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ON MODULES WITH FINITE REDUCING GORENSTEIN DIMENSION

TOKUIJI ARAYA, OLGUR CELIKBAS, JESSE COOK, AND TOSHINORI KOBAYASHI

ABSTRACT. If M is a nonzero finitely generated module over a commutative Noetherian local ring R
such that M has finite injective dimension and finite Gorenstein dimension, then it follows from a result
of Holm that M has finite projective dimension, and hence a result of Foxby implies that R is Gorenstein.
We investigate whether the same conclusion holds for nonzero finitely generated modules that have finite
injective dimension and finite reducing Gorenstein dimension, where the reducing Gorenstein dimension is
a finer invariant than the classical Gorenstein dimension, in general.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout R denotes a commutative Noetherian local ring with unique maximal ideal m and residue
field k, and modules over R are assumed to be finitely generated.

In 1969 Levin and Vascensolos [13} 2.2] proved that, if R is a Gorenstein ring, then an R-module has
finite projective dimension if and only if it has finite injective dimension. Subsequently, in 1977 Foxby
[12, 4.4] proved a surprising converse: if R admits a nonzero module of finite projective and finite
injective dimension, then R must be Gorenstein. Nearly three decades later, Holm [13| 2.2] improved
Foxby’s result by considering modules (not necessarily finitely generated) of finite Gorenstein projective
dimension. Holm’s result [[13]], in the local case, implies that, if M is an R-module of finite injective
dimension, then the projective dimension of M equals the Gorenstein dimension of M; see 2.1l In the

local setting, the results of Foxby and Holm from the foregoing discussion are summarized as:

Theorem 1.1. (Foxby [12, 4.4] and Holm (13| 2.2]) Let R be a local ring and let M be a nonzero
R-module such that idr(M) < eo. Then the following hold:

(i) G-dimp(M) = pdp(M).

(ii) If G-dimg(M) < s, then R is Gorenstein.

Araya and Celikbas [3]], motivated by the work of Alperin [2], Avramov [[7], and Bergh [8, 9] on the
complexity of modules, introduced and studied the notion of reducing homological dimensions. These
homological dimensions have been recently considered in the noncommutative setting by Araya and
Takahashi [4]. In general, a module may have infinite, but finite reducing, homological dimension; see
2.4l and Example 23] for the details.

The main purpose of this paper is to improve Theorem [Tt we investigate whether the conclusion
of the theorem holds when the Gorenstein dimension and the projective dimension are replaced with
their reducing versions. We prove that the conclusion of the first part of Theorem [I.1] also holds for
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reducing homological dimensions. Moreover, we are able to extend the conclusion of the second part

of the theorem for two distinct classes of modules. More precisely, we prove:

Theorem 1.2. Let R be a d-dimensional local ring. If M is a nonzero R-module such that idg(M) < eo,
then the following hold:

(1) red-G-dimg(M) = red-pdg(M).

(ii) Ifred-G-dimg(M) < 1, or red-G-dimg(M) < oo and depthgr(M) > d — 1, then R is Gorenstein.

One of the motivations for Theorem[I.2]comes from a result of Araya and Celikbas, which establishes
Theorem for the case where M is maximal Cohen-Macaulay; see A nontrivial consequence
of Theorem is that, if R is a one-dimensional local ring and M is a nonzero R-module such that
idr(M) < e and red-G-dimg (M) < o, then R is Gorenstein. Furthermore, for the two-dimensional case,
it follows immediately from Theorem[I.2] that:

Corollary 1.3. Let R be a two-dimensional local ring and let M be a nonzero torsion-free R-module
(e.g., M is an ideal of R). If idr(M) < oo and red-G-dimg(M) < oo, then R is Gorenstein.

The proof of Theorem [I.2] requires preparations; in section 2 we record several preliminary results
and give a proof of Theorem[I.2l Section 3 is devoted to the proofs of the preliminary results used to
establish Theorem[1.2]

2. PRELIMINARIES AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM [I.2|

In this section we prove our main result, namely Theorem[[.2l Along the way, we record several

preliminary results that are used in the proof and an argument for Theorem [L.11

2.1. (Gorenstein dimension [1.[5]) Let R be a local ring and let M be an R-module. Then M is said to
be totally reflexive provided that M = M** and Extiy(M,R) = 0 = Exth(M*,R) for all i > 1.

