H(P,E(N))

is a surjective quism. By Lemma 2.36, CH
A,H(P, f) is surjective.

Thus g̃ has a lift P → E(M) in CH
A,H in both cases. The left adjoint to this morphism is a lift of g.

Hence U(P ) is projective as an A-module in both cases.

The following is a modification of Lemma 6.2 in Qi’s paper.

Lemma 3.4. If P is Σ-Qi-projective, then, for any Σ-acyclic object T , CA,H(P, T ) is Σ-acyclic. In other

words, TH
A,H(P,ΣnT ) = 0 for all n.

Proof. If T is Σ-acyclic, the surjective map

1⊗ ε : T ⊗H −→ T

is a Σ-quism, since T ⊗H = C(T ) is Σ-acyclic by Corollary 2.34. Since P is Σ-Qi-projective, the induced

map

C
H
A,H(P,Σn(T ⊗H)) −→ C

H
A,H(P,Σn(T ))

is surjective for all n ∈ Z. For any ϕ ∈ CH
A,H(P,ΣnT ), there exists ψ ∈ CH

A,H(P,Σn(T ⊗H)) such that

(1⊗ ε) ◦ ψ = ϕ. By Lemma 2.19, we have an isomorphism of H-modules

CA,H(P,Σn(T ⊗H)) ∼= Σn(CA,H(P, T )⊗H).

By Corollary 2.34, this is acyclic, which implies that there exists ρ ∈ CA,H(P,Σn(T ⊗ H)) such that

ψ = λρ. By the same calculation as in the proof of Lemma 6.2 of Qi’s paper, we have

ϕ = λ(1⊗ ε) ◦ ρ.

Thus TA,H(P,ΣnT ) = 0 for all n.

21



Avramov, Foxby, and Halperin [1] found many equivalent descriptions of homotopical projectivity

and semiprojectivity. Here we prove analogues of some of them.

Lemma 3.5. For an H-equivariant A-module P , the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) P is Σ-semiprojective.

(2) P is Σ-homotopically projective and U(P ) is projective as an A-module.

(3) P is Σ-Qi-projective.

Proof. Let us first show that (1) and (2) are equivalent.

Suppose P is Σ-semiprojective. By Lemma 3.3, P is projective as an A-module. In order to show

that P is Σ-homotopically projective, let f :M → N be a Σ-quism. We have a short exact sequence

0 −→ Σn(N) −→ CΣnf
δ

−→ Σn+1(M) −→ 0,

which defines a triangle

Σn(M)
Σnf
−→ Σn(N) −→ CΣnf −→ Σn+1(M).

Since H is a homological functor, we see from the long exact sequence associated with this triangle that

H(CΣnf ) = 0 for all n. In other words,

Cf −→ 0

is a surjective Σ-quism. Since P is Σ-semiprojective,

CA,H(P,Cf )) −→ CA,H(P, 0) = 0

is a surjective Σ-quism, i.e. CA,H(P,Cf ) is Σ-acyclic.

On the other hand, since P is projective as an A-module, CA,H(P,−) = (A-Mod)(P,−) is an exact

functor and we obtain an extension

0 −→ CA,H(P,Σn(N)) −→ CA,H(P,CΣnf )
δ

−→ CA,H(P,Σn+1(M)) −→ 0

in H-Mod. By Lemma 2.26 and 2.19, this is isomorphic to

0 −→ Σn
CA,H(P,N) −→ CCA,H (P,Σnf)

δ
−→ Σn+1(CA,H(P,M)) −→ 0,

and thus we obtain a triangle

CA,H(P,Σn(M))
CA,H (P,Σn(f))

−→ CA,H(P,Σn(N)) −→ CA,H(P,CΣnf )
δ

−→ CA,H(P,Σn+1(M))

in the homotopy category ho(H-Mod).

By the associated long exact sequence of homology, we see that

H(CA,H(P,Σn(f))) : H(CA,H(P,Σn(M))) −→ H(CA,H(P,Σn(N)))

is an isomorphism for all n, sinceCA,H(P,Cf ) is Σ-acyclic. And thus P is homotopically Σ-semiprojective.

