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LEBRFEFEBMELHRFI  BA JiF (Mitsuyasu Hashimoto)

1 B

IR BT, Auslander-Buchweiz {2 & A Cohen-Macaulay local ring @ £ Cohen-
Macaulay approximation D [4] IZTTHBEGROH LWERIZFS L TWD [42] —77, &
5 ? approximation DFF I A% ) —fX D abelian category DEFROE TREAINTEHED
[4], [5], 1% % < C. Ringel 12 & 2T, ZTLIRDEBF BT 5 quasi-hereditary algebra O
A-good approximation &9, BIOHEHWERF & L TEB I [35], Ringel DEFwmD 5,
B 512 reductive BEDOARKTCEILD approximation 7% Schur algebra % /- L TEP» N5,
JT %, quasi-hereditary algebra i3, reductive B DFK I % <X % ##8 T Cline, Parshall, Scott
S5k > THLNBEATHY [9], [36], S. Donkin & Ringel ® approximation %5 H
N 5% reductive BE®D tilting module Z T3 [15] & &, THLLOFEEIEREZRE TS
L9 75

NG 2ODHFHIFDOBDTH Y 2H55, categorical &%@&E&ﬁ§%%&ﬁ§%1ufb‘
MZ % reductive BEOVEA T 5 Cohen-Macaulay algebra @ L TH—MICGHRLH 2 &
TOHKTH %,

kKT, G H k EOT 7 4 VREEET, A3 k EOTIRRET, G 13 A ICRERE
T rational |2 act LTWAbDETH, M »* (G, A)-module (G-equivariant A- module)
THbrid, M » A-module TH V), rational G-module TH ), AEH A@M — M 7
G-homomorphism T#H 5 Z & %9, (G, A)-homomorphism & {3, H.IZ G-homomorphism
Td o> T Alinear ThbHBHHDEVH, ITNIZ X 5T, with enough injectives 7 abelian
category g aM 235N 5, A-module & LTHRERTH S L9 % (G, A)-modules D&
A% F g aM @ full subcategory % ¢ aM; TEY, :

G 7% reductive T, A #% Cohen-Macaulay k-algebra OFFIZ, g aM; O LT, 2D0D ap-
proximation Z#— L TEH LV, HL, 22 Tld A (& positively graded T, £2X 5
(G, A)-module M 134T A-graded T, M DEFF RS G-submodule I2%>TW5 b D
DHEEEZ D, DL BRRAREIZG 2P LRI BZ LI ETEHATE DL (6HEMH), &
512, BETOIRENFLEICR S (FH 9.5) 75, G = GL(1, k) DREIZIZHEIZ Cohen-Macaulay
approximation @ graded version (2% 1), £72, A =k DKFIZIE Ringel O A-good approx-
imation 12725 { HBWIZIRFIVVRETH b, 72, G L A OMDOBRITMA LD R WK
EEBLILRERIIEDNS,

& T, (G, A)-module |3 Hopf LD T, G DEFIRET H &¥ 45K, (H, A)-Hopf
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module (relative Hopf module) & IFENAD DI >THBY), HR A DT#EEDBLT LD
R L 72\ T Hopf Galois BinZz E TR fibI b %) TH 5 [10], [33].

HHREROMRTY (G, A)-module IR ZLELD ?&wf,ﬂf\%nfu\é EGIH D B
G 7% k-split torus G* = GL(1,k)" D¥FHEH%Z ) T, G % A IT rational IZ act LTV 5
&1, A %% Z"-graded k-algebra TdH 5 Z LI 5, (G, A)-module & i3, Z"-graded
A-module TH 5 (# 5.1)0 & DIKILT, A %° noetherian & L7z (G, A)-module @ (co-
Yhomological 7B > DEEEDVT A% [18] (Z-graded), [19] (Z"-graded) TH IN T\ 5,
Z-graded algebra ® homological 2B I\ AZNBHATH <, TR A 3w Tl
LRI E L o TBY, Z -graded algebra b EEwmEIILOE Lol ER>I ERID
MRABROMOER [22] 2B L TT 3V, /2, KR TOHT — < TH S Cohen-Macaulay
IR LD Cohen-Macaulay N#EDHEFH D graded version b B {FRARLNTW B (Bl id [41
Chap. 15])o

=7, B Lo » o li%ﬂ% S, — R ORBIR X 12, BRI (G, A)-module % homo-
logical ZHUY) KV E2 T TWAHEIHVMEID & 5, A. Lascoux & 10 §i TR~ % determinantal
ring A = S/I; ® S-module & LT minimal free resolution % £ 0 @1&%@TT“ *

I EZED b TR L, resolution DEIHZ (G, S)-module & L THE L 72 [30]o , T
ﬂ‘i THHWEBROATIARTEETH 72 A O Betti 3 dimy Tor¥(k, 4) %, _Tor (k A)
DEBRE LTCOBMGHE TRET S 2 L12 L o THE L7z, Lascoux A, —#AiE#H T
determinantal ring @ syzygies * RIHHHI LI FWTRRZEH X 2NERILL ([21) 25
), BIE bkt T b,

FIT,G L ALZOBMBRPRVEFIC, (G,A)-module ¥ A DUHMEFRHICEEZ2BNT
B —iwmrz o HBENRZOTE WA LEDbN S,

ZITIH, G b AL—fEELT, M & N # (G, A)-module DEFIZ, Tor (M, N),
ExtYy (M, N) IZ G-action % E#& L C, (G, A)-module DHEiELX ANLD o I HF A D G-ideal D
¥, local cohomology Hi(M) 2% (G, A)-module DHER ANS, HL, A=k D&%
X.'C b5 H 5 &L )12, A D noetherian T, M A% A-finite TH\ &, Extly (M, N) i rational

EIEROL %L 25, £ T, rational & 1ZBR 5 %2\ dualizing complex @ cohomology & LT,
rational 7 canonical module ZEL Y # ) 72 &, —H. rational % G-module O#F:H 5 (3 A H
LT (G,A)-module Tk I & ITETF 5N\, G-ideal adic % completion b, rational
TEMTIIFm L ON VL H 72, £22T, G-module = G DEERFEIR H @ dual Hopf algebra
He FofmiEL A% L, (G, A)-module (& smash product A#H® O FOWIEEE .5 Hopf 14
BRI LEL 25, KD FIE IS DIFLRD (co-)homological 7% —#im 1
TEToHN b,

S TIRERER DAL 2 & OHEMRIZEH 2 I\ TIT 2 56 2 BiTI3, Hopf B b DAY
% ¥4 %17 7% 9 o Hopf algebra ® module, comodule ® Hom & ®, dual Hopf algebra &
rational modulé, (co-)module algebra, smash product, relative Hopf module 7% & Ta& %,
3 Hild 2 HiD#HE X T, smash product ® D module DB D (co-)homological %I kv D
B TH D, 4 BT, &#% Hopf ¥ U & U-module commutative algebra A |23
LT, Tor* & Exty & A#U-module D&% AN D, 13 LI rational ZHed Hid A M
LTERLT, 05 U= H® DA% 2, rationality 2w LA DT TH A, 5 HTII,
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3,4 HiOWEROD T, (G, A)-module ? homological 7 HLY k> % rationality % RIREIZ L 2 A%
S L5, 6 BT, A graded (L9 &0, o 4M 2% graded &\ FAEENH HN L

V) REEEZ S, /f(ﬁﬁ'—nﬁiﬂ%fﬁ SRR ) B DWIET 4 7 L TH D residue field O
injective hull E4(k), dualizing complex, canonical module @ (G, A)-module & L T® (%
L <13 4pn-M @ derived category @ object & L T?D) 1 RITEIHDT ¥ ¥ —% modulo
LL7-—EM%m U5, %7, DPF filtration (## 6.4), Krull-Schmidt D EH (#i& 6.2)
Y BCLERERBZTCOHET S, T8 HIIHVEMTH Y, HTLVERIEIR VW, 7TH
T, Auslander-Buchweiz OG5 DS TBL’)ZM Woo—#imiir ) BE R 2R
TWAEN, FO—RRDORLT SR % AB-context & ZAffiF7z (B 74 L ZDER),
Cohen-Macaulay approximation 3, A-good approximation b & % |2 AB-context D##
ICA2T\W5h, 8 HiTld, reductive #: D good module (module with good filtrations) (22
WTHDFEDET S, 9FHTIE, S 2% good T positively graded ZZEHRNIRT, [ 75 S D
perfect ideal T, A B U" A ® canonical module K4 #% good %% #Z 2, Homa(M, K4)
7% good TdH 5 (M 7% check-good &> ) maximal Cohen-Macaulay module M D&fF X
&, Hom4(K 4, N) % good TH 5 (N #° tilt-good T@H % & \»7)) finite A-module of finite
injective dimension N D&k Y 122\ T (X,)) #° AB-context Th b &\ ) FEH (&
H 95) 2N, ZOIEHELTE ), 10 BT, JIfiliiL7e determinantal ring DB, &
9.5 @ non-trivial ZEBNZI > TWBE I L E2HERE, —FOMEIL Ky % good TH
BN GEHIEEOBKICHED, R 9.20 12X D, determinantal ring A = S/I, {3,
projective dimension & [f] U & @ good free resolution, check-good free resolution K& U
w-resolution % D Z & #3534 5 o Eagon-Northcott complex (m =t DB A ¢ minimal
free resolution) [16] i¥ check-good % (G, S)-resolution & L CTEAKMIZHER I N TV A
8] 2%, —fEXDOBA, ED L HICEEKHITHBRTELONIELGhOR2 L, ZOMETER
CEZOND—D base ring L (7213 Z L) OREIZOWTIL, &L 5P > T wnik
MTH5H,

% 72, determinantal ring DAMZEH 9.5 DI $ 5 non-trivial CCWZ')‘ ENniGH Hh
bRELAGTH NV (EE 9.22 2H),

COHFEETHIHY, BREFEOTEEZ TS o @B — A ICERHE L X
To CORERMOEMEKFETOMRY) 2L TT LD, ﬁﬁ&]ﬁiﬁ%%—X_TTé o7 T’TI*J?'D?L
FHEIIZOHEME) TBLEHB L BT 4,

2 Hopf K& 5 D#ESE

Z DOHEITIL, Hopf Uk & DEAFHZ R T T 5, FHHDOZWH EOREICOWTIE
[40] # B, ZOEHONFITIZITE A SFERIEOT B\, [40], (1], [26] 7 &2 S,

