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On covering theory and its applications

Grzegorz Pastuszak∗

Abstract

The aim of this survey is to present applications of covering techniques in the
theory of Krull-Gabriel dimension. We start with recalling fundamental facts of
the classical covering theory of quivers and locally bounded categories. Then we
present some recent results on covering theory of functor categories. These are
interesting themselves, but also allow to relate Krull-Gabriel dimensions of locally
bounded categories R and A when R→ A is a Galois covering functor. Finally, we
concentrate on applications of our methods in describing Krull-Gabriel dimensions
of various classes of algebras and locally bounded categories.
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1 Introduction

This is a survey article devoted to present fundamental concepts of covering theory and

its applications in the representation theory of algebras.

Throughout the paper, K is a fixed algebraically closed field. We denote by MOD(K)

and mod(K) the categories of all K-vector spaces and all finite dimensional K-vector

spaces. An algebra A is always a finite dimensional associative basic K-algebra with a

unit. By an A-module we mean a right A-module. We denote by MOD(A) and mod(A)

the categories of all A-modules and all finitely generated A-modules, respectively.

Covering theory emerged in the field of complex analysis in the study of Riemann

surfaces. Nowadays it is a branch of topology, and particularly algebraic topology. In

topology, coverings are special types of local homeomorphisms which locally behave like

projections. A standard example is the covering p : R → S1 of the unit circle S1 by the

space R of real numbers, defined by a well-known formula p(x) = (cos(2πx), sin(2πx)).

It was first observed by C. Riedtmann in [46] that these general ideas can be applied

in Auslander-Reiten theory in the form of some special coverings of Auslander-Reiten

quivers. Riedtmann’s goal was what was most natural for the classical representation

theory, namely, to describe the indecomposable modules over finite dimensional algebras.

Her methods were soon organized into a full-fledged mathematical theory by P. Gabriel

in [22], K. Bongartz and P. Gabriel in [14], and R. Martinez-Villa and J. A. de la Peña in

[34]. Soon after, P. Dowbor and A. Skowroński have introduced in [18, 19] (see also [20])

further useful techniques in covering theory. Since then, covering theory of locally finite

quivers and locally bounded K-categories (which are in a sense K-linear categorifications

of quivers) has been successfully applied in the representation theory of finite dimensional

algebras over a field. A class of coverings which is particularly useful in applications is

the class of Galois coverings. This paper concentrates on this special class.

Covering theory, as it appears in the representation theory of finite dimensional alge-

bras, may be studied on several levels. The first one is that of quivers and locally bounded

K-categories, see Section 2.2 and Definition 2.2 in particular. The second level is that

of modules, since a covering functor between locally bounded K-categories naturally in-

duces functors between module categories, see Section 2.3. The final level, at least from

the classical perspective, is the level of functor categories.

Recall that functor categories have been widely used in the representation theory since
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the pioneer work by M. Auslander [11]. In this influential paper the author shows that if

A is an algebra, then a contravariant K-linear functor S : mod(A)→ mod(K) is finitely

presented (see Section 3.2) and simple if and only if there exists a right minimal almost

split homomorphism g : M → N in mod(A) [6, IV] such that the sequence of functors

A(−,M)
A(−,g)
−−−−→ A(−, N)→ S → 0

is a minimal projective presentation of S, see for example [6, IV.6] for more details. Then

in [10, Corollary 3.14] Auslander proved that representation-finite algebras are exactly

those algebras for which all finitely presented functors are of finite length. These two

results are the starting point of functorial approach to the representation theory of algebras

which is now commonly used in the field. A natural continuation of the line of research

started by Auslander is the study of the Krull-Gabriel filtration of the category of finitely

presented functors and then the Krull-Gabriel dimension. We refer the reader to Section

5.1 for more details about these concepts and our motivation for exploring them.

The three levels we mention above have a common feature, based on the initial idea of

local isomorphism of the covering structure and the one which is covered. This is rather

easy to observe in Definition 2.2 (see also the beginning of Section 2.2) and Theorems 2.4,

3.4. Another common feature appears on the last two levels where we always have the pull-

up functor, see Sections 2.3 and 3.2. On the module level this functor is known to have the

left and the right adjoints, called the push-down functors. These functors are classically

described in terms of direct sums and direct products of modules. However, on the level of

functor categories, analogical descriptions of adjoints to the pull-up functor are in general

no longer valid. Nevertheless, the pull-up still has both the left and the right adjoint

functors which are constructed using the remarkable tensor product bifunctor [21, 35] for

categories of modules over small K-categories, see [37, Theorem 3.6, Corollary 3.4] and

Theorem 3.2. Since covering functors on the module level have similar descriptions as

well [37, Remark 3.3], we see the covering theory as the theory of the left and the right

adjoint functors to the appropriate pull-up functor where the left adjoint is defined via

the tensor product. This point of view is both unifying and fruitful.

In this survey we aim to show fundamental concepts of the classical covering theory

of locally bounded K-categories, covering theory of functor categories, and finally their

applications in the theory of Krull-Gabriel dimension. The second section of the paper

is devoted to covering theories of locally bounded K-categories and module categories.

Sections 3 and 4 concern functor categories. The final Section 5 deals with applications

to Krull-Gabriel dimension.

The paper is largely based on our own results from [29,37,38,40]. The latest covering

techniques for functor categories which are described in Sections 3 and 4 come from [37].

Although the paper is intended to be a review, we decided to include sketches of proofs

of many theorems and facts. In this matter we focus on ideas, not technical details. We

believe this will be useful to the reader.
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2 Covering theory of module categories

This section recalls fundamentals of Galois covering theory of quivers, locally bounded

K-categories and the associated functors between module categories. The notation intro-

duced here is freely used in the paper. We mostly base on Section 2 of [37] and Sections

2, 3 and 4 of [40].

2.1 Modules over locally bounded K-categories

Assume that R is a K-category and let ob(R) be the class of all objects of R. If x, y ∈

ob(R), then R(x, y) denotes the space of all morphisms from x to y. Following [14, 22],

we say that a K-category R is locally bounded if and only if

• distinct objects of R are not isomorphic,

• the algebra R(x, x) is local, for any x ∈ ob(R),

•

∑
y∈ob(R) dimK R(x, y) <∞,

∑
y∈ob(R) dimK R(y, x) <∞, for any x ∈ ob(R).

The main examples of locally bounded K-categories are given by the bound quiver

K-categories. We recall necessary definitions below.

Assume that Q = (Q0, Q1) is a quiver where Q0 is the set of vertices and Q1 the set of

arrows. Then Q is finite if both sets Q0 and Q1 are finite. The quiver Q is locally finite

if the number of arrows in Q1 starting or ending in any vertex is finite. If α ∈ Q1 is an

arrow, then s(α) denotes its starting vertex and t(α) its terminal vertex. Assume that

x, y ∈ Q0. By a path from vertex x to vertex y in Q we mean a sequence c1 . . . cn in Q1

such that s(c1) = x, t(cn) = y and t(ci) = s(ci+1), for 1 ≤ i < n. This means that we

compose arrows in the opposite direction to functions, consistently with [6]. We associate

the stationary path ex to each vertex x ∈ Q0 and we set s(ex) = t(ex) = x.

The path K-category KQ of a locally finite quiver Q is a K-category whose objects are

the vertices of Q and the K-linear space KQ(x, y) of morphisms from x to y is generated

by all paths from y to x. The composition in KQ is defined by concatenation of paths

in Q, defined in a natural way. If I is an admissible ideal in KQ [14, 41], then the pair

(Q, I) is called the bound quiver. The associated quotient K-category KQ/I is locally

bounded and called the bound quiver K-category. It is shown in [14] that any locally

bounded K-category over an algebraically closed field K is isomorphic with some bound

quiver K-category.

Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category. A right R-module M (or simply

an R-module) is a K-linear covariant functor M : Rop → MOD(K), equivalently, a K-

linear contravariant functor M : R → MOD(K). An R-module M is finite dimensional

if and only if
∑

x∈ob(R) dimK M(x) < ∞ and locally finite dimensional if and only if
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dimK M(x) < ∞, for any x ∈ ob(R). Assume that M,N : Rop → MOD(K) are R-

modules. An R-module homomorphism f : M → N is a natural transformation of

functors (fx)x∈ob(R) where fx : M(x) → N(x) is a vector space homomorphism, for any

x ∈ ob(R). The space of all homomorphisms from M to N is denoted by HomR(M,N).

We usually write R(M,N) instead of HomR(M,N). Analogous notation for hom-spaces

is used for any additive categories.

We denote by MOD(R), Mod(R) and mod(R) the categories of all R-modules, all

locally finite dimensional R-modules and all finite dimensional R-modules, respectively.

The full subcategories of Mod(R) and mod(R), formed by representatives of isomorphism

classes of all indecomposable R-modules, are denoted by Ind(R) and ind(R), respectively.

As usual, ΓR is the Auslander-Reiten quiver of the category ind(R). Recall that the

functor

D = HomK(−, K) : mod(R)→ mod(Rop)

is a duality between the category of right and left finite dimensional R-modules.

Assume that R = KQ/I is a bound quiver K-category. It is well known that the

category MOD(R) of R-modules is equivalent with the category RepK(Q, I) of K-linear

representations of the bound quiver (Q, I). Moreover, if (Q, I) is finite, then there is

an equivalence of RepK(Q, I) and the category of all modules over the bound quiver K-

algebra KQ/I, restricting to equivalence of categories of finite dimensional modules, see

[6, III 1.6] for details. More generally, any module M ∈ MOD(R) can be viewed as a

direct sum M̂ =
⊕

x∈ob(R) M(x) with a right action of R̂ =
⊕

x,y∈ob(R) R(x, y) such that,

for any m ∈ M̂ and r ∈ R̂, the element m · r is defined as in [6, III 1.6]. In this language,

f : M → N is a homomorphism of R-modules, in the sense of a natural transformation

of functors, if and only if f̂ : M̂ → N̂ is a homomorphism of R-modules in the usual

sense, that is f̂(m · r) = f̂(m) · r. It is convenient in representation theory to use all three

equivalent descriptions of module categories over locally bounded K-categories.

Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category and let x ∈ ob(R). Then Px = R(−, x)

and Ix = D(R(−, x)) denote the indecomposable projective and the indecomposable in-

jective (right) R-module, associated with the vertex x, respectively. Observe that these

modules are finite dimensional, because R is locally bounded. Moreover, they are indecom-

posable, essentially due to Yoneda Lemma and the definition of R, and all indecomposable

projectives and injectives are of the form Px and Ix, respectively.

