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THE STABLE CATEGORY OF MONOMORPHISMS BETWEEN
(GORENSTEIN) PROJECTIVE MODULES WITH APPLICATIONS

ABDOLNASER BAHLEKEH, FAHIMEH SADAT FOTOUHI, MOHAMMAD AMIN HAMLEHDARI AND
SHOKROLLAH SALARIAN

ABSTRACT. Let (S,n) be a commutative noetherian local ring and let w € n be non-zero
divisor. This paper is concerned with the two categories of monomorphisms between finitely
generated (Gorenstein) projective S-modules, such that their cokernels are annihilated by w.
It is shown that these categories, which will be denoted by Mon(w,P) and Mon(w,G), are
both Frobenius categories with the same projective objects. It is also proved that the stable
category Mon(w, P) is triangle equivalent to the category of D-branes of type B, DB(w), which
has been introduced by Kontsevich and studied by Orlov. Moreover, it will be observed that
the stable categories Mon(w,P) and Mon(w, G) are closely related to the singularity category
of the factor ring R = S/(w). Precisely, there is a fully faithful triangle functor from the
stable category Mon(w, G) to Dsg(R), which is dense if and only if R (and so S) are Gorenstein
rings. Particularly, it is proved that the density of the restriction of this functor to Mon(w, P),
guarantees the regularity of the ring S.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Assume that (S, n) is a commutative noetherian local ring, w € n a non-zerodivisor and R is the
factor ring S/(w). This paper deals with the following two subcategories of the monomorphism
category of finitely generated S-modules:

(1) The category Mon(w, P) consisting of all monomomorphisms (P EN Q) with P, Q projective
S-modules and Cokerf is annihilated by w.

(2) The category Mon(w, G) consisting of all monomomorphisms (G ER P) where G is Gorenstien
projective and P is projective S-modules such that Cokerf is annihilated by w.

Our motivation to investigate these categories is their ability to describe some nice properties
of the rings R and S. It is shown that these subcategories are both Frobenius with the same
projective objects. Namely, we show that these are exact categories in the sense of Quillen
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which have enough projectives and injectives, and whose projectives and injectives coincide,
see Theorem 2.16 and Corollary 2.17. So the stable categories Mon(w,P) and Mon(w, G) will
be triangulated. Our first main result reveals that the stable category Mon(w,P) is triangle
equivalent to the category D-branes of type B, DB(w). Indeed, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. (1) The inclusion functor i : Mon(w,P) — Mon(w,G) induces a fully faithful
triangle functor i : Mon(w,P) — Mon(w, G).
(2) There is a triangle equivalence functor F : Mon(w,P) — DB(w).

A mathematical definition of B-branes (D-branes of type B) in affine Landau-Ginzburg mod-
els is proposed by M. Kontsevich [18]. A Landau-Ginzburg model is a regular scheme X and a
regular function W on X such that the morphism W : X ——— A' is flat. A result due to
Orlov [23] indicates that the category DB(w) is nothing more than the homotopy category of ma-
trix factorizations. We should remember that the notion of matrix factorizations appeared many
years ago in the paper of Eisenbud [12], where he has used to study maximal Cohen-Macaulay
modules over local rings, for more details see 3.1. It is shown by Buchweitz [7] and Orlov [23,
Theorem 3.9] that the category DB(w) is triangle equivalent to the singularity category Deg(R)
of R, provided that S is a regular ring. Furthermore, an analog of this result for more general
complete intersections has been proved by Berg and Jorgensen in [4].

Our second main observation indicates that there is a tie connection between the aforemen-
tioned stable categories and the singularity category Dsg(R). Precisely, we prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 1.2. (1) The functor T : Mon(w,G) — Dsg(R) sending each object (G 4, P) to
Coker f, viewed as a stalk complex, is a fully faithful triangle functor. Moreover, T is dense if
and only if R (and so, S) is Gorenstein.

(2) The fully faithful triangle functor T oi : Mon(w,P) — Ds(R) is dense if and only if S is a
regular ring.

The first statement is proved in Theorem 3.5 and the second one appears in Theorem 3.6.

We should remark that the singularity category Dsg(R) is by definition the Verdier quotient
of the bounded derived category D°(R) of R by the perfect complexes. This notion has been
introduced by Buchweitz [7], and studied actively ever since the relation with mirror symmetry
was found by Orlov [23].

The contributions of the paper can be summarized as follows. We consider the monomorphism
categories Mon(w, P) and Mon(w,G) with the functors Pair(w) £ Mon(w, P) — Mon(w, ),
where Pair(w) is the category of pairs which is known to be a Frobenius category, see [23].
It will be shown that Mon(w,P) and Mon(w,G) are Frobenius categories, and so, their stable
categories are triangulated. Moreover, the relationships of these triangulated categories with
Dsg(R) and DB(w) are discussed. Indeed, we have the following diagram of triangle functors and
equivalences:

Mon(w, P) : Mon(w, 9)
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where ¢ and T are fully faithful triangle functors. Moreover, the density of T' (resp. T o i)
describes the Gorensteiness of R (resp. regularity of S).

The study of monomorphism categories, known also as submodule categories, goes back to
Birkhoff [6] in 1934, in which he initiated to classify the indecomposable objects of the submodule
category of Z/(p™), with n > 2 and p a prime number. These categories provide a framework
for addressing open problems in linear algebra using tools and results from homological algebra,
combinatorics, and geometry. From this fact, the study of monomorphism categories has been
the subject of many papers during the last decades, see for example [25, 9, 26, 20, 28, 1, 14, 13, 19]
and references therein.

As a convention throughout the paper, (S,n) is a commutative noetherian local ring, w € n a
non-zerodivisor, and R is the factor ring S/(w). Also, by a module, we mean a finitely generated
module.

