arXiv:1305.0058v2 [math.KT] 6 Sep 2013

ON SUBDIRECT FACTORS OF A PROJECTIVE MODULE
AND APPLICATIONS TO SYSTEM THEORY

MOHAMED BARAKAT

ABSTRACT. We extend a result of N°P AVELLI, VAN DER PUT, and ROCHA with a system-
theoretic interpretation to the noncommutative case:R.be a f.g. projective module over a two-
sided NoETHERan domain. IfP admits a subdirect product structure of the fafhaz M xr N
over a factor modul& of grade at least then the torsion-free factor @/ (resp.\V) is projective.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper provides two homologically motivated geneedions of a module-theoretic result
proved by MPP AVELLI, VAN DER PUT, and ROCHA. This result was expressed iNAR1Q]
using the dual system-theoretic language and applied @avimtal control. Their algebraic proof
covers at least the polynomial rifg§ = k[xy, ..., z,] and the IAURENT polynomial ringR =
k[x5, ..., 2] over a fieldk. The corresponding module-theoretic statement is theviatig:

Theorem 1.1. Let R be one of the above rings add = R?/A a finitely generatedorsion-

freemodule. If there exists a submodute< R? suchthatd N B =0andT := R‘/(A+ B) is
of codimension at leagtthen M is free.

In fact, they prove a more general statement of which theipuevs obviously a special case.
However, the special statement implies the more general one

Theorem 1.2([NAR10, Theorem 18]) Let R be one of the above rings and = R?/A
a finitely generated module. If there exists a submodule R? such thatA N B = 0 and
T := R7/(A+ B) is of codimension at leagtthen the torsion-free factaV// t(A/) of M is free.

In the proposed module-theoretic generalization of Thaaotel the notions “torsion-free”,
“codimension” and “free” are replaced by the more homolabimtions “torsionless”, “grade”,
and “projective”, respectively.

We start by describing the very basics of the duality betwlessar systems and modules
in Section2. The two notions “torsionless” and “grade” are briefly réedlin Section3. In
Sectiond4 a module-theoretic generalization of Theorérhis stated and proved. The proof re-
lies on an ABELian generalization which is treated in Sect@rSince torsion-freeness admits a
system-theoretic interpretation we need to discuss théoealbetween being torsion-free and be-
ing torsionless to justify the word “generalization”. Iretk torsionless modules are torsion-free
but the converse is generally false (cf. Remawkfor a precise statement). Secti6describes a
fairly general setup in which the converse does hold. Ang aien it holds are we able to prove
the corresponding generalization of Theorgi This is done in Sectiod. Finally, AppendixA
contains a converse to the key Lemma of this paper.

Convention: Unless stated otherwisk will always denote a not necessarily commutative
unitial ring. The term “domain” will not imply commutatiwt
Everything below is valid for left and for righ®-modules.

2010Mathematics Subject Classificatiort3C10, 13H10, 18E10, 18G05, 18G15, 13P10, 13P20, 13P2933B

93B25, 93B40.
Key words and phrasesubdirect products, torsionless, grade, projectivejdorfree, codimension, free, con-
structive homological algebra, Abelian categarypalg, system theory.
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2. DUALITY BETWEEN LINEAR SYSTEM THEORY AND MODULE THEORY

For anR-moduleF we define the category of-behaviorsas the image of the contravariant
Hom-functorHompg(—, F) : R—Mod — Mod—C, whereC'is the center o? (or the endomor-
phism ring of 7 or any unitial subring of thereof)R is called the ring of functional operators
and.F a signal module or signal space.

