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Comodule theories in Grothendieck categories and relative Hopf objects

Mamta Balodi * Abhishek Banerjee Surjeet Kour *

Abstract

We develop the categorical algebra of the noncommutative base change of a comodule category by means of a Grothendieck
category S. We describe when the resulting category of comodules is locally finitely generated, locally noetherian or may be
recovered as a coreflective subcategory of the noncommutative base change of a module category. We also introduce the
category 4 S of relative (A, H)-Hopf modules in S, where H is a Hopf algebra and A is a right H-comodule algebra. We study
the cohomological theory in 4, & by means of spectral sequences. Using coinduction functors and functors of coinvariants,
we study torsion theories and how they relate to injective resolutions in 4. Finally, we use the theory of associated primes
and support in noncommutative base change of module categories to give direct sum decompositions of minimal injective
resolutions in , S*.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we aim to study a theory of modules over a noncommutative base change of categorified fiber bundles. We consider
a Hopf algebra H over a field k, and a k-algebra A which carries the structure of a right H-comodule algebra. The geometric
version of this consists of an affine algebraic group scheme G acting freely on an affine scheme X. Accordingly, the role of
the quotient space X/G is played by the algebra B = A of H-coinvariants of A. The sheaves over the quotient space are
then replaced by “relative (A, H)-Hopf modules” (see, for instance, [18], [24]], [25], [32]). This consists of a left A-module M
equipped with a right H-comodule structure M — M ® H such that the multiplication A ® M — M is compatible with the
H-coactions on A and M. Under certain faithful flatness conditions (see Schneider [30]]), the category of relative (A, H)-Hopf
modules becomes identical to the category of modules over B = A®H,

The idea of noncommutative base change of an algebra by means of a Grothendieck category goes back to Popescu [29]. If
R is a k-algebra, and S is a k-linear Grothendieck category, an R-module object in & consists of an object M € S along with
a morphism py; : R — S(M, M) of k-algebras. If S is the category of modules over a k-algebra R’, then an R-module
object in S is the same as a module over R ®; R’. This justifies the expression “noncommutative base change” for the category
Sg of (right) R-module objects in S. In [4], Artin and Zhang have developed in great detail the categorical aspects of this
theory, studying finitely generated objects and finitely presented objects in Sg, as well as the properties of being locally finitely
generated or locally noetherian. When applied to a certain quotient of the category of graded modules over a graded algebra,
they capture the geometry of the noncommutative projective schemes of Artin and Zhang [2] (see also Artin, Small and Zhang
[3). The authors in [4] also developed the categorical algebra and the homological algebra of R-module objects in &, by
establishing versions of localization, Nakayama Lemma, Hilbert Basis Theorem and the derived functors Tor and Ext. Other
aspects such as coherence properties and deformation theory in Sg have been studied by Lowen and Van den Bergh [28]. The
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non-noetherian descent in these module categories with respect to the classical Beauville-Laszlo theorem (see [[10], [[11]) has
been studied in [7]. Our starting point in this paper is the notion of a C-comodule object in a Grothendieck category S, where
C is a k-coalgebra, introduced by Brzezifiski and Wisbauer [17, § 39].

This paper consists of two parts. In the first part, we work with the categorical properties of S¢, the collection of (right)
C-comodule objects in S. We show that &€ may be recovered as a coreflective subcategory of 4&, where C ® A — k is an
G-rational linear pairing (see Definition 2.4) of C with a k-algebra A. We obtain a family of generators for S¢, and show that
&€ is a Grothendieck category. When & is locally finitely generated, we use S-rational pairings to give conditions for G¢ to
be locally finitely generated. We also study injective envelopes in G¢, and give conditions for € to be locally noetherian.

In the second part of the paper, we study the category 4 S of relative (A, H)-Hopf module objects in &, where A is a right
H-comodule algebra. As indicated before, the objects in 4 S may be seen as modules over the “quotient space of 4 & with
respect to the base change of the H-coaction on A. We will study the cohomology theory and the properties of relative (A, H)-
Hopf module objects in & by adapting the methods of Caenepeel and Guédénon [22]. First, we construct a spectral sequence

that computes the higher derived Hom functors in 4 S (see Theorem[5.3)
EY = RP (=) (R1, sHOM(M, )(N)) = (RP*1,&" (M, _))(N) (1.1

for M, N € . Here, (—)°H is the functor of taking H-coinvariants on the category Com — H of right H-comodules. The
functor ,c HOM(M, __) for M € AGH is the rational Hom that is right adjoint to M ® __ : Com — H — ,&H. We show that
the rational Hom object ,c HOM (M, N) may also be recovered as the largest H-comodule contained inside the morphism space
AS(M,N).

Thereafter, we suppose that the Hopf algebra H is cosemisimple and let B = A be the subalgebra of coinvariants of A. We
obtain an adjoint triple of functors

A®p__: G — 46 6., 6" — p3 HOM(A,_): 36 — 431 (1.2)
relating 4 S to the category 3S of B-module objects in S. Here €7 is the functor of H-coinvariants, and we construct the
coinduction functor gHOM(A, _) : 3& — 4&f. We use the functors in to build torsion theories in 4, S¥ as well as to
relate injective envelopes and minimal injective resolutions in 4 S and 3S. If N € 3, we show that €7 (4, ¥ (sHOM(A, N))) =
EN), where 4, (-) denotes the injective envelope in 4 & and 3E€(—) denotes the injective envelope in 3S. We also show
that the full subcategory

TGy := (M e 2,7 | €M) =0} (1.3)

is a torsion class in 4&7. The corresponding torsion free class F(, GH) consists of those M € 4& for which the canonical
morphism M — zHOM(A, €7 (0\)) is a monomorphism. In terms of injective cogenerators of S, we give conditions for all
objects in 4 & to be torsion free, i.e., F(4 S) = 4, &H.

Finally, we apply some of our results from [9] on associated primes and support in abstract module categories. If S is a
strongly locally noetherian Grothendieck category and T is a commutative and noetherian k-algebra, we have shown in [9] that
any injective object in 7S decomposes as a direct sum of injective envelopes of “7T-elementary objects in S”. In the abstract
module category 7S, the T-elementary objects introduced in [9] play a role similar to quotients over prime ideals. In this paper,
we show that any injective & € 7& decomposes as a direct sum (see Proposition [7.19)

ex P ew (1.4)

pEAssTg(E)

where E(p) C € is a direct sum of injective envelopes of T-elementary objects and maximal with respect to the collection of
subobjects N C & such that Ass,c(N) = {p}. We refine some of our results from [9]] and combine with the methods of Caenepeel
and Guédénon [22] to obtain a direct sum decomposition of objects appearing in a minimal injective resolution 4&%*(M) of
M € 4&* in terms of injective envelopes of elementary objects associated to prime ideals in B = A"’ (see Theorem [Z.21)

A&V = @ sHOM(A, p€*(€"(M))(p)) (1.5)
pedss,(E (VD)



Similar to [22], this is done under certain additional noetherian and torsion freeness assumptions that we extend to the datum
(A, H, S). As such, we hope that this paper will be the first step towards a systematic development of the theory of (A, H)-Hopf
modules and closely related notions in a Grothendieck category &. The literature on the usual (A, H)-Hopf modules, as well as
Doi-Hopf modules, Yetter-Drinfeld modules and entwined modules is vast, for which we refer the reader, for instance, to [,
(6], (8], [13], [14], [150, [16], [19], [20], [21], [26].

2 S-Rational pairings, module objects and comodule objects

Let k be a field. Throughout, we let S be a k-linear Grothendieck category. If R is a k-algebra, a (right) R-module object in &
(see Popescu [29, p 108]) is a pair (M, pa), where M is an object of S and pa : R — S(M, M) is a morphism of k-algebras,
i.e., oo (rs) = pi(s) o po(r) for r, s € R. A morphism ¢ : (M, pp) — (M, par) of R-module objects consists of a morphism
¢ : M — M’ in S such that ppr 0 ¢ = ¢ o py. The category of right R-module objects in S will be denoted by Sg. We will
usually write an object (M, py) € CGg simply as M € Sg. By [4] Proposition B2.2], we know that G is also a Grothendieck
category. We may similarly consider the category z S of left R-module objects in S.

If R — Mod denotes the category of left R-modules, there is a bifunctor
—®r--:CgXR-Mod — G (2.1)

For a detailed study of the properties of this bifunctor, we refer the reader to Artin and Zhang [4]. For any M € Gg, we have
MR =M. If M € S and N € S, we note that there is a canonical left R-module structure on S(M, N). The functor
MQ®g - : R— Mod — G is left adjoint to S(M, __) : © — R — Mod (see [4, § B3]). In addition, if M®g __: R— Mod — &
is exact, M € Gy is said to be R-flat.

On the other hand, if V is a left R-module, the functor __®g V : Sp — & is also right exact and has a right adjoint (see
[4, Proposition B3.6]) which we denote by Hom(V,__) : © — Gg. In addition, if __®g V : Sg — G is exact, then
V € R — Mod is said to be Sg-flat. Also, if V is an (R, R’)-bimodule, the functor __ ®g V takes values in Sgr.

In particular, we always write ® := ®;. A right R-module object in S may also be described in the following manner (see
[4, Lemma B3.14]).

Definition 2.1. An object (M, p)t) € G is determined by a morphism uy; : M ® R — M in G = Sy satisfying the following
two conditions

(1) Ifu : k — R is the unit of R, the composition M = M ® k RN M &R 25 Mis the identity.

(2) The following diagram commutes

MOROR —, MR
/lm"®RJ/ lﬂM (22)

Hm

M®R ——
where g is the multiplication on R. We will denote by uy . : M — Hom(R, M) the morphism corresponding to uyc : MR —
M via the adjunction.

Similarly, there is the notion of C-comodule objects in S, where C is a k-coalgebra (see [17, § 39]).
Definition 2.2. Let C be a k-coalgebra. A right C-comodule object in S consists of an object P € S and a morphism
Ap : P — P Q C satisfying the following two conditions
g Poe
(1) If e : C — k is the counit of C, the composition P Lo, PRC —5 P is the identity.
(2) The following diagram commutes

p 2, pgcC
A«yl lfP@AC (2.3)

Pec = pececC



where Ac is the comultiplication on C. A morphism ¢ : (P, Ap) — (P’, Ap:) of right C-comodules in S consists of a morphism
¢ : P — P in S such that Ay o ¢ = (¢ ® C) o Ayr. The category of right C-comodule objects in S will be denoted by GC.
Similarly, there is a category of left C-comodule objects in S, which will be denoted by € .

Since k is a field, the coalgebra C is always flat over k. Using [4, Proposition C1.7], it now follows that __® C is exact. In fact,
since every monomorphism in k — Mod splits, we see that the bifunctor __® __: © X k — Mod — © is exact in both variables.
Accordingly, we see that S© contains both kernels and cokernels. This makes S¢ an abelian category. Further, colimits and
finite limits of systems in ¢ may be computed in S.