B’ A LT, A-module i, HIZWT D 57213 Uid left A-module 2 FR L, 4M T, 4A-
modules A% A-linear maps T72¢ abelian category % &3, k 3% &K ¥, k-coalgebra C
(2%t LT, C-comodule &, $5IZHF 1 257% 13 1id, right C-comodule % K L, M T, C-
comodules #% C-comodule map T7% 7 abelian category #3& 3, M & enough injectives
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T inductive limits 2,

® & Hom U & k-Hopf algebra 3:%'65 U DfE, ﬁiﬁgﬂ‘, &FE, SRHALSY, antipode & %
ﬁ’L%fL, my, uy, AU, €U, SU T%jﬂ (—FO g U lii%/a\bl Lo —(‘ifé\ < )o
VWeMIEHLT, VoW (KHzBLT @ ¥ @ THIZKRT) &

u(v @ w) Zu(l)v@)umw (uEU UGV wEW)
()
T, Homg(V, W) &

Zu(l) ((Su@)(v))) (weU, feHomg(V,W),ve V),

f%n%“n U-module &7% 5 (S = Sy i U O antipode)o
V #% U-module DFF, U®V X U-free ThH 5,
Standard 7 k-linear maps

(2.1) o: Homy(V, W) ® Homy(X, V) — Homy(X, W) fRg+ foyg
(2.2) ¥ : Homy(V ® X, W) = Homy(V, Homk(X,W)) [ (v (z+ f(v® 1))
(2.3) Vok2XV2EV (0®leu—1Q0)
(2.4) VoW X2V (WeX) Wow)@z—ve (wer)
(2.5) X @ Hom(V,W) - Hom(V, X @ W) zQ fr (v z® fv)

134T U-linear T V,W, X IZ2WT natural ThH b, 222 V,W, X & U-modules T k

(X trivial #HZEET, 2F D, k 1I k-vector space k IZ ua = ep(u)a (v € U, a € k) IZ

Lo T U PMEHT % U-module TH b, RIEDEHRIL V FRALLLAUTHY, 4

W=k DOKEE25L X V*2Hom(V,X) TH5b, U »¥ cocommutative % 5 I,

T VOWEWRV (rv®w) =w®v) b U-linear TV, W.iZ2WT natural TH 5,
BF Exti (k,?) % HY(U,?) TETZ&IZT %, V, W #* U-modules DI,

Homy (V, W) 2 Homy (k, Homy(V, W)) = H°(U, Hom,(V, W))
Thbo #oT, (2.2) DWAD H(U,?) €& »>T,
(2.6) Homy(V ®@ X, W) = Homy (V, Homy(X, W))

%18%, #oT, 7@ X (& Homy(X,?) @ left adjoint THbo (2.6) TV =Hom(X,W)
DEHEEFZZ, OO idy ISHIET AEEADTLEEZ S &, R |

ev: Homp(X, W)@ X - W (f®x'——>f:c)

THAHN”5, ev id U-linear TH b,
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%512, U ?F cocommutative Z2R¢IZ1d, U-linear map ev o7 {2
Homy (X ® Homy (X, W), W) = Homy (X, Homy (Homg (X, W), W))

THET % map z — (f — fz) 1 U-linear T 2 (I DHED map % LA% duality map &
%j_ % )o . :
M, N %% U-comodules D, M ® N | coaction

M@N-MNQU (mQ@nw— Z m() @ N(oy ® M(1yn(1))
(m),(n)
T U-comodule TH 5%,

F7o M Pk PABRRTOEIZIE M* = Homy(M, k) dRD L 512 LT U-comodule
Yhhe M DEE z1,...,2m 20, FOVEIEE &,...,6n £ T 5o M D coaction
M-o>MU % wy TRL, wy(z)) =iz @uy (2&2T,u; €U rEDB, DR
wap : M* = M*QU %wpy-(&) =T, ®Su(uy;) TEDSDZ &2 & ), M* A% U-comodule
b '

Trivial 72 U-comodule (k THE¥) L1, k 12, w(@)=a®1 (a € k) TEE S coation %
AMN7: U-comodule % %7, Exthw(k,?) & H(MY,?) TEKT,

Dual Hopf algebra U {3 k-coalgebra T® 2% 5, U* 13

(W) (w) = uwrway - v'we  (u,0" €U, wel)
(w)

12 & T k-algebra TH 5,
| U° = {p € U*|3I C U (ideal), o(I) =0, dim; U/I < oo}

YL, U i U* O k-subalgebra TH Y, ml : U* - (UQU)* I2&->T,U° C U i&
UC®U° C (UQU)* IZBEENT, m}; &F & LT k-Hopf algebra 2% % Z EDFENDO L
hb, U % U OFxt Hopf algebra & I8,

M 7% U-comodule DB U* O M ~DIEH %

u'm = Z(u*m(l))m(o)
(m)

TEHDHI EIZLY, M 12 U-module &7 %, U-comodule map (& U*-linear TH 1, B
FMY = oM 5285, AEMY - oM = oM 2 @ TETZEIZT 5, ORI QW
FEEFETH 5,

dIEF v —FEBED, 2F ), M, NeMV IZx LT, dMR@PN = MN =2 S(M®N)
1%, U-isomorphism T& %, HRATCRKIAD dual b2, 2FH, M€ MY, dim M < oo
LT, (@M)* = M* = &(M*) (& U-isomorphism T %o

X512, @ i3 trivial EBERED, ®(k) & trivial KBk TH 5o

k-Hopf algebra U #% proper T& 5 &, U° #5 U* T dense (2% 0, HR%hin: U —
(U°)* (n(uw)(v*) = v*(u)) DSHE) BT &2V )
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#HRE 2.7 U 7% k-algebra & L"Cﬁ}%’(“ﬁﬁﬂ@i)ﬁ& 5 bf, U & proper TH 5,

AR weKerp t¥ L, EEDOU @*ﬂ’ﬁﬁf Fhm & n > 11220, U/m Wk
FRRIEEZDH, v iZ U/m™ = (U/m")*>* IZBWVWT 0 THb, 2D c‘:ﬁ‘%,mgésuppUu
TH), mIiIEEWR, Uu=0 TH 5, O

U 1% dense % k-Hopf algebra £ 35, V iZ U-module & L, fEH U°®V — V % ay
“Ciﬁ_o HA 7% R

Hom (U ® V, V) = Homg(V, Hom, (U, V))

% py TET. HREZEADER VU — V@ (U°)* — Homi(U,V) % 6, TET, =
D, pyay : V — Homy (U, V) 2k 5 Im(6y) D5 XEL (pyay) *(Im(By)) % Vi T
L, V @ rational part &5, Vi, &V D subspace TH 5B, BHOLHIZ, (pvay) (Vi) C
Im(0V) = VU 725, £ (pvav)(Via) C Via®U L2 THED, pray 75: FIEAE LT,
Vias V& U-comodule TH 5, Vi 12 V O U-submodule TH Y, f:V — W #% U-module
map DB, f(Vias) C Wit TH 2o £2TC, (Drar 12 oM 225 MU ~NOIMEMBEFETH 5,

V 7% U°-module T V, =V OB, V I rational TH 5 L\, M A% U-comodule DEF,
M = ®M i3 rational TH 5, idy : M 2 M = (dM),, % unit & L, (Vi) = Veuy = V
% counit & LT () & ® O right adjoint T&H 5o @ A% exact T, unit Id — (?)par 0 @
DEBZDT, @ BEERBEETH b0 72, (Vrae FETET mJectlves oz LD
/-\ﬁ) ’

U\ﬁé, proper %% k-Hopf algebra U IZ3F L, U-comodule M & rational U°-module M =
M &% [XH) L&\, Rational U°-module(s) ? submodule, factor module, tensor prod-
uct, inductive limit & rational T& %o V A* rational THFRKIT, W %S rational 7% 5,
Hom(V,W) 2 W ® V* % rational T 5, Trivial_ i’%fﬁ k X rational TH 5,

Module algebra & Comodule algebra 2 Z @%%‘j[ﬁi ¥ [33] Thbo

U (& k-Hopf algebra &35, A %% U-module k- algebra TH5HLiL, A D k-algebra T,
U-module TbHV, FE my: A® A — A DS U-linear THAHI Ex V), Z DR, HAL
5t us : Kk — A b U-linear TH A, A, B »% U-module k-algebras DK, o : A — B ¥
U-module k-algebra map T& % & id, ¢ #% U-linear T& - T, k-algebra map Tb&H 5 2
Exwv,

A & U-module algebra &35, M #* (U, A)~module THhbH LI, M H U-module T
A-module THH Y fFH AQ M — M 7% U-linear TH5AH I L x\ ) M, N H* (U, A)-
modules DFE, f : M — N %% (U, A)-linear T 5 &I, f #° U-linear 72 A-linear TH %
kw9, (U, A)-modules #* (U, A)-linear maps TV HE%Z ;M THEF o k1 trivial
FH & BT U-module algebra TH 5,

A%y ot A#U ZRD L HICEZEE NS, A#U I3 k-vector space AQU IZFE%

(e®@u)(b®v) = Y a(umd) ®@ugv  (a,b€ A, u,vel)
(u)
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TAMNT: k-algebra TH b, A — A#U (aa®1),U — A#U (u— 1Qu) T & HIZ
k-algebra map T® 5, &£ o T, A#U-module iZ U-module T b A-module T & 5 7%,
7‘35]“—5}%‘5 ie )) 01, (U,A)—module Iz %) &’)’C\/*‘Z)o Z ") LTE@% A#UM — U,AM fﬁ‘fwgr
LNBAS, HiZ, M A5 (U, A)-module % 5, (a ® u)(m) = a(um) LEHRTHI &ITLD,
M i3 A#U-module 12725 Z EDHEDPD HLND, ZOMIIEEVIZHITE>TBEY, apoM
Y oy M BFEETH B, & o T, L&, A#U-module & (U, A)-module DXL L 22\,
k#U 2 U 72006, M2 yM TH 5,

H°(U, A) 13 A O k-subalgebra TH Y, H'(U,?) & yaM 205 HO(UA)M ~DFESAEF
THhb,

B 7% U-comodule k-algebra Td 5 & &, B #° k-algebra T, U-comodule T, & mp :
B® B — B #% U-comodule map T& 5 Z & %9, U-comodule k-algebra map (& U-
comodule map T# 5 X 9 7% k-algebra map D Z & %\, M %% (U, B)-Hopf module &
\Z, M %% U-comodule C, B-module T, /il B® M — M %% U-comodule map ThHbhZ
& ’i’\/‘ % o U-comodule map #*2 B-module map T& % map % 4 & LC, abel B pMU #*
Bohb, = OB, inductive limit 42, k (& trivial 31 & KT U-comodule algebra
T“%V),kMU:MU Thb, |

