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IDEMPOTENT MODULES IN STABLE MODULE CATEGORIES

REFES (Akihiko Hida)
BEKFEBEFE (Faculty of Education, Saitama University)

Rickard O3 [R1] RUBIE L /- [B1],[BCR2],[BCR3] i oW T O LB %47\ %
J". idempotent module & iXAHBREBMBEFD stable category D& %D subcategory 2
HIET 2 HDT, HFIBED variety ICBIE L 72 OMEETT. MBED tensor HICH L
T1DEXRNMELGHRDOL I oTVWEI L L) IDOLHETIHRINET. ZHILTLD
(EVIENIBEALDHE)ERERTII L VOTTH, FRERNEICHT 2EROFEH
CAARIEDRTET. £/, [BCRI] X815, BEARMBEICHNT 5 variety DHR
PRBEEDLEDICHILEL LY T

1 #Ti3 triangulated category & stable category {2 DWW T T BLICSBAL 3. 2
E Tt idempotent module NEH, FAEFIIOWVT, IETREFNLDOERNLHE, ¥
2, T D variety IZBI L CTEZ E 15 idempotent module I DWTHY LiFFd. 4%
SETIE, ARERE IR S L WINBI T % (rank) variety DR %, 6 T3 principal
block 2B 2 FRERMBEANDIEHIZOWTHEAL T T, HBFEICT7TETIE, MBED variety
LHEIBIT S [C2] DEREBAL T (4 AK (BIBAE) 12X 3).

28, LT LOBRFOREREOBATLRWI L, R idea DIFTdH HCHAI LT & DRE
EIMN O NER o7 & E BV LET. BEEIC L 5®8 [B2),[C3|,[R2, WA, &
BRI & % @3 [KN1],[KN2], R UBS:#E L 78X [BK],[D],[W1], [W2] £3BZILTTF
&\, F7- triangulated category 22Tk [Cl), [H], [W] %8B LTT W,

1. TRIANGULATED CATEGORIES

Triangulated category 7 & i3, additive category T# V), selfequivalence ¥ : 7 — T

PROLNTEH D, distinguished triangle (BLF triangle) & FEiZh 25
X » Y » Z » XX
DEIVIEEZINTEY, BICWL O»PDORBE2A:TLDTH 5.

G = AR%, k 2IERE p oREMNEAE, kG 2 BHRLT 2. Mod kG RV mod kG
% (right)kG- MBED category, HARER kG- INBED category &3 5. stable category
StMod kG & i3, object iX Mod kG LR LTH Y,

Hom(M, N) = Homyg(M, N)/(projective hom.)

EERINDBODTHA. ZIT f: M — N »f projective hommorphism T 3 & i,
f=gh,h: M — P,g: P— N, P iiprojective L FBENDLZ L TH5. kG- MEE
% injective DHITHDAK E D cokernel M A Z LiZ X b, self-equivalence

Q! : StMod kG — StMod kG

FHELNS. B, triangle 2 RDOBIZHRD D Z LI D, StMod kG 13 triangulated cat-
egory &% 5: £, Mod kG T® exact sequence

0 > X » Y » 7 » 0
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AL, TR

0 X Y zZ —0
[ |
0 y X inj. QX)) — 0
PELI, F
X > Y > 7 > Q_l(X)

PEBONDL. TORBICLTESHAFIEFARAL S D%, StMod (kG) T triangle & E&E Y
%. stmod kG IZDOWTHRBETH 5.

T % triangulated category, C % 7 @ triangulated subcategory £ §%. C 2* T D
thick subcategory T 5 & i3, direct summand % £ 2BETHLTWAZ L, 2 Y,

XeYelC=>Xel

ERBILTHAH. T IZBVWTHEED direct sum PHFET S LIRET 5. C 2 direct sum
THALTWAEE, 2%, C O object DIEEDES {M) | A€ A}ITHL,

@M,\EC

AEA
L%bLE& C % T D localizing subcategory &\
T 2BIT35),
Xo = X; 2 Xy = X3
WL,

eX; —% @X;
»* 6 triangle
OX; — OX; » Y -
2{ED, #FNE3EH Y = hocolim X; % X; ® homotopy colimit & 9.