2.2 Galois coverings

Here we recall the notion of a Galois G-covering functor [14, 34]. For a general definition

of a covering functor we refer the reader to [14, 22]. We start with Galois G-coverings of

quivers and then we move on to locally bounded K-categories.

Assume that Q′ = (Q′
0, Q

′
1) and Q = (Q0, Q1) are quivers. Then a quiver morphism

p : Q′ → Q is a pair (p0, p1) of functions p0 : Q′
0 → Q0 and p1 : Q′

1 → Q1 such that
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s(p1(α)) = p0(s(α)) and t(p1(α)) = p0(t(α)), for any arrow α ∈ Q′
1. A quiver morphism

p : Q′ → Q is an isomorphism if and only if both functions p0 and p1 are bijections. An

isomorphism p : Q→ Q is an automorphism.

Assume that p : Q′ → Q is a morphism of quivers and G is a group of automorphisms

of the quiver Q′ acting freely on vertices of Q′. This means that gx = x if and only if

g = 1, for any g ∈ G and x ∈ Q′
0. Then p : Q′ → Q is a Galois G-covering of quivers (or

simply a Galois covering) if and only if:

• the function p1 : Q′
1 → Q1 induces bijections

{α : gx→ y | α ∈ Q′

1, g ∈ G} ←→ {β : p0(x)→ p0(y) | β ∈ Q1} ←→

←→ {α : x→ gy | α ∈ Q′
1, g ∈ G},

for any x, y ∈ Q′
0,

• the function p0 : Q′
0 → Q0 is surjective,

• pg = p, for any g ∈ G,

• for any vertices x, y ∈ Q′
0 such that p(x) = p(y) there is g ∈ G such that gx = y.

A quiver morphism p : Q′ → Q satisfies the above conditions if and only if it induces a

quiver isomorphism Q ∼= Q′/G where Q′/G is the orbit quiver, see [34] for details.

In this paper we do not consider covering functors in general. Let us just mention that

a quiver morphism p : Q′ → Q is a covering if and only if p1 induces a bijection between

arrows starting (or ending) in a vertex x of Q′ and starting (or ending) in a vertex p(x)

of Q, for any x ∈ Q′
0. Therefore we might say that quivers Q′ and Q are locally the same

in this case. Recall that this is a common feature for coverings of topological spaces.

In covering theory a key role is played by universal coverings [34] which are some

special Galois coverings. We recall the necessary definitions below. First we remind the

definition of the first fundamental group.

Let Q = (Q0, Q1, s, t) be a quiver and α ∈ Q1. We denote by α−1 the formal inverse

of α and we set s(α−1) = t(α), t(α−1) = s(α) and (α−1)−1 = α. If the composition of

arrows αβ exists, then (αβ)−1 = β−1α−1. The set of all formal inverses of arrows from

Q1 is denoted by Q−1
1 . The elements of Q1 are called direct arrows and those of Q−1

1 are

inverse arrows. A walk from x to y in Q is a path from x to y in Q∪Q−1
1 . We denote by

WQ the set of all paths in Q and by WQ(x, y) the set of all paths in Q from x to y.

A homotopy relation in Q is the smallest equivalence relation ∼ on WQ such that:

• αα−1 ∼ es(α) and α−1α ∼ ts(α), for any arrow α ∈ Q1,

• if u, w, u′, w′ ∈ WQ are such that u ∼ u′, w ∼ w′ and t(u) = s(w), t(u′) = s(w′),

then we have uw ∼ u′w′.
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The first fundamental group Π1(Q, a) of the quiver Q with the base vertex a ∈ Q0 is defined

as the quotient set WQ(a, a)/ ∼ endowed with the multiplication [u]∼ · [w]∼ = [uw]∼, for

any u, w ∈ WQ(a, a). It is easy to see that the multiplication is correct and defines a

group structure on WQ(a, a)/ ∼ with [ea]∼ as the neutral element. Observe that if w is a

path from a to b in Q, then the function Π1(Q, a)→ Π1(Q, b) such that [u]∼ 7→ [w−1uw]∼

is a group isomorphism. Hence the first fundamental group is independent of choice of

the base vertex. It is also convenient to note that if T is a maximal subquiver of Q which

is a tree, then Π1(Q, a) is a free group freely generated by the elements [uααv
−1
α ]∼ where

α ∈ Q1 \ T1 and uα (vα, respectively) is a path in T connecting a with s(α) (a with t(α),

respectively).

Assume that Q = (Q0, Q1, s, t) is a connected quiver and a ∈ Q0. We define the quiver

Q̃ = (Q̃0, Q̃1, s̃, t̃) in the following way:

• the set Q̃0 of vertices in Q̃ is the set WQ(a,−)/ ∼ of homotopy classes of all walks

starting in a,

• the set Q̃1 of arrows in Q̃ is the set of elements of the form α[u]∼ where u ∈

WQ(a, s(α)) such that s̃(α[u]∼) = [u]∼ and t̃(α[u]∼) = [uα]∼.

The function p : Q̃→ Q such that p([u]∼) = t(u) and p(α[u]∼) = α is called the universal

covering of a quiver Q. Observe that the fundamental group Π1(Q, a) acts on Q̃ in the

following natural way: if [u]∼ ∈ Π1(Q, a), then

[u]∼ · [w]∼ = [uw]∼ and [u]∼ · α[w]∼ = α[uw]∼.

It can be shown that p : Q̃→ Q is a Galois covering with Π1(Q, a) as the covering group.

Moreover, if q : Q′ → Q is a Galois G-covering, then there is a normal subgroup H of

Π1(Q, a) such that G ∼= Π1(Q, a)/H , Q′ ∼= Q̃/H and the following diagram commutes

Q̃
p //

π

��

Q

Q′ ∼= Q̃/H

q

<<②②②②②②②②②②②②②②②②②②

where π : Q̃ → Q̃/H is a Galois covering with the covering group H . This property

justifies the terminology for the universal covering p : Q̃→ Q.

In the following example we show the construction of the universal Galois covering

p : Q̃→ Q of the Kronecker quiver Q from scratch, that is, based on the general definition.
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Example 2.1. Assume that

Q :=

a

β

��

α

��
b

is the Kronecker quiver. Observe that Π1(Q, a) is freely generated by the walk αβ−1 and

thus Π1(Q, a) ∼= Z. The quiver morphism p : Q̃→ Q such that the quiver Q̃ is an infinite

quiver of the form

[βα−1]∼
β−1

ww♣♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣ α−1

$$❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
[ea]∼

β0

||②②
②②
②②
②② α0

""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊
[αβ−1]∼

β1

zz✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉

α1

''◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆

. . . [βα−1β]∼ [β]∼ [α]∼ [αβ−1α]∼ . . .

where:

• α−1 = α[βα−1]∼ and β−1 = β[βα−1]∼,

• α0 = α[ea]∼ and β0 = β[ea]∼,

• α1 = α[αβ−1]∼ and β1 = β[αβ−1]∼, and so on,

• p([(αβ−1)i]∼) = t((αβ−1)i) = a, for i ∈ Z,

• p([(αβ−1)iβ]∼) = t((αβ−1)iβ) = b, for i ∈ Z,

• p(αi) = α, p(βi) = β, for i ∈ Z

is the universal covering of the quiver Q, that is, the Galois G-covering with the covering

group G = Π1(Q, a) ∼= Z. It is clear that such description is rather inconvenient. We

usually simplify the notation on Q̃ as follows:

a
β

}}③③
③③
③③
③③

α

��❃
❃❃

❃❃
❃❃

a
β

����
��
��
�

α

��❃
❃❃

❃❃
❃❃

a
β

����
��
��
�

α

!!❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉

. . . b b b b . . .

This is supposed to indicate all fibers of p, equivalently, all Z-orbits of the action.

The above notions and constructions can be generalized to the case of bound quivers.

In particular, one defines the first fundamental group Π1(Q, I) of a bound quiver (Q, I). If

p : (Q̃, Ĩ)→ (Q, I) is the universal covering of a bound quiver (Q, I), then Q̃ is constructed

as before and Ĩ is obtained from I by lifting, in a suitable way, the relations generating

I. Then p : (Q̃, Ĩ) → (Q, I) is also a Galois covering with the covering group Π1(Q̃, Ĩ),

and any Galois covering of (Q, I) appears in a similar way as for quivers. We refer to [34]
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for details about these constructions. The crucial thing is that Galois coverings of bound

quivers naturally induce Galois coverings on the level of the associated locally bounded

K-categories. This is the source of the following definition.

Definition 2.2. Assume that R,A are locally bounded K-categories, F : R → A is a

K-linear functor and G a group of K-linear automorphisms of R acting freely on the

objects of R (i.e. gx = x if and only if g = 1, for any g ∈ G and x ∈ ob(R)). Then

F : R→ A is a Galois G-covering (or simply a Galois covering) if and only if

• the functor F : R→ A induces isomorphisms

⊕

g∈G

R(gx, y) ∼= A(F (x), F (y)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

R(x, gy)

of vector spaces, for any x, y ∈ ob(R),

• the functor F : R→ A induces a surjective function ob(R)→ ob(A),

• Fg = F , for any g ∈ G,

• for any x, y ∈ ob(R) such that F (x) = F (y) there is g ∈ G such that gx = y.

As for quivers, the functor F : R → A satisfies the above conditions if and only if

F induces an isomorphism A ∼= R/G where R/G is the orbit category [14]. In this case

we recall its definition. Namely, the objects of R/G are G-orbits Gx = {gx | g ∈ G},

x ∈ ob(R). The set of morphisms (R/G)(Gx,Gy) is defined as the set of fix points of the

following action of G on
∏

z∈Gx

∏
t∈Gy R(z, t):

g(tfz : z → t)z∈Gx,t∈Gy = (g(g−1tfg−1z) : z → t)z∈Gx,t∈Gy.

In other words, (tfz : z → t)z∈Gx,t∈Gy is a morphism if and only if g(tfz) = gtfgz.

As mentioned above, if p : (Q′, I ′) → (Q, I) is a Galois G-covering of bound quivers,

then the induced K-linear functor Fp : KQ′/I ′ → KQ/I is a Galois G-covering in the

above sense. Moreover, since the field K is algebraically closed, any Galois covering in

the sense of Definition 2.2 appears in this way. Nevertheless, in covering theory results

are usually formulated in terms of locally bounded K-categories. In this paper we follow

this tradition.