2. THE CATEGORIES OF MONOMORPHISMS BETWEEN (GORENSTEIN) PROJECTIVE MODULES

This section is devoted to investigating two kinds of subcategories of the monomorphism cat-
egory of finitely generated S-modules. Precisely, we focus on monomorphisms between (Goren-
stein) projective S-modules in which their cokernels are annihilated by w. It will be shown that
these categories are Frobenius with the same projective objects. Let us begin this section with
the following definition.

Definition 2.1. By the category Mon(w, G), we mean a category that whose objects are those

S-monomorphisms (G EN P), where G € G(S), P € P(S) and Cokerf is an R-module. Here G(.5)
(resp. P(S)) is the category of all finitely generated Gorenstein projective (resp. projective)

S-modules. Moreover, a morphism ¢ = (¢1, ) : (G ER P) — (¢ EN P’) between two objects
is a pair of S-homomorphisms 11 : G — G’ and g : P — P’ such that ¢of = f/¢1. It is
clear that Mon(w,G) is a full additive subcategory of the monomorphism category of finitely

generated S-modules. The full subcategory of Mon(w,G) consisting of those objects (P EN Q)
with P, @ € P(5), will be denoted by Mon(w, P).

Recall that an exact category in the sense of Quillen is an additive category endowed with a
class of kernel-cokernel pairs, called conflations, subject to certain axioms, see [3, Definition 2.1]
and also [16, Appendix A]. Let us give the precise definition.

Definition 2.2. ([8, Definition 2.1]) Let C be an additive category and let £ be a class of kernel-
cokernel pairs in C. A kernel-cokernel pair (¢, p) in £, which is also called an admissible pair, is

a pair of composable morphisms X’ Lox B xr , where 7 is a kernel of p and p is a cokernel of
i. In this case, i (resp. p) is called an admissible monic (resp. admissible epic).
The pair (C,€) is called an exact category, if the following axioms are satisfied:

(E0) For each object C € C, the identity morphism id¢c is an admissible monic.
) For each object C' € C, the identity morphism id¢c is an admissible epic.
) The class of admissible moics is closed under composition.
(E1°P) The class of admissible epics is closed under composition.
) The push-out of an admissible monic along an arbitrary morphism exists and yields an
admissible monic.
(E2°P) The pull-back of an admissible epic along an arbitrary morphism exists and yields an
admissible epic.
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Admissible pairs, admissible monics, and admissible epics are also called conflations, inflations
and deflations, respectively, see [16] and [24].

For example, an abelian category is naturally an exact category whose conflations are the
class of all short exact sequences. More generally, an extension-closed subcategory of an abelian
category is an exact category in the same manner. This is a basic recognition principle of exact
categories, for many examples arise in this way, see [8, Lemma 10.20].

It is known that the morphism category of S-modules, Mor(.S), is an abelian category, and
so, it will be an exact category. As Mon(w,§G) is a full subcategory of Mor(S), we will observe
that this exact structure is inherited by Mon(w,G). Namely, we show that, considering those
short exact sequences in Mor(.S) with terms in Mon(w,G) as conflations, Mon(w, G) is an exact
category. In this direction, a natural way is to show that Mon(w,§G) is an extension-closed
subcategory of Mor(S). But, as indicated in Remark 2.3, this is not the case. So, we need to
check all the axioms of exact categories directly. This will be done through a series of results.

Remark 2.3. Take a short exact sequence 0 — (G’ EN P)— (XY — (G LN P)—0
in Mor(S) such that the left and the right terms are in Mon(w,G). So the snake lemma gives
the short exact sequence of S-modules, 0 — Cokerf — Cokerg — Cokerh — 0. Although, by
the hypothesis, Cokerf and Cokerh are R-modules, this need not be true for Cokerg. Namely,
Mon(w, G) is not an extension-closed subcategory of Mor(SS).

Lemma 2.4. Let (G 5 P) p=(p1y0) (G’ ER P’y and (G’ 9, P o=(0100) (G” g P") be two
morphisms in Mon(w, G) such that ¢ and 0 are injective and their cokernels are in Mon(w, G).
Then Cokerfy € Mon(w, G).

Proof. Assume that Cokery = (L 4 Lo), Cokerf = (E; = Ey) and Cokerfy = (Z; = Zy). By
our assumption, (L, 4 Lo) and (E; % Ep) lie in Mon(w,G). We must show that the same is
true for (Z; = Zy). To do this, consider the following commutative diagram with exact rows
and columns:

ANy

R

010
G L qr—2 57

|

E, ——FL;.

Also, replacing the composition morphism G 2 & % G with P28 PP % P in the above

h/
diagram, gives us a short exact sequence of S-modules, 0 — L hq Zy =% Ey — 0. Now, by
making use of the fact that @ and o’ are epimorphisms, one may get the following commutative
diagram with exact rows:

h/

0 Lz MR 0
h/

0 Lo— 7, 4 E, 0.
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As P(S) and G(S) are closed under extensions, Z; € G(S) and Zy € P(S). Moreover, since [ and
e are monomorphisms, the snake lemma yields that z is also a monomorphism. So, it remains
to show that Cokerz is annihilated by w. To this end, take the following commutative diagram:

011

0 G el 7 0
0 p %0, pr Zo 0.

As z is a monomorphism, another use of the snake lemma, gives us the short exact sequence of
S-modules 0 — Cokerg — Cokerg” — Cokerz — 0. Now by our hypothesis, w.Cokerg” = 0, we
infer that Cokerz is also annihilated by w. So the proof is finished. O

Remark 2.5. Suppose that (G % P) p=(p1y0) (G’ g, P’) is an epimorphism in Mon(w, G). So,

assuming Kery = (L 4 Ly), we get the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

0 L, [eaaNyeT, 0
I
0 Lo P2, p 0.

Since the class of (Gorenstein) projective modules is closed under kernels of epimorphisms, L
(resp. Lo) will be Gorenstein projective (resp. projective). Furthermore, applying the snake

lemma yields that Cokerl/ is annihilated by w, and so, (L, AN Ly) € Mon(w,G). Thus, the
category Mon(w, G) is closed under kernels of epimorphisms.

