
ARTIN-SCHELTER GORENSTEIN PROPERTY OF HOPF GALOIS
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RUIPENG ZHU

Abstract. This paper investigates the homological properties of the faithfully flat Hopf Galois
extension A ⊆ B. It establishes that when B is a noetherian affine PI algebra and A is AS
Gorenstein, B inherits the AS Gorenstein property. Furthermore, we demonstrate that injective
dimension serves as a monoidal invariant for AS Gorenstein Hopf algebras. Specifically, if
two such Hopf algebras have equivalent monoidal categories of comodules, then their injective
dimensions are equal.

Introduction

Over two decades ago, Brown and Goodearl embarked on exploring ring-theoretic attributes
of infinite-dimensional Hopf algebras, with their findings detailed in the literature [3, 4]. Their
investigation revealed that numerous examples of noetherian affine Hopf algebras possess the
Gorenstein property. Furthermore, they demonstrated that noetherian affine PI, Gorenstein
Hopf algebras exhibit various favorable homological characteristics.

In [3], Brown posed a series of inquiries pertaining to general noetherian (PI) Hopf algebras,
among which is the following noteworthy question [3, Question A]:

Conjecture 0.1 (Brown-Goodearl conjecture). Is every noetherian Hopf algbera AS Goren-
stein?

Since then, extensive research has explored the homological characteristics associated with
the AS Gorenstein property, including the existence of rigid dualizing complexes for infinite-
dimensional noetherian Hopf algebras. More recently, the Brown–Goodearl conjecture has been
explored in the context of other classes of noetherian algebras that exhibit similarities to Hopf
algebras, such as weak Hopf algebras, as reported in [21]. In this paper, we delve into the
Brown–Goodearl question specifically for faithfully flat Hopf Galois extensions, which can be
regarded as noncommutative analogues of principal bundles.

Applying a result of Wu and Zhang [30], we have the following result concerning whenever
faithfully flat Hopf Galois extension of an AS Gorenstein algebra is also AS Gorenstein, see
Theorem 2.11.

Theorem 0.2. Let H be a Hopf algebra, and B be a noetherian affine PI algebra which is
a faithfully flat H-Galois extension of A := BcoH . If A is AS Gorenstein, then B is as well.
Additionally, if H is AS Gorenstein of dimension dH , then injdim(BB) = injdim(AA) + dH .

In the subsequent discussion, we delve into a specific finiteness condition that offers valuable
insights for group algebras.

Let R be a ring. An R-module M is said to be of type FPn (n ≥ 0) if there is a projective
resolution

· · · −→ Pn+1 −→ Pn −→ · · · −→ P1 −→ P0 −→M −→ 0,
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where P0, P1, . . . , Pn are finitely generated. Furthermore, M is said to be of type FP∞ if there
is a projective resolution

· · · −→ Pn+1 −→ Pn −→ · · · −→ P1 −→ P0 −→M −→ 0,

where each Pn is finitely generated for all integers n ≥ 0. An R-module M of type FP∞ is said
to of type FP, if M has finite projective dimension.

Let H be a Hopf algebra over a field k. Then k is a left H-module induced by the counit
map ε : H → k, which is called the trivial left module of H. We will say that H is of type
FPn (n ∈ N∪{∞, ∅}) if the trivial left module k is of type FPn as an H-module. Evidently,
noetherian Hopf algebras are always of type FP∞. However, it is worth mentioning that there
are numerous non-noetherian group algebras that also belong to the type FP∞, as explored in
Chapter VIII of [6].

In [22], Schauenburg has shown the equivalence of the following assertions:

(1) L and H are monoidally Morita-Takeuchi equivalent, that is, their comodule categories
are monoidally equivalent;

(2) there is a L-H-biGalois extension of k.
Recently, several homological properties, including global dimension and skew Calabi-Yau

property, have garnered significant attention and have been extensively studied in the context
of monoidal Morita-Takeuchi equivalence, see [1, 2, 29]. This research area has produced many
fascinating results and questions, some of which are outlined below.

Theorem 0.3. Let H and L be two monoidally Morita-Takeuchi equivalent Hopf algebras of
type FP.
(1) [2, Theorem 8] Then they have the same global dimension, that is, gldim(H) = gldim(L).
(2) [29, Theorem 2] If H is AS regular of dimension d, so is L.

Question 0.4. Let H and L be two monoidally Morita-Takeuchi equivalent Hopf algebras.
(1) [1, 2] Then gldim(H) = gldim(L)?
(2) [29, Question 3] Suppose that H is of type FP. Is L always of type FP?

The article [2] serves as a fundamental reference for Question 0.4. While the question holds
true for a significant number of examples, there exists a counterexample, as demonstrated in
Example 4.11. Despite this, we will explore alternative homological conditions that might
exhibit monoidal invariance. Notably, Theorem 4.6 will prove that being of type FP∞ is
a monoidal invariant for Hopf algebras. This theorem suggests that even in the presence of
counterexamples, certain homological properties can still retain their invariance under monoidal
Morita-Takeuchi equivalence, providing valuable insights into the structure and behavior of
these algebras. Moreover, we have established the following theorem.

Theorem 0.5. Let H and L be two Hopf algebras that are monoidally Morita-Takeuchi equiv-
alent and of type FP∞. Suppose that the antipodes of H and L are both bijective.

(1) If H has finite global dimension d, then the injective dimension injdim(L) = d.
(2) If H is AS regular of dimension d, then L is AS Gorenstein of dimension d.

Based on this, we pose the following question.

Question 0.6. Let H and L be two Hopf algebras that are Morita-Takeuchi equivalent and of
type FP∞. Does it follows that injdim(L) = injdim(H)?

We are able to answer this question under the AS Gorenstein assumption.

Theorem 0.7. Let H and L be two Hopf algebras with bijective antipodes that are monoidally
Morita-Takeuchi equivalent. If both L andH are AS Gorenstein of type FP∞, then injdim(L) =
injdim(H).
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Notice that any noetherian AS Gorenstein Hopf algebra has a bijective antipode, as estab-
lished in [17]. The following corollary is a direct consequence of the famous result established
by Wu and Zhang in [30, Theorem 0.2], which states that any noetherian affine PI Hopf algebra
is AS Gorenstein.

Corollary 0.8. Let L and H be two noetherian affine PI Hopf algebras. If they are monoidally
Morita-Takeuchi equivalent, then injdim(L) = injdim(H).

A confirmation of the Brown-Goodearl conjecture (Conjecture 0.1) would significantly ad-
vance the resolution of Question 0.6, especially when both L and H are noetherian.
The paper is structured as follows. In Section 1, we introduce the fundamental definitions

and characteristics of Hopf Galois extensions. Additionally, we delve into the investigation of
homological dimensions by utilizing Stefan’s spectral sequence. Section 2 focuses on establish-
ing that a faithfully flat Hopf Galois extension of an AS Gorenstein algebra retains the AS
Gorenstein property. Section 3 examines the injective dimension of Ehresmann-Schauenburg
bialgebroids. This investigation sets the stage for Section 4, where we show that a Hopf algebra
H is AS Gorenstein of dimension d if it admits a faithfully flat H-Galois extension B over the
base field k, with B being a skew Calabi-Yau algebra of dimension d. In Section 4, we also
elaborate on the implications of our results, focusing particularly on Theorems 0.5 and 0.7.
Furthermore, we offer a counterexample to respond to Question 0.4.

1. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, k is a base field, and all vector spaces and algebras are over k.
Unadorned ⊗ means ⊗k and Hom means Homk. Let R be an algebra over the base field k. Let
Rop denote the opposite ring of R, and let Re denote the enveloping algebra R⊗Rop. Observe
that the flip map, which sends a⊗ b to b⊗ a, constitutes an anti-automorphism of the algebra
Re. Usually we work with left modules. A right R-module is viewed as an Rop-module, and an
R-R-bimodule is the same as an Re-module.

Let M be a left module over an algebra R. Let pdim(RM) denote the projective dimension
of M and injdim(RM) the injective dimension of M . Let lgld(R) (resp., rgld(R)) denote the
left (resp., right) global dimension of R. We say that R has finite injective dimension if the
modules RR and RR have finite injective dimensions which are equal, and denote these numbers
by injdim(R). We say that R has finite global dimension if the left and right global dimensions
of R are finite and equal, and denote these numbers by gldim(R).
Let H stand for a Hopf algebra (H,∆, ε) with antipode S. We use the Sweedler notation

∆(h) =
∑

(h) h1 ⊗ h2 for all h ∈ H. We recommend [19] as a basic reference for the theory of
Hopf algebras.

The antipode of a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra is bijective [14]. Skryabin showed that the
antipode of a noetherian Hopf algebra is injective and hypothesized it to be bijective [27]. Le
Meur confirmed the bijectivity of the antipode for Hopf algebras with Van den Bergh duality
[15]. Furthermore, noetherian AS Gorenstein Hopf algebras are guaranteed to have a bijective
antipode [17]. Nonetheless, there exist Hopf algebras with non-bijective antipodes, as seen
in [28] and [24]. Let H be a Hopf algebra with a bijective antipode S. Since the antipode
S : H → Hop is an algebra isomorphism, left and right injective dimensions of H coincide. In
the rest of this paper, the antipode of the given Hopf algebra is always assumed to be bijective.