= H'(MY, B) i& B ® k-subalgebra T® Y, H'(MY,?) i& ;MY %5 oM ~DJE%E
AE@%’C?)%O

B %% U-comodule algebra 72 513, ®B = B i3 U-module algebra 'C%Z) M 7% (U, B)-
Hopf module 7 &, H#IZ M & (U°, B)-module Th %, T2 LV, E2HF & : pMY —
vo sM O N 5o

U %% proper T, A %% U°-module algebra % 5%, A (& A @ k-subalgebra Thh, A
i3 U-comodule algebra T& 5, M % (U°, A)-module. 2 5, My 13 (U, Arar)-Hopf module
THY, BF Dras : voaM — 4 MY P HON D,

U 7% proper C, B #* U-comodule algebra OWF (L72455C, B = Bray), (Drat : ve,sM —
sMU 12 & O right adjoint TH Y, & 1ZLEFRHEE, (7)ra 1E injective object Z R left
exact functor TH 5,

#5 2.8 U 7% proper T, B I3 U-comodule algebra &3 %K, MY & enough injectives
2FO,

Eﬂ M e gMY &35, po gM = pyuyoM (& enough injectives DT, M — I,
i ve sM @ injective object LHED ., (V) (THEFE injective object Z RO DT,
> (®M)rar = Loy ¥ M 55 injective object NDOBEETE5 25, O

Eﬂi

3 Cocommutative Hopf algebra O commutative al-
gebra ND{EA

U % cocommutative Hopf algebra, A {& commutative U-module k-algebra Ed b
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®4 & Hom, M 7% A#tU-module, N %* U-module Dk, M @ N &

(a®@u)(m®n)= Za(u(l)m)@u(z)n (a€c A,uelU,me M,né€ N)
(u) ,

2L A#U-module TH %o M #5 U-module, N 4% A#U-module % 5, 5EiX A & N
DFIAEBEET, R13Y) A#U-module M @ N 2" 5Nb, M & N b A#U-module
DEE, MQ N H% A#U-module &2 AR AFIZ2HY HETLZ I D, BT S TS, A A
M OFIERLTWAEFEEETHILIZLE )0

M, N # A#U-modules Dk,

d:M®(A®@N)—> M@N

dm®a®n) =am@n—m®@an TED DL A#U- homomorphlsm 'CZ?)V) M®AN =
Cokerd & A#U-module structure % 2,

M %% A#U-module, N #% U-module OB, Hom, (M, N) 13 HRIZ A#U-module Td 5
(U ERIZ 1.4 D@D, AERIE M ~OFER)s M %5 U-module T N %% A#U-module Dy
IZiE, AERZ N ~OERE LT, RId) A#U-module £ %5, M b N b A#U-module
DOFf, Homy(M, N) % A#U-module & B2 R 28N 0% 545, A 25 N IfEHL Tw
BHEEERETAIELIZLE D, I o

M, N 7% A#U-modules D}, Hom 4(M, N) 1% Homy (M, N) O A#U-submodule TH 5,

Hom g4 (M, N) = Hom4 (M, N) N Homy (M, N) = H°(U,Hom4(M,N))"

THhHI LITERLE ),
¢ : A— B #% U-module algebra map &35 (A4, B &% commutative &{XE)o

o#U : A#U = AQU — BU = B#U

FHIZ pidy & LTCE#H SN, kalgebra map & %25, £oT B#U module (3 A#U-
module T#H 5,

M 7% B#U-module, V #% A#U-module D, M ®,V, V ®4 M, Hom4(M, V) ROV
Hom 4(V, M) & H#RIC B#U-module & %1, BT A#U-module & LTI, LIZERS N
TWbLDEL 5, ;

M, N 7% B#U-modules, V, W %% A#U-modules @th standard 7% maps

(3.1) M — Homu(A, M) (mm (a— am))
(3.2) o: Hom,(V, W) ®a Hom4(M,V) — Hom (M, W)
(3.3) o : Hom (W, M) ® 4 Hom4(V, W) — Hom 4(V, M)

(3.4) U : Homy(V ®4 W, M) = Hom 4(V, Hom4 (W, M))
(3.5) U : Homu (M ®4 V,W) = Hom (M, Hom 4(V, W))
(3.6) U : Homu(V ® 4 M, W) = Hom 4(V, Hom 4 (M, W))
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(3.7) VU : Homp(V ®4 M, N) & Hom4(V, Hompg (M, N))

(3.8) ¥ : Homp(M ®4 V,N) = Homp(M, Hom4(V, N))

(3.9) VU : Homs(M ®p N, V) 2 Homp(M,Hom4(N,V))

(3.10) M@A\AX M= AR, M

(3.11) (M@sV)RAW 2 M®,(VesW)

(3.12) | M@ VEVELM

(3.13) M — Homy(Homa(M,V),V) (duality map)
(3.14) M ® 4 Homs(V,W) — Homa(V,M @4 W) ‘

(3.15) M ®p Hom4(V, N) — Hom,(V, M ®p N)

i M, N, V, W IZ2DWT natural %2 B#U-homomorphisms TH» 5, R %RGEL LT
A=k T3 A=B OBEEEUBECEDY 2 () DTER,
(3.7), (3.8), (3.9) DWAD H(U,?) %= & - T, natural isomorphisms

(316) ' v HOIHB#U’(V Ra M, ]V) = HOIIIA#U(V, HomB(M, N))
(3.17) ¥ : Hompyy(M ®4 V,N) = Hompyy(M, Hom,(V, N))
(3.18) ¥ : Hom sy (M ®p N, V) = Hompuy (M, Homa(N,V))

/b, LoT, Ri2B 5,
2R 3.19 RO T 5,
1 N %% B#tU-injective, M %% A-flat 7% 51¥ Homp(M, N) i A#U-injective TH 5,
2 N 7% B#tU-injective, V %% A-flat 7 51X, Hom4(V, N) & B#U-injective TH 5,
3 N %% B-flat, V %% A#U-injective 7% 513, Hom4(N, V) & B#U-injective T 5,
4 M H% B-projective, V 7% A#U-projective 2 51XV @4 M & B#U-projective TdH %,
5 M 7% B#U-projective, V 7% A-projective & 51, M ® 4V (& B#U-projective TH 5,
6 N %% A-projective, M %% B#U-projective 7z 513, M‘®B N 12 A#U-projective TH 5,
¥512, V 2% A#U-projecive module %2 &, V ® 4 B & B#U-projective Td %,

72, AftU-module & LT BH#U = B, (A#U) = (A#U) 04 B THED D, kiS5,

% 3.20 B 7% A-projective % 5, B#U-projective module (& A#U-projective TdH 5, ¥F
I2, A#U-projective module (& U-projective T@ 5,

¥/, #iE 3191 C, M =B Oz Ez L, RO H 5,

% 3.21 B 75 A-flat % &, B#U-injective module {3 A#U-injective T 5, $#i2, A#U-
injective module (& U-injective Td 5,
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4 Tor? & Extyu

fH%, U 12 cocommutative Hopf algebra, ¢ : A — B (X commutative % U-module
algebras M ?® U-module algebra map &3 %, '

##78 4.1 A#U-projective module I A-projective Td 5, A#U-injective module & A-
injective TdH 5o

SERA B, AH#U 2% A-free ZH RV, A D A#U ~OEMHIL a(b®@u) = ab®u TH 2
GNBEDOT,UDEK X b, {1Qz|ze X} 4% A#U D A-free basis Thb I Lid
HHTH b, | | 1

fz(;‘:iliq Cofree A#U-module %% A-cofree % b X\ DT, f5 A#U-module A#U py »°
A-free 72 H BV (A 1Z A#U D center IZA > TWRWDT, §if L BRXMITIZF C T2
V) TNEWVHITIE, FE

URA—A#U =AU (u®aer— (10u)(a®1) =) una® us)
(u)

AR 5 ‘fﬂ‘/‘ﬁs‘, WEER a@u— Z(u) Y1) ® (SU(Z))(I THzbN5, O

¥R M, N % A#U-modules & 7 5K, A#U-module
Li(M®4?)(N) 2 Li(?®4 N)(M)  (resp. R*Homy(M,?)(N) = R*Hom4(?, N)(M))

i, HIZ A-module & LTIt Tor(M, N) (resp. Exty,(M,N)) THADT, Cﬂ%@?ﬂ%
T, A#U-module & L TOHELF->TWHHDEERT,
W 3.19 & (3.7), (3.16) 2L b, k%15,

e 4.2 M,N 7% B#U-module, M & A-flat, V i A#U-module & 3 5HKF, spectral

sequences

(4.3) EPY = Ext? (V,ExtL(M,N)) = Exth %V ®4 M,N) (in pgoM)
(44)  EP? = Extl,,(V,Ext4(M,N)) = Ext3lf,(VeosM,N) (in gowpzM)

WHAET 5, §7I2, 512 M %% B-projective DRy, 5

(4.5) Ext’, (V,Homp(M,N)) = Exth(V®4 M,N) (in pgoM)
(4.6) Ext;#U(V, Homp(M, N)) ExtiB#U(V ®4 M,N) (in gow,mM)

1

255

FAkIZ L CTH72 & 9 % spectral sequences 25\ DG bMN 5,
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5 BJHAHADT T 1« RKBEOEH

Affine algebraic k-group scheme G #F affine k-scheme X (2 k fEHHL TWA & T4, ZHh
3, H A% ZhENG, X OBEERET 5L &, H (3 k LABRABTI#7Z k-Hopf algebra
T, A 3T #7% H-comodule k-algebra TH A EWVoTHRILTH L, ZDK, G A A I
(RERBT)EHT A L 2, A & G-algebra THBHE B9, f: A— B H% H-comodule
algebra map DB, f 7% G-algebra map Td 5 &, B & (G, A)-algebra TH 5D L H\> 9,

G-module & i, H-comodule ® Z & (2% & 22wy, £ 2T, (H, A)-Hopf module & Z
Y% (G, A)-module XIERZ LIZL, ,MI DD Y IZ, 6 aM TETZEIZT 5, M7 13
oM TET, Extly, H(M,?), Ext! \ dZNEh, Extg, H'(G,?), Ext;, TRIN
5o HY(G,?) i3 ()¢ L bKRE N, G-invariance EIIN D, (G, A)-module A O (G, A)-
submodule 1 G-ideal EFFIEN S, I 4% A O G-ideal 2 5, A/I IZHKIZ (G, A)-algebra
Thhbo |