Conversely suppose that U(P ) is projective as an A-module and P is Σ-homotopically semiprojective.

Let f : M → N be a surjective Σ-quism. Since P is Σ-homotopically projective, CA,H(P, f) is a Σ-

quism. Furthermore, since U(P ) is projective in A-Mod, CA,H(P,−) is an exact functor. In particular,

CA,H(P, f) is surjective. Hence P is Σ-semiprojective.
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We next show that (1) and (3) are equivalent. Suppose P is Σ-semiprojective and let f :M → N be

a surjective Σ-quism. By definition,

CA,H(P,Σnf) : CA,H(P,ΣnM) −→ CA,H(P,ΣnN)

is a surjective quism for all n ∈ Z. By Lemma 2.36, the induced map

C
H
A,H(P,Σnf) : CH

A,H(P,ΣnM) = Z(CA,H(P,ΣnM))
Z(CA,H (P,Σnf))

−→ Z(CA,H(P,ΣnN)) = C
H
A,H(P,ΣnN)

is surjective. Hence P is Σ-Qi-projective.

Conversely suppose that P is Σ-Qi-projective. Let f : M → N be a surjective Σ-quism. We need to

show that the induce morphism

CA,H(P,Σnf) : CA,H(P,ΣnM) −→ CA,H(P,ΣnN)

is a surjective quism for all n ∈ Z. By Lemma 3.3, U(P ) is a projective A-module and thus CA,H(P,−)

is an exact functor, which implies that CA,H(P,Σnf) is surjective.

Let us show that CA,H(P,Σnf) is a quism for all n, i.e. the induced map

H(CA,H(P,ΣnM)) ∼= T
H
A,H(P,ΣnM)

T
H
A,H(P,Σnf)

−→ T
H
A,H(P,ΣnN) ∼= H(CA,H(P,ΣnN))

is an isomorphism for all n ∈ Z.

Under the identification in Lemma 2.26, the short exact sequence

0 −→ ΣnN −→ ΣnCf −→ Σn+1M −→ 0

defines a triangle in T
H
A,H and thus we obtain a long exact sequence

· · · −→ T
H
A,H(P,Σn−1Cf ) −→ T

H
A,H(P,ΣnM) −→ T

H
A,H(P,ΣnN) −→ T

H
A,H(P,ΣnCf ) −→ · · · .

Since f : M → N is a Σ-quism, Cf is Σ-acyclic. Since P is Σ-Qi-projective, by Lemma 3.4, we have

TH
A,H(P,ΣnCf ) = 0. Therefore TH

A,H(P,Σnf) is an isomorphism for all n.

Corollary 3.6. An object P in CH
A,H is Σ-semiprojective if and only if U(P ) is projective in A-Mod

and CA,H(P, T ) ∈ TrivΣ
A,H for all T ∈ TrivΣ

A,H .

Proof. Suppose P is Σ-semiprojective. For T ∈ TrivΣ
A,H , T → 0 is a surjective Σ-quism and hence

induces a Σ-quism CA,H(P, T ) → 0.

Conversely, suppose U(P ) is projective and that CA,H(P, T ) is Σ-acyclic for all T ∈ TrivΣ
A,H . By the

previous Lemma, it suffices to show that P is Σ-homotopically projective. For a Σ-quism f : M → N ,

Cf is Σ-acyclic. Since U(P ) is projective, we have a triangle

CA,H(P,M)
CA,H (P,f)

−→ CA,H(P,N)
CA,H(P,jf )

−→ CA,H(P,Cf )
CA,H (P,δf )

−→ CA,H(P,Σ(M)).

By assumption CA,H(P,Cf ) is Σ-acyclic. The long exact sequence of homology implies that CA,H(P, f)

is a Σ-quism.
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3.2 The orthogonality in the category of equivariant modules

In this section, we study the orthogonality in CH
A,H with respect to the biadditive functor Ext1

CH
A,H

(−,−).