Proposition 2.6. The push-out of any diagram
GLp —2 ('SP
g
" % p)
in Mon(w, G), where ¢ is a monomorphism and Cokerp € Mon(w,G), exists.

Proof. Assume that Cokerp = (Lq 4 Lg). Take the following push-out diagrams of S-modules:

0 G o2, 0
o e ]

0 o g Mg 0

and

0 p—* pr i, 0

of s
L, P0 Bo
0 P E Lo 0.
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By our assumption, (L; 4 Ly) € Mon(w,G). This, in conjunction with the fact that G(5)
and P(S) are closed under extensions, would imply that E; is Gorenstein projective and Ejy is

projective. By the universal property of push-out diagrams, we may find a morphism E; — FEj,
which makes the following diagram commutative.

/JE /

P 4 P’ 8

T T L()
J, J
0o el a Ey Ly

0

s
h e s
s
/ 1’4

P il Eo Lo

We claim that (E; % Ey) € Mon(w,G). Since h and [ are monomorphisms, the same is true
for e. Now we show that Cokere is annihilated by w. To do this, it suffices to show that, for
a given object © € Ep, wx € Ime. As Cokerfly = Coker, one may find objects y € P” and
z € P’ such that x = ¢{(y) + 05(2). So, wxr = ¢(wy) + 04 (wz). Since wCokerh = 0, we have
that wy € Imh, and so, there is an object ¢ € G” such that h(t) = wy. Thus one has the
equalities f (wy) = @ph(t) = ep)(t). Similarly, as wCokerg = 0, we infer that wz € Img. Take
an object ¢ € G’ such that g(t') = wz. Hence we get the equalities 0 (wz) = 0g(t') = ed;(t').
Consequently, wz € Ime, as claimed. In particular, we obtain the following commutative diagram
with exact rows:

0——(GLP) —2 (G S P)—— (L1 5 Ly) —— 0

o |

0—— (G5 Py 2 (B, 5 By) — (L1 5 Lo) —— 0,
in Mon(w, G), which is indeed a push-out diagram. So the proof is finished. O
The proof of the next result is dual to the proof of Proposition 2.6 and so, we skip it.
Proposition 2.7. The pull-back of any diagram

(G// g P//)
o|
G4 P —2s (@5 P),
in Mon(w, G) with ¢ epimorphism, exists.
Now we are ready to state the result below.
Proposition 2.8. Mon(w, G) is an exact category.

Proof. First one should note that the class of short exact sequences in Mor(S) with terms in
Mon(w,G) is closed under isomorphisms. Moreover, axioms (F0) and (E0°P) are obviously
satisfied. The validity of axioms (E1) comes from Lemma 2.4 and axiom (E1°P) is true, because
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of Remark 2.5. Furthermore, axiom (F2) is satisfied, thanks to Proposition 2.6. Finally, axiom
(E2°P) follows from Proposition 2.7. So the proof is finished. O

Corollary 2.9. Mon(w, P) is an extension-closed exact subcategory of Mon(w, G).

Proof. Assume that 0 — (G' & P') — (G % P) — (G" £ P”) — 0 is a short exact
sequence in Mon(w, G) such that G',G” € P(S). This gives us the short exact sequence of S-
modules 0 - G’ — G — G"” — 0. Since G’ and G" are projective, the same is true for G, and
so, (G % P) € Mon(w,P). This means that Mon(w,P) is an extension-closed subcategory of
Mon(w, G). Thus, the exactness of Mon(w, G) is inherited by Mon(w, P), see [, Lemma 10.20].
So the proof is completed. O

In what follows, we show that Mon(w, G) is a Frobenius category. An exact category A is called
a Frobenius category, if it has enough projectives and injectives and the projectives coincide with
the injectives. Here we state a couple of elementary lemmas.

Lemma 2.10. For a given commutative diagram of S-modules

E:0 M’ M M 0

|

E':0 N’ N N" 0

2
%

with exact rows, there exists a commutative diagram

E:0 M’ M M 0
Lo
E":0 N’ T M 0
|l
E:0 N N N 0,
such that E" is evact and (231 = 3.
Proof. See [22, Lemma 1.1, page 163] and also [3, Proposition 3.1]. O

Lemma 2.11. Let 0 — M’ % M % M” = 0 be a short ezact sequence of S-modules such that
wM" = 0. Then the push-out of this sequence along the multiplicative morphism M’ = M’ is
split.
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Proof. Consider the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

f g

0 M M M 0
0 M 0.

So, applying Lemma 2.10 gives us the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

0 ML 2 0
| ]

0 M’ T " 0
|

n:0 MM " 0,

such that hohy = w.idy;. Since wM” = 0, the middle row, which is also the push-out of the top
row along the morphism M’ =5 M’, will be split. So the proof is finished. O

Lemma 2.12. Let Q) be a projective S-module. Then (Q 4 Q) and (Q 2 Q) are projective and
injective objects in Mon(w, G).

Proof. We deal only with the case (Q <> @), because the other one is obtained easily. Let us
first examine the projectivity of (Q <> Q). To this end, take a short exact sequence 0 — (G EN

P) — (G5 P) p=(p1g00) (Q % Q) — 0 in Mon(w,G). Now projectivity of @ gives us a
morphism g : Q@ — P with @919 = idg. Since Cokerg is annihilated by w, one may find a
morphism v; : @ — G making the following diagram commutative

Q

7 J-

G 2 sp— Cokerg.