U=H° £, U it cocommutative Tdh b, L7850 T, A#U 1220V, Wi T
DIERDVHATEDL, MiE 27125 o T, HORAR &1 6 4aM — 450M O right adjoint T
& A rational part functor (?)ra; @ agvM — ¢ aAM 2555 Z EITEET 56 (G, A)-module
I rational A#U-module & F—fH 3N 5,

Bl51n>1,G=G" £, 2T G, =GL(k) THbD, ZOK, H=k[tF,... 5,
Ag(t) =t;®t; % b LD oT, A=A,y d) €EZP IZDWT, =)0 oo tin &
BIFEAG) =2 @t Th b, L7z > T, k-coalgebra & LT H = @yezn k-t ETEA
SRLTWE, 2O &R, G-module V iZWVWDOTH V=@,V E5HT 5, 22U,
Vi={veViwwh) =vet*} Thb, V, W » G-modules T, f: V — W %% k-linear
map D, f 7% G-homomorphism THH I & &, f(Vi) C Wy (A€ Z") ThHAHZ LIZFE
T, G-module & &, Z"-graded vector space |Zfi7 H 2 WZ LGN b, LA T, G »
YEB ¥+ 5 k-algebra A &, HLIZ Z"-graded k-algebra & [7] U T, (G, A)-module & (&, graded
A-module LRI L Tdh 5, |

A-finite % (G, A)-modules D%F ¢ 4M @ full subcategory % g My TET o, ARKIT
G-modules D% M @ full subcategory ¢ My LMy EDFERT, AQV, V € oM (resp.
V € ¢My) DD (G, A)-module % pure free module (resp. pure finite free module) &
o

HWE 5.2 McouM LT 5,

1 gaM O&8 F — M T, F %° pure free module %2 b DO HFHET 5o 2T, M O
(G, A)-resolution F — M T, £IHA® pure free 2 b D e N5,

2 X512 M 7% A-finite % 51Z, F 13 pure finite free module (&N b, Lo T, 2D,
A %% noetherian 7% 51X, M ® (G, A)-resolution F — M T, £IHA® pure finite free
module 22 b DAEN D,



83

AR 1 13, BIZ A-action F=AQM — M 2EZNITR WV, v :
2 BRYo M DERTIIERMBIZENLIDOT, FhoL&ElEaE M OFBRIT G-
submodule My 75EiN B, B F=AQ My — AQM — M D& - LTwas, O

##H%E 5.3 M, N I rational A#U-module &35, Z D8, LLTF?D A#U-modules i ra-
tional &£ %%, M @ submodule & U factor module, Tor(M,N). M 75 A EARAERK
T A %% noetherian % 5 iF Exty, (M, N) & rational T& 5 (A ® noether A% { TH,
Hom (M, N) (& rational), V 7% rational U-module Dk, M ® V {d rational. 2512V
HHRKITLZ 5 Homi(V, N) b rational. Rational module @ inductive limit {3 rational
Td5bo 712, A 7 noetherian T, I #% A D G-ideal D, local cohomology Hi(M) b
rational T& 5, - R

SRR Non-trivial %2 Did Tor & Ext & HY(M) EFTHBI, T7, rational A#U-modules
(& subquotient TP L TWA DT, (G, A)-module ® complex ? (co-)homology ¥ rational
THhHI EIEET S, ‘

Tor 13#H& 5.2 1 D resolution F 7% B 44yM T ? ®,4 N-acyclic % (G, A)-module reso-
lution Z25BFHITHH o ‘

Ext IZD2W T, #i#& 5.2 2 O resolution H°F ,xyM T Homy(?, N)-acyclic %, £H
pure finite free 7 resolution 72%*%, i =0, M = A® V 7% pure finite free DHFEIZIFHE &
N, Hom4s (A ® V, N) & Homy(V, N) IZ & - T rational TH 5 Z &ﬁfﬁ}ﬁ"%} (1=07%56,A
? noether PEIZfE > Tz ), o o
- HY(M) = lim ExtY(A/I", M) iZ rational module @ inductive limit 7245, Hi(M) %
rational TH 5, o O

f: A — B 7% G-algebras @ G-algebra map &35, gaM, ¢pM »% ﬂ%ﬂ
azvM, pgyM @ full-subcategory TH A Z &b, RELN S,

R 5.4 M,N € ¢ gM, V € ¢ uM T B¢, KDL T 5o

1 N #* (G, B)-injective, M %% B-finite T A-flat % 53 Homp(M, N) i (G, A)-injective

TH b, §§12, B #° A-flat %2 51T, (G, B)-injective module & (G, A)-injective module
Thbo .

2 N % (G, B)-injective, V 2% A-finite flat 7% 51%, Hom4(V, N) & (G, B)-injective T 5,

3 N %% B-flat T A-finite, V %% (G, A)-injective % 51X, Hom4(N, V) & (G, B)-injective
‘(:‘% Z) o)

% 5.5 M,N % (G, B)-modules, V 7% (G, A)-module D, RHBILT 5o
1 M 7% B-finite projective T A-flat % 513,

Exts 5(V ®4 M, N) 2 Extl, ,(V, Homp(M, N)).
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2 V 7% A-finite projective 7 5 i,
Exti, 5(M ®4 V, N) 2 Exti; 5(M, Hom a(V, N)) 2 Ext}; (M, N ®,4 Homa(V, 4))

FEO#EE 1 T, M @ B-projective DIRE % & &, Spectral sequence Z{E5 Z & b WHE
T&» 57, Homp(M,?) DEREF Exty (M,?) 3i=0 2RE, (DL b HHICI)
Exth(M,?) T3V ZEXTWAED ¢ gM TH Y, (G, B)-injective module * B-injective
PED PRI S TH B, Hiw, M 5% B-projective %2 5,1 >0 TljH & b{HR TEW
BREIC SRV, 2 12V TH AROEESLETH 5,

6 Graded algebra ~"D{EH

ZOETIX, APk FABRERTS 5 positively graded k-algebra &2 %5, TN X9 7%
REATERIZ, SRR & D RmE) A TEETH D, £ OBERHERD (graded
version DZDTFIZ) B S, lEZ HF T 5 [18]. WHREREHIZDO W TOHM D2 VR
LI DOWTIL, [7] RUZ D references # ML TT S\,

A =@z A B Zegraded £ T 5, ZOK, G O ANDIEHZEZERZ TREDTN) TR
BEZEODITE A, B A D G-submodule (22> TWAKETHA ), TDK, AW Z-graded
THHIEDS AL G, EE2EDSN, G,, DIEMIZ G ODYEA & compatible 2D T, A
X G =G, x G DVER 22, Z DEE inclusion G, — G 1% center IZA > TWh,

FIT, ROKMEEZBHVHENRV, G IXEE S N/-HAEE G C Z(G) 2FH 2o
Litg, COEOK) T, ZORMEEZR 5o

G-module {Z G,,-module Tb & 555, HiZ Z-graded TH 5, Lk, TORRTIE,
DRBOTEHIZEZ D, T, G HEHT A k-algebra A #E 2 5 &, A {d graded
k-algebra T, (G, A)-module 1 (G, A)-module THH5H 5, A-graded TH5hHo M »°
(G, A)-module T M = @, M; D, G, C Z(G) 75 % M; & M @ G-submodule T
HbBIEDBEHIITNE

LT, A =@z Ai & G ODERT 5 commutative k-algebra T, 4 13 k& LREAIEDFH
RITEABRAT k-algebra & LTERENRTWAESDET D, A i, G-algebra TREIEDEK
¥z L A4EABE S O, G-ideal I 12X 5 quotient S/T & LTE 5, EBE, A A1 RUT
DFETERENTVLHE, Q=A@ G A EHBE, S=SymQ L BTITHEV, T BHK
7 map S — A @ kernel TH 5, ,

Dt 0% S, 1 %EEL, A=S/T £A%T,

& 6.1 M,N € g My O, dim; Homg a(M,N) < 00 (i 20) TH %,

SRR N7 PV E L TAERKRITTH A VI 2 Ll submodule TH U TWADT,
H5212L5T, M =AQV i pure finite free module T 5 & LTREW, V=V,p---®V,
(s<t) &b s,t € ZHBHETHDT, ZDH,

¢
Home 4(A ® V, N) = Homg(V, N) C Homg,, (V, N) = @ Hom(V;, Ni)

1=s



85

ThHbo & Vi, Ny WABRKILZZH S, Homg a(ARQV,N) bERRILTH S, 0

% 6.2 M € g aM; %2 51E, Endg a(M) IZHBRKIC k-algebra T b, L7zHo T, gaMy
& Krull-Schmidt T® 5,

D, m=my =@, Az" EB<o miE A D Grideal Th%o

#5 6.3 M #° (G, A)-module T, A-module ¥ LT cyclic %5, Ay = M/mM 3G D
1RTCEBT, A DH 5 G-ideal I PHEALLT M2 A/IQ Ay Thb,

A M=@u, M, M, #0 £ T5%, Ay & M, 13 G O 1 RERHATH S, hE
EWVIICIE, M % MQAy, TEEHRZT BLODLDL Ay = k L LTRW, 2O,
A2 AQM, - AQM — M DEKIZ (G, A)-epimorphism T&H 1), kernel I i3 G-ideal T
H5, O

#WHE6.4 F € oMy, F i3 Afree L T5, V= F/mF = @._,V; (V; T V O degree i
component) & B B, F (I filtration ' ‘

F = F[t] ) F[t—1] ... D F[S] 5 F[s—l] =0

T, FU/FEI =2 AQV, (s <i<t) £4 A L) % b D% unique iZFf20 TNLHB F O
filtration  F @ degree-pure free filtration (DPF filtration) &5,

FERH HUZ (G, A)-module & LTOFRMLZTTYH, F 13 F O degree i LLT O part @;<; Fj

THL E N7z submodule &7 1) unique ThHbo —7, B, F; i& F O G-submodule 7% D

T, fFEb VR T | O
LUFCid, DPF module & \Wx i, AQV T,V @ degree S—1&FTIZ concentrate S

TWAHLDEHTI LT 5, '

#% 6.5 (G, A)-module E THH

1 A-module & LT, k ® A-injective hull & [F]#!

2 HOIIIG,A(’C, E) =y

72T O ONFEE % BT unique ICHFEET A, SHIZ, B ¥ 1 22T, A =
Homs(k,E') i G ® 1 REEHTHY, E Y EQA Thb, COHED E % Euk)
TETo BF Homyu(?, E) i (2)* TR,