For objects X,Y ∈ CH
A,H , we denote X ⊥ Y when Ext1

CH
A,H

(X,Y ) = 0. For a class T of objects in CH
A,H ,

define

T
⊥ = {Y |C ⊥ Y for all C ∈ T }

⊥
T = {X |X ⊥ C for all C ∈ T } .

We begin with the following general fact.

Lemma 3.7. If T is a class of objects in CH
A,H closed under Σn for all n ∈ Z, then so are both ⊥T and

T⊥.

Proof. We first prove that ⊥T is closed under Σ. SupposeM ∈ ⊥T . We need to prove Ext1
CH

A,H
(ΣM,N) =

0 for all N ∈ T . Let

0 −→ N −→ E −→ ΣM −→ 0

be an extension in CH
A,H . Since Σ−1 is an exact functor, we obtain an extension

0 −→ Σ−1N −→ Σ−1E −→ Σ−1ΣM −→ 0.

Let

i :M →M ⊕M ⊗Q ∼= Σ−1ΣM

be the inclusion under the isomorphism used in the proof of Lemma 2.14. By taking the pullback along

i, we obtain an extension

0 −→ Σ−1N −→ i∗Σ−1E −→M −→ 0.

Since T is closed under Σ−1, this sequence splits in CH
A,H . Let s : M → i∗Σ−1E be a splitting. The

composition

ΣM
Σs
−→ Σi∗Σ−1E −→ ΣΣ−1E ∼= E ⊕ E ⊗Q −→ E

gives us a splitting we wanted by the commutativity of the following diagram

0 // ΣΣ−1N

��

// Σi∗Σ−1E

��

// ΣM

��

// 0

0 // ΣΣ−1N

��

// ΣΣ−1E

��

// ΣΣ−1ΣM

��

// 0

0 // N // E // ΣM // 0.

The same argument can be used to show that ⊥
T is closed under Σ−1 by switching Σ and Σ−1. The

detail is omitted.

We next show that T⊥ is closed under Σ. The argument is essentially dual to the above case. Suppose

N ∈ T⊥. We need to show that Ext1
CH

A,H
(M,ΣN) = 0 for all M ∈ T . Let

0 −→ ΣN −→ E −→M −→ 0 (3.1)
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be an extension. Apply Σ−1 to obtain an extension

0 −→ Σ−1ΣN −→ Σ−1E −→ Σ−1M −→ 0.

Let p : Σ−1ΣN ∼= N ⊕ N ⊗ Q → N be the projection. By taking the pushout along p, we obtain an

extension

0 −→ N −→ p∗Σ
−1E −→ Σ−1M −→ 0.

Since T is closed under Σ−1, this extension splits. Let q : p∗Σ
−1E → N be a splitting. Then the

composition

E −→ ΣΣ−1E −→ Σp∗Σ
−1E

Σq
−→ ΣN

is a splitting of (3.1). And we have Ext1
CH

A,H
(M,ΣN) = 0 for all M ∈ T . The case of Σ−1 on T⊥ is

analogous and is omitted.

Corollary 3.8. Let T be a class of objects closed under Σn for all n ∈ Z. Suppose P ∈ ⊥
T and T ∈ T .

Then TH
A,H(P,ΣnT ) = 0 for all n ∈ Z.

Proof. Let T be an object in T . Under the identification

T
H
A,H(P,ΣnT ) = C

H
A,H(P,ΣnT )/≃,

it suffices to show that any morphism ϕ : P → ΣnT is null homotopic. By Lemma 3.7, ΣP ∈ ⊥T . In

particular, the extension

0 −→ ΣnT −→ Cϕ −→ ΣP −→ 0

splits. By Corollary 2.25, ϕ ≃ 0.

Recall from Lemma 2.33 that the subcategory TrivΣ
A,H of Σ-acyclic objects is a thick subcategory

of CH
A,H . By the identification CH

A,H
∼= (A#H)-Mod of Proposition 2.12, CH

A,H is an Abelian category

with enough projectives. Thus, by Lemma 2.56, the triple (⊥TrivΣ
A,H ,Triv

Σ
A,H ,C

H
A,H) is a Hovey triple

if

⊥TrivΣ
A,H ∩TrivΣ

A,H = Prj(CH
A,H)

(

⊥TrivΣ
A,H

)⊥

= TrivΣ
A,H .