We also observe that if (P, Ap), (P, Ap/) are C-comodule objects in &, then SC(P, P’) can be expressed as the equalizer

pAprog

(P, P) = Eq [S(fP, P) S(P, P ® C)] (2.4)

#(g@C)0Ayp

~

Now let f : C — D a morphism of k-coalgebras. Then, there is an obvious functor f* : S¢ — &P that takes (P, Ap) to
(P, (P ® f) o Ap). On the other hand, if (Q, Ag) € GP, we set

Aq®C
QopC := Eq[Q@ac——; Q®D®C] 2.5)
(Q®f®C)o(Q®AC)

This defines a functor f, : GP — &€,
Proposition 2.3. Let f : C — D be a morphism of k-coalgebras. Then, (f*, f.) is a pair of adjoint functors.

Proof. We consider (P,Ap) € &€ and (Q,Aq) € GP. We consider ¢ € SD(f*fP, Q), i.e., ¢ € S(P,Q) such that Ag o ¢p =
(@®D)oApp)=(¢p®D) o (P® f) o Ap. Then, we have

(Ao ®C)o(p®C)oAp =((@®D®C)o(PRfF®C)o(Ap®C)oAyp
=(QRfR®C)o(¢®@CR®C)o (PR®Ac)oAyp (2.6)
=Qef®C)o(Q®Ac)o (¢®C)o Ay

From the definition in 2.3)), it follows that (¢ ® C) o A factors through QO0pC and it may be verified that this gives a morphism
Q®e
in G¢(P, Qo 0). Conversely, if ¢ € SC(P, Qop0), it may be verified that the composition P i) QopC —> A C BN Qisa
morphism in S D( f*P,Q), where ¢ : C — k is the counit. This proves the result. ]
Applying Proposition 23] to the counit morphism - : C — k, we have in particular that
S(P,Q9) =S9P,280C) (2.7)

forany P € ¢ and Q € G.

We now let C be a k-coalgebra and A be a k-algebra. A pairing of C and A is a k-linear map § : C ® A — k such that the
induced map 8 : A — C* is morphism of k-algebras. Here, the multiplication on C* is defined by setting

(f * ) = ) flengler) 2.38)

forc € C and f, g € C*. We now consider the category ,& of left A-module objects in & and the category S of right
C-comodule objects in S. If 8: C ® A — k is a pairing, then any C-comodule object M in S is naturally an A-module object
in S by
A = M
AeM 2 AeMeC S MeCoa —5 M 2.9)

Thus, we have an embedding 43¢ : G — 4 & of categories. We recall that the functor __® A : © — & has the right adjoint

Hom(A,-) : @ — G. It also follows that for a finite dimensional vector space V and an object M € &, we have

MV = Hom(V*, M) (2.10)



Definition 2.4. A pairing B: C ® A — k is said to be G-rational if for any M € © = &y, the morphism
an : M®C — Hom(A, M), (2.11)
corresponding by adjunction to the morphism M@ : M ® C ® A — M is a monomorphism in .

Using the definition in (2.9), we note that for M € GC, the structure map of 4I€(0M) € 4& can also be given by the composition
anN © AM.

Lemma 2.5. Let 3 : C ® A — k be an S-rational pairing. Then, 43 : G¢ — G is a full embedding of categories.
Proof. Let ¢ : M — N be a morphism in 4 & with M, N € G¢. We consider the diagram

¢

M . N

AMl lAN

MeC 98¢ s NeC

aMl l(IN
Hom(A,$)

Hom(A,M) ———— Hom(A,N)
Since ¢ € 4, S(M, N), we note that
Hom(A,p)oant oAy =axoAxog

From Definition[2.4] we observe that
an o (¢ ®C) = Hom(A,$) o ax

Since @y is a monomorphism, we now obtain (¢ ® C) o Ayt = Ay © ¢, i.e., ¢ is a morphism in &C. ]
Proposition 2.6. The category GC is closed under subobjects, direct sums and quotients in 5.

Proof. Let M € G€ and N be a subobject of M in 4&. We will show that N € €. We consider the structure map N —
Hom(A,N). Since k is a field (hence __® C : © — S is exact), we now have the following commutative diagram with exact
rows in &

0 > N - > M B > M/N >0
lAJv[
00— NgC e > Me®C ¢ > M/ NC —— 0
(IN\L flml \L‘YM/N

Hom(Au) Hom(A,n)

0 — % Hom(A,LN) ———" % Hom(A, M) ———"" Hom(A, M/N)

We claim that (7 ® C) o Ay o ¢ = 0. Using the fact that ¢ : N — M is a morphism in 4 S, we have

ayNo(r®C)oAy ot =Hom(A,m)oan oAy ot = Hom(A, ) o Hom(A, 1) O,u'N =0

Since a1 a monomorphism, it follows that (T®C)oAyor = 0. Therefore, Ay ot factors through the kernel N@C E) MeC
and we obtain the map N — N® C which makes N a C-comodule object in &. This shows that S¢ is closed under subobjects.
From this, it also follows that G€ is closed under quotients. It may be verified directly that &€ is also closed under direct
sums. m]



For N € 4 &, we now define
AREON) 1= Z Im(¢ : M — N) (2.12)
¢ € 4S(M,N), M € &€
Since &€ is closed under subobjects, quotients and direct sums in 4 S, we see that ARC(N) € G€. We remark that since 4 S is a

Grothendieck category, the subobjects of N € 4 & always form a set. Accordingly, the expression in (2.12)) may be treated as a
sum over a set.

Theorem 2.7. Let 8 : C ® A —> k be an S-rational pairing. Then, the association N +— s RE(N) defines a functor 4RE :

4G — GC, and it is right adjoint to the embedding 43¢ : G¢ — 4G,

Proof. Let¢ : N — N’ be amorphismin 4. Since ;4R (N) € &€, it is clear from the definition in (Z.12)) that the composition
ARCON) > N %, N factors through 4RE(N"). As such, we have an induced map AR (¢) : ARE(N) — ARE(N’) in S€. We
will now show that

ABUICMD), N) = (M, LRE(N) (2.13)
forany M € S€ and N € ,S. Let ¢ € 4S(1I°(M), N). Then, it is clear from the definition in (Z.12) that y factors through
ARC(N). On the other hand, let ' € SC(M, 2RE(N)). Composing with the inclusion 4R (N) < N in ,S, we obtain a
morphism in S4. It may be easily verified that these two associations are inverse to each other. O

We recall that a Grothendieck category & is locally finitely generated (see, for instance, [1]) if it has a set of finitely generated
generators. Equivalently, every object of S may be expressed a filtered colimit of its finitely generated subobjects. We have
noted before that since k is a field, the bifunctor __® __ : © X k — Mod — & is exact in both variables. In particular, for any
M e S, the functor M ® __ : k — Mod — G preserves finite limits.

Proposition 2.8. Suppose that G is locally finitely generated. Suppose also that for any finitely generated M € S, the functor
MQ __: k- Mod — G preserves limits. Then, the canonical pairing C @ C* — k is S-rational.

Proof. We consider a linear map f : C — k in C* and its dual f* : k* = k — C*. Accordingly, for any M € S, we have a
commutative diagram

M®C —2 5  Hom(C*,M)
M®fl lm«*,m (2.14)
M o— Hom(k*, M) = M

It follows from (2.14) that Ker(as;) € Ker(M ® f) for each f € C*. Since M ® __ : k — Mod — & is exact, we have
Ker(an) € KerM® f) = M ® Ker(f).

We now suppose that M € & is finitely generated. By assumption, M ® __ : k — Mod — & preserves limits and we obtain

Ker(ay) C ﬂ (M ® Ker(f)) = M®[ﬂ Ker(f)] =0 (2.15)

fec* fect

Hence, ay, is a monomorphism whenever M € & is finitely generated. Then, for N € G and M C N finitely generated, we
have a monomorphism

M®C 25 Hom(C*, M) — Hom(C*,N) (2.16)

We note here that Hom(C*, M) — Hom(C*,N) is a monomorphism because Hom(C", __) is a right adjoint. Taking the filtered
colimit in S of the monomorphisms appearing in (2.16), we have the monomorphism a;y for each N € S. O

Let3: C ® A —> k be a pairing that is G-rational. For N € 4&, we have defined 4R¢(N) in (Z.12) to be the sum of images of
¢ € A4SV, N) with M € SC. We conclude this section by providing another description of the functor 4RC.



Proposition 2.9. Let3: C® A — k be an S-rational pairing. Let N € 4&. Then 4RE(N) may be expressed as the pullback
ARCN) —— N
l % (2.17)
NeC —2, Hom(A,N)

Proof. We begin by setting T € &4 to be the pullback T := lim(N ® C — Hom(A,N) «— N) with induced morphisms
t:T—Nandt : T — N®C. Let M € S¢ and consider ¢ € 4 S(M, N). Then, we have commutative diagrams

anm [
M LN M®C —=— Hom(A, M) M —_— N
|#ec |omta.0 whe| I (2.18)
an Hom(A,
N®C —— Hom(A,N) Hom(A, M) Hond D), Hom(A,N)

Since ant o Ayt = i, it follows from 2.18) that M admits an induced morphism to the pullback T. Since 8 : C® A — k
is S-rational, ay is a monomorphism and hence so is its pullback ¢ : T — N. By the definition in 2.12), it now follows that
ARC(N) € T € N. To complete the proof, we will show that T is itself a C-comodule object in . For this, we consider

T
0 s T®C eC s N®C eC s N/T®C ————— 3 0
llfrl O’N\L \LOZN/?

Hom(A ) Hom(A,n)

0 ——— Hom(A,T) ——2" % Hom(A,N) —=22" 3 Hom(A,N/T)

We have

an/go(m®C)ot' = Hom(A,m) o ax ot = Hom(A,m) o py; ot = Hom(A, ) o Hom(A, 1) o ply = 0 (2.19)

Since a7 is a monomorphism, we obtain (7 ® C) o’ = 0. This gives an induced morphism Ay : T — T ® C which makes T
a C-comodule object in ©. O

3 Generators of C-comodule objects in S

We continue with C being a k-coalgebra. In this section, we will study when &€ is a Grothendieck category and when it is
locally finitely generated. For any object N € &, we note that the comultiplication on C makes N ® C into a right C-comodule
object in S in a canonical manner.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, Ayg) € G€. Then, M is a subobject of M ® C in the category €.

Proof. We note that Ay; : M — M ® C is a morphism in S€. If € : C — k is the counit of C, we know that (M ® €) o Ay
is the identity in . Hence, Ay is a monomorphism in &. Since kernels of morphisms in S are computed in &, the result
follows.

O

Lemma 3.2. The category GC is well-powered, i.e., the collection of subobjects of any given object forms a set.



Proof. We consider (M, Ayrr) € (M, Ayg) in €. Since kernels in G are computed in &, we know that M’ € M in S.
Additionally, since __®C is exact, we know that M’®C € M®C in S. This means that the factorization of M’ — M — M®C
through M’ ® C must be unique. Hence, the subobjects of (M, Ay¢) in SC correspond to a subcollection of the subobjects of M
in S. Since G is a Grothendieck category, it is well-powered. Hence, the subobjects of M in S form a set. The result is now
clear. O

Theorem 3.3. Let C be a k-coalgebra. Then, G€ is a Grothendieck category.