The next example describes Galois coverings of trivial extensions which are ubiquitous

in representation theory, see for example [?ErKeSk] and [51]. Here we recall a general

construction having two important special cases, namely, where the covering category is

repetitive or cluster repetitive. We use these constructions in Section 5.
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Example 2.3. Assume that C is an algebra and E is a non-zero C-C-bimodule. Consider

a locally finite dimensional matrix K-algebra CE of the form

CE =




. . . 0

. . . C−1

E0 C0

E1 C1

0
. . .

. . .




where Ci = C and Ei = E, for any i ∈ Z. The multiplication is naturally induced

from that of C and the C-C-bimodule structure of E. The identity maps Ci → Ci−1

and Ei → Ei−1 induce an automorphism ν = νCE
such that the orbit algebra CE/〈ν〉 is

isomorphic to the trivial extension C ⋉ E of C by E. The algebra CE may be viewed as

a locally bounded K-category as follows. Assume that {e1, . . . , en} is a complete set of

primitive orthogonal idempotents of C. Then the objects of CE are of the form em,i, for

m ∈ {1, . . . , n}, i ∈ Z, and the morphism spaces are defined as:

CE(em,j, el,i) =





elCem, i = j,
elEem, i = j + 1,

0, otherwise.

Then the projection functor CE → CE/〈ν〉 ∼= C⋉E is a Galois covering with an admissible

torsion-free covering group 〈ν〉 ∼= Z.

In the case E = D(C), the algebra CE is called the repetitive algebra of C (equiva-

lently, the repetitive category), denoted by Ĉ, and it is a self-injective algebra [26]. The

automorphism νĈ is called the Nakayama automorphism of Ĉ and Ĉ/〈νĈ〉 is isomorphic

to the usual trivial extension algebra T (C) = C ⋉D(C).

If C is a tilted algebra and E = Ext2C(DC,C), then CE is called the cluster repetitive

algebra of C and denoted by Č [3]. In this case, the trivial extension C ⋉ E of C

by E = Ext2C(DC,C) is called the relation extension algebra and denoted by C̃ [2].

Remarkably, it follows from [2] that C̃ is a cluster-tilted algebra in the sense of [16]. This

means that C̃ is the endomorphism algebra of a cluster-tilting object in a cluster category.

Moreover, every cluster-tilted algebra occurs in that way.

2.3 Covering functors

A Galois G-covering functor F : R → A ∼= R/G induces three functors on the level of

modules: F• : MOD(A) → MOD(R) and Fλ, Fρ : MOD(R) → MOD(A). These functors

closely link the representation theories of R and A. Here we aim to define these functors

in detail and describe their main properties.

Assume that F : R → A is a Galois G-covering functor. Then the pull-up functor

F• : MOD(A) → MOD(R) associated with F is the functor (−) ◦ F op. The pull-up
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functor is exact and has the left adjoint Fλ : MOD(R)→ MOD(A) and the right adjoint

Fρ : MOD(R) → MOD(A) which are called the push-down functors. We recall the

description of the push-down functors below. First we introduce some terminology.

Assume that X1, . . . , Xn and Y1, . . . , Ym are objects of an abelian category C and let

f ∈ C(
n⊕

i=1

Xi,
m⊕

j=1

Yj)

be a morphism. Then f = [fji]
j=1,...,m
i=1,...,n where pj :

⊕n
k=1 Yk → Yj is the split epimorphism,

ui : Xi →
⊕m

k=1Xk is the split monomorphism and fji = pjfui, for any i = 1, . . . , n,

j = 1, . . . , m. We say in this case that f is defined by homomorphisms fji. We assume

similar terminology for morphisms between direct products of objects in C.

Assume that M : Rop → MOD(K) is an R-module. We define the A-module Fλ(M) :

Aop → MOD(K) in the following way. Assume that a ∈ ob(A) and a = F (x), for some

x ∈ ob(R). Then we have

Fλ(M)(a) =
⊕

g∈G

M(gx).

Assume that α ∈ A(b, a) and a = F (x), b = F (y), for some x, y ∈ ob(R). Since F induces

an isomorphism ⊕

g∈G

R(gy, x) ∼= A(F (y), F (x)),

there are αg : gy → x, for g ∈ G, such that α =
∑

g∈G F (αg). Then the homomorphism

Fλ(M)(α) : Fλ(M)(a)→ Fλ(M)(b)

is defined by homomorphisms M(gαg−1h) : M(gx) → M(hy), for any g, h ∈ G. Assume

that f : M → N is an R-module homomorphism and f = (fx)x∈ob(R), fx : M(x)→ N(x).

Then Fλ(f) : Fλ(M) → Fλ(N), Fλ(f) = (f̂a)a∈ob(A) and f̂a : Fλ(M)(a) → Fλ(N)(a)

is defined by homomorphisms fgx : M(gx) → N(gx), for any g ∈ G. For the module

Fρ(M) : Aop → MOD(K) we have

Fρ(M)(a) =
∏

g∈G

M(gx)

and the rest of the definition is similar to the case of Fλ. We refer the reader to [37, Remark

3.3] for equivalent definitions of push-down functors in terms of the tensor product.

Observe that Fλ is a subfunctor of Fρ and both functors coincide on the category of

finite dimensional A-modules. It is important to note that general covering functors do

not have this property. Moreover, if an R-module M is finite dimensional, then Fλ(M) is

finite dimensional. Hence the functor Fλ restricts to a functor mod(R)→ mod(A). This

functor is also denoted by Fλ.

Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category, G is a group of K-linear automor-

phisms of R acting freely on the objects of R and g ∈ G. Given R-module M we denote

11



by gM the module M ◦ g−1. Given R-module homomorphism f : M → N we denote by
gf the R-module homomorphism gM → gN such that gfx = fg−1x, for any x ∈ ob(R).

This defines an action of G on MOD(R). It is easy to see that the map f 7→ gf defines

isomorphism of vector spaces R(M,N) ∼= R(gM, gN).

Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category and X, Y ∈ mod(R). In the Galois

covering theory one frequently uses an observation that there are only finitely many

elements g ∈ G such that R(X, gY ) 6= 0 and R(gX, Y ) 6= 0 (this is a straightforward

consequence of the assumption that G acts freely on the objects of R). Applying this

and the fact that (Fλ, F•) is an adjoint pair one can show that the three bifunctors

A(Fλ(−), Fλ(·)),
⊕

g∈G R(−, g(·)) and
⊕

g∈G R(g(−), ·) are equivalent and this equivalence

is induced by the push-down functor Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A). In particular, Fλ induces

natural isomorphisms

νX,Y :
⊕

g∈G

R(gX, Y )→ A(Fλ(X), Fλ(Y ))

of vector spaces, for any X, Y ∈ mod(R), given by

νX,Y ((fg)g∈G) =
∑

g∈G

Fλ(fg)

where fg : gX → Y , for any g ∈ G. In this description we identify Fλ(gX) with Fλ(X),

for any R-module X and g ∈ G. This isomorphism is used freely in the paper.

The support supp(M) of a module M ∈ MOD(R) is the full subcategory of R formed

by all objects x in R such that M(x) 6= 0. The category R is locally support-finite [18]

if and only if for any x ∈ ob(R) the union of the sets supp(M), where M ∈ ind(R) and

M(x) 6= 0, is finite.

We say that the group G is admissible if and only if G acts freely on the objects of R

and there are only finitely many G-orbits. In this case the orbit category R/G is finite

and we often treat it as an algebra. If G is admissible, then we say that G acts freely on

ind(R) if and only if gM ∼= M implies that g = 1, for any M ∈ ind(R) and g ∈ G.

The main properties of the push-down functor Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A) are summa-

rized in the following theorem, based on [14, 18, 22, 34].

Theorem 2.4. Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category, G an admissible group

of K-linear automorphisms of R and F : R → A the Galois covering. Then the functor

Fλ : mod(R)→ mod(A) satisfies the following assertions.

(1) There are isomorphisms Fλ(gM) ∼= Fλ(M) and Fλ(gf) ∼= Fλ(f), for any R-module

M , R-homomorphism f and g ∈ G.

(2) There is an isomorphism F•(Fλ(M)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G
gM , for any R-module M . Moreover,

if X, Y ∈ ind(R), then Fλ(X) ∼= Fλ(Y ) implies Y ∼= gX, for some g ∈ G.
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(3) If the group G is torsion-free, then G acts freely on ind(R). If the latter condition

holds, then Fλ : mod(R)→ mod(A) preserves indecomposability.

(4) The functor Fλ induces the following isomorphisms of vector spaces

⊕

g∈G

R(gX, Y ) ∼= A(Fλ(X), Fλ(Y )) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

R(X, gY ),

for any X, Y ∈ mod(R).

(5) Assume that the group G is torsion-free and R is locally support-finite. The the push-

down functor Fλ : mod(R)→ mod(A) is dense. This means that for any M ∈ mod(A)

there is X ∈ mod(R) such that Fλ(X) ∼= M .

We recall that if the group G is torsion-free, then the functor Fλ : mod(R)→ mod(A)

preserves right and left minimal almost split homomorphisms, Auslander-Reiten sequences

and induces an injection ind(R)/G →֒ ind(A), see [14, 18].

In case G is torsion free, we say that Fλ : mod(R)→ mod(A) is a Galois G-precovering

of module categories. If additionally Fλ is dense, for example when R is locally support-

finite, we say that Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A) is a Galois G-covering of module categories.

Similar terminology is used for functors between any additive Krull-Schmidt K-categories

if they satisfy analogous conditions. We refer to [37, Definition 2.3] for the precise formu-

lation.

The push-down functor Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A) is not dense in general. This is the

source of the following definition, originated in [18].

Definition 2.5. Assume that F : R → A is a Galois G-covering and G is torsion-free.

An indecomposable module M ∈ mod(A) is of the first kind if and only if M lies in the

image of the functor Fλ : mod(R)→ mod(A). Otherwise, M is of the second kind.

We emphasize that [18] gives important characterizations of the modules of the first

and the second kind for a wide class of Galois coverings.

A particularly important case of a Galois covering F : R→ A is the situation when R

is locally representation-finite. This means that for any x ∈ ob(R) there are only finitely

many indecomposable modules M ∈ mod(R) such that M(x) 6= 0. In this context, the

following classical result is useful, see [14, 15, 22, 34]. We apply it in Section 4.

We shall denote by [X ] the vertices of the Auslander-Reiten quiver ΓR, that is, the

isomorphism classes of indecomposable finite dimensional R-modules X .

Theorem 2.6. Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category, G an admissible torsion-

free group K-linear automorphisms of R and F : R → A the associated Galois covering.

The following assertions hold.