In order to prove these statements, we first need to understand ⊥TrivΣ
A,H .

Proposition 3.9. We have
⊥TrivΣ

A,H = SemiPrjΣ.

Proof. Let P be an object of ⊥TrivΣ
A,H . Let us first show that U(P ) is projective as an A-module.

Consider a diagram of A-modules

U(P )

f̃

��
M

ϕ // N // 0.
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By taking the right adjoint, we have a diagram of H-modules

P

f

��
E(M)

E(ϕ) // E(N) // 0

by Lemma 2.40. Since E is an exact functor, the bottom sequence is exact. By taking the pullback, we

obtain a map of short exact sequences in CH
A,H

0 // E(Kerϕ) // E(M)×E(N) P

��

// P

f̃

��

// 0

0 // E(Kerϕ) // E(M)
E(ϕ) // E(N) // 0.

By Lemma 2.42, E(Kerϕ) belongs to TrivΣ
A,H , which implies

Ext1
CH

A,H
(P,E(Kerϕ)) = 0

by assumption. In other words, the top row splits in C
H
A,H . Let s : P → E(M) ×E(N) P be a splitting.

Then the adjoint to the composition

P
s

−→ E(M)×E(N) P −→ E(M)

gives us a lift U(P ) →M of f . Hence U(P ) is projective as an A-module.

By Lemma 3.5, it remains to show that P is Σ-homotopically projective. Let f : M → N be a

Σ-quism in CH
A,H . By Lemma 2.26, It suffices to show that CA,H(P,ΣnCf ) is acyclic for any n ∈ Z.

Under the identification

H(CA,H(P,ΣnCf )) ∼= T
H
A,H(P,ΣnCf ) = C

H
A,H(P,ΣnCf )/≃,

we are going to show that any morphism ϕ : P → ΣnCf is null homotopic. Consider the extension

associated with the mapping cone of ϕ

0 −→ ΣnCf −→ Cϕ −→ Σ(P ) −→ 0.

By assumption, ΣnCf is acyclic for all n. Since P belongs to ⊥TrivΣ
A,H , so does ΣP by Lemma 3.7,

which implies that this extension splits. By Lemma 2.25, we have f ≃ 0.

Conversely, suppose that P is Σ-semiprojective. For an extension

0 −→ T
j

−→ E
p

−→ P −→ 0 (3.2)

with T ∈ TrivΣ
A,H , since P is projective as an A-module, it defines a distinguished triangle

T
[j]
−→ E

[p]
−→ P

δ
−→ ΣT

in TH
A,H by Lemma 2.21. The induced long exact sequence of homology

· · · −→ H(ΣnT )
j∗
−→ H(ΣnE)

p∗

−→ H(ΣnP )
δ

−→ H(Σn+1T ) −→ H(Σn+1E) −→ · · ·
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and the assumption that T ∈ TrivΣ
A,H implies that p : E → P is a surjective Σ-quism.

By Lemma 3.5, the induced map

C
H
A,H(P, p) : CH

A,H(P,E) −→ C
H
A,H(P, P )

is surjective. Any s ∈ CH
A,H(P,E) with CH

A,H(P, p)(s) = 1P is a splitting of (3.2), which implies that

P ∈ ⊥TrivΣ
A,H .

Corollary 3.10. The subcategory SemiPrjΣ is closed under Σn for all n ∈ Z.

Proposition 3.11. We have
⊥TrivΣ

A,H ∩TrivΣ
A,H = Prj(CH

A,H),

where the right hand side is the full subcategory of projective objects in CH
A,H .

Proof. Since TrivΣ
A,H ⊂ CH

A,H , we have

⊥TrivΣ
A,H ⊃ ⊥

C
H
A,H = Prj(CH

A,H).

Let P be a projective object in CH
A,H . We show that P is Σ-acyclic. Under the identification

C
H
A,H

∼= A#H-Mod,

P is a direct summand of a free A#H-module, i.e. there exists a free A-module F such that P is a direct

summand of C(F ). By Corollary 2.34, C(F ) belongs to Triv
Σ
A,H , and so does P . And we have

Prj(CH
A,H) ⊂ ⊥TrivΣ

A,H ∩TrivΣ
A,H .