An R-module) is said to be cogenerated @yif M can be embedded into a direct power
for somé index set/. F is a called a cogenerator if it cogenerates &nodule)M, or, equiv-
alently, if the duality functoiHompg(—, F) is faithful. In particular, a cogenerator is a faithful
R-module. The duality functoHompg(—, F) is exact if and only ifF is injective. An injective
F is a cogenerator if and only if the solution spademy (M, F) # 0 for eack M # 0. In par-
ticular, all simples can be embedded into an injective ceggor. Summing uflompg(—, F) is
exact and reflects exactnégand hence faithful) if and only it is an injective cogenerator. In
this case thélom-duality betweer?-modules andr-behaviors is perfect. The above statements
are true in any &ELian category with product$ste75 § 1V.6].

The ABELian groupQ/Z of characters ofZ is an injective cogenerator in the category of
ABELian groups. Likewise, th&-moduleHomy (R, Q/7Z) is called the module of characters of
R and is an injective cogenerator R—Mod. This follows from the adjunction betwediom
and the tensor product functdBte75 Proposition 1.9.3]. Thé-dual RY := Homy (R, k) is an
injective cogenerator for eadhalgebrali over a fieldk. This classical result was already used
in [Obe9Q Corollary 3.12, Remark 3.13].UBSKEN and ROBERTZ gave a constructive proof for
the injectivity of thek-dual R when R is a multiple QRE extension over a computable field
admitting a ANET basis notion (cf. Rob0§ Corollary 4.3.7, Theorem 4.4.7]). Furthermore, a
minimal injective cogenerator always existan06 Proposition 19.13] (seedm0§ Subsec-
tion 19A] for more details on injective cogenerators).

However, only those injective cogenerators which can berpméted as a space of “general-
ized functions” (like distributions, hyperfunctions, maéunctions) are of direct significance for
system theory in the engineering senseBE®ST considers in Qbe9( injective cogenerators
F over commutative WETHERan rings which are large, i.e., satisfyidgs(F) = Spec(R).
FROHLER and (BERST prove in [FO99 that the space of &0 hyperfunctions on an open

interval 2 C R is an injective cogenerator for the noncommutative ridg= A [%] where

A= {5 | f,g € C[t],VA € Q:g(\) # 0}. ZERZ shows in Zer0q that the space dR-valued

functions onR which are smooth except at finitely many pofhitsan injective cogenerator for
the rational WeYL algebraB; (R) = R(¢)[L].

From now on letF be an injective cogenerator with system-theoretic relegariRestricting
to factor modules\/ = R?/A of a fixed free modulg?? yields a (non-intrinsic) GLOIS duality
between the submodulesof R?, the so-called equations submodules, &tehaviors 7 =
Homp(RI/A, F).

In system-theoretic terms a factor module of the modulecorresponds to a subbehavior
of .# = Hompg(M,F), and the torsion-free factor to the largest controllablbb&havior.
All degrees of torsion-freeness (including reflexivity gmojectivity) are related to successive

0ne can take the index set to be the solution sgace Homp(M, F) and require in the definition that the
evaluation map frond/ to the direct powei=!, sendingn € M to the mapl — F, ¢ — o(m), is an embedding.

2Cyclic or even simple?-modules suffice (cf.lfh64 Theorem 3.1]).

3This follows easily from the fact that an exact faithful famcof ABELian categories is conservative, i.e., re-
flects isomorphisms (see, e.dBLUH13, Lemma A.1]). An exact functor of BELian categories which also reflects
exactness is called “faithfully exact” ingh64 Definition 1]. Injective cogenerators are called “faitifunjective”
in [Ish64 Definition 3].

4As a referee remarked, this restriction rules out singtigarivhich solutions of ODEs with varying coefficients
might generally exhibit.
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parametrizability of multi-dimensional systems Q99 CQRO0Y. Freeness of modules cor-
responds to flatness of linear syster@BJ0]. A common factor moduld” of M/ = R?/A and

N = R/ B corresponds to the so-called interconnection, i.e., tteesection# N.4" of the two
behaviors# , .4 corresponding td/, N. The interconnection is called regular whém B = 0.
Finally, the codimension of a module corresponds to theakegf autonomy of the correspond-
ing behavior. This paper suggests, in particular, the uggasfe as a substitute for codimension
to define the degree of autonomy in the noncommutative gettin

3. TORSIONLESS MODULES AND GRADE

We will use the notion of a torsionless module, due to AsB to provide a natural module-
theoretic generalization of Theorehil

Definition 3.1. An R-moduleM is calledtorsionlessif it is cogenerated by the free module
R, i.e., if it can be embedded into a direct pow#r:= [],_, R, for some index set.