2. IDEMPOTENT MODULES
LIF, T = StMod kG, C % stmod kG @ thick subcategory, C® % C DEBT 5T O
localizing subcategory & 3 5.
Theorem 2.1 ([R1]). X € StMod kG iZx¥ L, T T® triangle
Te(X) : Ec(X) » X » Fe(X) —— v

TREHRIT S DOFLE
(1)Ee(X) € C® Lo |
(2)Hom(C®, Fe(X)) = 0 (TDME % Fe(X) & C®-local THH L)

Z & Tid (quotient category 7/C® OFHEZIKEL T) [R2] TOFERZEMNT 5.
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Lemma 2.2. (1) M € StMod kG 23 L,
M : C®-local & C-local.
(2) C€mod kG &, T \2BIiT 575,
Xo —— X3 —— ---

LT,

Hom(C, hocolim X;) 2 colim Hom(C, X;).
(3)hocolim X; ix 7T /C® ThHFH|, X, » X, + -+ ® homotopy colimit & 7/C®
? object £ LTHEEITH 5.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. (i) T @ object X; (i > 0) % Xo =X & L T inductive IZEH
T5. X, PEESINTVE LTS,

S, = ®(C ® Hom(C, X))
(C i3 C D object DFEIFOAEXRELE ) & L, natural map S; — X; 95 triangle
S; > X » Xiyp —

&Y Xy ZHERT 5.
(ii) Fe(X) = hocolim X; &8 & ZhitC®-local TH5. EBE, &N CeC ITHLT,
Hom(C, X;) — Hom(C, Xi41) 2 0 DT,
Hom(C, F¢(X)) = Hom(C, hocolim X ;) = colim Hom(C, X;) =0
5% D, Fe(X) 14 Clocal T & >T CO-local T 5.
(iii) triangle

Ec¢(X) » X » Fe(X) —
gD L, Ec(X)eC® THEH. TiZRDOBIIREND. §; € C® %DT triangle
Si > Xi » Xiy1 —

£h , T/CQ) BT X, & Xi+l THb. £oT T/Ce’ BT,
Fe(X) = hocolimr X; & hocolimy/ce X; = X
Thb. Thid Ec(X)eC® 2 EKT 5.
Remark 2.3. Te(X) ZEROEE (1)(2) 0k ) (ABZBRWT) —FICET 5.

stmod kG @ thick subcategory C #f tensor ideal TH 5 & i, EEND M € C &
N estmod kG IZHLT, MN €C &%2AZLTHAH. LLF,C T O tensor ideal
subcategory &7 5.

Lemma 2.4. (1)M €C® 26 3HEEND X € T IIHL T, M@ X € C®.
@)L € T #* C-local % b IZHEED X € T iS4 LT M ® X 1% C®-local.

RDEEH idempotent module DEHDHKTH 5.
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Theorem 2.5 ([R1, Proposition 5.13, Theorem 5.19]). E = Ec(k), F = Fe(k) £ 3 %.
()X eT I2HLT,
Ec(X)2E®X, F(X)=2F®X.
(2) X eT 1T LT,
XeCPe X~2¥EQRX

X :C®local & X 2 F®X.

3)
EQE~E, FQF~F, E®FO0.
Proof. (1)
Te(k):E —— k » F
12 X % tensor L T, triangle
E®X y X » FX —

»HEBS5N5. Lemma24 XY, EQX €C® F® X it C®-local TH%.
(2)X € C® X Te(X) #¢

X — X » 0
LEBTHLIELFEMETHY, X 4F C-local THDHZ &L, Te(X) »F
0 » X —— X
LEBTCHAZLLEETHS.
(3) & (1)(2) L WEHLH». O

3. VARIETIES FOR FINITELY GENERATED MODULES

AHBRAERMEBCHT 5 variety DEFIZOWTHEILRRS. Vg(k) & H*(G,k) O
maximal ideal spectrum & L, HRARK kG- B M (< LT, Vo(M) % H*(G,k) I8
i} % Exti (M, M) ® annihilator 12 & > TE#E N2 Vg(k) @ closed subvariety &3
5. ‘

Proposition 3.1. (1)mod kG TDELYY,
0 — M]_ - Mg M3 » 0

WXt L, Vg(Mi) - VG(Mj) U Vg(Ml).
(2)M, N € mod kG ¥ L,

Ve(M ® N) = Vg(M)NVg(N).