Proof. Since filtered colimits and finite limits in S¢ are computed in G, it is clear that G¢ satisfies (AB5). Also since S is
a Grothendieck category, we can choose a generator § € S. We consider some (M, Ay;) € S€. We choose an epimorphism
7 : G — Min S from a direct sum of copies of §. Accordingly, we have an epimorphism7®C : GV @ C = (G0 CO)™ —
M® C in S€. We now consider the following pullback diagram in G¢

N — s M
l lAM (3.1)
n®C

(G0N —— MeC

By Lemma[3.1] we know that M € M ® C in S€. Accordingly, N C (§® C)™ in G¢. We now let Fin(A) denote the collection
of finite subsets of A. For any T € Fin(A), we set

&r = (58 O™ Xane) Im((r® O)I(G© CO)") (3.2

in S¢. We now consider the following two pullback squares in ¢

Nnép —— Er Ky —— Im((x® CO)|(S® C)D)
| I ! I 33
N —— (GeO)W M — MeC

The left hand side diagram in (3.3) consists of subobjects of (G ® C)™ and the right hand side diagram consists of subobjects
of M ® C. It now follows that all the squares in the following diagram are pullbacks in S¢

NNGeCO) ) — Nné& —— Kr

l l | w

GeoO) " — & —— Im((me0)|(SeC)D)

By definition, we know that the composition (G ® C)7) — &7 — Im((n ® O)|(§ ® C)7) is an epimorphism. Since S€ is
abelian, it follows that 77 : N N (G ® C)" — N N & — K7 is also an epimorphism.

Also since 7® C : (§® C)™» — M ® C is an epimorphism, applying filtered colimits to the right hand diagram in (3.3) over

all T € Fin(A) givesus M = |J XKr. Accordingly, the subobjects of (G ® C)" in G, where n > 1, give a set of generators
TeFin(A)

for G€. By Lemma[3.2] we know that SCis well-powered, and hence this collection is a set.
O

Lemma 3.4. Let 8 : C® A — k be an S-rational pairing and let M € GC be finitely generated as an object of 4&. Then, M
is also finitely generated as an object of GC.

Proof. Let {N;}ic; be a filtered system of objects in sC

connected by monomorphisms. Let N = h_I)n N; € GC€. Since filtered
iel

colimits in both &€ and 4 S are computed in S, we note that N is also the colimit of this system in 4&. Fori € I, we let &;

denote the inclusion &; : N; — N.



We now consider a morphism ¢ : M — N in S¢. Since M € 4& is finitely generated, we can find some ip € I such that
¢ factors as ¢ = &, oy with ¢y : M — N, in 4S. By Lemma2.3, S embeds as a full subcategory of 4 & and hence the
morphism  lies in G€. This proves the result. O

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that S is locally finitely generated. Let 8 : C® A —> k be an S-rational pairing. Then, G€ is locally
finitely generated.

Proof. Let {G;}ic; be a set of finitely generated generators for S. By [4], Corollary B3.17], we know that {A ® G} is a set of
generators for 4 S and by [4} Proposition B5.1], we know that each A®G; is finitely generated in 4 S. Accordingly, 4 S is locally
finitely generated.

We now consider some N € SC. Since 8: C ® A — k is an S-rational pairing, it follows from Lemma 2.3] that ¢ may be
treated as a full subcategory of 4 S. We write fg4(N) for the collection of finitely generated subobjects of N in 4&. Since 4 &
is locally finitely generated, we may write N as the filtered colimit in 4 S of all M € fga(N). By Proposition2.6] S€ is closed
under subobjects in 4& and hence each M € fga(N) lies in . By Lemma[34 each M € fga(N) is also finitely generated
as an object of G€. Since filtered colimits in both S and 4, S are both computed in S, we now see that N is also the filtered
colimit in &€ of finitely generated subobjects. This proves the result. O

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that S is locally finitely generated. Suppose also that for any finitely generated M € S, the functor
M® __: k— Mod —> & preserves limits. Then, G is locally finitely generated.

Proof. By applying Proposition it follows that the canonical pairing C ® C* — k is S-rational. The result now follows
from Proposition mi

Since SC is a Grothendieck category, we know that every C-comodule object in & has an injective envelope. We conclude this

section with some important properties of injectives in &C.

Lemma 3.7. Let & € © be injective. Then, € ® C is injective in GC.
Proof. Since € € S is injective, it follows from the adjunction in (2.7)) that the functor SC(LERC) = B(_, &) is exact. O

We will say that a C-comodule object in S is free if it is of the form M ® C for some M € S. Accordingly, if € € S is injective,
we will say that € ® C is a free injective in GC.

Lemma 3.8. Every C-comodule object in S embeds into a free injective in GC.

Proof. By Lemma 3] we know that any M € GC is a subobject of M ® C in the category S€. Since & is a Grothendieck
category, we can choose an embedding M — & with € injective. Then, M — M ® C — & ® C gives us the embedding we
need. m]

Proposition 3.9. A C-comodule object in G is injective if and only if it is a direct summand of a free injective in G€.

Proof. If M € &€ is a direct summand of a free injective, it must be injective in S¢. On the other hand, for any M € G, we
apply Lemma[3.8] to obtain an embedding M — & ® C in &€, where € € & is injective. Additionally, if M € S€ is injective,
this monomorphism splits, making M a direct summand of a free injective in GC. O

Proposition 3.10. Suppose that any direct sum of injectives in G is injective. Then, any direct sum of injective objects in G is

also injective in G€.
Proof. Let {&;}ic; be a family of injectives in G¢. Using Proposition[3.9] for each i € I, we choose an injective &) € Ssuch

that &; is a direct summand of &; ® C. Accordingly, P &; is a direct summand of (EB 8:) ® C. By assumption, the direct sum

iel iel

e & of injectives in & is injective and hence (EB 81’) ® C is a free injective. The result now follows by applying Proposition
iel i€l

O



Corollary 3.11. Let S be a locally noetherian Grothendieck category and C be a k-coalgebra. Then:
(a) Any direct sum of injective objects in G€ is also injective in GC.
(b) Suppose also that for any finitely generated M € S, the functor M ® __ : k — Mod — & preserves limits. Then, G is

locally noetherian.

Proof. We know that the direct sum of injectives in a locally noetherian Grothendieck category is injective. The result of (a)
now follows from Proposition[3.10} To prove (b), we note that any locally noetherian category is also locally finitely generated.
Applying Proposition[3.6, we see that GC is also locally finitely generated. By part (a), we know that the direct sum of injectives
in &€ is also injective, and it now follows from [31}, V.4.3] that SCis locally noetherian. O

4 Relative Hopf modules in &

From now onwards, H will denote a Hopf algebra over k, having multiplication uy : H ® H — H, comultiplication Ay :
H — H ® H, along with unit uy : k — H and counit e : H — k. For any vector spaces V, W, we will denote by Ty the
canonical isomorphism V® W — W ® V. Our aim in the rest of this paper is to develop the cohomology theory for (A, H)-Hopf
module objects in &.

If (A, Aj’ :A — AQ® H) is aright H-comodule algebra and (M, A‘;"/[ : M — M® H) is a right H-comodule object in S, then
it follows that A ® M is also an H-comodule object in & with structure morphism

ATy i ®H

@Al
A A®M SAeHeMeH 2 feMoHe H -2 Ao Me H 4.1)
Here, Ty 5 denotes the isomorphism H@M = M® H in S;. Similarly, if (M,yg‘w AM — M) € 4G, then M ® H becomes
a left A-module object in © via the following action

A Af@M@H A®TH i ®H /‘l]yl ®un
Mgy :AOMOH ——— AQHOIMOH ——— AOMOHOH —— M®H 4.2)

We are now ready to introduce (A, H)-Hopf module objects in &

Definition 4.1. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra. A left-right relative (A, H)-Hopf module object in S is a triple
oM, ,Ll?v[, AH ) Such that

(1) OV, /JM) € 4G and M, AZ ) € et

(2) AL 0 4y = G @ i) 0 (A® Trine ® H) o (A @ A%,

In other words, ,u?v[ : A® M — M is a morphism in G¥. Equivalently, A?v[ : M — M ® H is a morphism in 4 C.

A morphism ¢ : M — N of left-right relative (A, H)-Hopf module objects in S is a morphism ¢ : M. — N of objects in S
that is compatible with the left A-action and the right H-coaction. We will denote the category of left-right relative (A, H)-Hopf

module objects in S by 4GH.

We note that 4 & is an abelian category. Further, filtered colimits and finite limits in 4, &7 may be computed in &. Our first aim
is to show that 4 & is a Grothendieck category. We begin with the following observation. If (M, ,u?v[) € 4GS, then, M®H € 4,&H
with A-module action as in (4.2)) and H-comodule action given by M ® Ay : M ® H — M ® H ® H. In fact, this determines a

functor 4, & — 4G,

Lemma 4.2. Let (M, ,u?v[, AH ) € AGH. Then, AH : M — M ® H is a monomorphism in ,SH.

) € 4G, we know that AH is compatible with the A-action. From the coassociativity of the H-

Proof. Since (M, #?v[’ N,
coaction, we know that AT is a morphism in cH, Smce M®ep)o Ag’v[ = id, we see that Ag’v[ is a monomorphism in . Since

kernels in 4 S may be computed in S, the result follows. O

Lemma 4.3. The category sG" is well-powered, i.e., the collection of subobjects of any given object forms a set.
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Proof. Let¢ : M’ — M be a monomorphism in 4 &”. Since kernels in 4 S are computed in &, it follows that M’ — M is a
monomorphismin &. Since __® H is exact, we see that @ H : M’ ® H — M ® H is also a monomorphism in &. Accordingly,

A A AH
the factorizations of A ® M’ 224, AeM 2o, M and M/ A M —5 M ® H through M’ and M’ ® H respectively are unique.
Hence, the subobjects of M in 4 S correspond to a subcollection of subobjects of M in . Since the Grothendieck category
is well-powered, so is 4 G, O
Theorem 4.4. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra. Then, the category ,G of relative (A, H)-Hopf module objects in S is a
Grothendieck category.

Proof. We will prove this in a manner similar to Theorem[3.3l Since filtered colimits and finite limits in 4 S are computed in

S, it is clear that 4 & satisfies the (AB5) condition. We already know from [4] that 4 & is a Grothendieck category. We choose
a generator § € 4. If (M, ,u?v[, A?’v[) € 4Gf, we can choose an indexing set A and an epimorphism 7 : G 5 Min 4 G.
Applying __® H, we have (m® H) : GV @ H = (§® H)™W — M ® H which must be an epimorphism in 4 S since it is an
epimorphism in . By Lemmal4.2] we know that M € M ® H in 4 &*. This allows us to form the pullbacks

N:i=(GH)™ Xpmem M Er 1= (58 H)™ Xovtom Im((x @ H)(G® H)) (4.3)

in 4G, where T € Fin(A), the set of finite subsets of A. Accordingly, we can form pullback squares

Nné&r —— Er Ky —— Im((r® H)|(S® H)T)
N —— (GeoHmW M — MeH
(4.4)
NnGeH) D — Nné& —— Ky

! ! !