SRR A E = HO(A4Y) 2 1lim(A/mM)* L BT ITEV, FEE, A* 1T A-injective 7255,
E i3 m DA T support & 172 A-injective module TH V),

Hom(k, E) = lim Hom 4 (k, Homy(A/m", k)) = lim Homy (k ® 4 A/m™, k) =k
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fi)éﬁ [:) 1 2 %(ﬁﬁf;jﬁo

&@E?E%T@Lo IhEREE, E A2 %«ﬁtﬂ%c T AEE EXXE L
fw)f, E O—EMW e, HEBIGEH SN, 20O, E & E'@ A TEEH]Z,
BLHLbAZE L LTREW,

E! :=[0:m"z = Homu(A/m", E') &£ B <, A-artinian (G, A)-module (23t L T, (7)*
(D) THHILIEET S, R {EL} () LT, 5% {(E, )*} %:?f'réiﬂ, Matlis
duality 12X > T, & (E))* & A-module & L Ti¥ (A/m™)™ = A/m™ I[Z[AE, Z D%
I 6.3 12X o T, A @D quotient DR L ALHE, {A/m"} & (G, A) module DR E
LCRB, XoT, {E} EMERE LT {(B)*} = {(4/m")*} & —F L, F 2 limE,
lim(A/m")* 2 E Thb,

O IR

#% 6.6 Bounded 7% A#U-complex R T, KD % #Hi/zd b D7, quasi-isomorphism
BV T—EMIZHFET 5,

1 R i3 A-complex & LT dualizing TH 5%,
2 HO(R) = E4(k) (/23813 hyper cohomology)

1 DA% T b DI, degree shifting &, 1 RITLEHED T » 4 — & quasi-isomorphism &
BT unique ThH 5o,

R HIEXFTTVI, A=S DF, S @ A#U-injective resolution I % & 1), I = +%
T truncate ﬂ_ﬂli S @ A#U-resolution C, bounded A-injective 2 b DAL NDHDT, &
Nl B, 1T ICEoTiizdNTw5b, #iE 6.5 ITEE T NI, degree shifting
L1 Jmi%fﬁm—r H =X o T 2 BT IHICHYBEZONLNT, TM%E R=Rs
YRV, —# DB, R= Ry = Homs(4, Rs) £ B ITRWV,
—ENERBOFRLRTIONE, REOTROAREIEIRV. R 271 2@ T gL,
Duality map R’ — Hom’,(Hom(R', R), R) i A#U-complex @ quasi-isomorphism T
b, #% 6.312L 10, Hom, (R, R) i3 A % degree shift LT, 1l RLEHREZT v —L7cd
» ¥ quasi-isomorphic T, R i& A-injective complex #§, KO bR Z 5, O

#WE 66 O R % Ry, T#L, G-normalized dualizing complex & ’-5, Duality map 7%
A#U-quasi isomorphism T&H - 72005, KATED o

T 6.7 M € ¢ My LT B, duality isomorphism
H: (M) = ExtS (M, Ry)*
i (G, A)-isomorphism T® 5%,

BT, A dkTE, S W n kit (D) QA n kTE), £ L, h=n—d &8s H4Ra)
% Ky TET, |

HEG68 Ks2SON'Q THY, Ky XExti(A Ks) Thbo
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A Ks®SQA A 1TRTERBREEKESIND, k= Exty(k, KS) Ext?(k,S) @A ZD
T, Exti(k, S) 2 (A" Q)* &\ 2 ITR V%, Koszul complex

0-SOAN'Q— - —-50Q—-S—-k—=0

& k @ pure free resolution 7245, ZHIIHHETH %,
#F1L, Rg #° Kg @ A-injective S#U-resolution % /£iZ n shift L7zd D7E0 5, IE?E
0 Eﬁél’(ﬁ) Ao

#28 6.9 A 7° Cohen-Macaulay Th b & T 5, Z DK, (G, A)-module K %% A-module &
LTI Ky b2 O K2 Ky @Exth(k,K) THbo

FIEA #E 6.3 12X o T,
K= HOIIIA(HOIHA(K,KA),KA) = HOIHA<A®A*,KA) = KA®A,

ZZWAWEHDL1IRTERTH S, Exth(k, K) 2 Exté(k, KA) @A XA 72025, KO D
REF5o ‘ ' : u

7 Approximation » 5 D#EfE

AKHETld, Auslander 72512 X A Approximation theory |22V TDHEES§ 5, B C,C' &
BFE F:C—C & C O full-subcategory S 123 LT, 5% S €S LT F(S) L[AH
2% A &9 % C" D object &KA T full-subcategory % F(S) TE T, ;

B C 23t LT, C @ null object ®—2 %, null object DEARDH 0 TEY 3, {REL! iiﬁb‘
7259

A X abelian category £ § 5, Z Dk, A ® morphism p: M — N 7% right minimal T
HBHEEAED o € Endy(M) 1T LT, pp=p %o FEMELLILE V), Left
minimal ¥ right minimal @ dual notion TH 5, 2%, A® T X T right minimal T
&% A O morphism (Z left minimal TH 5 &) X & A @ full subcategory £ T 5, A
® morphism f: X — M 2% M ® right X-approximation T&» 5 L i, fEED X' e X &
FEEDgc AX' M) LT, H5hec AX,X) PHELT fh=g BB EEV),
i, A2, f) s A7, X) — A2, M) 285 X L functor DD epimorphism T&H 5 &\ o
THRE L TH B, Left X-approximation (L dual DL TH 5, Right (resp. left) minimal
7 right (resp. left) X-approximation (3 H.IZ right (resp. left) minimal X-approximation &
’EHL 5 o M O right minimal X-approximation (&, (fF7E 3 1) A/M D object & LT
[ 8 % Bx Vv T unique TH 5,

A 7% right (resp. left) (minimal) X- approximation %D X i3, EEDO M € A 12 ﬂ L
T, M 75 right (resp. left) (minimal) X-approximation %2 & %\ Do

(Minimal) approximation DFFAEIZ DV TIZRDEART & V2 5, Enough projectives T
3 enough injectives T3 WV NV A D Extly 22\ TiE, [31] B,
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i 7.1
0—-Y LN XL M—o

B ADEEFIT, X € X T, Exty(X,K) =0 ThHhL, pld M 0) right X-approximation
‘(“&)%o T
BB EEO X' e XL T,

AX' X) - AX', M) — Exth(X, K)=0
DGR, FREEE P TH b, O
##H% 7.2 A 3 abelian category, p: M — N i¥ A ® morphism &35, KD 2&MH4h%2%
25
1 p id right minimal T& %,
2i:K—>M% f ®kernel &3 5K, x@LTK & M IBAOENRTF LR 2%\,
DK, 1=>2 Th b, T 72, Endys(M) #° right artinian 7% 51X 2=1 TH 5,
R 1=2 3EBTH B, HA X3, E=Endy(M) L BE, o E Tpp=p &ibd
D% & BB, E-module Ep & ¢ € E = Endg(Eg) 122V T, Fitting’s lemma [34] % &
ThiE, % E OMEIT e BFIEL T, p(eE) C eE, p((1—e)E) C (1—€)E 22, ¢lop &
ME, ola-p BFABEE LD, p"e =0 T HE, p(eM) = (pe™)(eM) =0 1ZH 5, eM L4

rHEL7-K &L M OFEHEOEHIKRFTHS, LD >T,e=0<,7%D, o€ E I invertible
E b O

RTIXNAD direct summand TP U7z full subcategory, A @ object ? endomorphism
ring {3 right artinian &35, Z DK, M € A #° right (resp. left) X-approximation %z ¥
T, M {3 right (resp. left) minimal X-approximation % unique (2§D,

FEFA A %% Krull-Schmidt TdH 5 Z &£ A5, 5.2 H#7: right X-approximation
0K XxthMm
POMBELT, i #@L K & X OEO direct summand ASHIUTELY RS T & 2 FR

DB LT, HED 2 OLMEEHIZTLIIICTELDLL, HEIZI > THEEI VD, —
EMIIEIZHKYD S5 TWvb, Left approximation IZ2WTHHEEETH 5, a

DITFIZik <% Auslander-Buchweiz [4] D551, Cohen-Macaulay approximation D
BE D TE 2, % TR~<5 A-good approximation DHEMIZHIXKL o720 X 1T A D full
subcategory T0e X &35, M e AT LT,

0-X,—»--->X;—-Xg—>M-—>0 (r >0)
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DEDFEETZEE r O M O X-resolution &9, ESIHRD X-resolution L2 A
® object 0)/\175%.}\? THRTo Me AT LT, M ¢ X DF X -resol.dim(M) =00 & L,
Me X DR, BS r D M O X-resolution i)ﬁﬁ:?‘% L9 7% r DRINE X -resol. dlm(M)
TEY,

wC X W X D cogenerator Tﬁ)% i, EED X e X iTxdt LT 25

O—*X—»T—>X’—>O

THoC,Tew, X' eX LB bDHPHFIET S L&), Generator 13 cogenerator D
dual ZBEETH 5, '
Kix Auslander-Buchweiz O—#DEH [4] 2 KW TLELTBIZT LD DTH 5,

TEI2 7.4 (Auslander-Buchweiz) A %° abelian category TIRE

AB1 X % extension &4 510 kernel & HHIKNTCH L7 A @ additive full-subcategory
TX=A

AB2 Y IZHH0 cokernel & extension & EAHIFEFTH L7z A @ additive full-subcategory.
AB3 w=XNY LB{H, wid X O cogenerator TH 5, - -
AB4 Extiy(X,w) =0 (i > 0).
ﬁ?‘iﬁf:’énfwé ET B, O KDALY 5,
1o=Y |
2 W Cw T, o 2 X O EHMETTHLUZ cogenerator % 5 i, o = w.
3 MeA ETHEE RPMILT B,
i (X-approximation DFFE) A DELEF
0-Y-sXEL M=o
T, XEX,YeY ehBHLOWHELET S,
ii (V-hull DFLE) A DELF]
0 MS5Y X0
T, XEX, Y)Y ehBbOWHEHET S,
4 M e ADK, RIZFETH 5,

iMex ii Ext’,(M,Y) =0 (i > 0)
i’ ExtL4(M,Y) =o. iii Ext’y(M,w) =10 (i > 0)