(3)
Va(M) = | Jrest g(Ve(ME))
E

Z 2T, E i G @ elmentary abelian p-subgroup 9XT ’&QJ( .
4G > H %642
V(M) = (resg, i)~ (Va(M)).
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Ve (k) @ homogeneous closed subvariety V IZ3fL, V % V ® homogeneous closed
subvariety D2HDEELTEH. W C Vg(k) 1S LRDEBZEZ 5.

VWeEWSVUWEW, VEWWEeEV=WeW (%)

CORBE WL, COW) 2 Vo(M)eW &%23% M %6%% stmod kG O full subcat-
egory £ ¥ %. Zhid Proposition 3.1 IZ& Y tensor ideal subcategory T»%. E(W) =
Ecowy(k) L BE,V € Vg(k) 2L TR, E(V) = E(V) &8X<.

Remark 3.2. E(V) 2B L Tid, cohomology & B8 L 7z & h BAEB 2R % ([R1,
6%]). TOFEC(V)® X V(M) CV &%%5 M € mod kG O filtered colimit & [7] %
b DA 6% A subcategory & —H T 5.
BT, VW ik (x) 2@ L RET 5. 372,
VUW={ZeVgk) | ZCVUW,V € V,W € W}
EBL.

Proposition 3.3 ([R1, Proposition 6.2, Theorem 7.5]).
E(V)® EW) = EVNW),
FV)®@ FW)=F(VUW).

Theorem 3.4 (Mayer-Vietoris triangle [R1, Theorem 8.1]). 3k® triangle #*#F%E:
E(VNW) — E(V)® EW) — E(VUW) — ,
FYNW) —— F(V)® F(W) —— F(VUW) —
= 2T, b9 —HMH P idempotent module (V) ¥ AT 3. E(V) 2 V IZHIET2 b
DTHoLH, TRRBB LIV IHIETHDTH Y, MEERMED variety 2 E2 5
REELEHERT
Definition. V € Vg(k) I8 L, V DL OBEHEFIVEET LW e V Ot W kL,
x(V) = E(V) ® F(W')
EBL.

Proposition 3.5 ((BCR2, Lemma 8.2, Theorem 8.5)). (1)V € Vg(k) PEE#HES %
..., T3¢,
(V) = @i 45(Vi).
(2)H <G, W #% (resg; )~ 1(V) DEEHRST Z T, resg y(Z) BV ODEEMBZ L 25 d D
£ T®? union LT 3L,
&(V)n = s(W).
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Example 3.6. p = 2, G = (g1,92) %1% 4 @ elemetary abelian 2-group £ ¥ 5.
H*(G, k) = k[C1, Q)(BERB) Th Y, Vak) = k2 ThHb. a € k KL, lo ZEAL
(a,1) BHEMR, lo TERE (1,0) ZEIEMRET 5.

F(ly) = k[t] @ kt]

1 ¢ 1 1+tay
100 1) #2700 1
THEZb6N5. (0,k) iX F(la) @ submodule T,
E(la) = F(la)/(0, k).

G DRI,

_475,
F(loo) = k[t] @ k[t]

Hll Hlt
5n 01,92 01

U= (W e Tok) | W £ Vak)}

G DRI,

TH5x26N05. 72

Wt L, .
F(U) = k(t) @ k(t)
G DIERIZ,
1t 11
ae (s 1) 2 (o 1)
THEZbNS.

4. RANK VARIETIES

E = {g1,...,gr) ZfL¥ p" @ elementary abelian p-group £ ¥4 %. z;, =g, —1 € KE
EBL.VEKk) =k, a=(o1,...,0r) EVE(K), a A0 L, up = 1+ iz £BL.
(ua) BHLH p DREHTHS. :

Definition. M € Mod kG 33 L, .
VE(M) = {a(# 0) € VE(k) | M : not (uq) — free} U {0}
EBL.