1.1. Faithfully flat Hopf Galois extensions. Let H be a Hopf algebra over the field k,
and B be a right H-comodule algebra via an algebra homomorphism ρB : B → B ⊗ H. The
coinvariant subalgebra of the H-coaction on B is {b ∈ B | ρB(b) = b⊗ 1}, denoted by BcoH .

Definition 1.1. The extension A(:= BcoH) ⊂ B is called (right) H-Galois if the canonical map
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β : B ⊗A B → B ⊗H, b′ ⊗A b 7→ b′ρ(b) =
∑
(b)

b′b0 ⊗ b1

is bijective.

Let R be an algebra, and RM (resp., MR) be the category of left (resp., right) R-modules.
If R is a right H-comodule algebra via ρR : R → R⊗H, then a relative right-right (R,H)-Hopf
module is a vector space with a right R-action and a right H-coaction ρM such that

ρM(mr) = ρM(m)ρR(r) =
∑

(m),(r)

m0r0 ⊗m1r1

for all m ∈ M and r ∈ R. A relative left-right (R,H)-Hopf module is defined similarly. The
category of relative right-right (resp., left-right) (R,H)-Hopf modules is denoted by MH

R (resp.,

RMH).
We require some known facts about Hopf Galois extensions.

Lemma 1.2. [10, (1.6)] [26, Remark 3.3] Let B be a right H-comodule algebra. Then the
following are equivalent.

(1) B is an injective right H-comodule.
(2) There is a right H-colinear and unitary map φ : H → B.
(3) Any Hopf module in MH

B is injective as right H-comodule.

Theorem 1.3. [26, Theorem I] Let H be a Hopf algebra with a bijective antipode, B be a
right H-comodule algebra and A := BcoH . Then the following are equivalent.

(1) B is injective as right H-comodule, and β : B ⊗A B → B ⊗H is surjective.
(2) (−⊗A B, (−)coH) is an equivalence between MA and MH

B .
(3) (B ⊗A −, (−)coH) is an equivalence between AM and BMH .
(4) B is a faithfully flat left A-module, and A ⊆ B is an H-Galois extension.
(5) B is a faithfully flat right A-module, and A ⊆ B is an H-Galois extension.

Since conditions (4) and (5) in Theorem 1.3 are equivalent, we say a Hopf Galois extension
A ⊆ B is faithfully flat if B is faithfully flat as a left or right A-module.

Let A(:= BcoH) ⊂ B be an H-Galois extension. For any A-A-bimodule M , we set

MA := {m ∈M | ma = am,∀m ∈M,a ∈ A}, MA :=M/[M,A]

where [M,A] is the subspace of M generated by all commutators [m, a] := ma− am.
Following [7] we shall call the k-linear map

κ : H → (B ⊗A B)A, h 7→ β−1(1⊗ h)

the translation map associated to the H-Galois extension A ⊆ B. For any h ∈ H we shall use
the notation

κ(h) =
∑

κ1(h)⊗A κ
2(h).

The following are key properties of κ as outlined in [26]:

(1.1)
∑

κ1(hk)⊗A κ
2(hk) =

∑
κ1(k)κ1(h)⊗A κ

2(h)κ2(k),

(1.2)
∑

aκ1(h)⊗A κ
2(h) =

∑
κ1(h)⊗A κ

2(h)a,

(1.3)
∑
(h)

κ1(h)⊗A κ
2(h)0 ⊗ κ2(h)1 =

∑
(h)

κ1(h1)⊗A κ
2(h1)⊗ h2,

(1.4)
∑
(h)

κ1(h)0 ⊗A κ
2(h)⊗ κ1(h)1 =

∑
(h)

κ1(h2)⊗A κ
2(h2)⊗ Sh1,
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(1.5)
∑

κ1(h)κ2(h) = ε(h),

Suppose that BcoH = A. Then for any B-B-bimodule M , MA is a right H-module which is
defined by

x↼h =
∑
(h)

κ1(h)xκ2(h)(1.6)

for any x ∈MA and h ∈ H; and MA is a left H-module which is defined by

h⇀
(
x+ [A,M ]

)
=

∑
(h)

κ2(h)xκ1(h) + [A,M ]

for any x ∈ M and h ∈ H, see [12, 2.1, 2.2]. In prior literature, specifically [11] and [9], both
these structures have been introduced and meticulously examined, where they are recognized as
Ulbrich-Miyashita actions. A crucial point to highlight is the functorial nature of these actions;
in essence, this means that there exist two well-defined functors given by:

(−)A : BMB −→ MH , (−)A : BMB −→ HM.

1.2. Stefan’s spectral sequence for flat Hopf Galois extensions. We say a Hopf Galois
extension A ⊆ B is flat if B is flat both as a left and right A-module. In this subsection, we give
some results about homological properties of flat Hopf Galois extensions by using the Stefan’s
spectral sequence.

For any given flat Hopf-Galois extension A ⊆ B, Stefan in his work [9] devised a right
H-module structure on the Hochschild cohomology group HHi(A,M), which is isomorphic to
ExtiAe(A,M), for any Be-module M . This construction was achieved by employing universal
δ-functors and serves as an extension of the Miyashita-Ulbrich action.

The inherent flatness property of AeBe ensures that every injective Be-module also maintains
its injectivity when considered as an Ae-module. Consequently, the derived right H-module
structure on ExtiAe(A,M) can be effectively realized by computing homological groups from
the complex HomAe(A,E•), where E• is a Be-injective resolution of M .
Subsequently, Stefan further developed in [9] a spectral sequence that establishes a connection

between the Hochschild cohomologies of A and those of its flat Hopf-Galois extension B.

Theorem 1.4. [9, Theorem 3.3] Let A ⊆ B be a flat H-Galois extension. For any Be-module
M , there is a convergent spectral sequence

ExtpHop(k,ExtqAe(A,M)) =⇒ Extp+qBe (B,M).

Recall that pd(Hk) = gldim(H) = d by [4, Corollary 1.4]. Then we have the following
immediate consequence.

Corollary 1.5. Let A ⊆ B be a flat H-Galois extension. Then pd(BeB) ≤ pd(kH)+pd(AeA) =
rgld(H) + pd(AeA).

In the following, we study the global dimension of faithfully flat Hopf Galois extension.
Let M and N be two modules over a k-algebra R. Let P• denote a projective resolution of

ReR. Given that the sequence · · · → P1 → P0 → R → 0 is split exact as an R-module complex,
the complex

· · · −→ P1 ⊗RM −→ P0 ⊗RM −→ R⊗RM(=M) −→ 0

remains exact as well. Owing to the projectivity of each module M ⊗R Pi for all i, the complex
M ⊗R P• constitutes a projective resolution of the right R-module M . Furthermore, utilizing
the isomorphism

HomRe(P•,Hom(M,N)) ∼= HomRop(P• ⊗RM,N),
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upon taking homology groups, we obtain the following isomorphism between Ext-groups,

(1.7) ExtiRe(R,Hom(M,N)) ∼= ExtiRop(M,N).

for all i ≥ 0.

Lemma 1.6. Let A ⊆ B be a flat H-Galois extension. For any right B-modules M and N ,
there is a convergent spectral sequence

ExtpHop(k,ExtqAop(M,N)) =⇒ Extp+qBop(M,N).

Proof. In light of the isomorphism (1.7), for every integer i ≥ 0, we have

ExtiAe(A,Hom(M,N)) ∼= ExtiAop(M,N).

This implies that ExtiAop(M,N) inherits a right H-module structure through this isomorphism.
By Theorem 1.4, there exists a convergent spectral sequence which unfolds as follows:

ExtpHop(k,ExtqAop(M,N)) =⇒ Extp+qBe (B,Hom(M,N)) ∼= Extp+qBop(M,N).

So we get the conclusion. □

The following result is a immediate consequence of Lemma 1.6.

Proposition 1.7. If A ⊆ B is a flat H-Galois extension, then rgld(B) ≤ gldim(H) + rgld(A).

The following example illustrates that within the above proposition, the equality may not be
attained.

Example 1.8. For a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra H and its dual H∗, the Heisenberg double
B := H#H∗ is isomorphic to End(H), a separable algebra that forms an H∗-Galois extension
over its subalgebra A = H. When H is not cosemisimple, meaning H∗ is non-semisimple, the
following strict inequalities hold: pd(BeB) < gldim(H∗)+pd(AAe) and rgld(B) < gldim(H∗)+
rgld(A).

2. Faithfull flat PI Hopf Galois extensions are always AS Gorenstein

2.1. Artin-Schelter Gorenstein Hopf algebras. Recall that an algebra is called Gorenstein
when it possesses finite injective dimensions over itself on both the left and right sides. We now
turn our attention to a stronger variant of this Gorenstein property for noncommutative rings.