(1) The category R is locally representation-finite if and only if the category ind(R) is

locally bounded. In this case, the category A is representation-finite.
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(2) Assume that R is locally representation-finite. In this case, the push-down functor

Fλ : ind(R) → ind(A) is a Galois covering of locally bounded K-categories which

induces a Galois covering ΓR → ΓA of translation quivers such that [X ] 7→ [Fλ(X)],

for any X ∈ ind(R).

Proof. Theorem follows mainly from 2.4. We only show the first part of (1), because

it is very instructive. First observe that ind(R) is locally bounded if and only if the

hom-functors R(∗, X) and R(X, ∗) have finite supports, for any X ∈ ind(R).

Assume that R is locally representation-finite and let X ∈ ind(R). We show that the

functor R(∗, X) has finite support. Let Ra be the finite set of all indecomposable modules

in mod(R) which are nonzero in a ∈ ob(R). Further, let X be the union of all the sets

Ra such that a ∈ supp(X). If Y ∈ ind(R) and R(Y,X) 6= 0, then supp(X)∩ supp(Y ) 6= ∅

and hence Y ∈ X . Since X is finite, we conclude that R(∗, X) has finite support and thus

ind(R) is locally bounded. Arguments for the functor R(X, ∗) are analogous.

Assume now that the hom-functors have finite supports. We prove that R is locally

representation-finite. Let a ∈ ob(R) and recall that X(a) ∼= R(Pa, X), for any indecom-

posable module X ∈ mod(R), and hence X(a) 6= 0 if and only if R(Pa, X) 6= 0. Since

the support of the functor R(Pa, ∗) is finite, we conclude that there is a finite number of

indecomposable R-modules X ∈ mod(R) with X(a) 6= 0. Thus R is locally representation-

finite.

3 Covering theory of functor categories

In this section we outline the main results from [37, Section 3]. First we recall some basic

facts about functor categories and general tensor products for categories of modules over

small K-categories. Then we introduce Galois covering theory of functor categories. We

view this theory as the theory of the left and the right adjoint functors

Φ,Θ : MOD(mod(R))→ MOD(mod(A))

to the pull-up functor

Ψ = (Fλ)• : MOD(mod(A))→ MOD(mod(R)),

along the push-down functor Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A) where (Fλ)• = (−) ◦ Fλ. It turns

out that when Fλ is dense, Φ and Θ are natural generalizations of Fλ and Fρ to the level

of functor categories. Generally, Φ and Θ restrict to categories F(R),F(A) of finitely

presented functors and the restricted functors Φ,Θ : F(R) → F(A) coincide. This

is important for applications to the theory of Krull-Gabriel dimension, see Section 5.

Finally, we show that Φ : F(R) → F(A) is a Galois G-precovering of functor categories

if the group G is torsion-free.
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3.1 Functor categories and tensor products

Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category. Set R = mod(R) and denote by mod(R)

the category of all contravariant K-linear functors mod(R)→ mod(K).

Let M be an R-module. Then a contravariant hom-functor represented by M is the

functor HM : mod(R) → MOD(K) such that HM(X) = R(X,M), for any X ∈ mod(R),

and if f ∈ R(X, Y ), then HM(f) : R(Y,M) → R(X,M) where HM(f)(g) = gf , for any

g ∈ R(Y,M). The functor HM : mod(R)→ MOD(K) is denoted by R(−,M), but − may

be replaced by ∗, ? etc. We agree that the domain of a hom-functor can be enlarged to

Mod(R) or MOD(R).

Assume that f ∈ R(M,N) is an R-homomorphism. Then f induces a homomorphism

of hom-functors R(−, f) : R(−,M) → R(−, N) such that R(X, f) : R(X,M) → R(X,N)

is defined by R(X, f)(g) = fg, for any g ∈ R(X,M). The Yoneda lemma implies that the

function f 7→ R(−, f) defines an isomorphism

R(M,N)→ R(R(−,M), R(−, N))

of vector spaces. Moreover, this yields M ∼= N if and only if R(−,M) ∼= R(−, N).

A functor F ∈ mod(R) is finitely generated if and only if there exists an epimorphism

of functors R(−, N) → F , for some N ∈ mod(R). Furthermore, F is finitely presented if

and only if there exists an exact sequence of functors

R(−,M)
R(−,f)
−−−−→ R(−, N)→ F → 0,

for some M,N ∈ mod(R) and R-module homomorphism f : M → N . In this situation

we have F ∼= CokerR(−, f) and thus F (X) is isomorphic to the cokernel of the map

R(X, f) : R(X,M)→ R(X,N).

The full subcategory of mod(R), formed by all finitely presented functors, is denoted as

F(R). Observe that R(−,M) ∈ F(R), for any M ∈ mod(R) and recall that hom-functors

are projective objects of the category F(R) [11].

The following result is well-known, see for example [37, Proposition 3.4].

Proposition 3.1. Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category. The category F(R)

is an abelian Krull-Schmidt hom-finite K-category. Moreover, a functor T ∈ F(R) has

local endomorphism K-algebra if and only if T is indecomposable.

Assume that A,B are small K-categories, in particular A,B may be abelian. We

denote by

A(−,−) : Aop ×A → MOD(K)

the hom-bifunctor. We denote by A-MOD the category of all left A-modules, that is, the

category consisting of covariant K-linear functors A → MOD(K) as objects and natural

transformations as morphisms. The category of all right A-modules, denoted by MOD(A),
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is the category consisting of covariant K-linear functors Aop → MOD(K) (equivalently,

contravariant functors A → MOD(K)) as objects and natural transformations as mor-

phisms. We often identify MOD(Aop) with A-MOD, because a left A-module is a right

Aop-module. An A-B-bimodule is a functor Bop×A → MOD(K), that is, a functor which

is contravariant in the first variable and covariant in the second.

Objects of A are usually denoted with lowercase letters and objects of MOD(A) or

A-MOD with uppercase letters. Observe that A(−,−) is an A-A-bimodule and if a ∈ A,

then A(a,−) ∈ A-MOD and A(−, a) ∈ MOD(A). We also denote by

A(−,−) : MOD(A)op ×MOD(A)→ MOD(K)

the hom-bifunctor. Clearly A(−,−) = MOD(A)(−,−) but we do not use the latter

notation. Observe that Aop(−,−) is the hom-bifunctor defined for the category of left A-

modules. The notation introduced above is consistent with that for modules over locally

bounded K-categories.

We recall from [21, 35] that there exists a tensor product bifunctor

−⊗A − : MOD(A)×A-MOD→ MOD(K)

such that, for any A-B-bimodule AMB and B-A-bimodule BNA:

• the functor − ⊗ AMB : MOD(A) → MOD(B) is the left adjoint to the functor

B(AMB,−) : MOD(B)→ MOD(A),

• the functor BNA ⊗A − : A-MOD → B-MOD is the left adjoint to the functor

Bop(BNA,−) : B-MOD→ A-MOD.

It is known that

M ⊗A A(−,−) ∼= M and A(−,−)⊗A N ∼= N,

for any M ∈ MOD(A), N ∈ A-MOD. In particular, we have natural isomorphisms

M ⊗A A(a,−) ∼= M(a) and A(−, a)⊗A N ∼= N(a),

for any a ∈ A. These isomorphisms are called the co-Yoneda isomorphisms. As the

left adjoints to the appropriate hom-functors, the tensor product functors −⊗ AMB and

BNA ⊗A − are unique up to natural equivalence. Hence we conclude that for locally

bounded K-categories A and B these functors coincide with the usual tensor products for

modules.

3.2 Covering theory

The pull-up functor along a K-linear functor G : A → B is the functor

G• : MOD(B)→ MOD(A)
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defined as (−) ◦ Gop. Recall that this functor is often called the restriction functor, but

we do not use this terminology, see [37, Remark 3.2].

Let F : R→ A be a Galois G-covering and denote by

Ψ := (Fλ)• : MOD(A)→ MOD(R)

be the pull-up functor along Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A). Applying the tensor product

bifunctor we obtain the following result, describing the left adjoint and the right adjoint

to Ψ, see [37, Corollary 3.4, Theorem 3.1]. We believe that this fact initiates the general

Galois covering theory of functor categories. In the sequel we set R = mod(R) and

A = mod(A).

Theorem 3.2. Assume that F : R→ A is a Galois G-covering. The functor

Φ :=?⊗R [A(−, Fλ(∗))] : MOD(R)→ MOD(A)

is the left adjoint to Ψ = (Fλ)• and the functor

Θ := R(A(Fλ(∗),−), ?) : MOD(R)→ MOD(A)

is the right adjoint to Ψ.

Proof. We recall from [37, Theorem 3.1], see also [17, Proposition 6.1], that for any K-

linear functor G : A → B, the pull-up functor G• : MOD(B) → MOD(A) has the left

adjoint given by

GL =?⊗A B(−, G(∗)) : MOD(A)→ MOD(B)

and the right adjoint given by

GR = A(B(G(∗),−), ?) : MOD(A)→ MOD(B).

Note that the bifunctor A(−, Fλ(∗)) is a R-A-bimodule, the bifunctor A(Fλ(∗),−) is an

A-R-bimodule and clearly Φ = (Fλ)L, Θ = (Fλ)R. This shows the thesis.

The following result, proved originally in [37, Theorem 3.7], shows important proper-

ties of the functors Φ,Θ : MOD(R) → MOD(A). Moreover, this is a crucial ingredient

of the proof of the fact that Galois coverings do not increase Krull-Gabriel dimension

[37, Theorem 3.8].

Theorem 3.3. Assume that F : R→ A is a Galois G-covering. Then Φ(F(R)) ⊆ F(A),

Θ(F(R)) ⊆ F(A) and Φ|F(R)
∼= Θ|F(R). In particular, the functors Φ,Θ : F(R)→ F(A)

are exact. Moreover, we have

Φ(CokerR(∗, f)) ∼= Θ(CokerR(∗, f)) ∼= CokerA(−, Fλ(f)),

for any R-module homomorphism f .
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Proof. The co-Yoneda isomorphisms yields

Φ(R(∗, ?)) = R(∗, ?)⊗R [A(−, Fλ(∗))] ∼= A(−, Fλ(?)).

Moreover, Φ : MOD(R) → MOD(A) is right exact, because it is the left adjoint. Hence

we obtain Φ(CokerR(∗, f)) ∼= CokerA(−, Fλ(f)) which shows that Φ(F(R)) ⊆ F(A). We

show that there is a natural equivalence of functors

ϕ = (ϕT )T∈F(R) : Φ|F(R) → Θ|F(R)

where ϕT : Φ(T ) → Θ(T ), for any T ∈ F(R). Our aim is to sketch the definition of

ϕT : Φ(T ) → Θ(T ). Assume that f : M → N ∈ mod(R) and set T = CokerR(∗, f), that

is, we have an exact sequence of functors of the form

R(∗,M)
R(∗,f)
−−−→ R(∗, N)

π
−→ T → 0.