£oT, 3,1 DEEFD p id M @ right X-approximation T&H 5 o
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5 Me ADE KIZAETH 5,
iMe)y ii Exty (X, M) =0 (i > 0) i’ ExtY (X, M) =0

&>, 3, il OFEFIO 1 1E M O left Y-approximation T %
6 McAlIZo\T,
X -resol.dim(M) = sup({i | Ext’y(M,Y) # 0}u{0}) = sup({s | Ext’,(M,w) # 0}u{0})
7Y €Y 2L T, w-resol.dim(Y) = X -resol.dim(Y) TH 5,

LB 2 AL [4], 5] ICHITW A, 2 1 DELEY] (X-approximation & IF.5) @ mini-
mality I3, right X-approximation p ¢ minimality TEFRT 5, 2 ii DELEF] (V-hull EIF
A) @ minimality 13, left }-approximation ¢ ¢ minimality TE&EY 5o \

FHOIKE AB1-AB4 H5i§i7: SN AR, (X,)Y) i A D AB-context Thb L) Ik
iz -T % o

8 Reductive DR/ D 5 D#EfH

AETIE reductive BEORBICOWTHEREZ T 5, BB ICHT 2 ERDO L VHFEFIC
DWW, [24], [38], [25] %5, AHONBFEZIZLAEEL L DN 20 THHIPLFLL
survey SNTW5,

G 1% k-split L7 reductive BETH A & T 5, G D k-split maximal torus T ZEEL, T
&t k FEHRENT G D Borel subgroup B #[E%E L, B % negative Borel £ 35 & 92
positive roots €D b X = X(T) 1Z T O weight D&, Xt T G ® dominant weight
DEREERT W= Ng(T)/T i& G D Weyl B, wo (& W OBRREILEERT . Weight A &+
D B D 1RILER%E ky, THTo Ae X+ 124 L T, heighest weight A @ induced module
ind§(ky) % V() T, heighest weight A ® Weyl module (Verma module) V(—wpA)* %
AN TEREFNEKT, V(X)) D socle & A(X) D top FFEEIT, ThbH % L(N) TR,
{L) | A e Xt} »° G OEEMRIADFRBEOLERTH %,

A % abelian category, X # A @ (small &IZBE 5 %\) subset & F 5, M € A H*
X-filtration &2 & X, M @ filtration

M=MyDM;D>---DM,=0

PHEELT, Ki=1,...,r LTSS X, e XY PHFELT M /M, =X, LA L
%\ 9, X-filtration D A D object &K% F(X) T, LM, F(X) X0 %
& &, extension TR U TWa, F(X) D object 73HLE T2 7 filtered inductive system @
inductive limit TE|} 5 A D object &% F*(X) TET,

A=Agi={AN A€ X*),V =V = V)A€ Xt} LENZhBo M€ oM
A F(A) (resp F(V), F(V)) 2B T 58 A-good (resp. V-good, good) TdH B &\ 9,
we = F(A)NF(V) LB, we D object % tilting G-module & 29,

Good modules I(ZF T AR CHIONTWAEELFIEL L,
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T 8.1 RMHIMLT 5o
1 G DFEFER H 13 good THH, &ETH e XTITx LT
dimy A()) = dimy, V(A) = Homg(A(N), H) < 0o
Tdhb, |
2 VesM; I LT, VeFA) < Ve FV).
3VeMIZx LT, RIZFMETH 5,

1. V & good

2. res[GGYG](V) i good [G, G]-module, Z 212, [G,G] I G D derived subgroup.
3. fFEED A e XT IZH LT, Extg(A(N),V) =0

4. EED X € F(A) W23 LT, Exth(X, V) =0 (i > 0)

4 G D 1RXRILFEHII tilting TH 5,

5VesM®DiEVeFV)  VeFV) r2dmV<o ThHb, F(V) kI
F*(V) &, EFIEF & extension &i%@‘cokernel THLTwWA, :

6 V,IW e F(A) (resp. F(V), F*(V)) OFE, VW € F(A) (resp. F(V), F*(V)) TH 5,
T (F(A),F(V)) i& My ® AB-context T 5,

4 D good module DEFH L, S. Donkin 12 & 5 H D (N B inductive limit 127 % 3
M1 module with good filtrations &IFIEN 5, [11], [12] 2BH) LW EPEL L ->Tn 5
25, AERNCRFEA L TH D, BELHENL, 1120V TIE, [25, p.251), [27] 28, 2 1XH B
HEETH D, 312DVTIT, [12, p.36], [25, p.239], [17] 2 B, KL DEHLFAEL DD
&, [17] THEDbN TV %, V A5 good THoT k L (FH4) THERTTHAHZ L & S. Donkin,
DEKT good filtration ZFDO Z L IXFAETH 5, 4 13 k A tilting THAHI L &, 1R
KID dual I 1RTTHBH I L e, 1 RLERBAD [G,G] ~DHIBRIL trivial TH 5 Z & H»
59, 5 IXEHATH S, 612D\ TIE [32] #8M, 713, 1-5 R DR % modulo 127
X, C. M. Ringel ® quasi-hereditary algebra (289 % approximation D€ [35] TH
% o Quasi-hereditary algebra & reductive BEDFE UMD 21220 Tid [13], [20] &,

¢Mjy @ object ® endomorphism ring 1& k EABEXITTZEN 5, oM, i3 right minimal
F(A)-approximation & left minimal F(V)-approximation % ##2, F(A)-approximation
Z A-good approximation, F(V)-hull % V-good hull & 29, ‘ '

ROEHD Ringel 12X 5,

EHE 82 eXt L MeoM; IKHLT, RIZFEETH 5,

1 Right minimal F(A)-approximation M — V(\) 25FFET 5,
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2 Left minimal F(V)-approximation A(A) — M PHFHET 5,

3 M i tilting, indecomposable T, heighest weight A Z##2,

EROMMEREG 22T M (FE %K E unique TH5) % S. Donkin [15] 12> T,
partial tilting module of heighest weight A &IFA T, T(\) TET I &IIT 5,

T 8.3 (Ringel) f£ED G O tilting module ¥ (a4 %) T(\) DHEREMTH %,

HWE 84 VW e My IZHLT, 5 My DEH P -V PFELT, P € F(A) 22
ExtL,(P,W)=0(i>0) T 5,

IR M e oMy & T 5K, VoW 8T 5 & 9 % dominant weights O saturated subset 7
HMHFET %o Schur algebra S(r) L THD V @ projective cover P — V & &L 1Ud, P € F(A)
TH D,

Exty(P,W) 2 Extl(P,W)=0 (i >0)

TH 5 ([13], [20] BHB), .

9 Reductive EH#D{EH %4 D Cohen-Macaulay approx-
imation

RETIE, 6 HTORFERNETHREEZ S, G, C Z(G) C G, A= S/I (ZLRID&E
NET 5, 61T, RETIE G T reductive LIRET 5,

#HWE91 MN € oM; OB, 5% X € A® F(Ag) L& X > M PHEHELT,
Exty o(X,N)=0(i>0) Td b,

SIFA M =A@V IEDPF ELTRW, V=V, ---dV,(s<t) &ETHE W=

N, @ - &N, 3ERKTCTH b, fiEH84I1IL>T, b8 P>V IHFHLELT, Pc

F(Ag) T, Exto(PW)=0(>0) ThHb, Pk P,d---® P, TRHEZX, BLDONID

P=P,o - - ®PIZLAHILIHRL, ZOK, Exty(P,N;)=0 (>0, ¢st]) Th

5o —F, ExtL(P,W)=0 (i >0) 245, Ext,(P,N) =0 (i >0) Thb, L7A>T,
Extl; 4(A® P,N) 2 Ext(P,Homs(A,N)) =0 (:>0)

ThHbo ABP 5 AQV =M 3V, X =AQ P £BIFITRWV, O

% 9.2 M,N € G,AMf LT h L, EXtiG’A(M,N) BAERRITTTH 5,
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SR8 #8 9.1 12% 5T, M i3 resolution F T, F DI F, i22WT Extl ,(F;, N) =0
( >0), F; € A®.7:( ) EhAbDEFED, N O (G, A)-injective resolution % 1 &5 B,

Exti, (M, N) = H(Home (M, 1)) = H'(Homeg 4(F, I)) = Hi(Homg A(F,N))

T& ), H(Homg A(F, N)) 3 Homg 4(F;, N) ® subquotient TH 22L& 6.1 12L& >,
Exty; (M, N) 3ERRTTH %, 0

KO L TWBEA, GEHAE < 7250)“6‘, statement DA Z T 5,

FE 9.3 M,N € g M, OF AKLS Extt (M, N) — BExti, ,(M,N) i i >0 122

WCHBETH %,

GAMf

¢.aM; (& enough projectives IZ b enough injectives 1% % 5 kb iy (EEID
Mo, FOFEHD G A reductive # T A »' positively graded L) BBk R %
full IZfE-7-GEB LIS v A=k DBETY D, "*ﬂi“ E) o TWAHDOPEEITH
b7,

UTTIEE 5612, A iT Cohen-Macaulay c‘:ﬂiﬂiﬂ—éo

A-finite 72 (G, A)-module T, G-module & LT good % b DDEK% Q’ TET. A-
module & LT maximal Cohen- Macaulay module T%Z) L9 7% (G, A)- module DERE
M TEKT,

E# 9.4 M € g aM; #* Check-good Maximal Cohen-Macaulay module (CGMCM) T&
% k13, M 7% Maximal Cohen-Macaulay A-module T, canonical dual Homa(M, K4) #»*
(G-module & LTC) good THHZ L&V, T72, N € gaM; »* Tilt-good module of
finite injective dimension (TGMFID) T& % &%, N %% A-module & L T of finite injective
dimension T& - C, Hom4(K 4, N) ¥ good ThHbAI L&\, |

CGMCM D&% X = X(G,A) TKY, 7z, TGMFID O&fkt Y =Y(G,4) TX
+, X(G,A) it X(G,A) TET,
4(75)1‘( To) IEET%%O

EE 9.5 S, A RV K, 7% good % b1, (X(G,A),V(G,A)) & ¢ aMy O AB context T
H5o

EE 9.6 G =G, DPAIZIL, FEED G-module #% good BDT, G IZFT 5 &MFITESM
T b, EH 7.4 DFEFHHAAIIL T, ZDHA 1L Cohen-Macaulay approximation [4] &
Sharp’s theorem [37) & L THIGNT WA (LLTFOFHTH BHIZHAWS), —/4,S=A=k
DRI, EEIZATE CHIL: G-module IZ2WTHBDELY, WFRLE ML T
HbDERB,

AE 9.7 R6.212k), B 95 PIEL L L, M € g 4aMy (3 minimal X'-approximation
¢ minimal Y-hull %2,
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PAF,S, AL Kslid good THbHELT, AB1-4 DFGLHEIOTOL, 7, X 3&4
® kernel, extension, direct summand T, Y I3 H4FD cokernel, extension, direct summand
THLPIH L TWD Z LIZHEET 5 (check ¥ &), 412, AB2 ciﬂﬁ%%yﬁ% ¥/, G
D 1RTLEBIE good 005, Ks=SQA"Q b good ’C%%o

#%E 9.8 FGG,AM]’ T F % A-free £ 5, :.o)ﬂ%:‘,
1 F %% good <= F/mF %% V-good <= F € F(A® Vg)
2 Homyu(F, A) %% good <= F/mF #* A-good < F € F(A® Ag).