So, ¥ = (¢1,10) : (Q 2 Q) — (G % P) is a morphism in Mon(w,G). Consider the equalities:
w11 = (we1)1 = (pog)h1 = wo(gi1) = wotbow = wpothg. Now since w is non-zerodivisor,
we have that 111 = @othg. Consequently, pib = (p1¢1, potbo) = (idg,idg) = id(Qi@)7 and so

(Q = Q) is a projective object of Mon(w, G). Next, we show that (Q < Q) is an injective object

of Mon(w, G). Assume that 0 — (Q = Q) = (G % P) — (& ER P’y — 0 is a short exact
sequence in Mon(w,G). Since @) is an injective object in G(.S), there is a morphism ¢ : G — Q
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such that ;¢ = idg. Consider the following push-out diagram:

v:0 G—25p Cokerg —— 0
-]
(wipr)y: 0 Q T Cokerg —— 0.

By our hypothesis, wCokerg = 0, and so, applying Lemma 2.11 yields that (wn)y is split.
Hence, there is a morphism vy : P — @ such that ¢pg = wi1. Now it can be easily checked
that o = id(QgQ). Namely, (Q % Q) is an injective object of Mon(w, G), and so, the proof is
completed. 0

Lemma 2.13. For a given object (G 2% P) € Mon(w,G), there is a unique S-homomorphism
gy : P — G such that wCokergys = 0, gsg = w.idg and ggsy = w.idp.

Proof. Take the following push-out diagram:

g

0 G P Cokerg —— 0
0 G L Cokerg —— 0.

As wCokerg = 0, by Lemma 2.11 the lower row is split, and so, there is a morphism gy : P — G
such that grg = w.idg. Another use of the fact that wCokerg = 0, leads us to infer that
wP C g(G). This fact besides the equality grg = w.idg would imply that ggs = w.idp. It should
be noted that, if there is another morphism f : P — G satisfying the mentioned conditions,
then we will have ggs = ¢f, and then, g being a monomorphism ensures the validity of the
equality g = f. Finally, we show that w annihilates Cokergy. To see this, consider the short
exact sequence of S-modules; 0 — P %5 G 5 Cokergs — 0. For a given object y € Cokergs,
take z € G such that m(z) = y. Hence, wy = wn(z) = n(wz) = 7(gsg(z)) = 0, meaning that
wCokergs = 0. Thus the proof is completed. O

Proposition 2.14. The category Mon(w, G) has enough projective and injective objects.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary object (G % P) € Mon(w,G). In view of Lemma 2.13, there is
a unique S-homomorphism gy : P — G such that ggyr = w.idp and its cokernel is annihilated
by w. So, taking an epimorphism 7 : Q@ — G with @ € P(S), one may get an epimorphism
Qo P Sy QaoP) % (G2 P)in Mon(w,G), where ¢ = (p1 @) with ¢1 = [r g5] and
wo = [gm id]. Now Remark 2.5 combined with Lemma 2.12 yields the desired result for the
projective case. Now we focus on the injective case. Since G € G(S), there exists a short exact

sequence of S-modules 0 — G A Q il> G’ — 0, where @ is projective and G’ is Gorenstein
projective. So one may obtain a monomorphism (G' % P) <5 (Q @ P il o) @ P) in Mon(w, G),
where @1 = [h g]' and ¢y = [hgs id]'. According to Lemma 2.12, (Q & P Rl RS P) is an
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injective object of Mon(w, G). Hence, it remains to show that Cokerp € Mon(w,§). Since P is
projective and G’ is Gorenstein projective, one may find a morphism a : Q — P with ah = g.
Thus we will have the equality (w — hgsa)h = 0, and this in turn, guarantees the existence of a
morphism S : G — @ such that Sh' = w — hgsa. Now by letting | = [8 — hgys], one may deduce
that (G’ @ P 4 @) is an object of Mon(w, G). In fact, considering the morphism (@ e P),
where lo = [0/ — a]t, we have lol = w ® w, and in particular, [ is a monomorphism. Now it is
easy to see that

00— (G5P) % QaPYQar) S (G aPSQ) — o
with g = [id — hgg] and ¢; = [ ]1,& 9 }, is a short exact sequence of monomorphisms.

Since Coker(w & id) is annihilated by w, applying the snake lemma yields that the same is true
for Cokerl. Consequently, the latter sequence is a short exact sequence in Mon(w, G), and in
particular, Cokery € Mon(w, G). Hence the proof is completed. O

Lemma 2.15. Each projective and injective object in Mon(w,G) is equal to direct summands

of finite direct sums of objects of the form (Q i Q) ® (P 2 P) for some projective S-modules
P, Q. In particular, an object is injective if and only if it is projective.

Proof. Let us deal only with the projective case, because the other one is obtained dually. Take
an arbitrary projective object (G % P) € Mon(w,G). According to the proof of Proposition
2.14, there is an epimorphism (Q ® P %y Q®P) % (G2 P)in Mon(w, G), with Q projective.
Since (G % P) is projective, ¢ is a split epimorphism, and so, (G % P) will be a direct summand
of (@ o Q) @ (P = P), giving the desired result. Moreover, the second assertion follows from
the first assertion together with Lemma 2.12. So the proof is finished. O

Theorem 2.16. Mon(w,G) is a Frobenius category.

Proof. According to Proposition 2.8, Mon(w, G) is an exact category. Moreover, this category has
enough projective and injective objects by Proposition 2.14. Finally, Lemma 2.15 reveals that
projective objects are the same as injective objects in Mon(w, G). So the proof is finished. O

Corollary 2.17. Mon(w,P) is a Frobenius subcategory of Mon(w,G). In particular, they have
the same projective objects.