Then we obtain

Φ(T ) ∼= CokerA(−, Fλ(f)) ∼= CokerA(−, Fρ(f)) ∼= CokerR(F•(−), f)

since Fλ = Fρ on mod(R), and moreover

Θ(T ) = R(A(Fλ(∗),−), T ) ∼= R(R(∗, F•(−)), T ).

Observe that F•(mod(A)) ⊆ Mod(R) so we cannot conclude that CokerR(F•(−), f) ∼=

T (F•(−)) nor can we apply the Yoneda lemma to state that R(R(∗, F•(−)), T ) ∼= T (F•(−)).

Then we define

ϕT = (ϕT
X)X∈mod(A) : CokerR(F•(−), f)→ R(R(∗, F•(−)), T )

in the following way. Assume that X ∈ mod(A) and α : F•(X)→ N is an R-homomorphism.

The K-linear map

ϕT
X : CokerR(F•(X), f) ∼=

R(F•(X), N)

ImR(F•(X), f)
→ R(R(∗, F•(X)), T )

is defined by the formula:

ϕT
X(α + ImR(F•(X), f)) = π ◦ R(∗, α).

It is shown in [37, Theorem 3.7] that ϕT
X is a well-defined K-linear isomorphism,

for any X ∈ mod(A), ϕT is a natural equivalence, for any T ∈ F(R), and finally that

ϕ : Φ|F(R) → Θ|F(R) is a natural equivalence. This yields that Θ(F(R)) ⊆ F(A) since

Φ(F(R)) ⊆ F(A), as shown above. In consequence, the functors Φ,Θ : F(R) → F(A)

are exact as they are both left and right exact.
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We describe the action of G on MOD(R). Given a functor T ∈ MOD(R) and g ∈ G

we define gT ∈ MOD(R) to be as follows: (gT )(X) = T (g
−1

X) and (gT )(f) = T (g
−1

f),

for any module X ∈ mod(R) and homomorphism f ∈ mod(R). Given a morphism of

functors ι : T1 → T2 and g ∈ G we define gι : gT1 → gT2 as (gι)X = ιX−g , for any

X ∈ mod(R). It is easy to see that this is an action of G. Moreover, the action restricts

to F(R), because

g(CokerR(∗, f)) ∼= CokerR(∗, gf) ∈ F(R).

If G is torsion-free, then G acts freely on F(R) [37, Proposition 4.1].

The following theorem shows fundamental properties of the functor Φ : F(R)→ F(A)

[37, Theorem 4.3]. This properties particularly imply that Φ is a Galois G-precovering

of functor categories, provided that G is torsion-free. The torsion-freeness of G is neces-

sary to show that Φ preserves indecomposable functors, but the remaining properties are

independent of this assumption.

Theorem 3.4. Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category, G an admissible group

of K-linear automorphisms of R and F : R → A ∼= R/G the Galois G-covering. The

functor Φ : F(R)→ F(A) has the following properties.

(1) There are isomorphisms Φ(T ) ∼= Φ(gT ) and Ψ(Φ(T )) ∼=
⊕

g∈G gT , for any functor

T ∈ F(R) and g ∈ G. Moreover, if functors T1, T2 ∈ F(R) are indecomposable, then

Φ(T1) ∼= Φ(T2) implies T1
∼= gT2, for some g ∈ G.

(2) If G is torsion-free, then Φ preserves indecomposability.

(3) Assume T, T ′ ∈ F(R) and U ∈ F(A). There are natural isomorphisms of vector

spaces

A(Φ(T ), U) ∼= R(T,Ψ(U)) and R(Ψ(U), T ) ∼= A(U,Φ(T ))

which induce natural isomorphisms

⊕

g∈G

R(gT, T ′) ∼= A(Φ(T ),Φ(T ′)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

R(T, gT ′).

Consequently, if the group G is torsion-free, then the functor Φ : F(R) → F(A) is a

Galois G-precovering of functor categories.

Proof. (1) Assume g ∈ G and T = CokerR(∗, f), for some R-homomorphism f : M → N .

Then gT ∼= CokerR(∗, gf) and since Fλ(f) ∼= Fλ(gf), we obtain

Φ(gT ) ∼= CokerA(−, Fλ(gf)) ∼= CokerA(−, Fλ(f)) ∼= Φ(T ).

Since F•(Fλ(f)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G
gf , we obtain the following natural isomorphisms:

Ψ(Φ(T )) = Φ(T ) ◦ Fλ
∼= CokerR(Fλ(∗), Fλ(f)) ∼= CokerR(∗, F•(Fλ(f))) ∼=
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∼= CokerR(∗,
⊕

g∈G

gf) ∼= CokerR(
⊕

g∈G

(∗, gf)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

CokerR(∗, gf) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

gT.

To show the second part, assume that T1, T2 ∈ F(R) are indecomposable functors and

Φ(T1) ∼= Φ(T2). Then Ψ(Φ(T1)) ∼= Ψ(Φ(T2)) and hence
⊕

g∈G gT1
∼=

⊕
g∈G gT2. Moreover,

T1 and T2 have local endomorphism algebras and thus gT1 and gT2 as well, for any g ∈ G

(observe that EndR(T ) ∼= EndR(gT ), for any T ∈ F(R)). Hence the Krull-Schmidt

theorem yields T1
∼= gT2, for some g ∈ G.

(3) Assume that G is torsion-free and T ∈ F(R) is indecomposable. Assume that

Φ(T ) ∼= U ⊕ V , for some functors U, V ∈ F(A) such that U is indecomposable. Then⊕
g∈G gT ∼= Ψ(U)⊕Ψ(V ) and so the Krull-Schmidt theorem yields Ψ(U) ∼=

⊕
h∈H hT , for

some nonempty set H ⊆ G. Since Fλ is G-invariant, we get gΨ(U) = g(U ◦ Fλ) ∼= U ◦ Fλ

and thus

gΨ(U) ∼=
⊕

h∈H

(gh)T ∼=
⊕

h∈H

hT,

for any g ∈ G. Since G acts freely on F(R), we conclude that gH ⊆ H , for any g ∈ G

which implies that H = G. Thus V = 0 and so Φ(T ) ∼= U is indecomposable.

(4) The first two natural isomorphisms follow from the fact that (Φ,Ψ) and (Ψ,Θ) are

adjoint pairs and Φ|F(R)
∼= Θ|F(R). Then we obtain

A(Φ(T ),Φ(T ′)) ∼= R(T,Ψ(Φ(T ′))) ∼= R(T,
⊕

g∈G

gT ′).

Observe that there are only finitely many g ∈ G such that R(T, gT ′) 6= 0. Indeed, there

are epimorphisms R(∗, N) → T and R(∗, N) → T ′, because T, T ′ are finitely generated.

Hence R(T, gT ′) 6= 0 yields

R(R(∗, N), R(∗, gN ′)) ∼= R(N, gN ′) 6= 0

and R(N, gN ′) 6= 0 holds only for finite number of g ∈ G. It is easy to see that R(T, gT ′) ∼=

R(g−1T, T ′), for any g ∈ G and thus we obtain

R(T,
⊕

g∈G

gT ′) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

R(T, gT ′) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

R(gT, T ′).

We show in the proof of [37, Theorem 4.3] that the isomorphisms

⊕

g∈G

R(gT, T ′) ∼= A(Φ(T ),Φ(T ′)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

R(T, gT ′)

are given by

(ιg)g∈G 7→
∑

g∈G

Φ(ιg)← [ (g−1ιg)g∈G
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where ιg : gT1 → T2 is a homomorphism of functors, for any g ∈ G. Hence these

isomorphisms are induced by Φ. Recall that this requirement is necessary for Φ to be a

Galois G-precovering. We omit a technical proof this fact.

The above theorem is a generalization of [38, Theorem 5.5] where it is shown that

the functor Φ : F(R) → F(A) is a Galois G-precovering under the assumption that R

is locally support-finite. In this case the push-down functor Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A) is

dense which was significant for the proof.

The dense case is important, because then the functor Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A) itself

is a Galois covering of module categories, see Theorem 2.4. In this special situation,

description of the functors Φ,Θ : MOD(R) → MOD(A) is analogous to the classical

push-down functors Fλ, Fρ : MOD(R)→ MOD(A). In particular, we have

Φ(T )(Fλ(M)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

T (gM) and Θ(T )(Fλ(M)) ∼=
∏

g∈G

T (gM),

for any T ∈ MOD(R) and M ∈ mod(R). We refer to [37, Corollary 4.6] for details of

this description. Nevertheless, in order to give a flavor of these results, we recall below

an exact description of Φ : MOD(R)→ MOD(A):

• Assume that α : Fλ(M)→ Fλ(N) is an A-homomorphism such that α =
∑

g∈G Fλ(fg)

where fg : gM → N , for any g ∈ G. Then

Φ(T )(α) :
⊕

g∈G

T (gN)→
⊕

g∈G

T (gM)

is defined by T (hfh−1g) : T (hN)→ T (gM), for any g, h ∈ G.

• Assume that T1, T2 ∈ MOD(R), ι : T1 → T2 is a morphism of functors and let

M ∈ mod(R). Then the homomorphism

Φ(ι)Fλ(M) :
⊕

g∈G

T1(
gM)→

⊕

g∈G

T2(
gM)

is defined by ιgM : T1(
gM)→ T2(

gM), for any g ∈ G.

These properties essentially follow from the fact that there is a natural equivalence of

functors Ψ(Φ(·)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G g(·), see [37, Theorem 4.5] (we have also Ψ(Θ(·)) ∼=
∏

g∈G g(·)).

The above description suggests an equivalent definition of Φ : MOD(R) → MOD(A)

when Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A) is dense. Namely, denote by Add(mod(R)) the full sub-

category of MOD(R) whose objects are arbitrary direct sums of finite dimensional R-

modules. Assume that T ∈ MOD(R) and let T̂ : Add(mod(R)) → MOD(K) be the

additive closure of T . The density of Fλ ensures that F•(mod(A)) ⊆ Add(mod(R)), be-

cause F•(Fλ(N)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G
gN . Consequently, the functor (̂·) ◦ F• : MOD(R)→ MOD(A)

is well-defined and it is easy to see that Φ ∼= (̂·)◦F•. Indeed, this follows from F•Fλ
∼= (·)g
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and the fact that for any α : Fλ(M)→ Fλ(N) as above F•(α) :
⊕

g∈G
gM →

⊕
g∈G

gN is

defined by homomorphisms hfh−1g : gM → hN , for any g, h ∈ G.