A 0 — F' - F — F" — 0 % A-finite free % (G, A)-modules DTEEFNI 25, Z
IA/mETF Y- LTHREW R, i@ % DPF filtration (#i# 6.4) DR SIZHET 5
induction T/RT Z L IZFHUE, M1oh 5 F=ARV (V=F/mF) i DPF Thb L LT
By, ZO Homy(AQV,A) X AQV* 245,213 1 IZHAEINS,
1 OEBOFRNERRT . < & good modules % tensor product TH LTV A H»LHHH T,
23 V=kV I ARV ® G-module &£ LTHOEMAFTHYH, i) OK ThHb, A
IO FEED DPF case 12JRETHITHEH TS %, O

A-module & LT finite free TH 5 & 9 % (G, A)-modules D& F(A® M) & Fr T
%%, A-module & LT of finite projective (resp. injective) dimension TH 5 b DD %Y
¢.aM; O full subcategory % P (resp. 7) & B <,

WE9.9 7@4 K :P T 3EEEDFET, Homy(Ky4,?) 13 quasi-inverse ThH 5, |

SR G =G, D case & Shdrp’s theorem [37] & L THILDN TV A b DD graded version
THbo COMEN G IOV THEL Vo TV I LIRZIUIEHL <2\, =

FIFRIZL T, Kb HEDPD OIS,

ﬁ% 910M @J:’C“, HOIHA(?,KA) Hﬂ/\ﬁu%'f%t) HomA(7 KA)OHOIHA( KA) Id T
H5o O

DLEWCED, kD 1,2 555, 72, KD 3,456 bEHTH S,
7R 9.11 KAWL T b,
1 M #% good 7% MCM <= Homu(M,K4) € X
2 N %% good T proj. dim, N < oo <= N@ 4K €)Y
3 V€ gM; #¥ A-good, X € X ALEX®V X,
4 WegM;HVgood, Y €Y 2HITYRW e

5 KyedXn)y
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6 AcX

DUTF, w=wGA)=XxnY &£B<,
el 9.12 w=K,Quwg TH5b, 2F Y, M € oMy IZDWT,
Mew < 5 tilting G-module T "H>T, M 2K, Q7T.

SRR <« i3, #E 911 ® 3,45 1L > THHTH 5,
= /R To F = Homy(Ka, M) E8< &, good T A-finite free T M = F ®4 Ky4.
N =Hom,s(M,K,) £ B L, Thd good T A-finite free.

N = HOIDA(F ® 4 KA, KA) = HOIIlA<F, HOIHA(KA,KA)) = HOHIA(F,A).

LoT, #EIBIZL>T, T =F/mF (i tilting TH b, T =@; T; EREITL7D>T
SIELTB L. ZO, F ® DPF filtration {FH} (2xf LT, FU/Fi-U> AQT, &4,
& T; i3 tilting TH 5,

i,j FEEILE 2 26,

Extg 4(A®T;, A®T;) = Extg(T;, AQ T;) =

Zhb,

Fe@FU/Fr 2 PAQT, 2 ART.
HoCT ME2FRA K, 2K T ThHh, O
% 9.13 £4

I={K,@T\)|)e X"}

¥ w @ indecomposable object DFBHN LK TH A, Z 21, Xt I G O dominant
weight DEEKTH 5 (FIFHIEHE),

SRR &K Ae Xt iIxtL,
A/m @4 Homa(Ka, Ka @ T(A) = A/m @4 (A2 T(N) 2 T(N)

HHE\VZFERE % indecomposable G-module 7’57‘5‘%,‘% Ka® T(A) bliEb\C’éEﬁ%‘l&
indecomposable (G, A)-modules TH %, fid 6.2 ITFEET S &, mBIZL D, addT) =w
EhoROLERZES, O

#&E 9.14 X € X T, T € gMy #* V-good 7 513, Exty 4(X, KA®T)_—O(Z>O) ¥,
AB4 ALY B, »-
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AR i ICETARMEERHVL, i =1 DHEERT . Extg 4(A® T, Homa(X, Ka)) =
ExtL(T* Homa(X, K4)) T, T* % A-good, Hom (X, K,) 13 good #, SHIHX 5. L
72h55 T, g.aM DIEEDTELES

0->K,QT -W —-X—0

|3#858 9.10 25 canonical dual % & FUTBI S A7 & ) 12 split T 5o T, Extg 4(X, Ka®
KiZi>2 T 5, TEF
0-X AV ->X -0
T,V ¥ A-good T ExtjGYA(A@)V,KA@T) =0(j>1) L% bDPHEILIZL > TH
T D HE11 D 361250, AQV € X THD, X 1324 D kernel TH LTV 52
5, X' € X Thho Exth 4(X,Ka®T) 2 Extg4(X', Ka®T) =0 %55, O

#H88 9.15 A 7% abelian category,
a:0— My — M; — My — 0,
Bo:0—Yy— Xo— Mo — 0,
Bo:0—Y, = Xy — My — 0
MENEI A DEEF|T, Ext}(Xa, Yo) = 0 OB, 17, 51 & 12 exact T HRK

0 0 0
! ! !

0o - Y, - Y7 - Y, — 0
! ! !
0—')X0—>X1'——>X2—>0
! ! !
0—>M0—'>M1—>M2—>0
! ! !

0 0 0

TEMS 1B, SFIESZENEN By, 8, T, L2 S 3FIEN o THB L) 2 bOVHFAT
%o F77, ExtL (X, Yo) =0 %51F, 20 L) ZHRNAHAOFABEHRNT-ENTH 5,

MR HEHTH L,
##H% 9.16 F € G‘Mf A% A-finite free DEE, A-finite free % (G, A)-modules ? exact sequence
(9.17) 0-Y—->X—-F—=0

TéH->T,

0—Y/mY - X/mX — F/mF — 0
A% F/mF O right minimal A-good approximation T& % & ) 72 b OOEARD[E B = R
T unique IZfFET 50
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FEBA  r =ranky F 12DV T O induction. 7 =0 OEFIZEHALZOT, 7 >0 L LTRY,
O, F =@, F, Vi=F,#0 £F5 & 512 |
a:0—-AQV - F - F -0
ix (G, A)-modules T A-finite free 2 b DD exact sequénce THb, I, F' = Flstl]
T& 5, Induction DIREIZ LD,
| 'ﬁ2:0—4>Y’—>X'—~+F'—+0

THEDFM 21T LDONDH 5,
%72, V @ minimal A-good approximation %

vy:0—-Vy - Vy -V -0

ET 5, VASdegree s THHDT, Vx, Vy b degree s TH b, fp=AQy EBL L, #
9.15 DIENMEN TV 5B, FEBE, Extg 4(X,A® V) =0 (i > 0) P UFR W
M, FD7DIZIE, X' 12 DPF TAQW, W id A-good DIETHB L LTREL, ZO%E
EHATH 5, ‘

- T, (G, A)-module T A-finite free 7 % DDA,

0 0 0
! l l

0 - AV — Y —- Y — 0
! l !

0 - AQVy — X — X' — 0
! ! {

0 - AQV — F — F — 0
! ! !
0 0 0

TITEHDEE R D D —BHIIHFET 5, TOMRIZ A/mes? 2EHIET, BHIC
0-Y/mY - X/mX — F/mF — 0

#% X/mX @ minimal A-good approximation TH 5 Z & &M%, TN THLEIIVZ 7,
—E MDD DPF OB E1X V %% degree s DEF, Vi b degree s DT,

Extg 4(A®V,A® Vy) 2 Extg(V, A® W) 2 Extg(V, Vy)
DR THDY , — OB IEMEZ W T2 (9.17) I LT, &5
0— (N —-1d - 1d /() -0

%3 BT% apply LT, LEEOHKEFELMKN2ES, O
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XT, 2”5, oTwb AB1, AB3 DFEBHIZA %,
HEI1ICLD, A® F(Ag) tdgaMy @ generator TH Y, #ifE 9.11 M 3,6 (2L > T
A®f(Ag)CX¢C§)5 o7, MEGAMf ;d'l/'( Sea%

0-N—-AQV, - - ARV, - M —0

&V, 12 A-good, L7:D 52T ARV, € X THHLDNBE NI, Me X 2 )IZiE, Ne X
FOZITE, s A TOKRELCEBTEICEY, ABL REHT 51243, M C X Azl
BWIEdarbd, ELALHEOHKTET L,

HWE918 MC X %5iE, g aM; =X THY, ABL IZIEL VY

G-module V 23t LT, Hy (V) := @rex+ Exth(AN), V) &5 <o HA(?) & 6-functor T,
Hi(V)=0(i>0) &V # good TH5HZLIZFAETH 5,
I9, EH 95 % A=S ORIIRT,

S8 9.19 KPHLT 5o
1 6sM; = (G, S) Thd, L72A5>T ABL BT B,

w(G, S) 1F X(G,S) D cogenerator ThH b, L7:H>T, EH951E A=S 1T LTI
LV,

3MegaM; 5iE, H2 s>0DBHFLELT, i >s %Hid Hy(M)=0.