Definition 2.1. [21, Definition 1.3] Let R be a noetherian algebra. We say R is left AS
Gorenstein (where AS stands for Artin and Schelter) if

(1) RR has finite injective dimension, say d, and
(2) for every finite dimensional left R-module V , ExtiR(V,R) = 0 for all i ̸= d and ExtdR(V,R)

is also finite dimensional.
Right AS Gorensteinness is analogously defined. We say R is AS Gorenstein if it is both left

and right AS Gorenstein. If further, gldimR = d < +∞, then R is called AS regular.

If R is an AS Gorenstein algebra of dimension d, then ExtdR(V,R) ̸= 0 for any finite dimen-
sional R-module V . Refer to [21, Lemma 1.4] for details.

Let us revisit the definition of skew Calabi-Yau algebras as presented in [20, Definition 0.1],
a class intimately related to AS regular algebras. An algebra R is called homologically smooth
when it admits a bounded resolution consisting entirely of finitely generated projective modules
over its enveloping algebra Re. According to [15, Lemma 3.3], for instance, a Hopf algebra H
is said to be homologically smooth if and only if it is of type FP.
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An homological smooth algebra R is called skew Calabi-Yau of dimension d for some integer
d ≥ 0, if R has an automorphism µ of R such that

ExtiRe(R,Re) ∼=

{
0, i ̸= d

Rµ, i = d

asR-R-bimodules, whereRµ signifies theR-R-bimodule twisted by µ. This bimodule is identical
to R as a k-vector space, with the action defined by r · x · r′ = rxµ(r′) for all r, r′ ∈ R and
x ∈ Rµ.

When an algebra R is AS Gorenstein of dimension d, for each finite-dimensional simple left
module V , the Ext group ExtdR(V,R) is also a simple right R-module, and a similar property
holds on the right side, as demonstrated in [21, Lemma 1.4]. This observation substantiates that
Definition 2.1 is indeed equivalent to the definition of AS Gorenstein provided in [30, Definition
3.1] for any algebra R whose simple modules are all finite-dimensional.

In the following, we show that Definition 2.1 is equivalent to the definition of AS Gorenstein
in [5, Definition 1.2] for any noetherian Hopf algebra with a bijective antipode.

Definition 2.2. Let H be a Hopf algebra of type FP∞ with a bijective antipode. We say H
is AS Gorenstein if
(1) HH has finite injective dimension, say d, and

(2) ExtiH(k, H) =

{
0, i ̸= d

k, i = d
.

If further, gldimH = d, then H is called AS regular.

Recall the standard actions by which tensor products and Hom-spaces of H-modules U and
V become H-modules

h⇀(u⊗ v) =
∑
(h)

(h1⇀u)⊗ (h2⇀v), (h⇀f)(u) =
∑
(h)

h1⇀f(Sh2⇀u)

for all h ∈ H, u ∈ U , v ∈ V and f ∈ Hom(U, V ). In case the H-action on V is trivial, the
second formula simplifies. In particular, for any h ∈ H, u ∈ U and f ∈ V ∗ = Hom(V, k),

(h⇀f)(u) =
∑
(h)

h1⇀f(Sh2⇀u) =
∑
(h)

ε(h1)f(Sh2⇀u) = f(Sh⇀u).

Then the natural adjoint isomorphism

Hom(U ⊗ V,W ) −→ Hom(U,Hom(V,W )),

restricts to an isomorphism

HomH(U ⊗ V,W ) −→ HomH(U,Hom(V,W )),

see [4]. Consequently, if HU is projective, then U ⊗ V is also a projective H-module by this
adjoint isomorphism.

It is a standard fact that for any left H-modules V and W , the natural map

φW,V : W ⊗ V ∗ −→ Hom(V,W ), w ⊗ f 7→ f(v)w,

is an H-module map. Further, φW,V is bijective when V is finite dimensional. There is a
morphism of right H-modules

ψU,W : HomH(U,H)⊗W −→ HomH(U,HH ⊗W ), f ⊗w 7→
(
u 7→

∑
(f(u))

f(u)0 ⊗ f(u)1⇀w
)

where the right H-module structure on HomH(U,H)⊗W is given by

(f ⊗ w)↼h =
∑
(h)

(f ↼h1)⊗ (Sh2⇀w)
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for all f ∈ HomH(U,H), w ∈ W and h ∈ H. Further, ψU,W is bijective when U is finitely
presented as an H-module.

Lemma 2.3. Let V be finite dimensional H-module, and U be an H-module of type FP∞.
Then for all i ≥ 0,

ExtiH(U ⊗ V,H) ∼= ExtiH(U,H)⊗ V ∗

as right H-modules, the right H-module structure on ExtiH(U,H)⊗ V ∗ is given by

(x⊗ f)↼h =
∑
(h)

(x↼h1)⊗ (Sh2⇀f)

for all x ∈ ExtiH(U,H), f ∈ V ∗ and h ∈ H.

Proof. For any finitely generated projective H-module P , there exist the following natural
isomorphisms of right H-modules:

HomH(P,H)⊗V ∗
ψP,V ∗
∼= HomH(P,H⊗V ∗)

Hom(P,φH,V )
∼= HomH(P,Hom(V,H)) ∼= HomH(P⊗V,H).

Consider a projective resolution P• of HU such that each component is a finitely generated
H-module. Then P• ⊗ V is a projective resolution of H(U ⊗ V ). Given that HomH(P• ⊗ V,H)
is isomorphic to HomH(P•, H)⊗V ∗, upon taking homologies, it follows that ExtiH(U ⊗V,H) ∼=
ExtiH(U,H)⊗ V ∗ for all i ≥ 0. □

By using Ischebeck’s spectral sequence, Brown and Zhang proved that the condition (2) of
Definition 2.1 can be replaced by a weaker form when R = H is a Hopf algebra with a bijective
antipode.

Lemma 2.4. [5, Lemma 3.2] Let H be a Hopf algebra of type FP∞ with a bijective antipode.
If H has injective dimension d, then the following are equivalent.

(1) For each finite dimensional H-module V , ExtiH(V,H) = 0 for all i ̸= d and ExtdH(V,H)
is finite dimensional.

(2) ExtiH(k, H) = 0 for all i ̸= d and ExtdH(k, H) is finite dimensional.

(3) ExtiH(k, H) =

{
0, i ̸= d

k, i = d
.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) It is trivial.
(2) ⇒ (3) Given that H is a Hopf algebra of type FP∞ with finite injective dimension,

Ischebeck’s spectral sequence yields

ExtpH(Ext
−q
Hop(k, H), H) ⇒ TorH−p−q(k, H).

From Lemma 2.3, we deduce that ExtdH(k, H)⊗ ExtdHop(k, H)∗ ∼= ExtdH(Ext
d
Hop(k, H), H) ∼= k.

Thus, dim(ExtdH(k, H)) = 1, implying ExtdH(k, H) = k.
(3) ⇒ (1) By Lemma 2.3, for any finite dimensional H-module V ,

ExtiH(V,H) ∼= ExtiH(k, H)⊗ V ∗ ∼=

{
0, i ̸= d

V ∗, i = d.

as right H-modules. This establishes the result. □
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2.2. Hopf module structure on HomAop(M,X). Let H∗ be the linear dual of H. A left
module V over H∗ is said to be rational if for any v ∈ V , the submodule generated by the
action of H∗ on v, denoted as H∗ · v, possesses finite dimension.
For any left H∗-module V , it is rational if and only if the H∗-action can be derived from a

compatible right H-coaction. In other words, that is, V must be an H-comodule such that∑
(v)

v0⟨f, v1⟩ = f ⇀v

for any v ∈ V and f ∈ H∗.
Let M be a vector space and N be a right H-comodule. Then Hom(N,M) is a left H∗-

module, under the action

(h∗⇀f)(m) = h∗⇀(f(m))

for all h∗ ∈ H∗, f ∈ Hom(M,N) and m ∈M .
Then we have the following immediate consequence.

Lemma 2.5. Let A = BcoH ⊆ B be an H-Galois extension, and M be a right A-module and
X ∈ MH

A .
(1) If MA is finitely generated, then HomAop(M,X) is an H-comodule.
(2) If MA is finitely presented, then HomAop(M,X)coH = HomAop(M,XcoH).

Proof. (1) It is straightforward to verify that HomAop(M,X) constitutes an H∗-submodule of
Hom(M,X). Furthermore, when M is finitely generated as an A-module, HomAop(M,X) can
be viewed as a subset of a direct sum of multiple copies of X. Given that X is a rational H∗-
module, it follows that HomAop(M,X) inherits its rationality and thus becomes an H-comodule
itself.