K % k #&UCRBNAHAET trdeg, K > r THAEbDETS. klyr,...,yr) & Vi)
® coordinate ring £ 3 5. V % VE(k) @ homogeneous irreducible closed subvariety,
P %353 % k[yi,...,yr] @ homogeneous prime ideal, k[V] = k[y1,...,y-]/P, k(V)
% k[V] @ field of fractions & $ 5. k(V) & K O0FfIZEDRATNS. k(V) CK t¥5%.
ay = (71,...,9r) € K" = VE(K) £ B<. , . .



Definition.
E(k) = {VE(k)?» homog. irred. closed subvariety(# {0})}
&L, MeModkE iZ3tL,
E(M) ={V € Vg(k) | av € VE(K ® M)}
EBL.

Remark 4.1. Zhii, K OB FIEKFL L. 72, M € mod kE % 5,
VE(M) ={V € Vg(k) | V C VE(M)}
TH5.

ROBRIIERERMIFEDRE Dade DHEL LTHALATVEL0D—KLTH 3.

Theorem 4.2 ([BCR2, Corollary 5.6]). M € Mod kE 3§ L,
M : projective & VE(M) = 0.

Example 4.3. Example 3.6 F(U) = F ##x 5. F i projective TiZZ W AMERED
a € VE(k) IS LT, F id (uq)-free Ths. EB VL(F) = {(VE(k)} TH 5.

HRERMFED rank variety DEELME TH % tensor product theorem 2%, = NP4
OB T 5.
Theorem 4.4 ([BCR2, Corollary 7.5]). M, N € Mod kE (=4 L,
VE(M ® N) = V(M) NVE(N).

rank variety & MFD variety DBIRIZ DOV Tid, B % bijection
B+ VE() — Va(k)
PHFEL, M € mod kE 123 L T,
B(VE(M)) = VE(M)

L2 ZEFAMONT VA, Vg(k) ® homogeneous closed subvariety & #5423 idem-
potent module ® rank variety DBMRITKDEEIZL 5.

VE(k) = {VEe(k)? homog. irred. closed subvariety(# {0})}
EBL.
Theorem 4.5 ([BCR2, Theorem 9.1, Corollary 9.2]). V € Vg(k) % 6iX
E(E(V)) = B~V NVEe(k))
VE(F(V)) =87 (VE(K)\V)
Ve(s(V)) = {871(V)}.
E5C k(V) @ rank variety & Theorem 4.2, Theorem 4.4 I=X h k%182,
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Remark 4.6. V € Vg(k), M € Mod kE 123t L,

BHV) eVE(M) &  VE((V)NVE(M) #0
& k(V)® M : not projective.

5. VARIETIES FOR INFINITELY GENERATED MODULES

[BCR1] TRM SN TV HRAER L RS 2 VB § 2 variety DRI, [BCRI]
DHETHHRRSENTWVLEEIC, AR L OBREI) T { Vi, tensor product theorem
AR Y 727\ (F b b Proposition 3.1 @ (2) (4) 25V L2k ) FSIANBORSL b
DTHot:. [BCR2 TRIMBEED variety DF LVEHLFX ORI THI L ETL
Twb. 2 ZTid idempotent module x(V) BAMCAVLNT NS,
Definition ([BCR2, Lemma 10.3)).

Ve (k) = {Va(k)® homog. irred. closed subvariety(# {0})}
&L, M e Mod kG 23 L,
Va(M) = {V € Vg(k) | &(V) ® M : not projective}

&EBL.

[BCR2] T3 complexity % BT, ‘ _
Vo(M) = {V € Vg(k) | complexity of M ® E(V)=dimV} ,
LEESND, bbAATNREROEHRLFAMETHS. T Tid Remark 4.6 L OBEZE
MATHOIORICERL. KIHFALDPTHS.

Proposition 5.1 ([BCR2, Lemma 10.5]). E #° elementary abelian p-group % 5ix,
M € Mod kE I3 L, ‘

B(Vg(M)) = Ve(M).
ZLTHIE S B RRAIL TR 5.