The infimum of n for which there exists an exact sequence 0 — X,, — --- — Xy — M — 0 such that
each X; is totally reflexive is called the Gorenstein dimension of M. If M has Gorenstein dimension
n, we write G-dimg(M) = n. Therefore, M is totally reflexive if and only if G-dimg(M) < 0, where it
follows by convention that G-dimg(0) = —oe.

In the proof of Theorem[I.2] we use the fact that the category of modules of finite Gorenstein dimen-

sion is closed under taking direct summands; see, for example, [10, 1.1.10(c)]. O

Theorem [[.1{i) is one of the motivations for our work. Therefore, it seems worth recording a short
argument that establishes the result; the argument we give here is different from that of Holm [[13] and

has been explained to us by Arash Sadeghi. First we recall:

2.2. (Ischebeck [14} 2.6]) Let R be a local ring and let M and N be nonzero R-modules. If idg(N) < oo,
then it follows that depth(R) — depthy (M) = sup{n | Extiy(M,N) # 0}. O

2.3. (Holm [13} 2.2]) Let R be a local ring and let M be an R-module. If idg (M) < oo, then it follows
that pdg(M) = G-dimg(M).
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To see this, note that there is nothing to prove if G-dimg(M) = . So we assume G-dimg(M) =n < oo
Then it follows that G-dimg(TrQ"M) = 0 = G-dimg(TrQ""! TrQ"M), where Tr denotes the Auslander

transpose [3]. Next we consider the exact sequence that follows from [5, 2.8]:
@31 0— Extp(TrQ" ' TrQ"M, M) — Tork, | (TrQ"M, M) — Homg (Exty™ (TrQ"M,R),M).

As idr(M) < oo, it follows from that Extk(TrQ""! TrQ"M,M) = 0. Moreover, we have that
Ext’:™ (TrQ"M,R) = 0. Thus (Z31) yields that Torf (TrQ"M,Q"M) = 0. Consequently, we conclude
that Q"M is free, i.e., pdr(M) < oo see [17, 3.9]. Hence pdg(M) = G-dimg(M), as required. O

2.4. (Reducing dimensions [3, 2.1]) Let M be an R-module, and let I be a homological invariant of
R-modules, for example, [ = pd or I = G-dim.

We write red-I(M) < oo provided that there exists a sequence of R-modules Ky, . . ., K;, positive inte-

gersay,...,darby,...,bsny,...,n, and short exact sequences of the form
c41) 0— K™% — K — QUK — 0

foreachi=1,...r, where Ky = M and I(K,) < . If a sequence of modules as in (2.4 1) exists, then we
call {Ky,...,K,} areducing I-sequence of M.
The reducing invariant I of M is defined as follows:

red-I(M) = inf{r € NU{0} : there is a reducing I-sequence Ky, ..., K, of M}.
We set, red-I(M) = 0 if and only if I(M) < oo. O

In passing we recall an example which shows that the reducing homological dimensions are finer than
regular homological dimensions. This example also shows that the reducing homological dimension of

a module is not always bounded by the depth of the ring in question.

Example 2.5. ([3, 2.3]) Let R = k[x,y]/(x,y)?. Then pdg(k) = oo = G-dimg(k), but we have that
red-G-dimg (k) = 1 =red-pdg (k). Also, if M is an R-module such that red-G-dimg(M) < oo = G-dimg(M),
then M = R®%* & k®P for some ot > 0 and B > 1. d

The proof of Theorem[I.2]relies upon the following preliminary results.

2.6. (Araya and Celikbas [3} 3.3(iii)]) Let R be a local ring and let M be a nonzero R-module such that
red-G-dimg(M) < co. If Exti(M, M) =0 for all i > 1, then G-dimg(M) < co. Therefore, if M is maximal
Cohen-Macaulay and idg(M) < oo, then R is Gorenstein. O

Proposition 2.7. Let R be a local ring and let M be an R-module. Assume, whenever X is a totally reflex-
ive R-module, one has Exth(X,M) =0 for all i > 1. Then it follows that red-G-dimg(M) = red-pdgz(M).

Proposition 2.8. Let R be a local ring and let 0 — M®* — K — Q" M®? — 0 be a short exact sequence
of R-modules, where a > 1, b > 1, and n > 0 are integers. If G-dimg(K) < oo, then, for eachi > 1, there
exists a short exact sequence of R-modules 0 — M%% — Y; — Qi M 5 0, where G-dimg(Y;) < oo,
ri=2(n+1)-1,a= 2 and b; = »?.