Remark3.2. From the definition we conclude that:;

(1) Any submodule of a torsionless module is torsionlessaayddirect product (and hence
sum) of torsionless modules is torsionless.

(2) Since direct sums embed in direct products any submadaléee module is torsionless.
Thus, projective modules and left and right ideals are ¢oitsiss.

We denote bylM/* := Hompg(M, R) the R-dual of anR-module M. It is easy to see that/
is torsionless iff for anym € M \ {0} there exists a functional € M* such that\(m) # 0.
Hence,M is torsionless iff the natural evaluation map

ey M — M™ m— (A= A(m))

is a monomorphisf The dualized evaluation magj, : M** — M* is a post-inverse of the
evaluation map of the dual modutg;- : M* — M***, i.e., the latter is a split monomorphism
(cf. [Lam99 Remark (4.65).(f)]). In particular, the duaf* and the double-dual/** = (M*)*
are torsionless modules. This gives rise to the followinfgdteon.

iel

Definition 3.3. Thetorsionless factorof an R-module M is the coimagel// ker ¢, of the
evaluation map.

Remark3.4. If R is a domain then any torsionless module is torsion-free.cbimgerse is false:
The infinitely generate@-module@ is torsion-free with a zero evaluation map, i.e., the “op-
posite” of being torsionless. Finitely generated modukdsdve better in this respect (cf. Theo-
rem6.1). While submodules of torsion modules are torsion, thadotessZ-submoduleZ < Q
shows that having a zero evaluation map is not stable undsingato submodules. Still, the
factor moduleQ)/Z has a zero evaluation map.

Recall, ankR-moduleT is is said to havgrade at least c if Ext’(T, R) = 0 for all i < ¢. The
grade of the associated cyclic modut¢ Ann(7") coincides with the grade &f.

Remark3.5. Let R be a commutative NETHERan ring. The grade of aR-moduleT’ coincides,
by a theorem of RES with depth Ann(7") := depth(Ann(7'), R) [Eis95 Proposition 18.4],
[BH93, Theorem 1.2.5].R is called @HEN-MACAULAY if the notions of codimension and
grade coincide, i.e., ifodim 7" := codim Ann(7") coincides withgrade " = depth Ann(T") for
all modulesT [Eis95 Introductions to Chapters 9 and 18]. The reader is refaod@H93,
Part 1] for large classes of @HEN-MACAULAY rings.

5 The “only if"-part follows by settingh to be the composition of the embedding)/ — R’ and the projection
7, + R — R such thatr,(3(m)) # 0. The “if™-part follows by settingl = M* and; to be the evaluation map
env M — M** m — (A A(m)) considered as a map &/ O M**.

SRecall, M is calledreflexiveif ¢, is an isomorphism.

This is a more convenient than defining the grade by an egualit
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The following definition is used to formulate the moduledhetic generalization of Theo-
reml.1

Definition 3.6. We say that arR-module) is projective up to grade c if there exists a pro-

jective moduleP and an epimorphisn? % M suchthatd := ker 7 < P admitsa complement
up to gradecin P, i.e., if there exists a submodute < P with ANB = 0 andT := P/(A+ B)
has grade at least If M is finitely generated then we insist thatis finitely generated.

4. A MODULE-THEORETIC GENERALIZATION OFTHEOREM 1.1

Projective modules are torsionless (Remaik(2)) and obviously projective up to gradefor
anyc. The converse is true for finitely generated modulesar®, yielding a module-theoretic
generalization of Theoremh.1:

Theorem 4.1. Let R be a ring andM a finitely generated?-module. If) is torsionless and
projective up to grade then M is projective.