Conversely suppose that

P ∈ ⊥TrivΣ
A,H ∩TrivH

Σ = SemiPrjΣ ∩TrivΣ
A,H .

Since CH
A,H

∼= A#H-Mod has enough projectives, we may take a projective object Q in CH
A,H and a

surjection

Q
ϕ

−→ P −→ 0.

Since P is Σ-acyclic, this is a surjective Σ-quism. By Lemma 3.5, P is Σ-Qi-projective and the induced

map

C
H
A,H(P, f) : CH

A,H(P,Q) −→ C
H
A,H(P, P )

is surjective, which implies that Q
p

−→ P has a section. As a direct summand of a projective object, P

is projective.

Proposition 3.12. We have
(

⊥TrivΣ
A,H

)⊥

= TrivΣ
A,H .

Proof. By definition, we have an inclusion

TrivΣ
A,H ⊂

(

⊥TrivΣ
A,H

)⊥

.

We prove

(SemiPrjΣ)
⊥ =

(

⊥TrivΣ
A,H

)⊥

⊂ TrivΣ
A,H .
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Suppose T ∈ (SemiPrjΣ)
⊥
. Then for any P ∈ SemiPrjΣ, Ext

1
CH

A,H
(P, T ) = 0. Let P = A⊗k, where

k is regarded as a trivial H-module. The A-module structure is given by the composition of morphisms

of A. Note that A⊗ k is Σ-semiprojective, since for any Σ-quism f : M → N , the commutativity of the

diagram

CA,H(P,ΣnM)

∼=

��

CA,H (P,Σnf) // CA,H(P,ΣnN)

∼=

��
(k-Mod)(k,ΣnM)

∼=

��

// (k-Mod)(k,ΣnN)

∼=

��
ΣnM

Σnf

// ΣnN

allows us to identify CA,H(P,Σnf) with Σnf .

Since SemiPrjΣ is closed under Σn for all n ∈ Z, so does (SemiPrjΣ)
⊥ by Lemma 3.7 and we have

Ext1
CH

A,H
(P,ΣnT ) = 0 for all n ∈ Z. By Corollary 3.8, we have TH

A,H(P,ΣnT ) = 0 for all n ∈ Z. Under

the identification

T
H
A,H(P,ΣnT ) = H(CA,H(P,ΣnT )) ∼= H((k-Mod)(k,ΣnT )) ∼= H(ΣnT ),

this implies that T belongs to TrivΣ
A,H .

Corollary 3.13. The triple
(

SemiPrjΣ,Triv
Σ
A,H ,C

H
A,H

)

is a Hovey triple in CH
A,H .

Now Theorem 1.1 is a corollary to this fact. By Hovey’s correspondence this model structure is

described as follows.

Corollary 3.14. There exists an Abelian model structure on CH
A,H with the following properties:

(1) A morphism f : M → N is a cofibration if and only if it is a monomorphism and Coker f is

Σ-semiprojective.

(2) A morphism f :M → N is a fibration if and only if it is an epimorphism.

(3) A morphism f :M → N is a weak equivalence if and only if it is a Σ-quism.

In particular, all objects are fibrant and cofibrant objects are Σ-semiprojectives.

Proof. It only remains to verify that weak equivalences agree with Σ-quisms. Suppose f is a weak

equivalence. By Lemma 2.55, it factors as f = p ◦ i with Ker p,Coker ∈ TrivΣ
A,H . In particular both

p and i are Σ-quisms and thus so is f . Conversely suppose f : M → N is a Σ-quism. By the model

structure, it factors as f = p ◦ i with i : M → E a cofibration and p : E → N a trivial fibration.