G —— & —— Im((n® H)|(G® H)D)

Since the composition (@ H)") — &7 — Im((x® H)|(S® H)D) is an epimorphism 4 S, so is its pullback NN(§@ H)? —
Kr. Also by ([@4), we see that M may be expressed as the filtered colimit in 4 &7 of K7, as T varies over Fin(A). As in the
proof of Theorem [3.3] it now follows that the subobjects of {(G ® H)"},»1 in 4S¥ give a family of generators for ,&. By
Lemmald3] 4G is well-powered, and it now follows that 4G has a set of generators. O

In the rest of this section, we will give an equivalent description of the category 4 & , when H is finite dimensional. For this,
we start with a left H-module algebra B. Then, one can consider the smash product algebra B#H which as a vector space is the
same as B ® H, with multiplication given by

BoA®BRH BOH®T 5 p®H Beulleuy Us®H
(BOH)®(B®H) —————> BIH®H®B®H ———————> BRH®BIH®H ————> BIB®H — B H

We note that the associations b — (b#1) and h +— (1#h) respectively give embeddings of B and H as subalgebras of B#H (see,
for instance, 23] § 6.1.7]). We will now define (B, H)-equivariant Hopf-module objects in S.

Definition 4.5. Let (B,utl : H® B —> B) be a left H-module algebra. A (B, H)-equivariant module object in S is a triple
M, ,ufvt, /‘glvt) such that
(1) M, 150) € pS and M, pf) € 1S

(2) 5, 0 prgene = Map o (u @ ull) o (HO Typ®@ M) o (Ay @ BOM) = plf o (H® 5, where ply . : HO B@M — B M
is defined by the diagonal action of H.

A morphism ¢ : (M,pgfmpg‘lm) — (N, ,u%,pg]\f) of (B, H)-equivariant module objects in S is a morphism ¢ : M — N in G that
is compatible with both the B-action and the H-action. We will denote the corresponding category by g myEq(S).
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Proposition 4.6. Let B be a left H-module algebra. Then, the category psm)S is equivalent to the category p.mEq(S). In
particular, 3.1 Eq(S) is a Grothendieck category.

Proof. We write ig : B <— B#H and iy : H — B#H for the respective algebra inclusions. Hence, any (M, pB#H) € pam)© 18
equipped with the structure of both a B-module object and an H-module object in & by setting pit = ,ufx o (ip ® M) and
B4 o (ip ® M) respectively. For (M, u5%) € (g4 S, we now have

Mg = g
phye o (H® ph) = i o (B#H) @ puie™) o (in ® ip ® M)
= U5 o (ups ® M) o (i ® ip ® M)
=5 o (U @ H®M) o (H® Ty p ® M) o (Ay ® B® M)
= 1B o (U ® M) 0 (ip @iy @ M) o (il @ H® M) o (H® Ty ® M) 0 (Ay @ B&M)
= 1B o (B#H) @ B8 0 (ip @ in @ M) o (i @ H® M) o (H® Ty ® M) o (Ay ® B M)
=15 o (i@ M) o (Bl ) o (uf @ HOM) o (H® Ty ® M) o (Ay ® B& M)
=B oBeul)o Wl @ HOM) o (H® Ty ® M) o (Ay ® B&M)
= iy o (up ® i) o (H8 Typ @ M) o (Ay @ B M)

This shows that (M, u5#) € (p4r1)S may be treated as an object of (5.4 Eq(S). Similarly, it may be easily verified that any
(N, uN, uN) € .1 Eq(S) carries a (B#H)-action given by

B®H B
(BHH)® N —=5 Ba N 25 N

i

We now let H be a finite dimensional Hopf algebra. Then, the linear dual H* is also a Hopf algebra. In particular, if A is a right
H-comodule algebra, we note that A becomes a left H*-module algebra and vice-versa.

Theorem 4.7. Let H be a finite dimensional Hopf algebra. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra. Then, the category ,G is
equivalent to the category um+ .

Proof. Let (M, p, 1) be an object in 4 &¥. Then, we have (M, 13,) € 4G and (M, A¥,) € S such that

Aoty = W ®um) o (A® T ® H) o (A @ AY) = (W, ® H) o A 4.5)
where A§®M is as defined in (£.1). We now make M a left H*-module object in & by setting
®A T n evp®M
yM H' oM —5 H* ®M®H—>H QHIM — M

where evy denotes the evaluation map evy : H* ® H — k. Also, using (4.3), we see that

pihe o (H* ® piyg) = (evyg @ MY(H* @ Tove)(H @ AYD)(H” ® )
= (evir ® M)(H" ® Tove, ) (H™ ® (Afyg © 1))
= (evy ® M)(H" ® Tovin)(H* @ 1, @ HY(H ® A0
=t (e ® A® M)(H" ® Tagis)(H' ® AL, 1)
= 1y © Hiane
Combining with Proposition[4.6] this proves that M may be treated as an object of x5+ S. Conversely, we consider (N ,uA#H )€
AxrS. Using Proposmon- we see that (N, HN A#H") may be treated as an (A, H*)-equivariant module object (N, uN, ,uN )in S.

The structure morphism yN H*®N — N corresponds by adjunction to a morphism A';l’\f N — Hom(H", N) N®H, where
the last isomorphism follows from (2.1Q) because H is finite dimensional. It may now be verified that (N, pN, ) e GH. O

12



S Cohomology of relative Hopf modules in &

We continue with A being a right H-comodule algebra. We denote by Com — H the category of right H-comodules. Since H is
a Hopf algebra over a field k, we know that Com — H is a Grothendieck category.

Proposition 5.1. Ler (M, /,tg‘v[, Aglv[) € AGH. Then, M determines a functor M ® __: Com — H — 4 GH that has a right adjoint
JHOMMM, _) : AGH — Com — H. In other words, we have natural isomorphisms

AGHM® N, P) = Com — H(N, ,sHOM(M, P)) 5.1)
for P € 26" and N € Com — H.

Proof. The object M ® N carries a left A-action given by ,u?v[ ON:(AM)QN — MN.If Ay : N— N ® H is the right
H-comodule structure map of N, then

MRTyn®H MON®uy

:M®N : M@N——»M@H@N@H———>M®N®H®H MONQ®H 5.2)

makes M ® N a right H-comodule object in &. It may be directly verified that this makes M ® N an object of 4&H. Tt is also
clear that M ® __ preserves colimits. By Theorem&.4] we know that 4 &# is a Grothendieck category. We have also noted that
the category Com — H of right H-comodules is a Grothendieck category. Applying therefore [27, Proposition 8.3.27(iii)], it
follows that M ® __ has a right adjoint which we denote by ,c HOM(M, __) : & — Com — H. O

If (N,Ay : N — N ® H) is a right H-comodule, we recall that the space of H-coinvariants of N, denoted N7, is given by
N := {n € N| Ay(n) = n® 1y}. We note that the space N may be alternatlvely written as N = Com — H(k, N), where
k is treated as an H-comodule by means of the structure map k = k@ k Ko, k®H.

Lemma 5.2. (a) Let M, N € 4G, Then, ,GH (M, N) = ,c HOM(M, N)<°H,

(b) The functor ,sHOM(M, __) : 4G — Com — H preserves injective objects.

Proof. (a) This follows immediately from (5I) by setting N = k and using the expression for coinvariants of a right H-
comodule.

(b) We have noted in Section 2 that __® __ : € X k — Mod — G is exact in both variables. Accordingly, the left adjoint
M® __: Com— H— 4GH is exact. Hence, the right adjoint ,c HOM(M, __) : 4GP — Com-H preserves injectives. m]

Theorem 5.3. Let (M, “?vt’ Aglvt) be a relative (A, H)-Hopf module object in S. We consider the following functors

§:=,cHOMM, ) : ,G% — Com - H N ,cHOMOV,N)

® = (-)°" : Com - H — k- Mod N +— NeoH 5-3)

Then, we have a spectral sequence
E5" = R' (=) (R, cHOM(M, - )(N)) = (R",&" (M, _)(N) 5.4)

Proof. The categories 4 S, Com — H and k — Mod are all Grothendieck categories, and hence they have enough injectives. By
Lemma[5.2(a), we have (6 o F)(N) = 4&7 (M, N). By Lemma[5.2(b), the functor ¥ preserves injective objects. The result is
now clear from the Grothendieck spectral sequence for composite functors. O

For the rest of this section, we will always assume that H has a bijective antipode S : H — H. Let (M, AY o) and (N, AH ~) be
objects in G, For ¢ € S(M, N), we have a morphism p(¢) € S(M, N ® H) given by
H

AN ®H Ne®ugop

NOeH®H —— N®H (5.5)

AH MeS ! H
M5 MeoH 22 L e L NoH

where ugor : H® H — H denotes the opposite of the multiplication on H. We now have the following result.
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Proposition 5.4. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra. Let (M,u?v[,AgIV[) and (N,;/;\f, Agl\f) be objects in 4G and let ¢ €
AS(M, N). Then, the morphism p(¢) : M — N ® H, as defined in (3.3, lies in ,S(M, N ® H).

Proof. We have

p(@) o e = N ® ppon)(AY, @ H)(¢p @ H)M @S AN 1y

= N ® o) (A ® H)(¢ ® HYM® S ™)1ty ® u)(A ® Tt ® H)(AY ® AR

= (N ® o)A ® H) (¢ @ HYM S ™M@ up) (i, ® H® HYA® Ty ® H)Y(AY ® A

= (N ® upor ) A @ HYN® S HN® up) (@ ® H® H)(uy, ® H® HYA® Ty @ H)Y(AY @ AT

= (N® o)A @ HYN® S HN®@ ), @ HO H)YA® ¢ © H® H)(A ® T ® H)(AY @ A

=N@uur)NOH®S )AL @ H)h ® HYAN @ ui)(A® ¢ ® H ® H)(A® Ty ® H)Y(AY @ AY))

=N upr ) NOH®S Y\ @un @ HYA® Tun @ HR® H)(AY @ AL @ HYA®N @ up)(A® ¢ @ H® H)
(A® Ty ® H)(AY © AT

=N®uur)NOH®S ) @un @ HYARTux @ HO H)YA®HON® H® up)(A® H® AY. @ H® H)
A eN®HRH)A®p®H®H)A® Ty ® H)A! @ M e H)(A®AY)

= (N® upor )i ®pu @ HYARTyx @ HOH)ARHIN®H®S NARHIN®H®uy)A® H® AL © H® H)
A eN®HH)A®p®H®H)A® Ty ® H)A] @ M e H)(A®AY)

= (N® o )n ®pu @ HYA®Tyx ® HOHYARHIN®H® (S opup))(A®H A ® H® H)
A eN®H®H)(A®¢p®H®H)A® Ty ® H)(A] @ Mo H)(A®AY)

Using the fact that S~ o puy = por 0 (ST ®S™) = pipor 0 (ST @ H) 0 (H® S 1), we now have
g pn = 7

0(B) 0 e = N ® o) 1y ® g @ HYA® Tyn ® HOHYA®HON® H® iy A HON@ H® S~ ® H)
A®HAIN®HRH®S NAHRAL@HRH)A®H®Tyx ® H)(AY ® HON ® H)(A] @ N® H)
A®¢®H)A®A)

= (N ® o)y © g @ YA @ Tyn @ HO HYASHON® H® o) A HON® H® S ™' ® H)
ARHIN®HRH®S NARHRAL@HRH)A®H® Tyx ® H)A® Ay ® N @ H)(AY @ N® H)
A®¢®H)A®A)

= (N ® o)y © g @ HYA@ Tyn @ HO HYAQHON® H® ppyor) A HON® H® S ™' ® H)
ARHAIN®Tun®H)ARH®Tyun®HOH)(A®AzdN®HRH)(A®HRA @ HYA®HAIN®S™)
Al eNeH)(A®¢oH(ARAY)

= (A @ HYAON®uy) AN ® Ty p)(A® AL ® H)

AN®S HA®ey @ N®H)A @ No HNA®¢® H)(A®A)
= (U O HASN®unASN Ty A® Al @ HYA®p@ HNA®M®S ™ )A®AL)

= (i ® H)(A ® p(9))
This proves the result. m]
For (M, AZ > N, AH)ln H ¢ e S(OM,N)and h* € H*, we set
h*-¢:=(N®h)op(¢) € S(M,N) (5.6)
making S(M, N) into a left H*-module.
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Corollary 5.5. Let A be an H-comodule algebra. Let (M,;/;v[, Aglvt) and (N, /,t‘g‘\f, Agl\f) be objects in 4SH. Then, the k-space
ASM,N) € S(M,N) is an H*-module.