Proof. At first, one should note that by Corollary 2.9, Mon(w, P) is an extension-closed exact
subcategory of Mon(w, G). Take an arbitrary object (P — @) € Mon(w,P). Since Mon(w,G) is
a Frobenius category, one may get short exact sequences 0 — (G — P;) — (Q1 — Q1) —
(P—-Q) —0and 0 — (P - Q) — (@) —» @) — (G - P/) — 0 in Mon(w, G),
such that the middle terms are projective objects of Mon(w, G). Now since P(S) is closed under
kernels of epimorphisms, G will be a projective S-module. Also, by making use of the fact that
any Gorenstein projective S-module of finite projective dimension is projective, we infer that G’
is projective. Consequently, these short exact sequences lie in the category Mon(w,P), and in

particular, Mon(w, P) is an admissible subcategory of Mon(w, G), see for example [10, page 46].
This ensures that Mon(w, P) is a Frobenius category and its projective objects are the same as
Mon(w, G). So the proof is finished. O

The significance of Frobenius categories lies in their natural connection to triangulated cate-
gories. Namely, if A is a Frobenius category, then the stable category A is a triangulated category
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such that its shift functor is given by the inverse of the syzygy functor on A, see [15, 16]. These
types of triangulated categories are referred to as “algebraic” in the context of Keller’s definition
[17].

Remark 2.18. In [3], a homotopy category HMon(w,P) of Mon(w,P) has been introduced
and studied. The objects of HMon(w, P) are the same as Mon(w,P) and its morphism sets are

morphism sets in Mon(w, P) modulo null-homotopic. A morphism 1 = (¢1,10) : (P EN Q) —

(P’ ER Q') in Mon(w, P) is said to be null-homotopic, if there are S-homomorphisms s; : P — Q’
and so : @ — P’ such that 4y — f'sof = w.s1, or equivalently, o f — f'sof = w.s1, see [3,
Definition 2.2]. As shown in [3, Proposition 2.12], HMon(w, P) admits a natural structure of
triangulated category. Moreover, in view of [3, Proposition 3.2], a morphism ¢ = (11,1p) in
Mon(w, P) is null-homotopic if and only if it factors through a projective object of Mon(w, P).
This in particular reveals that the triangulated structures of HMon(w, P) and Mon(w, P) coincide.

Theorem 2.19. The inclusion functor i : Mon(w,P) — Mon(w,G) induces a fully faithful
triange functor i : Mon(w, P) — Mon(w, G).

Proof. According to Corollary 2.17, the Frobenius categories Mon(w,P) and Mon(w,G) have
the same projective objects. So applying [15, Lemma 2.8, page 23] yields that the inclusion
functor i : Mon(w, P) — Mon(w, G), induces a fully faithful triangle functor i : Mon(w,P) —
Mon(w, G), as needed. O

3. STABLE CATEGORY OF MONOMORPHISMS AND COMPARISON WITH CATEGORIES OF
SINGULARITIES AND D-BRANES OF TYPE B

This section contains two important results. The first one indicates that the stable category
Mon(w, P) is triangle equivalent to the category of D-branes of type B, DB(w), while the second
one says that there are fully faithful triangle functors from the stable categories Mon(w,G) and
Mon(w, P) to the singularity category Deg(R) of R. Moreover, the density of these functors
guarantees regularity of S and Gorenstieness of R (and so, S). We begin by recalling the
construction of the category D-branes of type B.

3.1. We remind that the category of pairs Pair(w) is the category whose objects are ordered pairs

P1
(P —— P,) in which P; and Py are projective S-modules and the compositions pop1 and p1po
PO

P1 q1
are the multiplications by w, and a morphism ¥ = (¢1,%0) : (Pr —— Py) — (Q1 —— Qo)
Po g0

in Pair(w) is a pair of S-homomorphisms ¢ : P, — Q1 and 1 : Py = Qo such that 11 py = qotbo
and ¢191 = 1gp1. Moreover, the category DB(w), which is the same as the homotopy category
of matrix factorizations, is the category whose objects are the same as objects of Pair(w), and
its morphism sets are morphism sets in Pair(w) modulo null-homotopic. Recall that a morphism

P q
U = (Y1,7%0) : (P <:>1 P) —— (1 <—_1> Qo) is said to be null-homotopic, if there
Po 4q0

are S-homomorphisms sg : Py — @1 and s1 : Pi — Qo such that ¥y = ¢q1s0 + s1po and
1 = sop1+qos1- The category DB(w) naturally gets a triangulated structure. Indeed, the exact
triangles are those isomorphic to the standard triangles using mapping cones, see [4, 23].

It is known that Pair(w) is a Frobenius category, and in particular, its injective objects are
those homotopic to zero pairs. This leads that the triangulated category Pair(w) is nothing more
than DB(w), see [23].
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We should stress again that, the categories Pair(w) and DB(w) are the same as the category of
matrix factorizations and the homotopy category of matrix factorizations, respectively. Matrix
factorizations were introduced by Eisenbud in his 1980 paper [12], as a means of compactly
describing the minimal free resolutions of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules that have no free
direct summands over a local hypersurface ring, see [29].

Theorem 3.2. There is a triangle equivalence functor F : Mon(w, P) — Pair(w).