Consequently, the H-coaction on HomAop(M,X) is characterized by the following equation:

(2.1)
∑
(f)

f0(m)⊗ f1 =
∑

(f(m))

f(m)0 ⊗ f(m)1

for all f ∈ HomAop(M,X) and m ∈M .
(2) For any finitely generated A-module N , we have a canonical morphism

αN : HomAop(N,XcoH) → HomAop(N,X)coH

which is functorial in both the variables N and X. If further, N is projective, then αN is
bijective. Since MA is finitely presented, there is a short exact sequence

P1 −→ P0 −→M −→ 0,

where P0 and P1 are finitely generated projective A-module. Thus, we have a commutative
diagram

0 // HomAop(M,XcoH) //

αM

��

HomAop(P0, X
coH) //

αP0

��

HomAop(P1, X
coH)

αP1

��

0 // HomAop(M,X)coH // HomAop(P0, X)coH // HomAop(P1, X)coH

in which every row is exact. The map αM is also bijective because αP0 and αP1 are both
bijective. □

Lemma 2.6. Given a B-moduleM , finitely generated over A, and any Hopf module X ∈ MH
B ,

the Hom space HomAop(M,X) naturally admits a Hopf module structure in MH
H .
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Proof. Notice that the rightH-module structure on HomAop(M,X), equivalent to Hom(M,X)A,
is expressed by (1.6) as:

(2.2) (f ↼h)(m) =
∑

f(mκ1(h))κ2(h).

For all f ∈ HomAop(M,X), m ∈M , h ∈ H and h∗ ∈ H∗,∑
(f ↼h)

(f ↼h)0(m)⊗ (f ↼h)1
(2.1)
====ρX

(
(f ↼h)(m)

)
(2.2)
====ρX

(
f(mκ1(h))κ2(h)

)
=

∑
(f(mκ1(h))),(κ2(h))

f(mκ1(h))0κ
2(h)0 ⊗ f(mκ1(h))1κ

2(h)1

(1.3)
====

∑
(h),(f(mκ1(h1)))

f(mκ1(h1))0κ
2(h1)⊗ f(mκ1(h1))1h2

(2.1)
====

∑
(h),(f)

f0(mκ
1(h1))κ

2(h1)⊗ f1h2

(2.2)
====

∑
(f),(h)

(f0↼h1)(m)⊗ f1h2.

Consequently, HomA(M,X) is endowed with a Hopf module structure in MH
H . □

2.3. AS Gorenstein property of Hopf Galois extensions.

Lemma 2.7. Let R be a ring and V be a right R-module of type FP∞. If Iλ is an injective
R-module for any λ ∈ Λ, then the direct sum

⊕
λ∈Λ Iλ is acyclic with respect to the functor

HomRop(V,−), that is, ExtiRop(V,
⊕

λ∈Λ Iλ) = 0 for all i > 0.

Proof. By assumption, VR admits a projective resolution P• where each R-module Pi is finitely
generated. Therefore, we have the following natural isomorphism

HomRop(Pi,
⊕
λ∈Λ

Iλ) ∼=
⊕
λ∈Λ

HomRop(Pi, Iλ).

Given that for all λ ∈ Λ, the sequence

0 −→ HomRop(V, Iλ) −→ HomRop(P0, Iλ) −→ · · · −→ HomRop(Pi, Iλ) −→ · · ·

is exact, it follows that the sequence

0 −→ HomRop(V,
⊕
λ∈Λ

Iλ) −→ HomRop(P0,
⊕
λ∈Λ

Iλ) −→ · · · −→ HomRop(Pi,
⊕
λ∈Λ

Iλ) −→ · · ·

also remains exact. Taking homologies then yields ExtiRop(V,
⊕

λ∈Λ Iλ) = 0 for all i > 0. This
confirms that

⊕
λ∈Λ Iλ is acyclic with respect to the functor HomRop(V,−). □

Lemma 2.8. Given a B-module V , if VA is of type FP∞, then ExtiAop(V,B) ∼= ExtiAop(V,A)⊗H
as right H-modules for i ≥ 0.

Proof. For any X ∈ MH
B , there is an injective right B-module I with a B-module inclusion

ι : X ↪→ I. Hence there is an injective morphism X ↪→ I ⊗H, x 7→
∑

(x) ι(x0)⊗x1 in MH
B . By

induction, we construct an exact complex 0 → B → E0 → E1 → · · · in MH
B where each term

Ei is isomorphic to I i ⊗H and I i is an injective B-module for any i ∈ N.
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Since AB is flat, any injective right B-module I is also injective as an A-module. Moreover,
it’s clear that I ⊗H can be viewed as a direct sum of copies of I as A-modules. By virtue of
Lemma 2.7, I ⊗H is HomAop(V,−)-acyclic. Thus, we infer that for all i ≥ 0,

ExtiAop(V,B) ∼= Hi(HomAop(V,E•))

as H-modules.
As HomAop(V,E•) forms a complex in MH

H by Lemma 2.6, we obtain the following isomor-
phisms

Hi(HomAop(V,E•)) ∼= Hi(HomAop(V,E•))coH ⊗H

∼= Hi(HomAop(V,E•)coH)⊗H since (−)coH is exact on MH
H

∼= Hi(HomAop(V, (E•)coH))⊗H by Lemma 2.5 (2).

Since the functor (−)coH : MH
B → MA is an equivalence, the sequence

0 −→ A = BcoH −→ (E0)coH −→ (E1)coH −→ · · ·

is exact. Furthermore, each term (Ei)coH = (I i ⊗ H)coH can be identified with I i as a right
A-module. Therefore, the complex (E•)coH constitutes an injective resolution of AA. Then we
derive the following isomorphism of right H-modules,

ExtiAop(V,B) ∼= Hi(HomAop(V,E•)) ∼= Hi(HomAop(V, (E•)coH))⊗H ∼= ExtiAop(V,A)⊗H.

This leads us to our desired conclusion. □

Recall that an algebra R is called affine if it is finitely generated as a k-algebra. Let Kdim
denote the Krull dimension. A polynomial identity algebra, or PI algebra for short, is an algebra
satisfying a polynomial identity. We refer to [18, MR, Chapter 13] for some basic materials
about PI algebras.

Now, let’s proceed with the following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 2.9. Let R be a noetherian affine PI algebra. For any i ≥ 0,

(1) ExtiRop(U,R) ̸= 0 if and only if ExtiRop(V,R) ̸= 0 for all simple A-modules U and V , and
(2) ExtiRop(−, R) is an exact functor on A-modules of finite length.

In [30], Wu and Zhang gave a useful criterion for noetherian affine PI algebras to be AS
Gorenstein.

Theorem 2.10. [30, Corollary 2.10, Propostion 3.2] If the Hypothesis 2.9 holds, then

(1) injdim(RR) = injdim(RR) = d = KdimR < +∞;
(2) R is AS Gorenstein of dimension d.

Using the above theorem of Wu and Zhang, we promptly obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 2.11. Let H be a Hopf algebra, and B is a noetherian affine PI algebra which is a
faithfully flat H-Galois extension of A. If A is AS Gorenstein, then B is also AS Gorenstein.
Further, if H is AS Gorenstein of dimension dH , then injdim(BB) = injdim(AA) + dH .

Proof. Given that B is an affine PI algebra, every simple B-module has finite dimension [18,
13.10.3(i)]. Let U be a simple right B-module. Then U is finite dimensional. Since B is
faithfully flat as a right A-module, A is right noetherian. Consequently, U is an A-module of
type FP∞. This yields the isomorphism ExtiAop(U,B) ∼= ExtiAop(U,A)⊗AB for all i ≥ 0. If A is

AS Gorenstein of dimension dA, then ExtiAop(U,A) = 0 for i ̸= dA and ExtdAAop(U,A) is non-zero
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and finte dimensional. Hence ExtiAop(U,B) ̸= 0 if and only if i = dA. By Lemma 1.6, we infer
that for any integer i ≥ 0,

ExtiBop(U,B) ∼=

{
0, i < dA;

Exti−dAHop (k,ExtdAAop(U,B)), i ≥ dA.

According to Lemma 2.8, ExtdAAop(U,B) constitutes a free H-module of rank dim(ExtdAAop(U,A)).
Therefore,

ExtiBop(U,B) ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ Exti−dAHop (k,ExtdAAop(U,B)) ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ Exti−dAHop (k, H) ̸= 0.

For another simple B-module V ,

ExtiBop(U,B) ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ Exti−dAHop (k, H) ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ ExtiBop(V,B) ̸= 0.

Thus, B fulfills Hypothesis 2.9 (1).
Consider an exact sequence 0 → W ′ → W → W ′′ → 0 of finite length left B-modules. If A

is AS-Groenstein of dimension dA, then we obtain a short exact sequence

(2.3) 0 −→ ExtdAAop(W ′′, B) −→ ExtdAAop(W,B) −→ ExtdAAop(W ′, B) −→ 0

in MH
H . By Lemma 2.8, each term in (2.3) is a projective H-module, making (2.3) split as an

exact sequence of H-modules. Hence, the following sequence

0 → Exti−dAHop (k,ExtdAAop(W ′′, B)) → Exti−dAHop (k,ExtdAAop(W,B)) → Exti−dAHop (k,ExtdAAop(W ′, B)) → 0

remains exact. Consequently, for all i ≥ 0, we have the exact sequence

0 −→ ExtiBop(W ′′, B) −→ ExtiBop(W ′, B) −→ ExtiBop(W ′′, B) −→ 0,

showing that B satisfies Hypothesis 2.9 (2). Therefore, by Theorem 2.10, the desired conclusion
is reached. □

It is a well-established fact that AS Gorenstein noetherian affine PI algebras exhibit numerous
favorable homological properties, see [30, Proposition 3.7] for instance.