Theorem 5.2 ([BCR2, Theorem 10.6, 10.7, 10.8]). M, N € Mod kG &£+ 5.
) |
Ve (M) = | Jresg g(Ve(ME))
: E .
Z 2T, E i3 G ® elmentary abelian p-subgroup $XT%#<.
@)H <G %5, |
Vi (M) = (resg )~  (Va(M)).

(3 L
V(M ® N) = V(M) NVg(N).
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6. COHOMOLOGY OF MODULES IN THE PRINCIPAL BLOCK

Bo(kG) % kG o principal block £ 5. ZZTit Bo(kG) I2BS 5 A RAERMEEC
BT ORREZBATE. WC Vg(k) oL, CoW) % Vag(M)EW 43 M bk 5
stmod By(kG) @ full subcategry, W € Vg(k) 4t L Tid, Co(W) = Co(W) £ <.

[B1] T3, [BCR] TOFEAIEHT %7:012 idempotent module Z VT3, F¥%K
DRREREEEZRS. LC Vg(k) *EA%tB2EMEL, E* L C resg g(VE(K)) £ %%
elementary abelian p-subgroup OH TP DL T 5. res celb) =L L22ER b
ZtY,D % Ng(E) 28} % ly O stabilizer, | = resp p(lo) £B<.

Theorem 6.1 ([B1, Theorem 3.1]).
E(l) 1°= E(L).

Corollary 6.2. M € Mod kG, Vg(M) C {L} %5,
M = N 1° (in StMod kG)
k%% N € Mod kD 7.

Definition ([BCR, Definition 10.1]).
Yo = | restu(Vir(k)) U {0}
H<G
(H & Cg(H) #* p-nilpotent Tid7z\> subgroup £ T %8 <) % nucleus & L5,

Corollary 6.2 X Y R EHN 5. variety DEBROBE~RE T 2RR[, D TOBRI
[BCR] & FKTH 5.

Theorem 6.3 ([B1, Corollary 5.3]). M € Mod By(kG) i non-projective ¢, Vg(M)
Yo b ¥95. ZDL X,

' H*(G,M)#0
E%5 n>0 PHFE.

KiZ [BCR] T nuclear homology module L IFHENTV: 2 b DICBIT &R TH 5.

Corollary 6.4 ([B1, Theorem 1.2]). stmod Bo(kG) ix k & Co(Yg) PHEMT 5 thick
subcategory (k,Co(Yg)) -—%¥ 5.

[BCR3] Tid [N] flicf#iR E 1 T, stmod kG @ thick subcategory D53 EERAT V3.
SEDEME (x) AT WITH L, Co(W) it stmod Bo(kG) @ thick subcategory T#
%. [BCR3] D#RiZ, nucleus Yi (2BItRT 2 8853 % Bri1E stmod Bo(kG) @ thick sub-
category IR DRZ LN TETL RS, L) bDThHD. TTROBER, W e Vo) 2
L, Co(W) 22— DMBETERSNDZ L %RLTEY, Corollary 6.4 D—ILE ¥
ZoTWnh,

Theorem 6.5 ([BCRB, Proposition 5.4, 5.7]). M € mod kG, Vg(M) =W % 6iX,
Co(W) = (M, Co(Ye N W)).
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C % stmod Bo(kG) ® thick subcategory & L, W ={Vg(M) | M €C} &£B<. BHL
PIZCCCoW) THE. —FH, M eCoW) 5iE, W=Vg(M)=Vg(N) £t %% NeC
PHEEL, EEIZLD,

M € Co(W) = (N,Co(W NYg)) C (C,Co(WNYg))
Yid. LoTRPES.

Corollary 6.6 ([BCR3, Theorem 5.5, 5.8]).
Co(W) = (C,Co(W N Y’G))

FiZ, Yo = {0}(2% Y order p @ element @ centralizer i€ T p-nilpotent) % oI
stmod By(kG) @ thick subcatgory i32T Co(W) DFTH 5.