Proof. First we define a functor F': Mon(w,P) — Pair(w), as follows. Take an arbitrary object
(PL 2 Py) € Mon(w,P). According to Lemma 2.13, there is a unique morphism pgy : Py — P,

P
such that p1p9g = w.idp, and pop1 = w.idp,. Namely, (P <:>1 Py) € Pair(w). Now we set
PO
P P1 p , o’ ,
F(Pl A Po) = (Pl :Po) . Next assume that P = (1/)1,1/)0) : (Pl a Po) — (Pl = PO)
Po
P
is a morphism in Mon(w,P). We would like to show that U = (¢1,%0) : (P1 <:>1 Py) —
PO

P
(P — Pj) is a morphism in Pair(w). Namely, we show that the diagram

Po

Pleol}Pl

R

PP,
commutes. It is only needed to examine the commutativity of the right square, because by
the hypothesis the left one is commutative. This indeed follows from the equalities: p}(phtbo —
P1po) = PLpoto — Pivipo = wiho — Yow = 0, and the fact that p) is a monomorphism. So, we
define F(¢) := U = (11,10). It is evident that F is an additive equivalence functor. We claim
that F' is an exact functor. To do this, take a short exact sequence

0 — (P} &3 p) 77889 (p 24 gy V=W (pr A pry g,

in Mon(w, P). As observed just above, there is a commutative diagram

0 P p U pr 0
pil Pll pil
;o o 1
0 B Py P 0
pél Pﬂl lpff
;P 1 1
0 Pl P Pl 0.

One should note that, by our assumption, rows are exact. This means that

P = , P1 U= R P”
0 (=R SRR () S (2R —— 0
P0 0 Py
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is a short exact sequence in Pair(w), and so, F' is an exact functor, as claimed. Moreover, it
is obvious that the functor F' carries projective objects in Mon(w, ’P) to prOJectlve obJectS in

Pair(w). Indeed, it follows from our definition that F(P L P)= (P <:> P) and F(P

P)= (P ﬁ P) , which are projective objects of Pair(w), see [23] and also [2, Theorem 2.4].
id

Now Lemma 2.15 together with [2, Theorem 2.4], gives the desired result. Hence there is an

induced functor F : Mon(w,P) — Pair(w), see [15, 2.8, page 22]. Evidently, the induced

functor F is also an equivalence. So it remains to show that F is a triangle functor. According

to [15, Lemma 2.8, page 23], it suffices to show that EQ,\_A})n = Q;allrF. Take an arbitrary object

(P EN Q) € Mon(w, P). Tt is easily seen that 0 — (P EN Q) =ligo) (PeQ = i PoQ)
(Q - P) — 0 is a short exact sequence in Mon(w,P), where i; = [id f] io = [fx id[",
m = [—fid] and 7y = [id — fg]. This yields that Q. (P EN Q) = (Q B P), because the

—f
middle term is projective. Thus F(Qu. (P ER Q) = (@ :Z> P) , thanks to the fact that
-

m=(m1, 71'0)

U w®id
(fs)s = [f. Similarly, one may see that 0 — (P <f——> Q) — (PaQ % PoQ)
px I w

*f
(QZ—=P) — 0 is a short exact sequence in Pair(w). Again, as the middle term is a
-

f -/
projective object of Pair(w), the equality Qpt (P T——= Q) = (Q <:Z> P) holds. Now, since
f; -f

Jx

f =
F(P L5 Q) = (P—=Q), we get that QL F(P % Q) = (Q—= P). Next, take a
—f

fx

morphism ¢ = (¢1,%0) : (P EN Py) — (P} 1, Pj) in Mon(w,P). So, one may get the
commutative diagram

id £t —fid
P sl Par— 9 . p

[ id) lid —f5]

Py Py @ Py J Py o
[I nt

t _ ¢l
vo P I Pl Py — P
/ J/ y 7
[f5 id)* lid —f5]
p—"% L per P,

where the morphisms in the middle columns, Py & Py — P| @ PJ, are ¢ @ 1. This diagram
reveals that Q,T,kl)n(d)) = ¢y := (Yo,¥1) in Mon(w,P). Furthermore, for a given morphism
U = (¥1,10) in Pair(w), one may construct a similar diagram, indicating that Qg (V) = ¥y =
(¥o,11) in Pair(w). So, according to our notation, F(i¢y) = Wy. Now suppose that ¢ =
(¥1,10) is a morphism in Mon(w, P). As already observed, we have the equalities: Q;alirﬂ(dj) =
Qpi (¥) = Us. Moreover, FQy,L (1) = F(1s) = Us. So the proof is finished. O
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As we have already mentioned above, the category DB(w) is triangle equivalent to the stable
category Pair(w). This, together with Theorem 3.2, yields the following result.

Corollary 3.3. There is a triangle equivalence functor F' : Mon(w, P) — DB(w).

The result below has been proved in [2, Proposition 3.6], under the assumption that R is
Gorenstein.

Proposition 3.4. There is a triangle equivalence functor Ty : Mon(w,G) — G(R), sending
each object (G EN P) to Cokerf.

Proof. Take an arbitrary object (G g, P) € Mon(w, G). We show that Cokerf € G(R). Set, for
the simplicity, M := Cokerf. As GpdgM <1, E><ti5(M7 S) =0 for all ¢ > 2, and so, applying [21,
Lemma 2(i), page 140] yields that Ext%(M ,R) =0 for all ¢ > 1. Moreover, applying the functor
M ®g — to the short exact sequence of S-modules 0 — S = S — R — 0 and using the fact that
wM = 0, enable us to infer that Torf(M ,R) = M. This, in turn, gives us the exact sequence of
R-modules 0 - M — G — P — M — 0, where (—) = S/(w) ®g —. Letting L := Ker(P — M),
one may easily see that Ext%(L, R) =0, for all i > 1. Consequently, the sequence of R-modules
0— M* - P" = G — M* — 0 is exact, where (—)* = Homp(—, R). Thus we will get the
following commutative diagram of R-modules:

0 M G P M 0
SDIJ/ 902\{ wsl 4/71\[
0 M** G JANG VS

Since the morphisms ¢s and 3 are isomorphism, one may observe that the same is true for
¢1. Thus, ¢ will be an epimorphism, and in particular, two rows will be isomorphic. Now since
Ext% (G, R) = 0 for all i > 1, we deduce that Extlz(M*, R) = 0 for all i > 1, and so, M € G(R).