3. Homological dimension of the Ehresmann-Schauenburg bialgebroids

In this section, we shall revisit the definition and essential attributes of Ehresmann-Schauenburg
bialgebroids, further elucidating certain homological properties inherent to these structures.

3.1. Hopf bimodule categories and Ehresmann-Schauenburg bialgebroids. Let H be
a Hopf algebra, R and T be two H-comodule algebras. A relative Hopf bimodule X ∈ RMH

T

is an object of both RMH and MH
T with the same comodule structure and such that the two

module structures make it an R-T -bimodule.
For any R ⊗ T op-module M , M ⊗H can be viewed as a Hopf module in RMH

T through the
structure defined by

(3.1) r(m⊗ h)t =
∑
(r),(t)

r0mt0 ⊗ r1ht1, ρ(m⊗ h) =
∑
(h)

m⊗ h1 ⊗ h2,

for any m ∈ M , h ∈ H, r ∈ R and t ∈ T . The functor − ⊗H serves as a right adjoint to the
forgetful functor from RMH

T to RMT , that is, there exists a natural isomorphism

(3.2) Hom
RMT

(X,M) −→ Hom
RMH

T
(X,M ⊗H), f 7→

(
x 7→

∑
(x)

f(x0)⊗ x1
)

for any X ∈ RMH
T and M ∈ RMT . The inverse map is given by g 7→ (idM ⊗ε) ◦ g.

It is evident that the left (or right) adjoint functor of an exact functor preserves projective (or
injective) objects. Given that−⊗H : RMT → RMH

T and the forgetful functor RMH
T → RMT

are both exact, the following lemmas can be derived.
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Lemma 3.1. (1) If X is a projective object in RMH
T , then X is projective R⊗ T op-module.

(2) If M is an injective R⊗ T op-module, then M ⊗H is an injective object in RMH
T .

Lemma 3.2. Let H be a Hopf algebra, R and T be two H-comodule algebras.
(1) Then RMH

T has enough injective objects.
(2) For any X ∈ RMH

T , there is an exact complex 0 → X → I0 ⊗ H → I1 ⊗ H → · · · in

RMH
T where I i is an injective R⊗ T op-module for any i ∈ N.

Proof. (1) For any X ∈ RMH
T , there is an injective R ⊗ T op-module I with a R ⊗ T op-module

inclusion ι : X ↪→ I. By Lemma 3.1, I ⊗ H is an injective object. Since the morphism
X ↪→ I ⊗H defined by x 7→

∑
(x) ι(x0)⊗ x1 is injective, RMH

T has enough injective objects.

(2) can be proved by repeatedly applying (1). □

For any H-comodule V , R⊗ V ⊗ T can be viewed as a Hopf module in RMH
T via

(3.3) r′(r ⊗ v ⊗ t)t′ = r′r ⊗ v ⊗ tt′, ρ(r ⊗ v ⊗ t) =
∑

(r),(v),(t)

(r0 ⊗ v0 ⊗ t0)⊗ r1v1t1,

for any v ∈ V , r, r′ ∈ R and t, t′ ∈ S. One can readily verify that the functor R ⊗ − ⊗ T :
MH → RMH

T serves as a left adjoint to the forgetful functor from RMH
T to MH . As a result,

there exists a natural isomorphism given by

(3.4) HomMH (R⊗ V ⊗ T,X) −→ Hom
RMH

T
(V,X), f 7→

(
v 7→ f(1R ⊗ v ⊗ 1T )

)
for any X ∈ RMH

T and V ∈ MH . The inverse map is defined by g 7→
(
r ⊗ v ⊗ t 7→ rg(v)t

)
.

Since R⊗−⊗T : RMT → RMH
T and the forgetful functor RMH

T → MH are both exact, we
have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. (1) If X is an injective object in RMH
T , then X is injective H-comodule.

(2) If V is a projective H-comodule, then R⊗ V ⊗ T is a projective object in RMH
T .

To any Hopf–Galois extension A = BcoH ⊆ B, one associates a A-coring B ⊗ H and a
bialgebroid L(B,B,H), see [23] or [8, section 34]. In the remainder of this section, H is
assumed to be a Hopf algebra with a bijective antipode, and R and B are considered as right
H-comodule algebras. Put

L(R,B,H) := (R⊗B)coH = R2HB
op.

It is evident that L(R,B,H) forms a subalgebra of R⊗Bop. We fix the formal notation

l =
∑

l1 ⊗ l2 ∈ R⊗Bop

for l ∈ L(R,B,H), so that ll′ =
∑
l1l′1 ⊗ l′2l2.

In [23], Schauenburg extended Schneider’s structure theorem for relative Hopf modules to a
description of the structure of relative Hopf bimodules.

Theorem 3.4. [23, Theorem 3.3] LetH be a Hopf algebra and B a right faithfully flatH-Galois
extension of A := BcoH . Consider a right H-comodule algebra R, and denote L := L(R,B,H).
There exists a category equivalence

F : RMH
B −→ LM, M 7→M coH ,

with quasi-inverse

G : LM −→ RMH
B , N 7→ N ⊗A B.

The L-module structure of M coH is defined by

l▷m =
∑

l1ml2;
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For N ∈ LM, the action ▷ denotes the module structure, with N being a right A-module via
na = (1⊗ a)▷n. The right B-module and H-comodule structures on N ⊗A B are induced by
those of B, while the left R-module stucture is given by

(3.5) r(n⊗A b) =
∑
(r)

(
r0 ⊗ κ1(r1)

)
▷n⊗A κ

2(r1)b.

3.2. Some homological properties of L(R,B,H). In this subsection, we investigate the
homological characteristics of the algebra L := L(R,B,H) arising from an H-comodule algebra
R and a faithfully flat H-Galois extension A = BcoH ⊆ B.

Lemma 3.5. The algebra L is projective as a right A-module.

Proof. Since A ⊆ B is a faithfully flat H-Galois extension, there exists a right H-colinear and
right A-linear splitting of the multiplication B ⊗ A → B by [25, Theorem 5.6]. Therefore,
L = (R ⊗ B)coH is a direct summand of R ⊗ A ⊗ AA = (R ⊗ B ⊗ A)coH as a right A-module,
implying that L is a projective A-module. □

For any M ∈ RMB, the left L-module structure of M is obtained by restriction of scalars
through the natural embedding map L ↪→ R⊗Bop. As a result, M ⊗AB is identified as a Hopf
bimodule within the category RMH

B , as rigorously defined in Theorem 3.4.

Lemma 3.6. Let M be a R-B-bimodule. Then M ⊗A B ∼= M ⊗H in RMH
B , where the Hopf

module structure on M ⊗H is given by (3.1).

Proof. Utilizing the bijectivity of the Galois map β : B ⊗A B → B ⊗H, the compositon map

φ :M ⊗A B
∼=−→M ⊗B B ⊗A B

idM ⊗β−→ M ⊗H, m⊗ b 7→ m⊗ 1B ⊗ b 7→
∑
(b)

mb0 ⊗ b1

is also bijective. To establish that φ is a morphism in RMH
B , we recall that M ⊗A B is a left

R-module via

(3.6) r(m⊗A b)
(3.5)
====

∑
(r)

(
r0 ⊗ κ1(r1)

)
▷m⊗A κ

2(r1)b =
∑
(r)

r0mκ
1(r1)⊗A κ

2(r1)b.

For any r ∈ R, m ∈M and b ∈ B, we obtain that φ
(
r(m⊗A b)

)
is equal to

=φ
(∑

(r)

r0mκ
1(r1)⊗A κ

2(r1)b
)

=
∑

(r),(κ2(r1)),(b)

r0mκ
1(r1)κ

2(r1)0b0 ⊗ κ2(r1)1b1

(1.3)
====

∑
(r),(b)

r0mκ
1(r1)κ

2(r1)b0 ⊗ r2b1

(1.5)
====

∑
(r),(b)

r0mb0 ⊗ r1b1

(3.1)
====

∑
(r)

rφ(m⊗ b).

This verifies that φ is a left R-module morphism. Furthermore, it is straightforward to verify
that φ also preserves B-module and H-comodule structures. Hence M ⊗A B is isomorphic to
M ⊗H as Hopf modules in RMH

B . □
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Lemma 3.7. For any left L-module V , R⊗Bop-module M and i ∈ N,

ExtiL(V,M) ∼= ExtiR⊗Bop(V ⊗A B,M).