As a consequence of above considerations, we obtain the following fact.

Theorem 3.5. Assume that the push-down functor Fλ : mod(R) → mod(A) is dense.

Then Φ : MOD(R)→ MOD(A) is a subfunctor of Θ : MOD(R)→ MOD(A). Moreover,

these functors restrict to categories of finitely presented functors and they coincide on

F(R). Consequently, both functors Φ,Θ : F(R)→ F(A) are exact.

Proof. Observe that we have

Φ(Fλ(−)) = Φ(·) ◦ Fλ = Ψ(Φ(·)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

g(·)

and moreover

Θ(Fλ(−)) = Θ(·) ◦ Fλ = Ψ(Θ(·)) ∼=
∏

g∈G

g(·),

hence Φ is a subfunctor of Θ, because
⊕

g∈G g(·) is a subfunctor of
∏

g∈G g(·). If T ∈ F(R)

is finitely presented, then for any M ∈ mod(R) we have T (gM) 6= 0 only for finite number

of g ∈ G. This yields

Φ(T )(Fλ(M)) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

T (gM) ∼=
∏

g∈G

T (gM) ∼= Θ(T )(Fλ(M)),

so Φ(T ) ∼= Θ(T ) and thus Φ|F(R)
∼= Θ|F(R). Hence Φ and Θ are exact on F(R).

Summing up, we get an exact functor Φ : F(R)→ F(A) such that

Φ(T ) = T̂ ◦ F•
∼= CokerA(−, Fλ(f)),

for any T = CokerR(−, f) ∈ F(R). We refer the reader to [37, Remark 4.8] for more

detailed discussion of these properties.

4 The functors of the first and the second kind

This section, based on [37, Section 5], is devoted to motivating the introduction of the

following terminology, originated in [18] for the case of modules, see Definition 2.5. In the

sequel the functor Φ : F(R)→ F(A) is denoted by ΦF .

Definition 4.1. Assume that F : R → A is a Galois G-covering with a torsion-free

group G and let ΦF : F(R) → F(A) be the associated Galois G-precovering of functor

categories. We call an indecomposable functor U ∈ F(A) a functor of the first kind if

and only if U lies in the image of ΦF . Otherwise, we call U a functor of the second kind.
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Recall that categories of finitely presented functors are abelian Krull-Schmidt cat-

egories. This implies that the density of ΦF : F(R) → F(A) is equivalent with the

condition that any functor U ∈ F(A) is of the first kind.

In order to motivate Definition 4.1 we show examples of Galois coverings F : R → A

for which the functor Φ : F(R) → F(A) is either dense or not. In these examples R is

a simply connected locally representation-finite locally bounded K-category. As we shall

see, this situation simplifies considerations, because then the functor Φ : F(R) → F(A)

becomes a Galois covering on the module level.

4.1 The locally representation-finite case

A locally bounded K-category R is triangular if and only if there is a presentation R ∼=

KQ/I with Q triangular, i.e. Q has no oriented cycles. Furthermore, R is simply connected

[8] provided that, for any presentation R ∼= KQ/I as a bound quiver K-category:

• the quiver Q is triangular,

• the fundamental group Π1(Q, I) is trivial, i.e. Π1(Q, I) = {1}.

The reader is referred to [22] for the appropriate definitions. It follows from [48] that R is

simply connected if and only if R is triangular and has no proper Galois coverings. If R

is locally representation finite, then R is simply connected if and only if the fundamental

group Π1(ΓR) of ΓR is trivial.

Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category. The mesh-category [46] of the

Auslander-Reiten quiver ΓR of R is defined as K(Γop
R )/I where I is the admissible ideal

in the path category K(Γop
R ) generated by all the mesh-relations appearing in Γop

R . We

say that R is standard if and only if there exists a K-linear equivalence of categories

φR : ind(R) → K(ΓR) such that φR(X) = [X ], for any X ∈ ind(R). It follows from

[14,15] that R is standard if and only if R admits a simply connected Galois covering. In

particular, if R is simply connected, then R is standard.

It is known that the Auslander-Reiten quiver ΓR of R describes the factor category

ind(R)/rad∞

R where rad∞

R is the infinite radical of the category R. This means that in

general we only have a full and dense functor ind(R) → K(ΓR) such that X 7→ [X ], for

any X ∈ ind(R). If R is locally representation-finite, then ind(R) is locally bounded and

hence ind(R) has a presentation KQ/I as a bound quiver K-category. Then Q = Γop
R and

I contains all the mesh-relations. However I may contain more relations, so in general

ind(R) is not equivalent with the mesh category K(ΓR). This holds if R is standard and

in the particular case when R is simply connected.

Assume that R is a locally representation-finite locally bounded K-category, G an

admissible torsion-free group of K-linear automorphisms of R and F : R→ A is the Galois

covering. It follows from Theorem 2.6 that the push-down functor Fλ : ind(R)→ ind(A)
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is a Galois covering of locally bounded K-categories. Therefore Fλ induces the push-down

functor

(Fλ)λ : mod(ind(R))→ mod(ind(A))

on the level of module categories. We briefly sketch arguments showing that (Fλ)λ ∼= ΦF

in this case, see [37, Proposition 5.4] for details.

First observe that the functor ηR : mod(ind(R))→ F(R) of additive closure is an exact

equivalence of categories. Clearly, if T ∈ mod(ind(R)), then ηR(T ) : mod(R)→ mod(K)

is defined as the unique contravariant K-linear functor such that ηR(T )(X) = T (X), for

any X ∈ ind(R). Observe that ηR(ind(R)(−,M)) = R(−,M), for any M ∈ mod(R), and

hence ηR preserves projective objects. It is easy to see that ηR is exact, so it preserves

projective presentations and thus Im(ηR) ⊆ F(R). The quasi-inverse of this functor sends

a functor T ∈ F(R) to the restriction T |ind(R).

Assume that T ∈ mod(ind(R)). Then the minimal projective presentation p of T in

mod(ind(R)) has the form

p : ind(R)(−,M)→ ind(R)(−, N)→ T → 0,

for some M,N ∈ mod(R). Since (Fλ)λ is exact and preserves projectivity, we get that

(Fλ)λ(p) : ind(A)(−, Fλ(M))→ ind(A)(−, Fλ(N))→ (Fλ)λ(T )→ 0

is a projective presentation of the ind(A)-module (Fλ)λ(T ) in mod(ind(A)). Applying the

functors ηR and ηA to p and (Fλ)λ(p), respectively, we obtain the following two projective

presentations:

ηR(p) : R(−,M)→ R(−, N)→ ηR(T )→ 0,

ηA((Fλ)λ(p)) : A(−, Fλ(M))→ A(−, Fλ(N))→ ηA((Fλ)λ(T ))→ 0

which shows that ΦF (ηR(T )) = ηA((Fλ)λ(T )). Summing up, we obtain the following

commutative diagram

mod(ind(R))
(Fλ)λ //

ηR

��

mod(ind(A))

ηA

��
F(R)

ΦF // F(A)

and conclude that (Fλ)λ ∼= ΦF . In case R is additionally simply connected, our description

of ΦF gets even more handy. Indeed, when R is simply connected, both R and A are

standard and there are K-linear equivalences φR : ind(R) → K(ΓR) and φA : ind(R) →

K(ΓA), sending indecomposable modules to the associated vertices in the Auslander-

Reiten quivers. The push-down functor Fλ : ind(R) → ind(A) induces a Galois covering

ΓR → ΓA of translation quivers such that [X ] 7→ [Fλ(X)], for any X ∈ ind(R) 2.6

and hence a Galois covering Γop
R → Γop

A of the opposite quivers. In turn, this induces
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a Galois covering K(ΓR) → K(ΓA) of the associated mesh-categories which we denote

F Γ
λ : K(ΓR)→ K(ΓA). Since F Γ

λ ([X ]) = [Fλ(X)], we get the commutative diagram of the

form:

ind(R)
Fλ //

φR

��

ind(A)

φA

��
K(ΓR)

FΓ
λ // K(ΓA.)

We summarize the above observations in the following result. We refer to [37, Theorem

5.6] for the details.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that R is a locally representation-finite simply connected locally

bounded K-category, G an admissible torsion-free group of K-linear automorphisms of R

and F : R→ A is the Galois covering. Then the following diagram

mod(K(ΓR))
(FΓ

λ
)λ //

φ̃R

��

mod(K(ΓA))

φ̃A

��
mod(ind(R))

(Fλ)λ //

ηR

��

mod(ind(A))

ηA

��
F(R)

ΦF // F(A),

where φ̃R = (−) ◦ φR and φ̃A = (−) ◦ φA, is a commutative diagram whose columns are

equivalences.

Proof. Clearly φ̃R = (−) ◦ φR and φ̃A = (−) ◦ φA are K-linear equivalences on the

module level. Moreover, any equivalence of Galois coverings induces an equivalence of the

associated push-down functors, and hence the following diagram

mod(K(ΓR))
(FΓ

λ
)λ //

φ̃R

��

mod(K(ΓA))

φ̃A

��
mod(ind(R))

(Fλ)λ // mod(ind(A))

is commutative.

4.2 Examples

Theorem 4.2 can be applied to justify Definition 4.1. Indeed, we conclude that the functor

ΦF is dense if and only if the functor (F Γ
λ )λ is dense. The latter can be verified by classical

techniques of covering theory. We use this idea in Examples 4.3 and 4.4 (see Examples

5.7 and 5.8 in [37], respectively). The first one gives a Galois covering F : R → A for

which ΦF is not dense. In the second one it is the opposite. We are grateful to Stanis law

Kasjan for drawing our attention to the first example.
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Example 4.3. Assume that R = KQR/IR where QR is the following quiver:

1
β

��❂
❂❂

❂
α
��✁✁
✁✁

1
β

��❂
❂❂

❂
α
��✁✁
✁✁

. . .
γ

  ❆
❆❆

❆❆
2

δ
��✁✁
✁✁

3
γ

��❂
❂❂

❂ 2
δ
��✁✁
✁✁

3
γ

��❂
❂❂

❂ . . .
δ

~~⑥⑥
⑥⑥
⑥

4 4 4

and IR is generated by all zero relations of the form αδ = 0 and βγ = 0. The group

G = Z acts on R by the horizontal translation. Hence R/G is the bound-quiver K-

algebra A = KQA/IA where QA is the quiver:

1
α
��✁✁
✁✁ β

��❂
❂❂

❂

2

δ ��❂
❂❂

❂ 3

γ��✁✁
✁✁

4

and IA = 〈αδ, βγ〉. We obtain a Galois covering functor F : R → A with the covering

group G = Z. Observe that QR is a quiver of type A∞
∞, so R is locally representation-finite

simply connected. Hence A is standard, but not simply connected since Π1(Q, I) = Z.