7. VARIETIES AND INDUCTION

71 BUSHIC, ToEIELKR (BIRKZE) &) FF. 22 Tid Carlson (2 & 283 [C2]
DEEBEBAIE TV ENE Eﬁv\i?’ NFEY), BEFFTEZIDPZINAT, b2
T, ALz B Dk
(1) Z o3 Benson NEH (Theorem 6.1) @Eﬁ‘ﬁ%*ﬁ?ﬁbfﬁf%ﬂf’ b 0)'@&)6 2
(2) Introduction %5 (4 % V) v 7 IZEFITL 2)
The statement and proof of the main theorem are very technical and use
almost all of the technology of varieties for infinitly genemted modules. ‘
HoT, ETHHRATHRIINI L
(3) L2L, ERIIHATAL L, TEHEDIEHD 20 Dk @&ﬁ‘kii?"f&?ﬂ'\/‘kiiw
&V‘@Ffm‘ﬁ)é o
(4) ZOFwIXHERS ﬂ“(b\&%ﬁ;flil?‘]’ﬂil$ L7 < Gi&\r‘
REIZEDTT.

AFIRTNTREARICL A I TLRAKE TS, L, BOMBAOHREESS &
5. %7, BoB»OOFEmMEE LTC ’?"“Bﬁ‘ﬁ’\@fﬁﬂl‘ﬂbﬂﬁ Mg 3ZFhZh LC ® My,
My &i‘i‘ WABH<GLTsecGIMLTH =s'Hs B, /kbi"\@f’y)@?ﬁ
RTHh5b. iL5%HET 5. closed subvariety V CVg(k) kLT HV)=Ve(k) NV (=
{XeVgk)| XCV}) &BL.

Proposition 7.1. (1) subvariety V C Vi (k) IZ#1/& '§‘Z> idempotent modules ® vari-
eties X
Ve(E(V)) =5H(V), Va(F(V))=Ve(k)\H(V)
THab.
(2) MOMH<GEEH-MBELIIHLT

Ve (LC) =resg; g Vu(L).

7.2. Main theorem. EHE %R R2HIC VL P EELHET 5. irreducible subvariety
X € Vg(k) 3B H»LDFERLICEZoTWS (e, X € resg y(Vu(k)) L& H
2L o Tsupport ENBL ), E512, HDOEDEEHFEIC L o> T support Ehiz\»
& & minimally support 15 & 9. F7z, X %% H 1T & o T (minimally) support &h
% & &, Hix X O (minimal) support T 5 &\ Z &£iZ¥%. Theorem 5.2 (1) I2& Y,
mlmmal support I3 AR p- WABICL WD, kD Lemma PERW L ELETH 5.
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Lemma 7.2. irreducible subvariety X € Vg(k) 22K p- 8538 A % support 1D
2L3%. ZHL %, KA ® shifted cyclic subgroup (us ) T&H

EED kG- MBE M (22T,
XeVe(M)e KQM» K(us) EEHBEMBETEZ W
Ri&ITODNFET 5.

Proof. X i3 A% support IZb D205, H2Y € Va(k) L oT, X =resg; , Y RSN
5. BB Vak) o Vi(k) XY DEBTY)eVi(k) 2 Y* B a=ay- &
L T shifted cyclic subgroup {(uq ) 2 X L\, O

Corollary 7.3. irreducible subvariety X € Vg (k) #*&EA&T# p- f5735 A % support
bD&¥ 5. Lemma 7.2 12X T, X ICHI5¥ 5 shifted cyclic subgroup * (u) &7 5.
kG- I triangle

My, 5 My — Mz — Q7 Y(M))
KBWTRIIFEETH 5:
(a) X & Vg(Ms3);
(b) BBk o' : K ® My — K ® My 3¢ StMod K (u) 2 BV THETH 5.

Theorem 7.4. H # GR¥E G ORTEETSH. V C Vg(k) % closed subvariety &3

5. C(V)® BT A1EED kG- Bt M »* StMod kG 2BV T H » L OFEmMBE I FBT

» % 7:¥ 121X subvariety W C Vg (k) T&H

(1) resg g(W) =V

(2) E#IC W iZEXTH p- 858 A < H % minimal support I2b2& L, l=res} 4V
55 EEDs€G\HIZDWT, A < H &b il resy 4. (I°) € W

RABITODVEFETHEPLETSTTHS.