Proof. Let h* € H* and ¢ € 4S(M,N). We know by Proposition[3.4] that p(¢) € S(M, N ® H) is A-linear and therefore the
composition h* - ¢ = (N ® h*) o p(¢) is also A-linear. The result follows. |

We know that the inclusion of the full subcategory Com — H < H* — Mod has a right adjoint which we denote by y-R’. Then,
for any left H*-module M, the rational part R (M) is the largest right H-comodule contained in M. For (M, /‘?vt’ A?’v[) and
(N, ., Ay in 4G, we will now show that ,c HOM(M, N) is the rational part of the H*-module 4 S(M, N).

Proposition 5.6. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra, and let (M, ,u?v[, Ag’v[) and (N, p?\f, Af\f) be objects in AGH . Then,
R GSOM,N)) = cHOMM,N) € Com—-H (5.7
Proof. By adjunction, we have the following isomorphisms
Com — H (N, ,sHOMM,N)) = ,& (M & N, N) Com — H(N, R (L&, N))) = H* — Mod(N, ,&(M,N)) (5.8)
for any N € Com — H. Accordingly, it suffices to show that
A4S M @ N, N) = H* — Mod(N, ,S(M, N)) (5.9
for any N € Com — H. We start with ¢ : M ® N — N in 4G, We define $ : N — ,S(M, N) given by n — @(n), where @(n)
is defined as

Bn): M=Mok 22 MeN SN

Here, 1, : k — N denotes the map that associates r € k to rn € N. Using the A-linearity of ¢, it is starightforward to check that
@(n) indeed lies in , S(M, N). Next, we check that  : N — ,S(M, N) is H*-linear. For any h* € H* and n € N, we have
ot © H' @) ©n) = Wl x (W' ® @) = h* - §ln) = 1" (p o (M @1,)

= (N @R )YN ® o )(AF ® H)((p o (M ®1,)) ® HYM @S~ HAY,

= (N @I )N @ upo )(AY ® H)(¢ @ HYM @ 1, ® H)M @ S )AY,

= N®h )N & uper)(p ® H® H)(AY .y @ HH M @ 1, ® HY(M® S HAY,

=(N®WYN@ups )@ HH)YMON ® iy @ HYM® Ty ® H® H)(AY, @ A @ HYM ® 1, ® H)M ® S )AL,

=N@hYN@ups )@ H® H)YMON @ uy @ HHM® Ty ® H® HYM ® H® Al @ H)(AY, ® N® H)
Met,® H)Y Mo S HAY,

=N®hYN®upsr) 9@ HHYMON @ uy @ HHM @ Tyy @ HO HYM @ HO AR @ HYM @ H® 1, ® H)
Mo H®S )AL © H)AY,

=N®h YN ups)p@HHMONuy @ HHM @ Tyy ® HO HYM R HO AR @ HYM @ H® 1, ® H)
Me®H®S H(Me Ay)AL,

=oMON®h)MEN ® o) MON@uy @ HM @ Tyy ® HO HYM O HR Al @ HYMOHON®S ™)
Mo H®t, ® HYM® Ay)AY,

=goMON®h)MON & o) MON @y @ MO Tyn @ HO HYMOHINSH®S )M ® H® Al ® H)
M H®Tyn)M® Ay @ N)(AY, @ NYM ®1,)

=pMON®h)MON & upor ) MON Uy ® HYMINOHOH®S M Ty ® H® HYM® H® A @ H)
M®H® Tun)M® Ay @ N)(AY, @ NYM ® 1,)
=goMON®h)MON @ ugr) MONSH®S HMON®uy ® HYM® Tyy @ H® HYM® H® Al ® H)

M®H® Tun)M® Ay @ N)(AY, @ NYM ®1,)
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=oMONQI)YMON®ug) MONSH®S HMON®uy @ HMON @ Ty @ MO N ® H® A)
M@ AN @ HYM® Tun)(AY, @ NN M ® 1,)
=pMONKh)MON®H®en)M® AN @ HYM® Tyn) (AL, ® N (M ®1,)

where the last equality follows from the fact that pger(H ® S ~)(uy ® H)(Tyy ® H)(H ® Ay) = H ® gy. We now have

Wi o (H @ @) @n) = oM@ N ® h )M ® AM ® e ® N)(AY @ N)(M @ 1,)
= pMON )M ANM®1,) = (§ o iy )(h* @ n)

Conversely, suppose that g : N — 4S(M, N) is an H*-linear morphism. We define g : M ® N — N to be the following
composition

Meg ev
MOIN — MQO(UWS(M,N)) - N

where ev denotes the evaluation map. It may be verified directly that g € , (M ® N, N) and these two associations are inverse
to each other. m]

Proposition 5.7. Let (M, u?v[,AgIV[) and (N, /,tg‘\f,Agﬂ) be objects in 4G, Suppose that (M, /,t‘?v[) is finitely generated in G.
Then, ,c HOM(M,N) = ,S(M,N) as H-comodules.

Proof. For any ¢ € 4S(M, N), we know from Proposition[5.4]that the morphism p(¢) as defined in (3.3) lies in 4 S(M, N ® H).
Since M is finitely generated in 4 S and the A-action on N ® H is determined by the A-action on N, we have the induced linear
map that we continue to denote by p:

01 AGOM,N) — ASOLNSH) =2 ,SOM,NV®H ¢+ p(¢)

From the left H*-module action on 4 S(M, N) described in (3.6), we see that the structure map 4 S(M, N) — Homy (H*,  S(M, N))
factors through 4 S(M, N) ® H. Therefore, , S(M, N) is a rational H*-module and hence, using Proposition[5.6] we have

LSHOMOVN) = 4R (,a(M,N)) = 4S(M, N)

This proves the result. O

6 Coinduction functor and injective envelopes

We recall that a left integral on a Hopf algebra H is a left H-comodule map ¢ : H — k which means that ¢ satisfies
hi¢(hy) = ¢(h)1y for all h € H. Similarly, a right integral is a right H-comodule map ¢ : H — k, i.e. ¢(h))hy = ¢p(h)ly.
A Hopf algebra H is said to be cosemisimple if H is equipped with a left integral ¢ satisfying ¢(1y) = 1. Moreover, in a
cosemisimple Hopf algebra, a left integral is also a right integral and vice-versa (see, for instance [23| p. 226]). In this section,
we will always assume H to be cosemisimple.

For an object (N, Agﬂ) € G, we now consider the following equalizer in S

(Neuy)
CH(N) := Eq|N NeH 6.1)

H
AN

AH
From (6.1) it is immediate that the composition €#(N) < N —5 N & H factors through €7 (N) ® H. This makes €#(N) into
an H-comodule subobject of N in S. We now define the following two full subcategories of G:

Ty =(Nec|¢HN) =N} FE&H=(Nec”|¢"N) =0} (6.2)
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Lemma 6.1. The subcategory T(S) is closed under subobjects, quotients and direct sums. The subcategory F(SH) is closed
under subobjects and direct sums.

Proof. By (6.1), we know that €”(N) = Ker({(N)) for any N € G, where {(N) = (N ® uy) — AY.. From this, it is immediate
that T(SH) and F(S) are closed under direct sums. We consider N’ C N in &%, If N € T(S), then £(N) = 0 and hence so is
its restriction Z(N’). If N € F(SH), we get €H(N’) — CH(N) = 0.

On the other hand, let N - N” be a quotient in S, If N € T(&), then /(N) = 0 and hence so is Z(N”") = 0 on the quotient
N”. |

For any N € &, we now consider the following morphism

H

AT, N
2N NeH h N 6.3)

Since ¢ : H —> ks aright integral, i.e., ¢ is a morphism of right H-comodules, we note that (6.3) becomes a morphism in G¥.
We now set R7(N) := Ker(n?\f) in GH.

Lemma 6.2. Let (N, A?\f) € GM. Then, the image 0]‘71??\f lies in CF(N).

Proof. Since ¢ : H — k is a left integral, we know that (H ® ¢) o Ay = upy o ¢. Accordingly, we have

A%Oﬂ'?\f =A§I\IO(N®¢)OA§
=(N®@H®¢)o (A} ® H)o Al
=(N®@H®¢p)o (N®Ay) o A,

=N®ug)o N@¢)o AL = Nuy)onl
From the equalizer in (6.1)), it is now clear that ﬂ'?\f factors through €# (). ]
By abuse of notation, we continue to denote by 77?\[ : N — €#(N) the canonical morphism induced by nf\f.
Proposition 6.3. Let (N, Agl\f) € GH. Then, ﬂ?\f : N — CHN) is a split epimorphism which leads to a decomposition
N=CIN) e KREN) in GH,
Proof. We denote by tx : €(N) < N the canonical inclusion. Using the fact that ¢(15) = 1, it is easy to see that the
composition n?\f o 1 = idgn (). Accordingly, n?\f : N — €H(N) is a split epimorphism. O
Proposition 6.4. The subcategories (T(G), F(SH)) detemine a torsion theory on GH.

Proof. By Proposition[6.3] every N € & fits into a (split) short exact sequence 0 — €7(N) — N — &7 (N) — 0. From
the definitions in (6.I) and (6.2), it is clear that €¥(N) € T(S¥). We denote by ¢}, the canonical inclusion /) : R¥(N) =
Ker(n?\f) < N. We claim that R¥(N) € F(SH). For this, we suppose there is a subobject // : M < KZ(N) such that
Agipvy ot = (REN) @ up) ot = (" ® H) o (M ® up). Since ¢(1y) = 1, we now have

oot =N®p)o(y®H)o (" ®H)o(M®ug)
=N®@)o (I ®H) o (RY(N) @ up))o”
= (N®¢)o (! ®H) o Aguny ot
=N®¢)oAj ot 0t =0

(6.4)

which gives M = 0.