Below we present the Auslander-Reiten quivers ΓR,ΓA, one next to the other. Dotted

lines on the quivers represent the existence of the Auslander-Reiten sequences. We see

that ΓR contains a convex line L whose vertices are marked as • and arrows are labelled

by the letters a, b, c, d. We denote by D the convex subquiver of ΓA of the type Ã3 whose

vertices and arrows are similarly marked on ΓA.

...

·
��❃

❃❃
❃

❴❴❴❴ •

b
AA☎☎☎☎☎

·

@@✂✂✂✂

��❁
❁❁

❁
❴❴❴❴ •

c ��❅
❅❅

❅

a ??⑦⑦⑦⑦

·

??����
❴❴❴❴ •

d ��❅
❅❅

❅
❴❴❴❴ ·

��❁
❁❁

❁

•

??����

��❃
❃❃

❃
❴❴❴❴ ·

·
��❃

❃❃
❃

❴❴❴❴ •

b ??⑦⑦⑦⑦
❴❴❴❴ ·

@@✂✂✂✂

·

@@✂✂✂✂

��❁
❁❁

❁
❴❴❴❴ •

c ��❅
❅❅

❅

a ??⑦⑦⑦⑦

·

??����
❴❴❴❴ •

d ��❅
❅❅

❅
❴❴❴❴ ·

��❁
❁❁

❁

•

??����

��❃
❃❃

❃
❴❴❴❴ ·

·
��❃

❃❃
❃

❴❴❴❴ •

b ??⑦⑦⑦⑦
❴❴❴❴ ·

@@✂✂✂✂

·

@@✂✂✂✂

��❁
❁❁

❁
❴❴❴❴ •

c ��❅
❅❅

❅

a ??⑦⑦⑦⑦

·

??����
❴❴❴❴ •

d ��✿
✿✿

✿✿

...

·
��❃

❃❃
❃

❴❴❴❴ •
b
��❅

❅❅
❅

❴❴❴❴ ·
��❁

❁❁
❁

·

@@✂✂✂✂

��❁
❁❁

❁
❴❴❴❴ •

a ??⑦⑦⑦⑦

c ��❅
❅❅

❅ •

??����
❴❴❴❴

��❃
❃❃

❃ ·

·

??����
❴❴❴❴ • d

??⑦⑦⑦⑦
❴❴❴❴ ·

@@✂✂✂✂
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We view ΓR and ΓA as bound quiver K-categories, bounded by all mesh-relations.

This means that we identify ΓR with K(Γop
R ) = K(ΓR)op and ΓA with K(Γop

A ) = K(ΓA)op.

The group G = Z acts on ΓR by vertical translation, that is, all meshes lying on each of

two vertical lines (on both sides of the line L) belong to the same orbit. We conclude that

ΓR/G ∼= ΓA. Denote the Galois covering ΓR → ΓA by F̃ and observe that F̃ is equivalent

with (F Γ
λ )op. Hence F̃ op ∼= F Γ

λ and Theorem 4.2 yields

(F̃λ)op ∼= (F̃ op)λ ∼= (F Γ
λ )λ ∼= ΦF .

We show that the functor F̃λ is not dense. Denote by M(L) the linear ΓR-module associ-

ated with the line L and by M(D) the ΓA-module having K in the vertices and identities

on the arrows such that supp(M(D)) = D. Then F̃•(M(D)) = M(L) and thus F̃•(M(D))

is an indecomposable module of infinite dimension. This implies that the module M(D)

is of the second kind, because otherwise F̃•(M(D)) would be of the form
⊕

g∈G
gL, for

some indecomposable L ∈ mod(R).

The above arguments show that the functor ΦF : F(R) → F(A) is not dense. We

emphasize that more detailed calculations given in [37, Example 5.7] allow to construct a

one parameter family of functors of the second kind in the functor category F(A).

Example 4.4. Assume that R = KQR/IR where QR is the following quiver:

1
α
��✿

✿✿
✿

δ

��✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠

1
α
��✿

✿✿
✿

δ

��✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠

1
α
��✿

✿✿
✿

δ

��✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠
✠✠

2
β
��✿

✿✿
✿ 2

β
��✿

✿✿
✿ 2

β
��✿

✿✿
✿

3
γ
��✿

✿✿
✿ 3

γ
��✿

✿✿
✿ 3

γ
��✿

✿✿
✿

· · · 4 4 4 4 · · ·

and IR is generated by all zero relations of the form αβ = βγ = 0. The group G = Z

acts on R by the horizontal translation and hence R/G is the bound-quiver K-algebra

A = KQA/IA where QA is the quiver:

1

δ

��

α // 2

β

��
3 4γ
oo

and IA = 〈αβ, βγ〉. We obtain a Galois covering functor F : R → A with the covering

group G = Z where R is locally representation-finite simply connected and thus A is

standard. The Auslander-Reiten quivers ΓR and ΓA
∼= ΓR/G have the following shapes,
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respectively:

. . .

·
��❁

❁❁
❁

❴❴❴❴ ·
��❁

❁❁
❁ ·
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·
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❴❴❴❴ ·

µqq·ν

]]

Observe that B = K(Γop
R ) is locally support-finite, because we always have νµ = 0 and

so the support of any indecomposable finite dimensional B-module is contained in a full

subcategory C of B of the form:
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·
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❁
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❁
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·
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❁❁

❁
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��❁
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❁

·

@@✂✂✂✂
❴❴❴❴ ·

@@✂✂✂✂
❴❴❴❴ ·

��❁
❁❁

❁

·

@@✂✂✂✂
·

Denoting the Galois covering ΓR → ΓA by F̃ , we conclude from [18, 20] that the functor

F̃λ is dense. As in the previous example, we get that the functor ΦF : F(R) → F(A) is

also dense.

The standard knitting procedure of the Auslander-Reiten quiver shows that B =

K(Γop
R ) is even locally representation-finite. It is worth to note that this fact follows

directly from beautiful classical results of [27,28] where the authors give sufficient criteria

for Auslander algebras to be representation finite. In [37, Example 5.9] we show a Galois

covering functor F : R → A such that ΦF : F(R) → F(A) is dense but the category

K(Γop
R ) is not locally representation-finite.

We refer the reader to [37, Remark 5.6] where we discuss possible generalizations of

Theorem 2.6 to the representation-infinite case, at least to some extent. These could be

used to showing examples of functors ΦF : F(R)→ F(A) which are not dense (similarly

as in Example 4.3), but is not sufficient for showing the density. An interesting open

problem is to give a criterion for the density of the functor ΦF : F(R) → F(A), in the

spirit of [18, 20]. This boils down to appropriate generalization of the definition of a

locally support-finite locally bounded K-category. We believe that the following property

is worth studying in this context:

For any module X ∈ ind(R), the union of supports of all indecomposable functors

T ∈ F(R) such that T (X) 6= 0 is contained in the support of a hom-functor.

We recall that the support of T ∈ F(R) is defined as the class of all modules X ∈ ind(R)

such that T (X) 6= 0.
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5 Applications to Krull-Gabriel dimension

In the final section of the paper we show applications of covering techniques described

above in the theory of Krull-Gabriel dimension. We start with introductory section where

we recall all necessary facts. In particular, we formulate the main results of [37, 38, 40]

which show relations between KG(R) and KG(A) where R → A is a Galois covering.

Then we outline applications to special classes of algebras. We base the section mostly

on [29, 38] and [37, Section 6].

5.1 Basic facts and notions

We recall the definition of the Krull-Gabriel dimension of a locally bounded K-category.

The general definition is similar, see for example Section 4 of [38]. Assume that R is a

locally bounded K-category. The associated Krull-Gabriel filtration (F(R)α)α [42] is the

filtration

F(R)−1 ⊆ F(R)0 ⊆ F(A)R ⊆ . . . ⊆ F(R)α ⊆ F(R)α+1 ⊆ . . .

of F(R) by Serre subcategories, defined recursively as follows:

(1) F(R)−1 = 0,

(2) F(R)α+1 is the Serre subcategory of F(R) formed by all functors having finite length

in the quotient category F(R)/F(R)α, for any ordinal number α,

(3) F(R)β =
⋃

α<β F(R)α, for any limit ordinal β.

Following [23, 24], the Krull-Gabriel dimension KG(R) of R is defined as the smallest

ordinal number α such that F(R)α = F(R), if such a number exists. We set KG(R) =∞

if this is not the case. If KG(R) ∈ N, then the Krull-Gabriel dimension of R is finite. If

KG(R) =∞, then the Krull-Gabriel dimension of R is undefined.

Our main motivation to study Krull-Gabriel dimension comes from the following con-

jecture due to M. Prest [44].

Conjecture 5.1. Assume that K is an algebraically closed field. A finite dimensional

K-algebra A is of domestic representation type if and only if the Krull-Gabriel dimension

KG(A) of A is finite.

Observe that this conjecture fits naturally into the functorial approach to representa-

tion theory of algebras, a line of research initiated by M. Auslander in [10, 11]. Indeed,

in [10, Corollary 3.14] Auslander proved that representation-finite algebras are exactly

those algebras for which all finitely presented functors are of finite length. In other words,

if A is an algebra, then KG(A) = 0 if and only if A is of finite type. We refer to the

Introduction of [37] for the most up to date list of results supporting this conjecture, see

also [38, Section 1]. Clearly there are no results disproving the conjecture.
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We also recall that Prest made a similar conjecture, relating the representation type

of an algebra A with existence of super-decomposable pure-injective A-modules, see [43,

45, 56]. Results of this paper can be applied to the second conjecture as well, but we do

not discuss this matter here.

Assume thatR ⊆ mod(A) is a class of A-modules and N ∈ mod(A). A homomorphism

αN : MN → N , where MN ∈ R, is a right R-approximation of N if and only if for any

L ∈ R and a : L → N there is b : L → MN such that αNb = a, that is, the following

diagram

N

L

a

==⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤⑤ b // MN

αN

OO

is commutative. We say that R is contravariantly finite if and only if any module N ∈

mod(A) has a right R-approximation. If R ⊆ mod(A) is a contravariantly finite class of

A-modules and S is the smallest full subcategory of mod(A) closed under isomorphisms

and direct summands such that R ⊆ ob(S), then S is a contravariantly finite subcategory

of mod(A) in the classical sense of [12].