In particular, ifM = R⊗B, then ExtiL(V,R⊗B) ∼= ExtiR⊗Bop(V ⊗AB,R⊗B) as B-R-bimodules.

Proof. Let P• be a projective resolution of the left L-module V . Given that − ⊗A B : LM →
RMH

B constitutes an equivalence of categories, it follows that each Pi ⊗A B is a projective
object in RMH

B and also a projective R ⊗ Bop-module, as established by Lemma 3.1. Due to
the flatness of AB, the sequence

· · · −→ P1 ⊗A B −→ P0 ⊗A B −→ V ⊗A B −→ 0

is exact, making P•⊗AB a projective resolution of the left R⊗Bop-module V ⊗AB. By Lemma
3.6 and the adjoint isomorphism (3.2), we have the following isomorphisms,

HomL(P•,M) ∼=Hom
RMH

B
(P• ⊗A B,M ⊗A B)

∼=Hom
RMH

B
(P• ⊗A B,M ⊗H)

∼=HomR⊗Bop(P• ⊗A B,M).

Upon taking homologies, we derive the isomorphism

ExtiL(V,M) ∼= ExtiR⊗Bop(V ⊗A B,M)

for all i. The subsequent claim is implied by the naturality of this isomorphism. □

Lemma 3.8. If A ⊆ B be a faithfully flat H-Galois extension, then R⊗ V ⊗B is a projective
object in RMH

B for any H-comodule V .

Proof. Since all objects in RMH
B are injective H-comodules by Lemma 1.2, any short exact

sequence
0 −→ X ′ −→ X −→ X ′′ −→ 0

in RMH
B splits as a sequence of H-comodules. Therefore, the induced sequence

0 −→ HomMH (V,X ′) −→ HomMH (V,X) −→ HomMH (V,X ′′) −→ 0

is also exact. It follows from (3.4) that R⊗ V ⊗B is a projective object in RMH
B . □

Proposition 3.9. Keep the natation as above. Then the following statements hold.
(1) R⊗B is a projective L-module.
(2) L is a direct summand of R⊗B as an L-module.

Proof. Given that the pair
(
−⊗AB, (−)coH

)
establishes an equivalence between LM and RMH

B

by Theorem 3.4, it suffices to prove the following:
(1) R⊗B ⊗A B is a projective object in RMH

B , and
(2) L⊗A B is a direct summand of R⊗B ⊗A B within the category RMH

B .
(1) Observe that we have the following isomorphism in RMH

B ,

R⊗H ⊗B
∼=−→ R⊗B ⊗H, r ⊗ h⊗ b 7→

∑
(r),(b)

r0 ⊗ b0 ⊗ r1hb1,

with the inverse

R⊗B ⊗H −→ R⊗H ⊗B, r ⊗ b⊗ h 7→
∑
(r),(b)

r0 ⊗ b0 ⊗ (Sr1)h(S
−1b1).

The Hopf module structures of R ⊗ H ⊗ B and R ⊗ B ⊗ H are defined by (3.3) and (3.1),
respectively. By Lemma 3.6, we have

R⊗B ⊗H ∼= R⊗B ⊗A B
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in RMH
B . Since R ⊗ H ⊗ B is a projective object in RMH

B by Lemma 3.8, it follows that
R⊗B ⊗A B is also a projective object.

(2) Consider the exact sequence of H-comodules,

0 −→ k −→ H −→ H := H/k 1H −→ 0.

Applying the functor R⊗−⊗B yields an exact sequence

0 −→ R⊗ k⊗B −→ R⊗H ⊗B −→ R⊗H ⊗B −→ 0.

in RMH
B . By Lemma 3.8, this sequence splits, implying that R ⊗ B(∼= R ⊗ k⊗B) is a direct

summand of R⊗B ⊗A B(∼= R⊗H ⊗B) within RMH
B .

Thus, the proof is concluded. □

Lemma 3.10. Let V be a left L-module.

(1) If ExtiL(V, L) ̸= 0, then ExtiR⊗Bop(V ⊗A B,R⊗B) ̸= 0.

(2) Suppose that V is an L-module of type FP∞. If ExtiR⊗Bop(V ⊗A B,R ⊗ B) ̸= 0, then

ExtiL(V, L) ̸= 0.

Proof. (1) If ExtiL(V, L) ̸= 0, then ExtiL(V,R ⊗ B) ̸= 0 as L is a direct summand of R ⊗ Bop,
per Lemma 3.9 (2). By Lemma 3.7, we obtain the isomorphism,

ExtiR⊗Bop(V ⊗A B,R⊗B) ∼= ExtiL(V,R⊗B).

Consequently, ExtiR⊗Bop(V ⊗A B,R⊗B) ̸= 0 as well.
(2) As R ⊗ B is a projective L-module by Lemma 3.9 (1), there exists a free L-module F

with ExtiL(V, F ) ̸= 0. If V is an H-module of type FP∞, then ExtiL(V, F ) is isomorphic to a
non-zero direct sum of some copies of ExtiL(V, L). Therefore, Ext

i
L(V, L) is also non-zero. □

The following result is a well-established fact, as demonstrated in [6, Proposition VIII. 6.7]
for instance.

Lemma 3.11. If M is an R-module of type FP, then pd(RM) = sup{i | ExtiR(M,R) ̸= 0}.

Proof. Let pd(RM) = n < +∞. Consequently, there exists anR-moduleN such that ExtnR(M,N) ̸=
0. Now, let F be a free R-module with a surjective R-module morphism F ↠ N . Since
pd(RM) = n, the induced morphism ExtnR(M,F ) → ExtnR(M,N) is surjective. Hence ExtnR(M,F ) ̸=
0. Since M is a R-module of type FP, we have an isomorophism ExtnR(M,R) ⊗R F ∼=
ExtnR(M,F ). It follows that ExtnR(M,R)⊗R F is also non-zero. □

Lemma 3.12. For any left L-module V , pdR⊗Bop(V ⊗AB) ≤ pd(LV ). If further, pd(LV ) <∞,
then pdR⊗Bop(V ⊗A B) = pd(LV ).

Proof. Assume that pd(LV ) = d <∞. Let P• be a projective resolution of V of length d. Given
that the functor − ⊗A B : LM → RMH

B is an equivalence, P• ⊗A B constitutes a projective
resolution of V ⊗AB in RMH

B . Furthermore, each Pi⊗AB is a projective R⊗Bop-module due
to Lemma 3.1 (1). Consequently, the projective dimension of V ⊗A B over R⊗Bop is at most
d, i.e., pdR⊗Bop(V ⊗A B) ≤ d.

Since ExtdL(V, L) ̸= 0 by Lemma 3.11, the non-vanishing of ExtdR⊗Bop(V ⊗A B,R ⊗ Bop)
follows from Lemma 3.10. Therefore, the projective dimension of V ⊗B as an R⊗Bop-module
is exactly d. □

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.12

Proposition 3.13. If lgld(L) <∞, then lgld(L) ≤ lgld(R⊗Bop).
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3.3. Injective dimension of the Ehresmann-Schauenburg bialgebroids. Indeed, BMH
B

is a monoidal category equipped with the tensor product over B. While L := L(B,B,H) is
not generally a bialgebra, LM is nonetheless a monoidal category, its structure being induced
by BMH

B . In fact, L is a bialgebroid, as defined in [23]. This notion of a bialgebroid extends
the concept of a bialgebra to a non-commutative base ring context. L(B,B,H) is recognized
as the Ehresmann-Schauenburg bialgebroid, as cited in [8, 34.14].

Lemma 3.14. LetM be a Be-bimodule. IfMB or BM is projective, then pd(BeM) ≤ pd(BeB).

Proof. Assuming pd(BeB) = d < +∞, consider a projective resolution P• of BeB with length
d. If MB is projective, then Be⊗BM or equivalently B ⊗M becomes a projective Be-module.
Since P• splits as a complex of right B-modules, P• ⊗B M serves as a projective resolution of

BeM . Consequently, pd(BeM) ≤ d = pdBe(B). □

Lemma 3.15. If V is a left L-module, then pdBe(V ⊗A B) ≤ pd(BeB) + rgld(A).

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that rgld(A) = d < +∞. Let V be a left L-module.
Then there is an exact sequence of L-modules

0 −→ Pd −→ Pd−1 −→ · · · −→ P0 −→ V −→ 0,

where each L-module Pi is projective for all i < d. Since LA is projective by Lemma 3.5 and
that rgld(A) = d, each Pi is projective as an A-module for all i ≤ d. Consequently, Pi ⊗A B is
a projective B-module for all i ≤ d. By Lemma 3.14, pdBe(Pi ⊗A B) ≤ pd(BeB) for all i ≤ d.
Applying the functor −⊗A B, we obtain the following exact sequence of Be-modules

0 −→ Pd ⊗A B −→ Pd−1 ⊗A B −→ · · · −→ P0 ⊗A B −→ V ⊗A B −→ 0.