Now we put T1(G % P) := Cokerg. Moreover, for a given morphism ¢ = (¢1,1) : (G %

P) — (¢ g, P’) in Mon(w, G), there is a unique induced morphism Cokerg — Cokerg’ in
G(R), and we define Ty (¢)) := (Cokerg — Cokerg’). It is clear that Ty : Mon(w,G) — G(R)

"

is a functor. Assume that 0 — (G' & P) — (G % P) — (G” & P") — 0 is a short
exact sequence in Mon(w,G). Applying the snake lemma gives us the short exact sequence
0 — Cokerg’ — Cokerg — Cokerg” — 0 in G(R). This means that T} is an exact functor.
As it was shown in the proof of [2, Proposition 3.6], T sends projective objects to projective
object, and so, it induces the functor Ty : Mon(w,G) — G(R). In particular, this functor is an
equivalence of categories, see [2, Proposition 3.6]. Now we show that T is a triangle functor. To

do this, take an arbitrary object (G 2 P) € Mon(w, G). Since G is Gorenstein projective, there
is a short exact sequence of S-modules, 0 — G LN Q LN G1 — 0, where @ is projective and Gy

is Gorenstein projective. As we have observed in the proof of Proposition 2.14, there is a short
exact sequence

0—(G%5P)— (QaeP™WQar) — GiaP5Q) —0,
in Mon(w,G). Since the middle term is projective, Q, (G % P) = (G1 @ P 4 @), and so,
T, (Qul (G % P)) = Cokerl. On the other hand, applying the snake lemma to the latter short
exact sequence, gives us the short exact sequence, 0 — Cokerg — Coker(w @id) — Cokerl — 0 in
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G(R). This, in particular, reveals that Q' Cokerg = Cokerl, because Coker(w®id) is a projective
R-module. Namely, Q;'T, (G % P) = Cokerl. Hence, T (Qy1.(G > P)) = Q;'T,(G % P) in
G(R). Next for a given morphism ¢ = (1, 10) : (G > P) — (G’ 9, P’) in Mon(w, G), one may
easily get the following commutative diagram:

0— (G4 P)——QaePE'QaP) —— (GiaP5Q) ——0

| | |

0—— (G’ i>P’)—>(Q’@P’°@>id Q & P)—— (G} @P’l—@Q’)%O,
in Mon(w, G) with exact rows. One should note that the existence of the morphism ¢ follows
from the fact that (Q’ & P’ Y0 e P’) is a projective (and so, injective) object of Mon(w, G).
According to this diagram, we obtain the equality QL (G % P) N (G % PY) = (GioP 4
Q) N (GieP LN Q')), and then, T;Q,,L (G 2 P) N (G" L P')) = (Cokerl — Cokerl').
On the other hand, applying the cokernel functor to the latter diagram, gives us the following
commutative diagram:

0 —— Cokerg —— @ /w@ — Cokerl —— 0

.

0 —— Cokerg —— Q' /w@" —— Cokerl’ —— 0,

in G(R) with exact rows. Consequently, we get the equalities

Q;'T, (G5 P) N (ed ER P')) = Qg'(Cokerg — Cokerg’) = (Cokerl — Cokerl’).

Hence one may apply [15, Lemma 2.8, page 23] and deduce that T'; is a triangle functor. So the
proof is completed.
O

Theorem 3.5. There is a fully faithful triangle functor T : Mon(w,G) — Dsg(R) sending each

object (G EN Q) to Cokerf, viewed as a stalk complex. Moreover, T is dense if and only if R
(and so, S) are Gorenstein rings.

Proof. It is known that T5 : G(R) — Ds(R) assigning each object to its stalk complex, is a
fully faithful triangle functor, see [5, Theorem 3.1]. This, in conjunction with Proposition 3.4,

yields that T = T o T; : Mon(w,G) — D (R) sending each object (G EN P) to Cokerf, as
a stalk complex, is a fully faithful triangle functor, giving the first assertion. For the second
assertion, assume that R is Gorenstein. By a fundamental result of Buchweitz and Happel [7],
the triangle functor 75 is equivalence. This together with Proposition 3.4, would imply that
T is an equivalence functor, as well. Conversely, assume that the functor 7" is dense. Assume

that k is the residue field of S. Since T is dense, there is an object (G 4, P) € Mon(w, G) such
that T'(f) = Cokerf = k in Dsg(R). Assume that e : Cokerf — k is an isomorphism of stalk
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complexes in Deg(R). So e is represented by a diagram

X.
Coker f k

of complexes and maps in DP(R), where the mapping cones cone(s;) and cone(sz) are prefect
complexes. Take the exact triangle X* 2%+ Cokerf — cone(s;) — X°[1] in D®(R). Since
cone(sy), as a complex of R-modules, has finite projective dimension and pdgR = 1, its pro-
jective dimension over S, will be also finite. Combining this with the fact that the Gorenstein
projective dimension of the S-module Coker f is at most one, ensures that the Gorenstein projec-
tive dimension of X® over S is finite, see [27, Theorem 3.9(1)]. Now consider the exact triangle
X* 25 k — cone(sy) — X*[1]. Since X* and cone(sz), as complexes of S-modules, have
finite projective dinension, one may deduce that the Gorenstein projective dimension of k over
S is finite. Thus S, and so R, will be Gorenstien rings, see [11, (1.4.9)]. The proof then is
completed. 0

Theorem 3.6. The fully faithful triangle functor T oi : Mon(w,P) — Dsg(R) is dense if and
only if S is a regular ring.

Proof. The result indeed follows from the proof of Theorem 3.5, and using the facts that over reg-
ular rings, every Gorenstein projective module, is projective, and the finiteness of the projective
dimension of the residue field k of S, yields that S is regular. Hence, the proof is finished. [

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank the referee for reading the paper very
carefully and giving a lot of valuable suggestions kindly and patiently.