Now suppose that ¢ : N’ —s N’ is a morphism in G with N” € T(S) and N € F(S"). By Lemmal6.1] the quotient Im(y)
of N’ lies in T(SH). Also, Im(y) € N” € F(&H) lies in F(SH). From (6.2), it is evident that T(SH) N F(S¥) = 0 and hence
W = 0. It now follows that (T(G"), F(SH)) detemines a torsion theory on the abelian category S (see, for instance, [12} §
L1]). O
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Lemma 6.5. The subcategory F(S) is closed under quotients.

Proof. Let & : N —» N” be a quotient in G, Suppose that N € F(SH), ie., €7 (N) = Im(n%) = 0, or n?\f = 0. Since

n?\f,, of=¢o n?\f = 0 and € is an epimorphism, we get n?\f,, = 0. Hence, N” € F(&H). O

Corollary 6.6. The subcategories (F(SH), T(SH)) detemine a torsion theory on GH.

Proof. For every N € G, the direct sum decomposition in Proposition[6.3]also gives a short exact sequence 0 — K#(N) —
N — € (N) — 0. From the proof of Proposition[6.4, we already know that €#(N) € T(SH) and K7 (N) € F(SH).

Now let ¢ : N — N” be a morphism in G with N” € F(S#) and N € T(S¥). By Lemmal6.3] the quotient Im(y) of N’ lies
in F(&f). By Lemmal6.1l Im(y) € N” € T(SH) lies in T(SH). Again since T(SH) N F(SH) = 0, we get y = 0. o

Lemma 6.7. The functor N — CH(N) is exact, and preserves all colimits.

Proof. Since (T(SH), F(SM)) is a torsion theory, we can split a morphism ¢ : M — N in & into its components €7 (y) :
GHOM) —s CH(N) and K7() = RHOM) —> KE(N). Then, we have Ker(y) = Ker(€ () & Ker(8"()) and Coker(y) =
Coker(C () ® Coker(R¥(y)). By Lemma and Lemma we see that Ker(C7 (), Coker(CH(y)) € T(SH) and
Ker(](y)), Coker(RT (y)) € F(SH). Accordingly, we have €7 (Coker()) = Coker(€H (y)) and € (Ker(y)) = Ker(C ().
This shows that the functor N — CZ(N) for N € G is exact.

Since filtered colimits commute with finite limits in &, it follows from (6.1} that the functor N +— € (N) preserves direct

sums. Since every colimit may be expressed as a combination of cokernels and direct sums, we see that N — €7 (N) preserves
all colimits. O

We now let (A, Af : A — A ® H) be a right H-comodule algebra as in Section 4 and consider the category 4 S of relative
(A, H)-Hopf module objects in S. We also consider the subalgebra of coinvariants

B:={aEA|AzI(a)=a®1H} (6.5)
and denote by i : B — A the canonical inclusion.
Lemma 6.8. Let (M, ,u?v[, A%) € AGH. Then, €# (M) is canonically equipped with the structure of a left B-module object in S.

Proof. Given the canonical inclusions, ¢y : €#(M) < M and i : B — A, we will construct a structure map for €# (M) € S

i®Un

A
by showing that the composition B® €7(M) — A ®@ M N M factors through the equalizer €()M). Using the notation of
Definition 4.1l we now note that

Afpo iy o (®n0) = (W ®un) o (A® T ® H) o (A ® AY) o (i ® )
= (U ®ur) 0 (AR Ty ® H) 0 (AQuy @ M@ up) o (i ® )
= M@ up) oty 0 (i ® o)

From the expression for €7 (M) in (6.1)), the result is now clear. m|

Proposition 6.9. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra and let B C A the subalgebra of coinvariants of A. Then, the functor
AGH — 3G given by M CH(M) has a right adjoint sHOM(A, __) : 3S — oGM. In other words, we have natural
isomorphisms

sS(EA V), N) = .S (M, gHOM(A, N)) (6.6)

for M € A& and N € 5.

Proof. We know that colimits in & and 3S are computed in S. Accordingly, it follows from Lemma [6.7] that the functor
AGH — G given by M +— € (M) preserves colimits. By Theorem 4] we know that 4 & is a Grothendieck category and
so is 3. It now follows from [27, Proposition 8.3.27] that the colimit preserving functor given by M +— €# (M) has a right
adjoint gHOM(A, _) : 3S — 4C&H. ]
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Corollary 6.10. The functor gHOM(A, _.) : 3 — oG preserves injectives.

Proof. From Lemma[6.7]it is clear that the left adjoint , & — z& given by M +— € (M) is exact. Hence, the right adjoint
sHOM(A, ) : 3G — 26H preserves injectives.
m]

Since A is an H-comodule algebra, it is easily verified that given M € S, we must have A ® M € AGH with H-coaction
extended from A.

Lemma 6.11. Let H be a cosemisimple Hopf algebra. Then, for any M € S, we have €7 (A ®3 M) = M as objects of S.

Proof. Since H is cosemisimple, using the left integral ¢ : H — k&, we consider the morphism nﬁ tA — A©“H = B given
by a > Y ¢(ar)ag where Afl(a) = Y ao ® a; for any a € A. We note that this map 7 : A — A® is a morphism of B-
bimodules and that the composition with the inclusion B < A gives the identity on B. Accordingly, we have a splitA = B® B’
as B-bimodules. Then for M € zS, we have (A ® M) = (B ®z M) & (B’ ® M), which shows that there is an inclusion
i®gM: M= (B M) — (A®z M) in gC.

"w .
We now consider the composition A 4 BS A, where i : B < A is the canonical inclusion. Since the H-coaction on (A ®g M)
is induced from the H-coaction on A, we note that

AH
(A®p M) (AggM

7 pne = (07D @ M) : (A8 M) —2% (A2 M) @ H % (A M) (6.7)

in the notation of (6.3). By Proposition[6.3] we know that € (A ®5 M) is the image of the morphism ﬂz4®BM) =((io nﬁ) ®p M).
Now since nﬁ : A — B is an epimorphism, so is nﬁ QM : (A®g M) — (B®g M) = M. We have already shown that
i®gM : M — (A®pM) is a monomorphism. It now follows that M is the image of n‘(’bA o) which gives €7 (A M) =M. O

Proposition 6.12. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra and B = A°Y. Then, we have natural isomorphisms
287 (A ®p M, N) = &M, E7(N)) (6.8)

for M € S and N € ,&H.

Proof. Let y € ,G"(A @3 M,N). Then, y € 4G (A ®3 M, N) corresponds to ¥/ € zS(M,N) given by ¢/ : M LuehD,

A®pM Y, N. We know that Azl ouy = us ®uy. From the H-colinearity of ¢ and the fact that ¢’ = ¢ o (uy ® M), we now have
AN oW = ®H) o M@ uy) = N®um) oy (6.9)

From the equalizer in (6.1}, we now see that ¢’ factors through €#(N). These arguments can be easily reversed, thus showing
the isomorphism in (6.8). m]

Proposition 6.13. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra and B C A the subalgebra of coinvariants of A. Then, for any M € G,
we have a canonical isomorphism

CH(sHOM(A, M) = M (6.10)
Proof. We consider some M’ € 3&. Applying Proposition[6.9] Lemma[6.11]and Proposition[6.12] we have isomorphisms

S, € (gHOM(A, M) = oG (A ®z M, gHOM(A, M)
BS(CH (A ®5 M), M) (6.11)
BSW, M)

1R

This proves the result. O
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Lemma 6.14. (a) Let N € 3G and let M C gHOM(A, N) be a subobject in 4GH. Then, €7 (M) = 0 implies M = 0.

(b) The functor gHOM(A, ) : 5& — 4 GH preserves essential monomorphisms.

Proof. (a) If €7(M) = 0, we have by Proposition [6.9] that 0 = zS(CH (M), N) = S (M, gHOM(A,N)). Since M C
sHOM(A,N), this is a contradiction unless M = 0.

(b) Let N” < N be an essential monomorphism in zS. Because gHOM(A, __) : s& — 4GS is a right adjoint, it preserves
monomorphisms. We now consider M € gHOM(A, N) such that M N gHOM(A,N’) = 0. From Proposition [6.12] we know
that € is also a right adjoint and preserves limits. Accordingly, we get € (M) N €7 (zHOM(A, N")) = 0 in €7 (zHOM(A, N)).
By Proposition[6.13, we have €7 (zHOM(A, N")) = N’ and €# (3HOM(A, N)) = N. Since N’ — N is essential, we must now
have €# (M) = 0. From part (a), we now get M = 0. m]

H

We know that both 4& and z& are Grothendieck categories. For an object M € 13", we denote by AEF (M) the injective
envelope of M. Similarly, for N € 3&, we denote by 5E(N) the injective envelope of N. We have now reached the main result
of this section.

Theorem 6.15. Let N € 3&. Then, we have
A&7 (sHOM(A,N)) = gHOM(A, 3¢(N)) € (1€ (zHOM(A,N))) = pE(N) (6.12)

Proof. By Corollary[6.10] we know that the functor gHOM(A, __) : 3& — 4G preserves injectives and by Lemma [6.14 we
know that it preserves essential monomorphisms. This gives 47 (zHOM(A, N)) = gHOM(A, 3€(N)). The second isomorphism
in (6.12) now follows by applying Proposition[6.13] o

7 Elementary objects, injective envelopes and the coinduction functor

We continute with H being a cosemisimple Hopf algebra, A a right H-comodule algebra and B being the subalgebra of H-
coinvariants of A. By Proposition[6.9] we have an adjunction

sS(EA V), N) = .S (M, gHOM(A, N)) (7.1)

for M € 4G and N € 3. In Theorem[6.15 we showed that €7 (4, EX (zHom(A, N))) = zEN) for N € gS. The first aim
of this section is to relate the injective envelope 4 & (M) of M € S to gHOM(A, pE(CH(M)). As in ([©3), we consider the
morphism

Af
2 p D peH 1 p (7.2)

for any (P, Afl) € S and recall from the proof of Proposition[6.3] that &(P) = Ker(ﬂ";). In particular, if M € &, we note

that R¥ (M) = Ker(ﬂ?v[) € &M, For M € 4G, we now let 4 &7 (M) denote the sum of all subobjects M’ € M in 4 S such that
M € K (V). We now consider the following pair of full subcategories of 4 S:

TGS =M, M) =0} F(S") = (Me S [2187M) =0} (7.3)

In other words, M € 4G lies in the full subcategory F(, &) if for any M’ € M € 4G such that M’ C Ker(ﬂ";v[) in ¥, we
must have M’ = 0.

Lemma 7.1. T(,S") is closed under quotients and F(4 &™) is closed under subobjects. If M € T(4 &) and N € F(4 &), we
have ,GEM, N) = 0.