Therefore, pd(Be(V ⊗A B)) ≤ pd(BeB) + d = pd(BeB) + rgld(A). □

Proposition 3.16. Then injdim(LL) ≤ pd(BeB) + rgld(A) ≤ gldim(H) + pd(AeA) + rgld(A).

Proof. By Lemma 3.10 (1) and 3.15, we have

injdim(LL) = sup{i | ExtiL(V, L) ̸= 0 for some left L-module V }
≤ sup{i | ExtiBe(V ⊗A B,B

e) ̸= 0 for some left L-module V }
≤ sup{pdBe(V ⊗A B) | for some left L-module V }
≤ pd(BeB) + rgld(A).

The second inequality follows from Corollary 1.5. □

4. Homological properties under monoidal Morita-Takeuchi equivalences

In this section, we focus specifically on the case where A = k. As established in [22], under
this condition, L := L(B,B,H) becomes a Hopf algebra. The comultiplication of L is given by

∆(l) =
∑
(l1)

l10 ⊗ κ1(l11)⊗ κ2(l11)⊗ l2,

where l =
∑
l1 ⊗ l2 ∈ L ⊆ Be. The counit of L is defined as ε(l) =

∑
l1l2, and the antipode is

given by S(l) =
∑
l20 ⊗ κ1(l21)l

1κ2(l21).
Furthermore, as detailed in [22], B is endowed with a left L-comodule algebra structure via

the comodule map δ : B → L⊗B defined as

(4.1) b 7→
∑
(b)

(
b0 ⊗ κ1(b1)

)
⊗ κ2(b1).

This structure confers upon B the property of being an L-H-biGalois extension of k. In other
words, B is both a right H-Galois extension of k and a left L-Galois of k such that the two
comodule structures make it an L-H-bicomodule.
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4.1. Monoidal Morita-Takeuchi equivalences preserve the type FP∞. In the following,
we demonstrate that the type FP∞ of Hopf algebras is an invariant of monoidal Morita-Takeuchi
equivalences.

Recall that for any H-comodule V , by (3.3), B ⊗ V ⊗ B naturally acquires a structure
of a Hopf bimodule in the category BMH

B . The B-B-bimodule structure is induced by the
first and third tensorands, and the H-comodule structure arises from the diagonal coaction.
Consequently, the functor B ⊗−⊗B serves as a left adjoint of the forgetful functor from MH

to BMH
B , established by the existence of the following natural isomorphism

(4.2) HomMH (V,M) −→ Hom
BMH

B
(B ⊗ V ⊗B,M), f 7→

(
b⊗ v ⊗ b′ 7→ bf(v)b′

)
for any V ∈ MH and M ∈ BMH

B .

Lemma 4.1. Let M be a Hopf module in BMH
B .

(1) Then M is finitely generated as a Be-module if and only if there is a finite-dimensional
H-comodule V with a surjective morphism π : B ⊗ V ⊗B →M in BMH

B .
(2) If M is a Be-module of type FPn, then there exists an exact sequence

· · · −→ B ⊗ Vi ⊗B −→ · · · −→ B ⊗ V0 ⊗B −→M −→ 0 in BMH
B ,

where each Vi is an H-comodules for i ≥ 0 and Vi is finite-dimensional for i ≤ n.

Proof. (1) Let {x1, . . . , xm} be a set generators of BeM . The Finiteness Theorem [19, 5.1.1] guar-
antees the existence of a finite-dimensional H-subcomodule V ofM that includes {x1, . . . , xm}.
Consequently, there is a surjective morphism π : B ⊗ V ⊗B ↠ X, b⊗ v ⊗ b′ 7→ bvb′ in BMH

B .
(2) From (1), there exists a finite-dimensional left H-comodule V0 with a surjective morphism

π : B ⊗ V0 ⊗ B ↠ M in BMH
B . Schanuel’s lemma implies that the kernel of π is a Be-module

of type FPn−1. The desired conclusion then follows by induction. □

The subsequent lemma is a well-established fact, and we present a concise proof for it.

Lemma 4.2. Let M be a module over a ring R. If lim−→HomR(M,Ni) = 0 for any direct system

{Ni} with lim−→Ni = 0, then M is finitely generated.

Proof. Consider the direct system {M/M ′} indexed by the finitely generated submodules M ′

of M . We have lim−→M/M ′ = 0, which implies lim−→HomR(M,M/M ′) = 0. Consequently, there

exists a finitely generated submodule M ′ for which the induced map idM is the zero map in
HomR(M,M/M ′), where idM denotes the identity map on M . Therefore, we conclude that
M =M ′, establishing that M is a finitely generated R-module. □

Lemma 4.3. If V is a finite dimensional H-comodule, then (B ⊗ V ⊗ B)coH is a finitely
generated projective L-module.

Proof. Recall that the functor (−)coH : BMH
B → LM establishes an equivalence. Given that

B ⊗ V ⊗ B is a projective object in BMH
B by Lemma 3.8, (B ⊗ V ⊗ B)coH is a projective

L-module.
To demonstrate that (B ⊗ V ⊗ B)coH is finitely generated, we utilize Lemma 4.2, which

asserts that it suffices to show that the functor HomL((B ⊗ V ⊗ B)coH ,−) commutes with
direct limits. In other words, for any direct system {Ni} of L-modules, there must exist a
natural isomorphism

HomL((B ⊗ V ⊗B)coH , lim−→Ni) ∼= lim−→HomL((B ⊗ V ⊗B)coH , Ni).

By Theorem 3.4, we establish the following isomorphisms

HomL((B ⊗ V ⊗B)coH , lim−→Ni) ∼=Hom
BMH

B
((B ⊗ V ⊗B), (lim−→Ni)⊗B)

∼=Hom
BMH

B
(B ⊗ V ⊗B, lim−→(Ni ⊗B))
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(4.2)∼= HomMH (V, lim−→(Ni ⊗B)).

By the definition of direct limit, we have an exact sequence

⊕(Ni ⊗B) −→ ⊕(Ni ⊗B) −→ lim−→(Ni ⊗B) −→ 0

in BMH
B , which is split exact in MH by Lemma 1.2. Hence we have a commutative diagram

with exact rows:

HomMH (V,
⊕

(Ni ⊗B)) //

π

��

HomMH (V,
⊕

(Ni ⊗B)) //

π

��

HomMH (V, lim−→(Ni ⊗B)) //

��

0

⊕
HomMH (V,Ni ⊗B) //

⊕
HomMH (V,Ni ⊗B) // lim−→HomMH (V,Ni ⊗B) // 0

.

Since V is finite dimensional, the canonical map π is bijective. This yields an isomorphism
between HomMH (V, lim−→(Ni⊗B)) and lim−→HomMH (V,Ni⊗B). Therefore, we obtain the following

isomorphisms,

HomL((B ⊗ V ⊗B)coH , lim−→Ni) ∼=lim−→HomMH (V,Ni ⊗B)

(4.2)∼= lim−→Hom
BMH

B
(B ⊗ V ⊗B,Ni ⊗B)

∼=lim−→HomL((B ⊗ V ⊗B)coH , Ni).

In conclusion, (B ⊗ V ⊗B)coH is a finitely generated projective L-module. □

Recall that by (3.5) and (4.1), for any left L-module V , V ⊗ B acquires a left Be-bimodule
structure defined by

(b′ ⊗ b′′)(v ⊗ b) =
∑
(b′)

b′1v ⊗ b′0bb
′′.

Lemma 4.4. Let V be a left L-module.
(1) If V is projective, then V ⊗B is a projective Be-module.
(2) If V is finitely generated, then V ⊗B is also finitely generated as a Be-module.

Proof. (1) If V is projective, then it is a direct summand of some copies of L. Given that the
Galois map β′ : B ⊗ B → L⊗ B is an isomorphism of Be-modules, V ⊗ B is also a projective
Be-module.

(2) If V is finitely generated, then there exists an integer n with a surjective morphism
L⊕n ↠ V . Consequently, (B ⊗ B)⊕n ∼= L⊕n ⊗ B ↠ V ⊗ B is a surjective morphism of
Be-modules, confirming that V ⊗B is finitely generated. □

Proposition 4.5. Let H be a Hopf algebra with a bijective antipode, and B be an H-Galois
extension of k. For any 0 ≤ n ≤ ∞, H is of type FPn if and only if B is a Be-module of type
FPn.