Proof. Let P = M be the f.g. projective module of Definitiah6, A := kerm < P, B be a
complement up to the gradeof A in P, andT := P/(A + B) the factor module of grade 2,
i.e., Hom(T, R) = 0 = Ext'(T, R). The assertion will follow from Theoref.1 as soon as we
have shown thalom(7, M) = 0 = Ext' (T, P) which we will do now:

Since M is torsionless there exists an embedfing M — R’ in a direct product for some
index set/. As the left exact covariantiom-functor commutes with direct productsl$97,
Proposition 1.3.5] it follows that

Hom (T, M) = Hom(T, 3(M)) < Hom(T, R') = Hom(T, R)" = 0.

And sinceP is finitely generated projective it is a direct summand ok fmodulek? = P ¢ P’
of finite rankp. Finally, the additivity ofExt’ (7", —) yields

Ext'(T, P) < Ext'(T, P) ® Ext!(T, P') = Ext'(T, R?) = Ext'(T, R)” = 0. O
5. AN ABELIAN GENERALIZATION OF THEOREM 1.1

Let.4 be an ABELIAN category and® = M x, N € A a subdirect produgt / T N
of two objectsM and N over a common factor obje@t, i.e., M « P —- N Y, N
is the pullback of the two epi&/ — T « N. .

Theorem 5.1.If Hom(7T, M) = 0 = Ext'(T, P) then the epiP — M p
is split and M is isomorphic to a direct summand &% If furthermoreP is SN
projective then so id/. B A

The following simple lemma is the essence of the short prodiheorem5.1 We keep the
above notation and set := ker (P — M) andB := ker (P — N).

Lemma 5.2. If Ext'(T, A) = 0 thenA has a complemer’ = M in P which containsB. In
particular, M is isomorphic to a direct summand Bt

Proof. SetS := A+ B < P, the direct sum ofA and B. The
assumptiorExt! (7', A) = 0 and the natural isomorphisgy B =
A imply that the short exact sequernte> S/B - N - T — 0
splits. In other words, there exists a subobjgcof P with B’ > B
such thatB’/B is a complement of/B = A in P/B. Since
B'N (A+ B) = B itfollow that B’ is a complement ofl in P, A
canonically isomorphic ta/. O

8Propositions.3 provides an alternative embedding into a free module offirnk.
9Also called fiber product.
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Proof of Theorens.1 To apply Lemma5.2 we need to show thdxt'(7, A) = 0. Indeed,
Hom(7T, M) — Ext!(T, A) — Ext!'(T, P) is part of the long exadExt(7’, —)-sequence with
—_——— ———

=0 =0
respect to the short exact sequefice A — P — M — 0. Hence Ext' (T, A) = 0. O

Lemmab.2has an interesting converse which we did not need here réiasetd in AppendiA.

6. WHEN DOES TORSIONFREE IMPLY TORSIONLES®

In this section we assunfeto be two-sided METHERaN'®. A finite projective presentation

of a f.g. R-module M is an exact sequencll « P, aa P, with f.g. projective R-modules
P, and P,. For such a module define thheusLANDER dual A(M) to be the cokernel of the
dual (or pullback) ma@* : Py — P;. Like the syzygy modules a¥/, the AUSLANDER dual

is well-defined up to projective equivalence. In particuatt’(A(M), R) does not depend on
the finite projective presentation for> 0. Furthermore, ifM is projective thenA(M) = 0
(up to projective equivalence) aritkt’(A(M), R) = 0 for all i > 0 (for a converse statement
cf. [CQRO5 Theorem 7]).