Proof. U C=C(V) &£BK.

9, CPOlLBT AHEED KG- B M H*StMod kG (2B VT H 5 DOFEMBEICFH
ThbLIRETS. ZDL & idempotent module E(V) 133 % kH-MBelc LV, E(V) =
eC LEEND. Mackey TRIZL Y

CGH = Z e‘;{anHH
HsH

THBD, eany’? % € LB, LD Mackey TRIZL Y,
Vu(E(V)) = | Vu(&)

HsH
THHILIERTS. HIL, EDseGIIHLTY Vy(é) CVu(E(V)) TH 5.
¥, HsH # HtH % 513
V(&) NVu(e:) =0

THEHILEERT. DY € V(&) b Vu(&) CRELWILERT. YV 3EXTHR p- 8
S8 A< H % support I 20, T 5. Lemma 7.2 128 9, Y € V(&) {7 5 shifted
cyclic subgroup % (u) & 35%. Y &€ Vy(e;) ¥ RT7-0IL, KQe; B K(u) EBEHTH S
ZEETT. Y R VH(E(V)) =resg  (H(V)) KRBT 225,

Y ¢ resg 1 (Va(k) \ H(V)) = resg g Va(F(V)) = Va(F(V)).
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& o T, Corollary 7.3 12X 1), triangle
E(V) Lk — F(V) — Q" YE(V))

CBITL o DBREIEK e KQE(V) —» K i3 K(u) ECHEMELRE LTRAETH L.
L2 AT, BENS#

K®E(V)|(u)=K®Es|(u)® Z K®gt|(u>
HtH#HsH

KBWT, K®8 i, (v)DEhFIcky, K(u) EEBTRZ2L, LORBEEZT,
S mimensy K ® € it K(u) FEBTHLILbh5. Thbb, Vy(es) N Vu(e) =0
AR L.

RK\Z, variety Vi (€s) (EFHLICELTHALETWAS Z L, 5hbEY €Vu(e) 2 Z C
Y 2513 ZeVyE,) ThHarIERRT. Z0OIC, ARERAG-EN & Ve(N)=V
HLNDETH. ZDLE

Vi(N) = resi; 7 (Vo(N))
= res§ 7 (H(V))
= resty 7 (Va(B(V)))
= Vu(E(V))
= |J vu(&)

HsH »

T&H 555, Theorem 5.2 (3) I2& Y
Vi (Nu ® &) = Vi (&)

Th5b. LI D, kG- B N i3 subcategory C = C(V) IZ&E L, Theorem 2.5 (2) <
1D, StModkG e BWTE(V)® N ~ N Th a5 5, StModkH 2B WTHE Ny ~
Sy Ne ® € %185, MBENBERERTHE2 0, HRER LH-MF L, 12&-T
Ny ® €s ~ L; ® projective Th 5. - T,

VH.(Es) = VH(N) N VH(ES) = VH(LS) = ﬁ(VH(Ls))

ThHh, THIIFHRILICBBLTHAL TS, ‘

BT 5 = e THHDE, W = Vi(L) & B, Vi(e) = H(W) TH Y, —F, H(V) =
Va(E(V)) = resg y Vr(e) = resg g H(W) THEH5, V = resg g W Thb. IhTH
B (1) & : ‘ :

KISt (2) 122V TE X 5. B! C W iZ minimal support & L TERT# p- HFE
ASHESDEL, l=resy / ThoETH. TscG\H%LD A <HTHBLE
%% 5. Theorem 5.2 (2) 124 U, I € Va(e) Ths. A* <H ThBDH, o

resi s I'* = resy prsny €Sk, as U'® € resyy gsng(Vaenm(€7)) = VH(ES)
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H IcwW H *x € Vg (&)
H'NH ‘ € VHsnn(e®)
A ' € Va(e) A° I's € Vas(e?)

V(&)W (&) =0 Choreh b, resy 4 I & Vir(e) = H(W), Thbb, resyy 0. I° €
W %4#%5.