Proposition 2.9. Let R be a local ring and let M be an R-module. If x € m is a non zero-divisor on R
and M, then it follows that red-G-dimg /r(M/xM) < red-G-dimg(M).
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Now we make use of Propositions and[2.9] and prove Theorem[[.2} we defer the proofs of

these propositions to Section 3.

Proof of Theorem[[.2] Note that, since idg(M) < oo, it follows that Ext'I’.e(X ,M) =0 for all j > 1 for
each totally reflexive R-module X; see Hence part (i) follows from Proposition 2.7

Next we assume red-G-dimg(M) < 1, and show that R is Gorenstein. It follows from [2.4] that there
exists a short exact sequence of R-modules 0 — M® — K — Q" M®b 5 0, where a, b, n are positive
integers and G-dimg(K) < oo. Then, by Proposition 2.8 we have a short exact sequence of R-modules
0 — M®4% Yy — QiM% — 0, where i > 0, G-dimg(Y) < oo, and r; > d. Therefore, Q"I M®’i is
maximal Cohen-Macaulay. Now, as idg(M®%) < oo, we see that Extg(Q7 M® M%) = 0; see
So the short exact sequence 0 — M4 — Y — Qi M®Pi — 0 splits, and hence M®% occurs as a direct
summand of Y. This shows that G-dimg(M) < e and hence R is Gorenstein;2.Tland Theorem[LT]

Now, to complete the proof of part (ii), we assume depthz (M) > d — 1, and proceed by induction on
d to show that R is Gorenstein. There is nothing to prove if d = 0; see 2.6

Assume d > 2 and that the claim is true when d = 1. Since R is a Cohen-Macaulay ring and
depthp(M) > 1, there exists an element x € m which is a non zero-divisor on both R and M. Then it fol-
lows by Proposition2.9]that red-G-dimg g (M /xM) < red-G-dimg (M) < oo. Hence, as idg /g (M /xM) <
oo and depthg .z (M/xM) > d — 2, we conclude by the induction hypothesis that R/xR is Gorenstein,
i.e., R is Gorenstein. Therefore, it suffices to prove the case where d = 1.

Assume d = 1. Then the case where depthg(M) = 1 follows from Therefore, we assume
depthg(M) = 0 and choose a reducing G-dim-sequence {Kj,...,K,} of M.

Claim: For each i =0,...,r, we have that K; = M®“ @ L; for some R-module L; and for some integer
¢i > 1 such that L; is either zero or maximal Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof of the claim: We proceed by the induction on i. If i = 0, then, since Ko = M, we pick Lo =0
and co = 1. So we assume i > 1. Then, by the induction hypothesis, we have that K; | & M®¢-1 ®L; 4
for some R-module L;_; and for some integer c¢;—; > 1, where L;_; is either zero or maximal Cohen-
Macaulay. Now we consider the following pushout diagram, where the middle horizontal short exact

sequence follows by the definition of reducing Gorenstein dimension; see

0 0
MOci-14i MEci-1ai

0 K24 K; QUK ——0

0 L Li QK ——0




ON MODULES WITH FINITE REDUCING GORENSTEIN DIMENSION 5

Since L;_; is either zero or maximal Cohen-Macaulay, we see from the bottom horizontal short exact
sequence that L; is either zero or maximal Cohen-Macaulay. In either case, since idg (M) < oo, it follows
by 2.2 that Ext}z (L;,M) = 0. This implies that the middle vertical short exact sequence splits, yields the
isomorphism K; & L; ® M®“i-1%  and proves the claim.

Now, by the claim established above, M is a direct summand of K,.. Then, since G-dimg(K;) < e, we
conclude that G-dimg (M) < oo; see Therefore, Theorem [[.1] shows that R is Gorenstein, and this

completes the proof of the theorem. 0

3. PROOFS OF THE PRELIMINARY PROPOSITIONS
This section is devoted to the proofs of Propositions2.7, 2.8 and[2.9] We start by preparing a lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Let R be a local ring and let M be an R-module. Assume, for each totally reflexive R-
module X, it follows that Ext{e (X,M) =0 forall j > 1. Assume further there are short exact sequences
of R-modules of the form 0 — Kfal" — K — Q”il{fbl" — 0, where r is a positive integer, Ky = M, and
at,...,ar,by,...,byny,... n, are positive integers for each i = 1,...r. Then, for each totally reflexive
R-module X, it follows that Ext{e (X,K;)=0forall j > 1andforalli=0,...,r.