Proof. Let M -» M” be an epimorphism in 4 &% with M € T(,&#). Then, M — M” is also an epimorphism in 7. As
in the proof of Lemma [6.3] it follows that @7 (M) = 0, which shows that M € T(,&). On the other hand, let N” — N
be a monomorphism in 4 & with N € F(,S7). If we take NV € N’ in 4G such that N C Ker(ng)\f,), then we have

N” C Ker(n‘;’\f,) c Ker(n?\f). Since N € F(, &), we now get N/ = 0 and hence N” € F(4, S).
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We now claim that T(, 7)NF(4,S) = 0. Indeed, if P € T(,STYNF(4 &), we have €7 (P) = 0. Then, K¥(P) = Ker(n‘é;) =P
Since P € F(4 &), it now follows that P = 0. Hence, if we have M € T(4&H), N € F(, &), and y € 4SS (M, N), it follows
from the above that Im(y) € T(4 &) N F(L, &), i.e., Im(y) = 0. |

The next result gives us another description of 4} (U).

Lemma 7.2. Let M € 4G Then, 48" (M) is the kernel of the canonical morphism M — gHOM(A, €7 ().

Proof. By definition, the kernel of the canonical morphism M — zHOM(A, €% ()N)) is the sum of all subobjects M’ € M
in 4 & such that the composition M’ — M — BHOM(A €H(M)) is zero. Using the adjunction in Proposition [6.9] this is
equivalent to the composition €7 (M) — CF (M) 4, gH (M) being zero, i.e., €7(M’) = 0. But €7(M’) = 0 for a subobject
M’ € M in 4 & if and only if M’ € R7(M) = Ker(nM). The result is now clear from the definition of 4 & (). O
Proposition 7.3. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra. Then, the pair (T(4 &), F(4 SM)) gives a torsion theory on 4.

Proof. We consider M € 4&". We claim that ,R7(M) € T(4&¥). Since 4K (M) c Ker(n}bv[), the restriction of ”}bvt to
AREOV) € Mis 0, ie., ﬂfﬁ”(M) = 0. We know that € (4&H (M) = Im(n? ), which shows that CZ(,K7(M)) = 0, i.e.,
ARV € T(4&M).

Also since CZ(4]R¥(M)) = 0, and G is exact, we see that CZ(M) = CH(M/,K7(M)). From Lemma[7.2] we now have a
monomorphism

ARHOO 7

M/aR7 V) — sHOM(A, €7 (WD) = gHOM(A, €" (M /, 87 (VD) (74)
Applying Lemma[7Z.2] again, it follows that 4 &7 (M /4K (M)) = 0, which shows that M/, K7 (M) € F(4,&S7). Additionally, we
know from Lemma[Z 1l that 4 S7(M, N) = 0 for any M € T(, &) and N € F(, &). This proves the result. |

Lemma 7.4. Let M € 4G with 487(M) = 0. Then, the canonical morphism M —s gHOM(A, €7 (MW)) is an essential
monomorphism in 4.

Proof. Since 487 (M) = 0, it follows by Lemma [Z.2] that the canonical morphism M —s gHOM(A, €(M)) is a monomor-
phism 4 S, We now consider some 0 # N € zHOM(A, €#(M)) in 4, &#. By Lemmal[6.14(a), we have €#(N) # 0. Since ¢ is
exact, we now have €7 (N) C € (zHOM(A, €# (0M))) = €7 (M) where the latter equality follows from Proposition[6.13] Since
GH is exact, we also see that

CHN N M) = CZON) N M) = CHN) £ 0 (7.5)

which shows that N N M # 0. m|
Theorem 7.5. Let M € 4G be torsion free, i.e., M € F(4SM). Then, we have 47 (M) = gHOM(A, g&(CT (M))).

Proof. Since 487 (M) = 0, it follows by Lemma [7.4] that the canonical morphism M — gHOM(A, € (M)) is an essential
monomorphism 4 &7, We know that €7 (M) < zE(CH(M)) is an essential monomorphism, and from Lemma [6.14(b) that
sHOM(A, _) : 3& — 4G preserves essential monomorphisms. Accordingly, we have an essential monomorphism

M — gHOM(A, €7 (M)) — sHOM(A, gE(C7 (M))) (7.6)
By Corollary[6.10 the functor sgHOM(A, _) : 3& —> neyl preserves injectives. The result is now clear. m]

The condition in Theorem[Z.3]leads us to look at conditions under which all objects in 4 G are torsion free, i.e., F(4 &) = ,&1.
We recall that an object E in an abelian category U is said to be a cogenerator if it satisfies the following condition: given any
epimorphism X — Y in U that is not an isomorphism, there is a morphism X — E that does not factor through Y. We now
need the following general result.

Lemma 7.6. Let L : W — B be a functor between abelian categories, which has a right adjoint R : B8 — . Suppose that L
has the property that if p : X - Y is an epimorphism in W which is not an isomorphism, then L(p) : L(X) — L(Y) is not an
isomorphism. Then, if E is a cogenerator in B, its image R(E) is a cogenerator in .
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Proof. Suppose that R(E) is not a cogenerator in UA. Then, there exists an epimorphism p : X - Y in A which is not an
isomorphism, but any morphism X — R(E) must factor through Y.

Since L is a left adjoint, it preserves epimorphisms. From the assumption on L, it now follows that L(p) : L(X) — L(Y) is an
epimorphism in B that is not an isomorphism. Since E is a cogenerator in B, we can now find a morphism f : L(X) — E
which does not factor through L(Y). By the adjunction, we now have g : X — R(E) corresponding to f. Then, there exists
h:Y — R(E) such that g = h o p. But then we must have f = h’ o L(p), where i’ : L(Y) — E correspondsto i : Y — R(E)
using the adjunction. This contradicts the assumption that f does not factor through L(Y). O

For the remainder of this paper, we suppose that S has an injective cogenerator J. We also note that for any M € &, the

multiplication u4 : A ® A — A induces a canonical morphism in S
Hom(A, M) — Hom(A® A, M) = Hom(A, Hom(A, M)) 7.7
which corresponds by adjointness to A ® Hom(A, M) — Hom(A, M). It may now be verified that Hom(A, M) € 4S.

Lemma 7.7. Suppose that S has an injective cogenerator J. Then, Hom(A, J) is an injective cogenerator for the category 5.

Proof. We may verify directly that for any N € 4,& and M € S, we have
SN, M) = 4&S(N, Hom(A, M)) (7.8)

Since J € G is injective, G(__,J) is exact. From (Z.8), it is now clear that 4 &(__, Hom(A, 7)) is exact, i.e., Hom(A,J) is an
injective in 4. Itis evident that the forgetful functor 4 & — & satisfies the condition in Lemmal[7.6l Accordingly, since J is a
cogenerator in S, the object Hom(A, J) is a cogenerator in 4 S.

O

Lemma 7.8. There are natural isomorphisms
ASN, M) = 4N, M & H) (7.9)
or (N, 12, ALY € AGH and (M, 12 ) € S, giving an adjunction of functors.
Mo By 122V gwing 7l

Proof. We consider ¢ € 4S(N, M), which induces ¢’ := (¢ ® H) o A¥. € 1&”"(N,M ® H). On the other hand, given y €
ASH(N, M ® H), we have ' := (M ® ) o € SN, M). We now verify that

Mo en)o(@@H) oA =poN@ey) oAl =¢ (7.10)

We also have
(J\/E®6H®H)o(gb(X)H)oA‘;’\f =Meg®H)o MQAg) oy =y (7.11)
This proves the result. O

Proposition 7.9. Suppose that S has an injective cogenerator J. Then, Hom(A,J) ® H is an injective cogenerator for the

category ,SH.

Proof. We know from Lemma [7.7] that Hom(A, J) is an injective cogenerator for the category 4. Since the forgetful functor
AGH — 4G s exact, its right adjoint preserves injectives. By the adjunction in Lemmal[Z.8] it now follows that Hom(A,J) ® H
is an injective object in 4&. It is also clear that the forgetful functor & — ,& satisfies the condition in Lemma [7.6]

Accordingly, since Hom(A, J) is a cogenerator in 4 S, the object Hom(A, J) ® H is a cogenerator in 4 S, O

Theorem 7.10. Suppose that Hom(A,J) @ H € F(4SH). Then, F(4SH) = 4&H, i.e., every object M € 4 satisfies 487 (M) =
0.
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Proof. By Proposition we know that Hom(A,J) ® H is an injective cogenerator for the category 4&. In other words,
every object M € 4&" is a subobject of a direct product of copies of Hom(A,J) ® H. By Proposition we know that
(T(1SH), F(4M)) is a torsion theory on 4 S, Hence, F(4 S) is closed under products and subobjects. Since Hom(A,J) @ H €
F(4 &), the result follows. o

Corollary 7.11. Suppose that Hom(A,J) ® H € F(4&). Then, if & € 4G is an injective object, € (&) is an injective object
in 36.

Proof. We know that the inclusion €7 (&) — E(CH(€)) into the injective envelope of €7 (€) is an essential monomorphism
in 3. Applying Lemma [6.14(b), gHOM(A, CH(€)) — zHOM(A, pE(CH(€))) is an essential monomorphism in 48. Since
F(1SH) = 4&M, we know that 4, K7 (€) = 0. Combining with Lemmal[7.4, we now have the essential monomorphism

& < gHOM(A, CH (&) — sHOM(A, s&(CH (&) (7.12)

But since & € 4G is injective, it follows that the essential monomorphisms in (Z.12)) are all isomorphisms. Using Proposition
we now have
€"(&) = €M (zHOM(A, pEE"(E))) = pE(E"(E)) (7.13)

This proves the result. O

We will also use Theorem and Corollary to promote the isomorphism in Proposition to the level of derived
functors.

Proposition 7.12. Let A be a right H-comodule algebra and B = A, Suppose that Hom(A,J)® H € F(,SH). Then, we have
natural isomorphisms

Ext’ (A ®5 N, M) = Ext® (N, € (M) (7.14)
for N € S and M € ,GH.
Proof. Let M — &°® be an injective resolution in 4 &¥. Accordingly, the derived functors Ext®.,(A®p N, M) may be computed
by taking cohomologies of the complex 4 S7(A ®p N, £°) = s S(N, € (€*)). Since Hom(A,J) ® H € F(,SH), we know from

Corollary [ZTT] that € preserves injectives. Since € is exact, it now follows that €#(€*®) is an injective resolution of € ().
The result is now clear. O

Lemma 7.13. Any injective object in 4S"

&’ € AS is an injective object.

can be expressed as a direct summand of an injective of the form & ® H, where

Proof. Let (€, yg, Ag’ ) € AGH be an injective object. We note that the morphism Ag : &€ — & ® H is a morphism in 4, . We
also note that (€ ® ey) o Ag = id in 4 S, which makes Ag’ a monomorphism in 4S. Since kernels of morphisms in AGH are
computed in &, it follows that A¥ : € — € ® H is a monomorphism in 4 &

Since 4 & is a Grothendieck category, we may choose an injective £ € 4 & along with a monomorphism € < &’ in 4&. This

AH
induces a monomorphism € ® H — & ® H in ,&. Since € € 4, is injective, the inclusion & S EQH — & ®Hin ACH

makes € a direct summand of &’ ® H. From the exactness of the forgetful functor & — 4 & and the adjunction in Lemma
we know that its right adjoint preserves injectives. Since &’ € 4 & is injective, it now follows that &’ ® H € 4 & is injective.
This proves the result. O

By adapting the terminology of [4]], we will now say that the category & is strongly locally left notherian if xS is locally
noetherian for any left noetherian k-algebra R.