SRR 3 & —fKXD A IXDWVWTRTIIE, M € ¢aM; C gsM; TH Y, B0 Eiamid
G-module & LTOMEDATHEHIS, A=85 L LTRW, L7d$oT, LIF, ZDOFEH
T (G, S)-module DA EEZX 5,

IF1ART. SOBAE M= Feclr £ LT, FcX 2wzifHV,

r = F(A)-resol.dim(F/mF) = sup({i | Hy((F/mF)*) # 0} U {0})

EBE, v I2DWT O induction T F € X 35 to r =0 % 51E, #E 98 12k - T,
MeF(S®Ag) THAH7H, FRIZARTH S, KIZ, r>0 & ¥ 5L, TE&h

0-Q—-SV—=F—=0
TVEFA) ThHorLDWBENDLT,
0—-Q/mQ—->V — F/mF —0

WEAET, Ve F(A) DT, F(A)-resol.dim(Q/mQ) = — 1 TS, induction DIKFE»
5Q0eX bleh, LIENoT, FeX Thb, UEickh, A=S OO 1 IFFEHI N,

RIC2HTRT SDOBAE A=8S 5ZZTC0uHDTC, M=F Th), Ks=ZSOA"Q
T,A"Q i1 RTERBW R, X(G,9) = F(S®Ag) T, w(G,S)=SQuwg Thb (bxhk
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12 (G, 8) = G)o £C, F € X(G,S) \2xt LT, Homs(F, S) i2#% 9.16 %@ LT Fr
geet]l o
0—Y — X — Homg(F,5) — 0

#fEBH L, Y Id good, Homg(X, S) 1 good &K D, L7zH > T,
0 — F — Homg(X,S) — Homg(Y,S) — 0

32T, Homg(Y,9) € X &%V, F e X i, Homs(X,S) e X NY =w £ %2>oT,w
X O cogenerator ThH 5 Z L BHEDPO LTz,
LLEIZ X0, 1,2 PR DTz, $IZ, BB 9547 A= S IZ2WTIEL ko7
3ERT. A=S Db, MeP=F(S®Ag) THY, FLOAS Me F(S®Ag) &
LTbEW, Homg(M,S) ® F(S ® Ag)-resolution TRIARDODOF L hid, M =
Homg(Homs(M, S),S) — Homg(F,S) i3 #i%8 9.8 25, M ORI HRD G-coresolution
Thbo LIDoTELONL Meg L LTREL, ZORIZHHTSH 5, 0

% 9.20 KAWL B,
1 MEgsM; Tr>0&¥ 58, RIZFMETH 5,
i MeY(G,S) Tr>proj. dimg M

i seasl |
O—)K.—éy,‘_l—-»---—)YE)—QM—-)O

THoT, Y, e Frn)(G,S) (0<i<r) &% B b DBEET Bo

i 5E&5
0—-Y T, 1 —-—>Ty—>M-—0

THho>T, Y e FrnY(G,S), T, € w(G,S) (0<i<r) LB HDDNHELET S,
2 M€ giM; ICDWTRIZFAETH 5,
i M X(G,A)
ii X(G,S)-resol.dim(M) = h(=dim S — dim A).
3 M€ g My IZ2WTRIZFAETH 5,
i MeX(G,A) > M & good
" M e X(G,A) »2 Homu(M,K,) € X(G, A)

i SEEdl

0—>Th—+Th_1——>-:-—>Tg—>M—>O
ThoT, T, €w(G,S)(0<i<h) £BbbDNVELET 5o
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BB F3 1 2FAND, ii=i i, Y =) & depth lemma 12X > THETH 5, i=iii I,
s = proj. dimg M {2V TDRFME, s =0 ZHHHAT, s >0 %b,

0-M —-Ty—-M—0

* M O X(G,S)-approximation &3 5K, M' € Y(G,S) 7226, T, € w(G,S) &%V,
M’ {2 induction DIREZ#EH L THEEZH S, iii=iil FAWPTH 5,

RIZ, 2 BRT, i=ii V) M € X(G,A) &3 5, Homa(M,K4) (& good %2 DT,
Y(G,S) IZB L, proj. dimgM = h TH b, 1 DFERIZEY, Homa(M,Ky) 3ES h O
Frs NY(G, S)-resolution F % ¥2, 35 & Homg(F, Ks) (IE& h D

M = Homy(Homa(M, K 4), K4) = Extl(Homa(M, K4), Ks)

D X(G, S)-resolution TH 5, ii=i £\ )0 M € g aM; T X(G,S)-resol.dim(M) =h &
T5, M IZEZ h D X(G,S)-resolution F #H2, 7,

dim S — depth M = proj. dimg M < h =dimS —dim A

73426, depth M > dim A TH H , FERIZERT M e M4 TH b, kiZ, Homs(F, K) 1&
Exth(M, Ks) = Homu(M, K 4) ® good free module resolution T#® % %5, Hom (M, Kj4)
b good £V, Me X(G,A) B3ah>7,

KIZ3 ERT, i1 ik XG A DEENLHAETSH %, ii=1” 2 DOFHTD
Boi=iiid, LR 2 L EH 74D T HHLHETH 5, O
8 9.21 KPRV T %,

1 gaM; = X(G,A) Th b, LA >T ABL H—#D A T LTHILT %,

2 w(G,A) i& X(G, A) D cogenerator Th b, L7zHoT, BH 9.5 1F—KD A IZX LT
ELWy,

IR E9 1 OFEHE TR D,
MeMIZOWT MeX #02IFRV, N=Homu(M,K,) EBLE, mE 919D 3
&0, BB s>0THL(N)=0(G>s) &b s FET Do M DEEY
0—-X—-AQV,—» - -2 AQ VW ->M—0
T, &V, H A-good b DR LB, ZDK,
0_)N_)KA®‘/0*—“>"‘_’KA®‘/:‘—)HomA(XaKA)_)O
RERTH), HW(K4a®V)=0(i>0,j=0,...,5) THIHH, H5HIT,

Hi(Homu(X,K4) =0 (> 0)
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¥HB, Lo T, XeX Thh, Me X D27
RI,2%ERTo 9, A€ ¢aM; I LTHR 920 D 3 2#H LT, L5

O—~>Th—>Th_1——>----—>T1LT0—>A——>O

THhoTC, T, €w(G,S)(0<i<h) EubbDNFFLET S, J:=Imd £B &, J T good
THHILIEET D, Lo T, Extg4(S,J) X HY(G,J)=0 &7z, T%ﬁ%DT

0 - I - S —- A — 0
I
0 - J — T, — A —- 0
155, Imj ¢ mTy T Ty iE S-free 72525, 5 1d S-split THHETH D, Y’ := Coker j =
Coker j' 1% good TH b, L7z2>T 5 DHENI LA LITEET 5,
MeX IZx LT, N=Homy(M,K,) B, 3T, N % (G,S)-module &EAZ%F &,
BEICIELC o7 SIZDOWTOER 9.5 12X D, N X X(G, S)-approximation

0—-Y—-=X—-N->0

FHDO, Z2I2 X i free T, X/msX & A-good TH 5B, —7, Y, N i good %, X ¥
good THb, oT X cw(G,9) THD, X 2SRV, V i tilting £EXIND, TTHEHA

0——>I®V——+S®V——>A®V—>O

li } = l»
0 — Y — X — N — 0

WEH 5, Snake lemma 75, p (d&H, ¢ (FHEIT, Z ;= Kerp = Cokeri TH b, Z H°
good TH A Z & %/~ T, Push-out 2L > THLNAK

0

!
0 - IRV 1—)
lj'@lv
0 - JV —

“Se—%«—-c
1
N
l
)

!
N
!
-

YoV =
!
0

<
O = )
<

*¥EZ25HL,Y,Vidgood ZDOT,Y'®V id good THN,Y b good 7225 Y ¥ good
ThHb, JQV & Y" H good 72105, Z b good &% 5,
Maximal Cohen-Macaulay (G, A)-modules D5E£F

07 —-AQV >N -0
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@ canonical dual & & o T, &5
0—)M—-—>KA®V* —>HomA(Z,KA) — 0

2155, K4V*ew, HomA(Z,KA) EX IZHhH, wid X @ cogenerator TH 5, a
SHCER 9.5 3 —RICHB SNz,

EE 9.22 & T, good T positively graded % Cohen-Macaulay G-algebra 4 752 b1,
K4 b good 3 BHIZ, good 72 S AWENT A= S/I LFEFHHh, L) HEIERSL
6 B COMBEDD, Q % good &I, SymQ A¥good &V ) LI LRI VI Twh
2, S £ LT SymQ PRATETHLIZ) TL@LDED, 2513 o T, ER W
7% k-vector space T, G = GL(W) TREINH S, W DRITLH 6 LLET k DIFLH 2 72
Y,V = SW IZDWT S,V 13 good Tld %\ [6, Remark 4.2]. fHL, V = A?W [28], [6],
V=S8,W (29, (6], V=WW[3 lZ2VTik SymV (& good THAHH, ThHidL LA
FISIZ R WIS L OH» b e v,

i, [2] 124, APAPW Lk OS2 T dimg W > 4 %2 51E, V-good TH A-good T
bW EMEHEIN TS,

10 Determinantal ring @ example

Determinantal ideal SRiEF D EERD S % #7273 non-trivial % Hl & %2 > Tw5b, Non-
trivial &1, G %% linearly reductive Ti3 7% <, S/I 1& Gorenstein TiZZ\y, { 5V DR
THb,

k3R, V =k W=k"13 k EOZNEN m KT, n KTLDONZ b IVZER (m,n > 1)
EL,S=Sym(VeW) £§5, G=GL(V) x GL(W) & Kronecker’s product TV ®W
WZVEH L, S & G-algebra TH 5%,

V, w @%}E} {.’L‘l,...,.flim} &Uk‘ {yl,...,yn} %%h%ﬂt V),.’L‘,‘j :Hfi@yj S V@W (1.’.
BLL, Sty 2EBETHLEAR klzy] ThHb, G2HNAt (1 <t < min(m,n))
R L, T =1, %, S REOFTH (z;;) DETD t-minors THERE NS S D ideal & EFRT
o COM G, S, RIS A=S/] REBROER T KEITIZEDH S G, C Z(G)
13, Z(GL(V)) x e IZENITRV, EBE, TN B REOTIE, FEED degree & 1121
72D TH5b,

A @ Cohen-Macaulay Pid [23] TIXLOTRENIz, S KU T H¥good TH A Z L1, [3]
NEHBWEEDEE LLTBY, 900 TV, HEiH, good ThbH Z EITHETD cokernel
THLETWwARSL A=S/I b good I27% %,

Ki»¥good THAHZ LN —FHEL WV, ThEgEHE LTHIT 5,

FHE 10.1 FEEDIRED D & T, K4 1d good TH 5,
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FERRIEEIET 5,

M, m=n & A %" Gorenstein TH 5 Z LZFEETH Y [39], G »* hnearly reductive TH
5t m=n=1 F7213 char(k) =0 & iﬂﬁﬁ&@’( ﬂﬁ (213 A % non-Gorenstein
T G 1 linearly reductive Tld 7%\, -
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