Proof. “ ⇒ ” Given that H is of type FPn, there exists a projective resolution P• of kH with
each Pi is finitely generated for i ≤ n. By Lemma 4.4, tensoring P• with B yields a projective
resolution of the Be-module B = k⊗B, where each Pi ⊗ B is finitely generated for i ≤ n.
Therefore, B is a Be-module of type FPn.
“ ⇐ ” Since B is a Be-module of type FPn, Lemma 4.1 guarantees the existence of an exact

sequence in the category BMH
B of the form

· · · −→ B ⊗ Vi ⊗B −→ · · · −→ B ⊗ V0 ⊗B −→ B −→ 0 in BMH
B ,
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where each Vi is an H-comodules for i ≥ 0 and Vi is finite-dimensional for i ≤ n. Applying the
functor of H-coinvariants (−)coH : BMH

B → LM yields an exact sequence

· · · −→ (B ⊗ Vi ⊗B)coH −→ · · · −→ (B ⊗ V0 ⊗B)coH −→ BcoH −→ 0

in LM. Here, BcoH = k is the trivial L-module. By Lemma 4.3, (B ⊗ Vi ⊗ B)coH is always
finitely generated as an L-module for all i ≥ 0. Thus, H is of type FPn. □

Theorem 4.6. Let H and L be two monoidally Morita-Takeuchi equivalent Hopf algebras with
bijective antipodes. If H is of type FP∞, then so is L.

Proof. Let B be an L-H-biGalois extension of k. Since the antipode S of L is bijective as we
assumed, Lcop is also a Hopf algebra with opposite comultiplication antipode S−1, and that B
is a right Lcop-Galois extension of k. Then the conclusion follows from Proposition 4.5. □

4.2. AS Gorenstein property under monoidal Morita-Takeuchi equivalence. In the
subsequent portion of this section, our objective is to establish a parallel version of Theorem
0.3 for the scenario where Hopf algebras possess finite injective dimension, rather than finite
global dimension. The ultimate goal is to substitute the AS regular condition with the AS
Gorenstein condition.

Accroding to (1.6), B ⊗B serves as a right B ⊗H-module via the action defined by

(x⊗ y)(b⊗ h) =
∑

κ1(h)xb⊗ yκ2(h).

Lemma 4.7. Let H be a Hopf algebra and B be a right H-Galois extension of k. Then
B ⊗B ∼= B ⊗H as right B ⊗H-modules.

Proof. B ⊗ H is an H-comodule algebra, arising from the coaction b ⊗ h 7→
∑

(h) b ⊗ h1 ⊗
h2. Verifying that B ⊆ B ⊗ H is a faithfully flat H-Galois extension is straightforward.
Consequently, an equivalence functor

(
−⊗B(B⊗H), (−)coH

)
exists between MB and MH

B⊗H .

Computing (idB ⊗∆)
(
(x⊗ y)(b⊗ h)

)
yields

=
∑

(y),(κ2(h))

κ1(h)xb⊗ y0κ
2(h)0 ⊗ y1κ

2(h)1

(1.3)
====

∑
(y),(κ2(h))

κ1(h1)xb⊗ y0κ
2(h1)⊗ y1h2

=
∑
(y),(h)

(
(x⊗ y0)(b⊗ h1)

)
⊗ y1h2,

This establishes that B ⊗ B is a Hopf bimodule in the category MH
B⊗H . Since (B ⊗ B)coH =

B ⊗BcoH ∼= B as right B-modules, it follows that

B ⊗B ∼= (B ⊗B)coH ⊗B (B ⊗H) = B ⊗H

as right B ⊗H-modules, completing the argument. □

Lemma 4.8. [31, Lemma 2.2] [29, Lemma 2.3.1] Let H be a Hopf algebra of type FP∞ with
a bijective antipode, and B be a H-Galois extension of k. Then

BB ⊗ ExtiHop(k, H) ∼= ExtiBe(B,Be)

as right B-modules for all i.

Proof. Since kH is of type FP∞, we have

ExtiHop(k, B ⊗H) ∼= (B ⊗H)⊗H ExtiHop(k, H) ∼= B ⊗ ExtiHop(k, H)
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for all i. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.7, Be ∼= B⊗H as right B⊗H-modules. Consequently,
applying Lemma 1.4, we obtain

ExtiHop(k, B ⊗H) ∼= ExtiHop(k, Be) ∼= ExtiBe(B,Be)

for all i. By combining the above isomorphisms, we arrive at the desired conclusion. □

Theorem 4.9. Let H be a Hopf algebra of type FP∞ with a bijective antipode, and B be a
H-Galois extension of k.

(1) [2, Theorem 7] If gldim(H) = d <∞, then pd(BeB) = d.
(2) [31, Theorem 2.5] If H is AS regular of dimension d, then B is skew Calabi-Yau of

dimension d.
(3) If pd(BeB) = d, then the injective dimension injdim(H) = d.
(4) If B is skew Calabi-Yau of dimension d, then H is AS Gorenstein of dimension d.

Proof. (1) Since kH is of type FP∞, we can deduce from Lemma 3.11 that ExtdHop(k, H) ̸= 0.
Hence ExtdBe(B,Be) ̸= 0 by Lemma 4.8. Since pd(BeB) ≤ pd(kH) = d by Corollary 1.5, it
follows that pd(BeB) = d.
(2) By Lemma 4.8,

ExtdBe(B,Be) ∼=

{
0, i ̸= d,

B ⊗ ExtdHop(k, H) ∼= B, i = d.

as right B-modules. Similarly, we can prove that ExtdBe(B,Be) ∼= B as left B-modules. Hence
there exists an automorphism µ of B such that ExtdBe(B,Be) ∼= Bµ. So B is skew Calabi-Yau
of dimension d.
(3) By Lemma 4.5, BeB is of type FP∞, which ensures that ExtdBe(B,Be) ̸= 0 according to

Lemma 3.11. Therefore, Lemma 4.8 implies that ExtdHop(k, H) ̸= 0. On the other hand, since
injdim(LL) ≤ d by Proposition 3.16, it follows that injdim(LL) = d.
(4) If B is skew Calabi-Yau of dimension d, then by Lemma 4.8

B ⊗ ExtiH(k, H) ∼= ExtdBe(B,Be) ∼=

{
0, i ̸= d,

B, i = d.

as right B-modules for all i. Hence ExtdHop(k, H) is finite dimensional over k, see [13, Corollary
1.2] for example. Therefore, Lemma 2.4 implies that H is AS Gorenstein of dimension d. □

Theorem 4.10. Let H and L be two monoidally Morita-Takeuchi equivalent Hopf algebras of
type FP∞. Suppose that the antipodes of H and L are both bijective.
(1) If H has finite global dimension d, then the injective dimension injdim(LL) = d.
(2) If H is AS regular of dimension d, then L is AS Gorenstein of dimension d.
(3) If L and H are both AS Gorenstein, then injdim(L) = injdim(H).

Proof. Observing that B is a right Lcop-Galois extension of k, we can deduce (1) and (2) directly
from Theorem 4.9.

(3) According to Lemma 4.8, we have

ExtiLop(k, L) ̸= 0 if and only if ExtiBe(B,Be) ̸= 0 if and only if ExtiHop(k, H) ̸= 0.

Since L andH are AS Gorenstein by our assumption, it follows that injdim(L) = injdim(H). □

4.3. Monoidal Morita-Takeuchi equivalences don’t preserve the global dimension.
We conclude our discussion by presenting a counterexample to Question 0.4.

Example 4.11. The Liu Hopf algebra H := L(n, ξ) [16] is generated by x, g, g−1 with the
relations

gg−1 = g−1g = 1, xg = ξgx, xn = 1− gn,
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where ξ ∈ k is an n-th primitive root of unity. The comultiplication, counit and antipode on
H are defined by

∆(g) = g ⊗ g, ∆(x) = x⊗ 1 + g ⊗ x, ε(g) = 1, ε(x) = 0, S(g) = g−1, S(x) = −g−1x.

Let B := k⟨g, g−1, t⟩/⟨gg−1 − 1, g−1g − 1, tg − ξgt, tn + gn⟩. It serves as a right H-comodule
algebra through the comodule map ρ defined by

ρ(g) = g ⊗ g, ρ(t) = t⊗ 1 + g ⊗ x.

The bijectivity of the H-comodule map γ : H → B given by gixj 7→ gitj implies its convolu-
tion invertibility with the inverse γS. Consequently, B is an H-cleft extension of k, and thus
a right H-Galois extension of k according to [19, Theorem 8.2.4].
Let L be the Hopf algebra which is generated by y, g, g−1 with the relations

gg−1 = g−1g = 1, yg = ξgy, yn = 0.

The comultiplication, counit and antipode on L are defined by

∆(g) = g ⊗ g, ∆(y) = 1⊗ y + y ⊗ g, ε(g) = 1, ε(y) = 0, S(g) = g−1, S(y) = −yg−1.

B is also a left L-comodule algebra, defined through the comodule map δ with δ(g) = g ⊗ g
and δ(t) = g⊗t+y⊗1. Furthermore, B qualifies as a left L-Galois extension of k. Verifying that
B is an L-H-bicomodule is straightforward, leading to the conclusion that B is an L-H-biGalois
extension of k.

The global dimension of H is 1, as stated in [16, Lemma 2.4], whereas the global dimension of
L is infinite. This observation underscores that monoidal Morita-Takeuchi equivalences do not
consistently preserve the global dimension. Nevertheless, since H and L are both noetherian
affine PI Hopf algebras, they share the same injective dimension, as implied by Corollary 0.8.
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