Proof. We proceed by induction on i.
If i =0, then Ky = M, and so there is nothing to prove. Let i > 1 be an integer and assume, for each
totally reflexive R-module X, we have that Ext{z (X,Ki—1)=0forall j > 1.

Next consider the following short exact sequence that exists by our assumption:
G 0—>Kf‘i“1" —>K,-—>Q”"Kf‘i"1" —0.
Let Y be a totally reflexive R-module. Then (3.111) yields the exact sequence for each j > 1:
B112) Exth(Y,K"%) — Extp(Y,K;) — Extp(Y, QUK.
As Ext{z(Y, Klei“l’) vanishes for each j > 1 by the induction hypothesis, to complete the induction argu-

ment, it suffices to observe the vanishing of Ext{z(Y7 Q"K; ). This follows due to the facts that Q™Y
is a totally reflexive R-module and Ext}é(Y, QUK; )= Ext-,"e(Q’"i Y,Ki—1). O

Proof of Proposition27 Note that, if red-G-dimg (M) = o, then it follows that red-pdg (M) = . Hence,
to prove the proposition, it suffices to assume red-G-dimg (M) < oo.

Assume red-G-dimg(M) = r < oo and let {Kj,...,K,} be a reducing G-dim sequence of M. Then,
since G-dimg(K,) < o, we consider the finite projective hull of K, [6, 1.1], i.e., a short exact sequence
of R-modules of the form 0 — K, — P — X — 0, where pdy(P) < oo and X is totally reflexive. Note
that Lemma[3.T]implies that Ext,le (X,K,) = 0. Therefore, the finite projective hull of K, splits and hence
pdg(K;) < eo. This shows that red-pdg(M) < r. As, in general, red-G-dimg(M) < red-pdg(M), the

claim of the proposition follows. 0

Remark 3.2. It is worth noting that there are examples of local rings R and modules M over R with
red-G-dimg(M) < oo = pdg(M) and Exty(X,M) = 0 for each totally reflexive R-module X and each
i > 1. For example, if R is as in Example[2.5]and M = k, then each totally reflexive R-module is free so
that Exti (X, M) = 0 for all i > 1 and pdg(M) = oo,
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The next two results are used for the proof of Proposition 2.8} the first one, [3.3] is well-known, but
we include it for completeness. The second one,[3.4] is a special case of [16, 3.1] and plays an important
role for the proof of Proposition[2.8]

3.3. ([L1, 2.2]) Let R be a local ring and let 0 - A — B — C — 0 be a short exact sequence of R-
modules. Then there are exact sequence of R-modules, where n > 0 is any integer, and F and G are free
R-modules.

i) 0—-QC—-ADF —B—0.

(i) 0= Q"A=-GaQ"B—>Q"C—0.

3.4. Let R be a commutative ring. If 0 - L — X — N — 0 is a short exact sequence of R-modules such
that G-dimg(X) < ec and L~ G@Y for some free R-module G. Then there exists a short exact sequence
of R-modules0 Y — A — N — 0, where G-dimg(A) < o; see [16] 3.1].

Next is the proof of the second proposition:

Proof of Proposition Note that, in view of the short exact sequence 0 — M — K — Q"M% — 0,
it follows from Remark [3.3] that there are exact sequences

231 0= QHMMP s M aF 5K—0
and
232) 0— Q" MP 5 G QT K — QI M 0,

where F and G are free R-modules.
By taking the direct sum of a copies of the short exact sequence in (2.811) and the direct sum of b

copies of the short exact sequence in (2.812), we obtain the following short exact sequences:

©383) 0 — QU yPab % ppoa® gy pla _y ga )

m4) 0— QVH’I MEBab L GEBb ®Qﬂ+1 K@b N QZH+1MEBb2 =0

Now we take the pushout of the maps o and  from the exact sequences in (2.813) and (2.84), and

obtain the following diagram with with exact rows and columns:

0 0

0 Qn+1M€Bab o MEB(IZ @FEB(I Kﬂfa 0

B
0—— G QK™ X K% 0
QZIH’I MGBbz QZﬂ+1 1‘45‘5172
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Now assume G-dimg(K) < eo. Then the exact sequence in the middle row in the above diagram implies
that G-dimg(X) < so. So we use 3l for the exact sequence 0 — M@ @ F&4 —y X — Q21+ pyob* _, o,

and obtain a short exact sequence of the form
285) 0 — MO 5 A QM o s,

where G-dimg(A) < oo. Therefore, setting ¥; = A, we establish the claim for the case where i = 1.
Next assume i > 2. Then, by the induction hypothesis, there exists a short exact sequence of R-
modules of the form

Z86) 0— M™i-t Y, | — Qi1 MPi-1 0,

i—

where G-dimg(¥;_1) < oo, r;_ 1 =2 (n4+1)—1,a; 1 =d® "and bi_1 = »*"". Hence we can apply the
previous process to the short exact sequence in (2.816) and obtain a short exact sequence of R-modules
0 — M®% — Y; — Qi M®i — 0, where G-dimg(Y;) < oo, r; = 2/(n4+1) — 1, a; = a* and b; = b*, as

required. 0
To establish Proposition[2.9] we prepare two lemmas:

Lemma 3.5. Let R be a local ring, M an R-module, and let x € m be an element of R.

(i) x is a non zero-divisor on R, then x is a non zero-divisor on Q}é (M) foreachi> 1.
(ii) If x is a non zero-divisor on R and M, then Q& (M) /xQkL (M) = Qie/xR (M /xM) for each i > 0.

Proof. The first part is clear so we proceed by induction on i to prove the second part.
If i = 0, then Q% (M) /xQY (M) = M /xM = Q?e/xR(M/xM), so the claim follows. Next, given i > 0,

we consider the following short exact sequence:
@3 0— QM — R 5 Qi — 0

Then, since x is a non zero-divisor on Q‘M, we obtain, by tensoring (3.311) by R/xR, another short exact

sequence in mod(R/xR):
(332) 0 — QM) /xQ M — REP /xR — QF (M) /xQI (M) — 0.

This implies that Q! (M) /xQ M = Qp . (Q/(M) /xQ!(M)). As the induction hypothesis yields the

isomorphism Qf (M) /xQk (M) = Qi /e (M/xM), we conclude that:

Q7 (M) /xQ M 2= Qo (Q (M /xM)) 2 Qi (M [ xM)).

This establishes the claim. O

Lemma 3.6. Let R be a local ring and let 0 — Kfal" — Ki — Qf be{ — 0 be short exact sequences of
R-modules for i = 1,...r, where a;, b;, n; are nonnegative integers and r is a positive integer. If x € m is

a non zero-divisor on Ky, then x is a non zero-divisor on K; foreachi =0,...,r.

Proof. We proceed by induction on i. If i = 0, then the claim is just the hypothesis. Hence we assume
i > 1. Then, by the induction hypothesis, it follows that x is a non-zero divisor on K;_;. Thus, tensoring
the given short exact sequences by R/xR, for each i = 1,...,r, we obtain an exact sequence of the
form Tork (K™ R/xR) — Tor{(Ki,R/xR) — Torf(Qp K% R/xR). This yields Tor{(K;,R/xR) = 0

and hence shows that x is a non zero-divisor on Kj, as required. O
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We are now ready to give a proof of the third proposition:

Proof of Proposition[2.9 There is nothing to prove if red-G-dimg(M) = «. Therefore we assume
red-G-dimg (M) = r < co. Then, by definition, there exist short exact sequences of R-modules:
Da; i Obi

@3 0= K™\ — K — QK" —0,
where Ky = M and G-dimg(K;) < oo.

Tensoring the short exact sequences in (2.911) by R/xR, we obtain the following exact sequences:
232) Torf (Q KV, R) = (Kih) ™ = K — (R K) =0,
where (—) denotes — @z R/xR.

Note that Lemma [3.3(ii) implies (Q} be{ ) Q’% (K- 1)%". Note also that, by Remark [3.6] x is a
non zero-divisor on each K; and hence TorIf(Q;? Kfibl" ,_) vanishes for each i = 1,...r. Therefore, for

eachi=1,...r, 292) yields the following exact sequence of R-modules:

293) 0— (K,',l)ef“"—>E—>Q’% (K,»,l)eﬁb"—m.

Note that G-dimg(K,) = G-dimg(K;) < oo [10, 1.4.5]. Therefore, we conclude by using the short exact

sequences in (2.913) that red-G-dimg(M /xM) < r. O
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