By the characterization of trivial fibrations in an Abelian model category, p is an epimorphism with

Ker p ∈ TrivΣ
A,H . And i is a monomorphism with Coker i ∈ SemiPrjΣ. By Lemma 3.5, the sequence

0 −→M
i

−→ E −→ Coker i −→ 0

is an A-split sequence. Hence defines a triangle in TH
A,H . Since both f and p are Σ-quisms, so is i. The

long exact sequence of homology induced by this triangle implies that Coker i ∈ TrivΣ
A,H .
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Definition 3.15. Under this model structure, the full subcategory of compact cofibrant objects in CH
A,H

is denoted by PerfHA,H . Objects of this category are called perfect H-equivariant A-modules. Cofibrations

and weak equivalences in this model structure make PerfHA,H into a Waldhausen category, whose algebraic

K-theory is denoted by K(A,H) and is called the Hopfological algebraic K-theory of A.

Remark 3.16. Kaygun and Khalkhali [9] introduced the notion of H-equivariantly projective A-modules

and used the exact category of H-equivariantly projective A-modules to define the Hopf-cyclic homology

of A . We may use this exact category to define an algebraic K-theory, which should be regarded as a

generalization of Thomason’s equivariant K-theory [20] and should be called the H-equivariant K-theory

of A. We note, however, that this K-theory is different from ours.

It should be noted that our Waldhausen category can be also obtained from the cotorsion pair

(SemiPrjΣ,C
H
A,H) by using a recent work of Sarazola’s [18]. Sarazola’s work also suggests the existence

of another interesting cotorsion pair in CH
A,H if we replace the structure of exact category as follows.

Definition 3.17. The class of extensions in CH
A,H that are split as A-modules is denoted by Esplit. We

obviously obtain an exact category (CH
A,H ,E

split). Let us denote this exact category by C
H,split
A,H .

Proposition 3.18. Let CntrHA,H be the class of H-equivariant A-modules that are contractible in H-Mod.

Then the pair (CH
A,H ,CntrHA,H) is a complete cotorsion pair in C

H,,split
A,H .

Proof. The completeness is obvious from the definition.

Let us verify that (CH
A,H ,CntrHA,H) is a cotorsion pair. Suppose Ext1

C
H,split

A,H

(M,T ) = 0 for all M . We

show that T is contractible. Consider the extension

0 −→ T
iT−→ C(T ) −→ Σ(T ) −→ 0.

This is an A-split extension. Apply Σ−1 and take the pullback along the map T → Σ−1Σ(T ) which

induces an isomorphism in TH
A,H by Lemma 2.14 to obtain

0 // Σ−1(T ) // Σ−1C(T ) // Σ−1Σ(T ) // 0

0 // Σ−1(T ) // E

OO

// T

OO

// 0.

By assumption, the bottom sequence splits and thus T is a retract of E. Since these are A-split exact

sequences, they define triangles in TH
A,H . Since T → Σ−1Σ(T ) is an isomorphism in TH

A,H , so is E →

Σ−1C(T ). Since Σ−1C(T ) is contractible, so is E. As a retract of a contractible object, T is contractible.

Conversely, suppose T is contractible. We have a commutative diagram

T

1T ""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊

1T // T

C(T ).

ϕ

<<②②②②②②②②

For an A-split sequence

0 −→ F −→ E −→ T −→ 0

take the pullback along ϕ to obtain

0 −→ F −→ ϕ∗(E) −→ C(T ) −→ 0.
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By Lemma 2.22 this sequence splits. Let s : C(T ) → ϕ∗(E) be section. Then the composition

T
iT−→ C(T )

s
−→ ϕ∗(E) −→ E

is a section of E → T .

Remark 3.19. This is an analogue of Example 8.3 in Sarazola’s paper [18].
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[22] Bertrand Toën, Lectures on dg-categories, Topics in algebraic and topological K-theory, Lecture Notes in Math.,

vol. 2008, Springer, Berlin, 2011, pp. 243–302, DOI 10.1007/978-3-642-15708-0. MR2762557

31


	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	2.1 Notations and conventions
	2.2 Module categories over a Hopf algebra and their modules
	2.3 Homological algebra in Hopfological algebra
	2.4 Model structures on Abelian categories

	3 Cotorsion pairs in the category of equivariant modules
	3.1 Equivariant projective modules
	3.2 The orthogonality in the category of equivariant modules