The kernel and cokernel of the evaluation mapV/ — M** were characterized byWSLAN-
DER, wWhereM is assumed to have a finite projective presentation. As oneaofy applications
of his theory of coherent functor&\(is6q he proved the existence of a natural monomorphism
7 : Ext'(A(M), R) — M and a natural epimorphism: M** — Ext*(A(M), R) such that

() 0 — BExt'(A(M),R) &> M 5 M* % Ext*(A(M),R) — 0

is an exact sequence. In particuldf, is torsionless iffExt' (A(M), R) = 0 and reflexive iff
Ext’(A(M), R) = 0 fori = 1,2. A short elegant proof ofz) can be found inCQRO05 Theo-
rem 6] and a generalization ilB69, Chapter 2, (2.1)] (see alsbi§97, Exer. IV.7.3]).

A left (resp. right) NDETHERIAN domainR satisfies the left (resp. right) & condition and
the set of torsion elementgM) of an R-module M/ form an R-submodule. The following
theorem states that the two notions “torsion-free” andsitmless” coincide for finitely generated
modules.

Theorem 6.1 ([CQRO05 Theorem 5]) Let R be a two-sidedNOETHERan domain and)M
a f.g. R-module. Then the image of the natural monomorphismExt'(A(M), R) — M is
the torsion submodule( M) yielding a canonical isomorphistxt!(A(M), R) = t(M). In
particular, the torsion-free factor and the torsionlesstfar of M/ coincide and)/ is torsion-free
iff M is torsionless.

Corollary 6.2. Let R be a two-sidedNOETHERan domain. A finitely generatel-module of
grade at least is torsion.

Proof. Let T' be a such a module. By Theoresrl the torsion-free factor coincides with the
torsionless factor. The latter is trivial sin€mpg (7, R) = 0 and the evaluation m&ap — 7**
vanishes. Henc# is a torsion module. OJ

Any finitely generated torsion-free module over a commuéatiomain can be embedded into
a free module of finite rank. This can be easily seen by passitige quotient field (cf.lflam99
the paragraph preceding (2.31)]). The exact sequenageglds a generalization to the noncom-
mutative case. The following proposition is part GQR05 Theorem 8].

Proposition 6.3. Let R be a two-sidedNOETHERan domain. A finitely generated torsionless
(=torsion-free) R-module can be embedded in a free module of finite rank.

10 two-sided coherentiis, as usual, enough but we stick to tdedINOETHERan for lack of references.
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Proof. The two-sided coherence @t assures the existence of finite rank free resolutions for

f.g. R-modules. LetM « Fj %A I be a finite free presentation 61, i.e., with free modules
F, and F; of finite rank. Dualizing we obtain a finite free presentatafnd(1/) which we can

resolve one step further and obtditi, — F{ 7, Ff — A(M) with F*, free of finite rank.
Dualizing again yields an exact complex: The defect of exess atF;* is Ext'(A(M), R)
which vanishes sincé/ is torsionless. Using the reflexiveness of free modules @kfiank it
follows thatM (as the cokernel ab or 9**) embeds into the finite rank free module;. O

The above Proposition is implemented for computable ringSREMODULES [CQRO07 and
homalg [Thpal3 BLH11].

7. A MODULE-THEORETIC GENERALIZATION OFTHEOREM 1.2

Theorem 7.1. Let R be a two-sidedNOETHERan domain andM a finitely generatedi-
module. IfM is projective up to grade then the torsion-free factal// t(M) is projective.

Proof. Let P = M be the f.g. projective module of Definitiah6, A := kerm < P, B be a
complement up to the gradeof A in P, andT := P/(A + B) the factor module of grade 2.
Let A’ denote the preimage of /) in P, soA’/A = t(M). The intersectio®’ N B = 0 since
A'Nn (A+ B) = A. The latter can be seen as follows: Otherwidén (A + B))/A < A'/A =
t(M) would be a nontrivial torsiort submodule of the torsion-free factod + B)/A = B. The
next proposition guarantees that the epimorphic iniege- P/(A’ + B) of T' is again of grade
at least2. It remains to apply Theored.1to M/ t(M) = P/A’ with B now a complement of
A’in P up to grade at leagt O