Proposition 7.14. Suppose that S is strongly locally left noetherian. Let A be a left noetherian k-algebra that is also a right

H-comodule algebra. Then, the direct sum of injectives in 4G is injective.
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Proof. Let {€;}ic; be a family of injectives in 4 S. Applying Lemma[7.13l we choose for each i € I an injective & € 4G such
that &, is a direct summand of &/ ® H in 4&”. Then, P, &; is a direct summand of P, &/ ® H in 4.

From the assumptions, it follows that 4 S is a locally noetherian category. Hence, the direct sum @ie ; &} of injective objects is
injective in 4&. Again, the right adjoint in Lemma[7.8 now makes (@id &!) ® H an injective in A4GH. Accordingly, the direct
summand P, &; of (P, &) ® H is injective in 4 S O

We now set J := Hom(A,J)® H € 4. For the remainder of this section, we will make the following assumptions:

(1) A is a left noetherian k-algebra and a right H-comodule algebra

(2) & is strongly locally left noetherian.

(3) G has an injective cogenerator J which satisfies j= Hom(A,J)® H € F(4&"). By Theorem [Z.IQ, it follows therefore that
every object M € 4G satisfies 4 &7 (M) = 0.

Lemma 7.15. Let {;}ie; be a family of injectives in gS. Then, we have an isomorphism

@BHOM(A, &) = yHOM (A, @8,-) (7.15)
i€l i€l

Proof. We set € := @BHOM(A, &)). Since gHOM(A, __) preserves injectives, each gHOM(A, &;) € 4&" is injective. Using

iel
Proposition[7.14} the direct sum & = pHOM(A, &) is injective in ,S. Since 1S = F(4,S), we know that ,R7(E) = 0.
i€l

By Lemmal[7.4, the canonical morphism & — gHOM(A, € (€)) is an essential monomorphism in &, Since € € ,& is an
injective object, it now follows that & = gHOM(A, €' (€)). Using Proposition[6.13]and the fact that ¥ preserves direct sums,
we now have

€"(&) = P ¢ sHOMA, £) = (P, (7.16)
iel iel
The result now follows by applying sgHOM(A, __).
O

Lemma 7.16. Let M — zHOM(A,N) be an essential monomorphism with M € oG and N € 3S. Then, CH(M) —
CH(zkHOM(A, N)) = N is an essential monomorphism in gS.

Proof. Using Proposition and the fact that €7 is exact, we have an inclusion €7/(M) — CH(zFHOM(A,N)) = N. We
suppose there exists 0 # M’ € N such that M’ N €7 (M) = 0. Since gHOM(A, __) is a right adjoint, this gives us

0 = gHOM(A, €7 (W) N sHOM(A, M) C sHOM(A, N) (7.17)

Since 487 (M) = 0, we know that M € zHOM(A, €#(M)) and it follows from (Z.17) that M Nz HOM(A, M’) = 0. We are given
that M — gHOM(A, N) is an essential monomorphism, which now shows that pHOM(A, M") = 0. Applying Proposition[6.13]
again, we have M = €2 (zHOM(A,M")) = 0.

m]

For the final result of this paper, we will need to recall some concepts from our work in [9]. We note that if 7 is a commutative
noetherian k-algebra and M is an object of &, we may consider the annihilator

Ann, (M) :={a € R ay = 0 : M —— M} (7.18)
It is clear that Ann,s(M) is an ideal in 7.

Definition 7.17. (see [9} Definition 2.1]) Let S be a strongly locally noetherian k-linear category and let T be a commutative
noetherian k-algebra. We will say that an object O + £ € 1S is T-elementary if it satisfies the following conditions:
(a) L is finitely generated as an object of 1S, i.e., the functor 7 S(L, __) preserves filtered colimits of monomorphisms.

(b) There exists a prime ideal p C T such that any non-zero subobject L' C L satisfies Ann,s(L’) = p.
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Suppose that M € & and we have a T-elementary object £ C M such that Ann,z(£) = p. Then, we will say that p is an
associated prime of M. The set of associated primes of M is denoted by Ass,c(M). In this paper, we will need a few basic
properties of the theory of associated primes for objects in & that we have developed in [9].

(1) For any 0 # M € 7&, we have Ass,s(M) # ¢.

Q) If0— M — M — M"” — 0is a short exact sequence in 7S, we have
Ass,e(M') € Ass,e(M) € Ass,s(M') U Ass, c(M")

(3) If M’ € M is an essential subobject, then Ass, s(M") = Ass,s(M).
(4) Every injective in 7& can be expressed as a direct sum of injective envelopes of T-elementary objects in S.

For our purposes in this paper, we will need to refine the result of (4).

Lemma 7.18. Let S be a strongly locally noetherian k-linear category and let T be a commutative noetherian k-algebra. Let
0 # € € 1S be an injective object and v € Ass,c(E) be a prime ideal. Then, there exists an injective E(p) C € such that:

(1) E(p) is a direct sum of injective envelopes of T-elementary objects
(2) Ass,c(E(p)) = {p} and E(p) is maximal with respect to the collection of subobjects N C &€ such that Ass,s(N) = {p}.

Proof. We consider families {&;};c; of subobjects of & satisfying the following conditions:
(a) Each &, is the injective envelope of a T-elementary object £ such that Ann,s(£) = {p}.
(b) The sum };; €; C € is direct.

Since 7 is a Grothendieck category, the condition (b) is equivalent to the assumption that 0 = &; N (X, €;) forevery i € [
and every finite subset J C I\{i}. By Zorn’s lemma, it follows that there exists a maximal such family {&;};c;,. We now set
E(p) := @8,-. Since & is locally noetherian, we see that the direct sum E(p) := @8,- is injective.

i€l i€l

We now claim that Ass,s(E(p)) = {p}. Indeed, from properties (2) and (3) above, it is clear that Assrg[@ Ej/] = {p} for
j/EJ/

any finite direct sum with J* C Iy. Since T-elementary objects are finitely generated, it follows that any 7-elementary object

L € E(p) is contained in a finite direct sum of objects in Iy. Hence, Ann,s(£) = p, which shows that Ass,s(E(p)) = {p}.

Finally, suppose that we have E(p) € N € € with Ass,c(N) = {p}. Since E(p) is injective, we can write N = E(p) & N’, with
N’ # 0. Then, ¢ # Ass,s(N") C Ass,s(N) = {p}, which gives Ass,s(N’) = {p}. Hence, there is a T-elementary object £ € N’
satisfying Ann,s(L’) = {p}.
Since € is injective, we now consider an injective envelope (L) € € of £’. Since L' € N’, we must have E(p) N L’ = 0. Since
L7 € E(L’) is essential, it now follows that E(p) N E(L”) = 0. Then, the family {&;}ie, U {E(L")} also satisfies the conditions (a)
and (b), which contradicts the maximalilty of the family {&;}iey, -

O

Proposition 7.19. Let S be a strongly locally noetherian k-linear category and let T be a commutative noetherian k-algebra.
Let € € 1G be an injective object. For each prime ideal p € Ass,z(E), let E(p) C & be an injective that is maximal with respect
to the collection of subobjects N C € such that Ass,c(N) = {p}. Then, we can write

&= @ &(p) (7.19)

pEAss =(E)

Proof. We will first show that the sum ),  &(p) € € is direct. Since 7S is a Grothendieck category, it suffices to show
peAss e(E)

that E(p1) + ... + E(pr) C € is direct for any finite collection {py, ..., px} of prime ideals in Ass,(E). This is obviously true for
k = 1. Proceeding by induction, if k > 2 and we set N = E(px) N (E(P1) @ ... ® E(Pr-1)), we have

Ass,c(N') € Ass,c(E(pr) = {1}

Ass,s(N') € Ass, (E(P1) ® . B EMr1)) C (P1s oo Prct ) (7.20)
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From (7.20), it follows that Ass,c(N") = ¢, which gives N’ = 0. Hence, the sum E(p;) + ... + E(px) C € is direct. We now set

&:= € &) Because 7S is locally noetherian, the direct sum &’ of injectives is injective. We now write & = & @& &”.
peAss s(E)

Suppose that & # 0. Then, we can find a T-elementary object L € £”. Since £” is injective, we have £(L) € £” for an

injective envelope (L) of £. Butif Ann, (L) = {q}, this contradicts the maximality of £(q). Hence, £” = 0. O

We now return to the context of (A, H)-Hopf module objects in S, along with the assumption that A is left noetherian, S is
strongly locally left noetherian and that the injective cogenerator J = Hom(A,J) ® H € 4G, which gives 4 & = F(,&H). We
take M € 4 &”. By Theorem[Z.3] and Proposition[6.13] we know that

(T M) = " (sHOM(A, p€(E" (M)))) = pE(ET (M) (7.21)

Here, (M) is the injective envelope of M € 4 & and z&(C7 (M) is the injective envelope of €7 (M) € 3S. Our final aim is

to obtain a direct sum decomposition for all the terms appearing in a minimal injective resolution of M € 4 &

¥ aHO voom vooom g
M — 4ETV(M) — AET (M) — 4E* (M) — ... (7.22)
Because (Z.22) is a minimal resolution, we note that each 4E*(V)/Im(y*) — 4EH**1 (M) is an essential monomorphism.
Lemma 7.20. Let M € 4G, Then, €1 (4EM*(M)) is a minimal injective resolution of €% (M) in S, i.e., CH(LEH (M) =
BET(CH (V).

Proof. Since € is exact, we know that the complex €7(M) — €7 (4,EH*(M)) is exact. Since each ,E#*(M) € 4G is
injective, it follows by Corollary [ZI1] that each C#(4&*(M)) € S is an injective object. We are given that each of the
following is an essential monomorphism

AETC OV Im(y) — A€ (M) = sHOM(A, € (, €7+ (M) (7.23)

where the equality in (Z.23) follows from Theorem[Z.3]and Corollary Applying Lemma[7.16 and using the fact that € is
exact, we now see that each
CH (2 €7V Im(EF (")) > € (&7 (M) (7.24)

is an essential monomorphism. This proves the result. O
Theorem 7.21. Suppose that

(1) A is a left noetherian k-algebra and a right H-comodule algebra

(2) B = A is a noetherian and commutative k-algebra

(3) G is strongly locally left noetherian

(4) S has an injective cogenerator J which satisfies j= Hom(A,J)® H € F(,&H).

Then for M € ,GH, we have a direct sum decomposition

AET V) = @ sHOM(A, p€* (" (M))(p)) (7.25)
peAssye(zE*(EH (M)

Proof. By Lemmal[Z.20, we have C¥(,EH*(M)) = z&°(C7(M)). Since B is a noetherian and commutative k-algebra, it now
follows from Proposition[Z.19] that

C(EM D) = pE*(ET ) = ) & (ET D)D) (7.26)
peAss (s € (EH (VD)

Since 4 EM*(M) € 4 & is injective, it follows by Theorem[Z.5]and Corollary [Z.11] that
A€V = gHOM(A, 6" (LM (W) = gHOM A, €D 5@ OO)(p) (7.27)

PEASsS (€ (CH(IM)))

Applying Lemma[Z.13] we now have the direct sum decomposition in (Z.23). mi
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