Wi, subvariety W C Vy(k) %4 (2) @7 T LREL, V = resi y W B W
(124§ % idempotent kH-modules % e = E(W), f = F(W) & B<. StMod kG 2B
TRBEV)~eC P LD L 2RI THTHS. B, ZhdSEShiid, Theorem
2.5 (2) IKX 0, EED M € C® i3 kH- MBEOFEMEI StMod kG 2 BV THRTH 5.

triangle

e L» k— f— Qe
Do % GIHBLAERo®1: e — k§ & relative augumentation ¢ : kG — k (e,
Yia®@t— Y a) & @Aﬁfé%%x_ trlangle

e e(o®1) k—s f' — Q~1(e6)
2ERL. IhHVIIHIET 5 triangle
E(V) — k— F(V) — Q71 (E(V))
KEBTHLHLERT. £D7-HICiX, Remark 2.3 2% b
(i) FHEMBEeC2COICRT S
(ii) 1B f'iX C®-local TH 23
EREEIV. (()ide=EW) e C(W) TharZhbiE). (i) 2770, Lemma
2.2 (1) &Y, CIRT BHERD kG- M M 1220 T, StMod kG BT
Hom(M, f') =
ThorT L ’a’:?]‘-&li‘l w. M li%‘l‘ﬁiﬁi?i}%?)i% Eipiv]
Hom(M, f') ~ Hom(k, M* ® f')
PERYLD. $oT, M*Qf FWHEMTH S EEZREITL V. E512, Ve(M*) = Ve(M)
b ILDH 6, Theorem 5.2 (3) 12X D, Va(M)NVa(f) =0 ThHa I LZFRETL V.
Ve(M) S H(V) TH 225, #B
| HV)NVe(f) =0
ThHhoHZ LERETLN,

BT, XEHV)ETE. V=rest y W Thoketrh, 55 Y € H(W) i2k T, X =
resg Y LREINS. EX TR p BAH A< H %Y Dsupport & L, Lemma 7.2 I2& o
T, Y IZ:57 % shifted cyclic subgroup % (u) &3 3. idempotent module f = F(W)
O variety i3 Vi (f) = Vi (k) \ H(W) ’C‘«‘bafﬁ)*% Y 2&8% &w &> T, Corollary 7.3
2 & b, triangle DEREIL K :

K®e- L K—K®f—K®0 e
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IZBWT, of BEEMEYEL LT, K(u) ETRETHS.

Kiz, s € G\HITHLTK®8 iR K(u) EHERTHH I EERY. 0D, Y ¢
V(S THH I L&D, variety Vy(€) BHHILICELTHLE T2 25, BRI CY
BV @) KBS R VI L2V RE T THS. | € V(&) ThoEEBRET 5. Vu(e) =
resy; gonp VHenH(€®) TH 25, I O minimal support ELTHSNH QOERTH p 5
FHBELY, | = resy ysaplo, lo = resysnp B U, I € Vp(e), LERDLTZEHNTE 5.
t=s1:BLL, BB<HTH»57b, Vpi(e) = res}{:;t Vi(e) = res.’;{’_Bltf)(W) TH5.
H#oT, resyy e 't € HW) THB. — T, &MF (2) [T XN, resyy pe 't g H(W) Tdhow»
b, FBETHA. .

H 1€ Vu(E) H It € Vir(e) = H(W)
HSNH lo € Vienm(e®) HnNH - 18 € Vunnt(e)
B Ve Vg(e) B I't € Vge(e)

Mackey 7RI L Y

K®efy~(K®e)d® Z K®Ee€s
HsH#H

TH), HBOE 2 K(u) LEHBTH 5. relative augumentatioin € O K ~DOREIL
Kxe EFhiE, e (0'®1): K®e® 5D K3 K®e bTiRo' E—&KFT 5. I,
K(u) b, HEmMBE2EL LTRABTH o255, AR /(o' ®1) id K(u) £, 5EMEFZ
HEELTHRETHS. &> T Corollary 7.3 IZ& Y triangle

e oD f— Q7€)

2EXT,Y € Vu(f) =resg i Vo(f) Tha. #oT, X =resg Y ¢ Vo(f') TH2
CENRBEND. TAPEED X € H(V) K2V THRY L2225, H(V)NVe(f) =0T
»5. O
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