REFERENCES

[1] J. AsapoLLAHI, R. HAFEZI, AND S. SADEGHI, On the monomorphism category of m-cluster tilting subcate-
gories, Science China Mathematics, 65 (2022), pp. 1343-1362.
[2] A. BAHLEKEH, F. S. Forouni, A. NATEGHI, AND S. SALARIAN, Gorenstein D-branes of type B, available on
arXiv:2402.13833.
[3] A. BAHLEKEH, The homotopy category of monomorphisms between projective modules, Bulletin of the
Malaysian Mathematical Sciences Society, 46 (2023), p. 91.
[4] P. A. BERGH AND D. A. JORGENSEN, Complete intersections and equivalences with categories of matriz
factorizations, Homology, Homotopy and Applications, 18 (2016), pp. 377-390.
[5] P. A. BERGH, S. OPPERMANN, AND D. A. JORGENSEN, The Gorenstein defect category, The Quarterly Journal
of Mathematics, 66 (2015), pp. 459-471.
[6] G. BIRKHOFF, Subgroups of abelian groups, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc.(II), 38 (1934), pp. 385-401.
(7] R.-O. BucHweEITZ, Mazimal Cohen-Macaulay modules and Tate-cohomology over Gorenstein rings, (1987).
[8] T. BUHLER, Ezact categories, Expositiones Mathematicae, 28 (2010), pp. 1-69.
[9] X.-W. CHEN, The stable monomorphism category of a Frobenius category, Math. Res. Lett., 18 (2011), pp.
125-137.
0] X.-W. CHEN, Three results on Frobenius categories, Mathematische Zeitschrift, 270 (2012), pp. 43-58.
11] L. W. CHRISTENSEN, Gorenstein dimensions, no. 1747, Springer Science Business Media, 2000.
(12] D. EISENBUD, Homological algebra on a complete intersection, with an application to group representations,
Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 260 (1980), pp. 3564.
[13] R. HAFEzZI, From subcategories to the entire module categories, in Forum Mathematicum, vol. 33, De Gruyter,
2021, pp. 245-270.
(14] R. HAFEZI AND Y. ZHANG, Stable Auslander-Reiten components of monomorphism categories, to appear in
Science China Math.



STABLE CATEGORY OF MONOMORPHISMS BETWEEN (GORENSTEIN) PROJECTIVE MODULES 17

(15] D. HAPPEL, Triangulated categories in the representation of finite dimensional algebras, vol. 119, Cambridge
University Press, 1988.

[16] B. KELLER, Chain complezes and stable categories, manuscripta mathematica, 67 (1990), pp. 379-417.

[17] B. KELLER, On differential graded categories, International Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. II. Eur. Math.
Soc., Zurich, (2006).

(18] M. KONTSEVICH, Homological algebra of mirror symmetry, Proceedings of ICM (Zurich), (1995), pp. 120-139.

[19] J. KOSAKOWSKA, M. SCHMIDMEIER, AND M. SCHREINER, Abelian p-groups with a p-bounded factor or a
p-bounded subgroup, available at arXiv:2312.01451.

[20] D. KussiN, H. LENZING, AND H. MELTZER, Nilpotent operators and weighted projective lines, Reine Angew.
Math., 685 (2013), pp. 33-71.

[21] H. MATSUMURA, Commutative ring theory, no. 8, Cambridge university press, 1989.

[22] B. MITCHELL, Theory of categories, Academic Press, 1965.

[23] D. OrLov, Triangulated categories of singularities and D-branes in Landau-Ginzburg models, (Russian) Tr.
Mat. Inst. Steklova 246, 3 (2004), pp. 240262.

[24] D. QUILLEN, Higher algebraic k-theory: I, in Higher K-Theories: Proceedings of the Conference held at the
Seattle Research Center of the Battelle Memorial Institute, from August 28 to September 8, 1972, Springer,
2006, pp. 85-147.

[25] C. M. RINGEL AND M. SCHMIDMEIER, Invariant subspaces of nilpotent linear operators I, Reine Angew.
Math. Band, 614 (2008), pp. 1-52.

[26] C. M. RINGEL AND P. ZHANG, From submodule categories to preprojective algebras, Mathematische
Zeitschrift, 278 (2014), pp. 55-73.

[27] O. VELICHE, Gorenstein projective dimension for complexes, Transactions of the American Mathematical
Society, 358 (2006), pp. 1257-1283.

(28] B.-L. XIONG, P. ZHANG, AND Y.-H. ZHANG, AuslanderReiten translations in monomorphism categories,
Forum Mathematicum, 26 (2014), pp. 863-912.

[29] Y. YosHINO, Cohen-Macaulay Modules Over Cohen-Macaulay Rings, vol. 146, Cambridge University Press,
1990.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, GONBAD-KAVOUS UNIVERSITY, POSTAL CODE:4971799151, GONBAD-E-KAVOUS,
IRAN
Email address: bahlekeh@gonbad.ac.ir

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, INSTITUTE FOR RESEARCH IN FUNDAMENTAL ScCIENCE (IPM), P.O.Box: 19395-
5746, TEHRAN, IRAN
Email address: ffotouhi@ipm.ir

DEPARTMENT OF PURE MATHEMATICS, FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF ISFAHAN,
P.O.Box: 81746-73441, ISFAHAN, IRAN
Email address: amin.hamlehdari@sci.ui.ac.ir

DEPARTMENT OF PURE MATHEMATICS, FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF ISFAHAN,
P.O.Box: 81746-73441, ISFAHAN, IRAN AND, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, INSTITUTE FOR RESEARCH IN FUNDA-
MENTAL SCIENCE (IPM), P.O.Box: 19395-5746, TEHRAN, IRAN

Email address: Salarian@ipm.ir



	1. Introduction
	2. The categories of monomorphisms between (Gorenstein) projective modules
	3. Stable category of monomorphisms and comparison with categories of singularities and D-branes of type B
	References