Proposition 7.2. LetT" be a torsion module over a domain.llfhas grade at least then any
of its factor modules has grade at le&st

Proof. The grade condition fof' means thatlom(7, R) = 0 = Ext!(T, R). LetT” = T /T’ be
a factor of 7. Any morphism from a torsion module over a domain into a tordree module
is zero. An since the submoddl# is again torsiof? it follows thatHom (7", R) = 0. The long
exactExt(—, R)-sequence (W.rt - 7" — T — 17" — 0)

0 — Hom(T”, R) — Hom(T, R) — Hom(7T", R) — Ext' (7", R) — Ext'(T, R)

~~ 4 ~~ 4 —

implies thatdom(7"”, R) = 0 = Ext'(T”, R). O

We end this section by describing a context in which the nebiormulation can be retained.
If M has a finite free resolution, e.g., K is an FFR riné3, then, by a remark of &RRE, M
projective implies\/ stably free (cf. Eis95 Proposition 19.16]). If, additionally? is HERMITE
then M projective already implied/ free. If R is commutative ©HEN-MACAULAY then the
notions of grade and codimension coincide (cf. Ren&Bx The rings mentioned in the Intro-
duction are FFR, HRMITE, and commutative GHEN-MACAULAY (even regular) domains.

Remark7.3. It should be noted that this paper is less of computationiat@st as non of the re-
sults suggests an algorithm to decide the projectivity eftdrsion-free factor of a given finitely
presented module. For an overview on algorithms to teseptiojty, stably freeness, and free-
ness seegLH11, Subsection 3.4] and the references therein. Howevemgdiye= R?/A and
B < RY over a computable ringe it can be algorithmically decided whethdrn B = 0 and
gradeT > 2 forT = RI/(A + B). For the definition of a computable ring seBLH11,

MHere we need thai M) is torsion and not merely having a zero evaluation map.
?Here we need thaf is torsion and not merely having a zero evaluation map.
LFinite free resolution ring.
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Definition 3.2]. The torsion-free factor over finitely presed modules over such rings can be
computed, e.g., as the coimage of the evaluation map.

APPENDIXA. A CONVERSE OFLEMMA 5.2

Let .4 be an AELIAN category and® = M x; N € A a fiber 0 0

product of two objectd/ and NV over a common factor obje€t Again \ g
we setA := ker(P — M), B := ker(P — N), andS := A+ B. \ /
The four factors >
\ / N
P/S=(P/B)/(S/B
/S = (P/B)/(S/B) /\ ) >
~7 >N ~A
in the first isomorphism theorem applied B < S < P can be ex- / \
pressed by four commuting short exact sequences yieldendiigram P \
on the right. 0 0

We now formulate the converse of Lem2 under the assumption thBkt' (7', P) = 0.

Proposition A.1. Under the assumption thdtxt! (T, P) = 0 the following two conditions
become equivalent:

(1) The extensiof - A — N — T — (s trivial.
(2) Ext}(T, A) = 0.

Proof. For the nontrivial implication]) = (2) consider the braid diagram below. Condi-
tion (1) implies that the connecting homomorphisham(T, T') — Ext!(T, A) is zero, i.e., that
Ext!(T, A) embeds intdixt' (T, N). The homomorphisnp : Ext!(T,S) — Ext'(T, N) can
be written as the compositidaxt' (7, S) = Ext'(T, A + B) = Ext!(T, A) + Ext!(T, B) —
Ext'(T, A) — Ext'(T, N), showing that the image af is isomorphic toExt' (7, A). But ¢
factors througlExt' (T, P) = 0 and is hence zero, together with its imdge' (T, A).

)
o
o

g/

o
E
~

2
:
=
E

IS NI

v/

e}

N NN
/
/N g/

“ > o
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~ ~ ~
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