A full subcategory B of a locally bounded K-category R is convex if and only if for

any n ≥ 1 and objects x, z1, . . . , zn, y of R the following condition is satisfied: if x, y are

objects of B and the vector spaces of morphisms

R(x, z1), R(z1, z2), . . . , R(zn−1, zn), R(zn, y)

are nonzero, then z1, . . . , zn are objects of B. If R = KQ/I is a path K-category of a

bound quiver (Q, I) and B is a convex subcategory of R, then B = KQ′/I ′, for some

convex subquiver Q′ of the quiver Q. Recall that a full subquiver Q′ of Q is convex if and

only if for any path c1 . . . cn from the vertex x to the vertex y in Q such that x, y ∈ Q′
0

we have s(ci) ∈ Q′
0, for i = 1, . . . , n− 1.

In our results we frequently apply the following two straightforward facts. The first

lemma is proved for example in [37, Lemma 2.6], see also [38, Section 4].

Lemma 5.2. Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category.

(1) If B is a convex subcategory of R, then the category mod(B) is a contravariantly finite

subcategory of mod(R).

(2) If B is a factor category of R, then the category mod(B) is a contravariantly finite

subcategory of mod(R).

In both cases, KG(B) ≤ KG(R).

The second lemma is based on [33, Appendix B]. We use it only for categories of

finitely presented functors.
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Lemma 5.3. Assume that C,D are abelian categories and F : C → D is an exact functor.

(1) If F is faithful, then KG(C) ≤ KG(D).

(2) If F is full and dense, then KG(D) ≤ KG(C).

The following theorem is one of the main results of [37]. In a slogan form, the theorem

states that Galois G-coverings do not increase the Krull-Gabriel dimension.

Theorem 5.4. Assume that F : R→ A is a Galois G-covering. Then KG(R) ≤ KG(A).

In particular:

(1) If KG(R) is undefined, then KG(A) is undefined.

(2) If KG(A) is finite, then KG(R) is finite.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 3.3 that Φ : F(R) → F(A) is exact. Observe that Φ

is also faithful. Indeed, recall from 3.4 that
⊕

g∈G R(gT, T ′) ∼= A(Φ(T ),Φ(T ′)) and this

isomorphism is given by (ιg)g∈G 7→
∑

g∈G Φ(ιg). Hence, by composing this isomorphism

with the inclusion monomorphism R(T, T ′) →֒
⊕

g∈G R(gT, T ′), we obtain a monomor-

phism which gets the form ι 7→ Φ(ι). This shows the faithfulness of the functor Φ. Thus

the inequality KG(R) ≤ KG(A) follows from 5.3.

The above theorem establishes deep connections between covering theory, functor

categories and Krull-Gabriel dimension. First connections of this kind are shown in [38,40]

where we give sufficient conditions for a Galois covering to preserve the Krull-Gabriel

dimension. We recall some notions in order to formulate the result.

Assume that G is an admissible group of K-linear automorphisms of R. A finite

convex subcategory B of the category R is called fundamental domain [40] if and only if

for any M ∈ ind(R) there exists g ∈ G such that supp(gM) ⊆ B. We say that a locally

bounded K-category R is intervally finite [14, 2.1] if and only if a convex hull of any finite

full subcategory of R is finite.

Theorem 5.5. Assume that R is a locally support-finite and intervally finite locally

bounded K-category. Assume that G is an admissible torsion-free group of K-linear au-

tomorphisms of R and let F : R→ A ∼= R/G be the Galois G-covering. Then there exists

a fundamental domain B of R and we have KG(R) = KG(B) = KG(A).

Results of [38] can be seen as showing only that KG(R) ≤ KG(A) if R is locally

support-finite and the group G is torsion-free. We show in [40] that in this situation the

opposite inequality also holds. The assumptions that we made are crucial for proofs in

[40], so it seems that in general KG(A) may be larger then KG(R). Examples of such

case are not known.
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5.2 Standard self-injective algebras

In this section we characterize the Krull-Gabriel dimension of locally support-finite repet-

itive K-categories and standard self-injective algebras. We base mainly on [38] and The-

orem 5.5. The following theorem is a part of Theorem (B) proved in [9].

Theorem 5.6. Assume that K is an algebraically closed field and A is a finite dimensional

basic and connected K-algebra. The following conditions are equivalent.

(1) The repetitive K-category Â is locally support-finite and tame.

(2) There exists an algebra B such that Â ∼= B̂ and B is tilted of Dynkin type, tilted of

Euclidean type or tubular.

Assume that A is an algebra. A cycle in ind(A) is a sequence

M0
f1
→M1 → . . .→Mr−1

fr
→Mr = M0

of nonzero nonisomorphisms in ind(A). This cycle is finite if and only if f1, . . . , fr /∈ rad∞

A .

Following [7] we call the algebra A cycle-finite if and only if all cycles in ind(A) are finite.

The following result follows from [49, Theorem 1.2, Corollary 1.5].

Theorem 5.7. Assume that K is an algebraically closed field and A is a finite dimensional

basic and connected K-algebra. If A is cycle-finite, then A is domestic if and only if

KG(A) = 2.

The following theorem describes the Krull-Gabriel dimension of locally support-finite

K-categories. We base on [38, Theorem 7.3], but the proof is slightly changed in order to

fit to our setting. Recall that it follows from [19] that a locally bounded K-category R is

tame if and only if any finite full subcategory of R is tame. Moreover, R is wild if and

only if there exists a finite full subcategory of R which is wild.

Theorem 5.8. Assume that K is an algebraically closed field and A is a finite di-

mensional basic and connected K-algebra such that Â is locally support-finite. Then

KG(Â) ∈ {0, 2,∞} and the following assertions hold.

(1) KG(Â) = 0 if and only if Â ∼= B̂ where B is some tilted algebra of Dynkin type.

(2) KG(Â) = 2 if and only if Â ∼= B̂ where B is some tilted algebra of Euclidean type.

(3) KG(Â) =∞ if and only if Â is wild or Â ∼= B̂ where B is some tubular algebra.

Proof. We show all assertions simultaneously. In any case, we consider Galois coverings

of the form B̂ → B/〈νB〉. Recall that the orbit category B/〈νB〉 is the trivial extension

T (B) of B. Theorem 5.6 implies that the repetitive category B̂ is always locally support-

finite, see also [50]. Hence we conclude from 5.5 that there is a finite convex subcategory

C of B̂ such that KG(C) = KG(B̂). Since C is finite, we may also view C as an algebra.
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Assume that B is a tilted algebra of Dynkin type. We show that KG(B̂) = 0. In-

deed, in this case B̂ is locally representation-finite [4]. Thus C is representation-finite, so

KG(C) = 0 by Auslander’s result. We get KG(B̂) = KG(C) = 0.

Assume that B is a tilted algebra of Euclidean type. We show that KG(B̂) = 2.

It follows from [5, 7, 50] that the tilted algebras of Euclidean type and their repetitive

categories are cycle-finite of domestic type. This implies that the algebra C is cycle-finite

of domestic type and thus KG(C) = 2 by Theorem 5.7. Hence KG(B̂) = KG(C) = 2.

Assume that B is a tubular algebra. It follows from [24] that KG(B) = ∞. Thus we

get ∞ = KG(B) ≤ KG(B̂) by 5.3, because B is a convex subcategory of B̂. Finally, if

Â is wild, then there is a finite convex subcategory B of Â such that B is wild, see for

example [19]. Consequently, KG(B) = ∞ and so KG(Â) = ∞ as in the previous case.

To complete the proof, observe that Theorem 5.6 yields KG(Â) ∈ {0, 2,∞}. Hence the

above implications are in fact equivalences.

It follows from [50], [51] that representation-infinite standard selfinjective algebras

of polynomial growth are orbit algebras of the form B̂/G where B is a tilted algebra

of Euclidean type or a tubular algebra and G is an infinite cyclic admissible group of

K-linear automorphisms of B̂.

Therefore, in order to determine the Krull-Gabriel dimension of these algebras, it

suffices to apply Theorem 7.3 and Theorem 6.3.

The following theorem determines the Krull-Gabriel dimension of standard selfinjective

algebras of polynomial growth. This theorem supports Conjecture 1.1 of M. Prest on the

finiteness of Krull-Gabriel dimension, see Section 1.

Theorem 5.9. Assume that A is a standard selfinjective algebra over an algebraically

closed field K. Then the following assertions hold.

(1) If the algebra A is representation-infinite domestic, then KG(A) = 2.

(2) If the algebra A is nondomestic of polynomial growth, then KG(A) =∞.

Proof. It follows from [50, 51] that representation-infinite standard self-injective algebras

of polynomial growth are orbit algebras B̂/G where B is a tilted algebra of Euclidean

type (then B̂/G is representation-infinite domestic) or a tubular algebra (then B̂/G non-

domestic of polynomial growth) and G is an infinite cyclic admissible group of K-linear

automorphisms of B̂. Hence the assertions follows from Theorems 5.5 and 5.8.

It is worth to note that in [17] the author gives the description of the Ziegler spectrum

(the space of isomorphism types of all indecomposable pure-injective modules [56]) of the

same class of self-injective algebras. His results imply 5.9 as well, but the methods used

in [17] are significantly different from ours.
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5.3 Cluster repetitive categories and cluster-tilted algebras

This section is devoted to describe the Krull-Gabriel dimension of cluster repetitive cat-

egories and cluster-tilted algebras, see 2.3 for definitions and also [1]. We base on the

results from [29] which in particular apply Theorem 5.8.

Assume that A,B are algebras and ϕ : mod(A) → mod(B) is a K-linear additive

covariant functor. Let A = mod(A) and B = mod(B). In general, the pull-up functor

ϕ• : MOD(B) → MOD(A) along ϕ does not restrict to categories of finitely presented

functors, that is, ϕ•|F(B) : F(B) → mod(A) but Im(ϕ•|F(B)) ( F(A). This happens

already for pull-ups along push-downs Fλ. Indeed, assume that F : R → A is a Galois

G-covering and consider the functor Ψ = (Fλ)• : MOD(A) → MOD(R). If U ∈ F(A),

then

Ψ(U)(X) = U(Fλ(X)) ∼= U(Fλ(gX)) = Ψ(U)(gX),

for any indecomposable R-module X and g ∈ G. If G is infinite and Ψ(U)(X) 6= 0, we

conclude that Ψ(U)(gX) 6= 0 for infinite number of g ∈ G. It is easy to see that this

cannot happen in case Ψ(U) is a quotient of a hom-functor, because G acts freely on the

objects of R, see [38, Lemma 5.1] for details.

An important example of a pull-up functor whose image lies in the category of finitely

presented functors is considered in [40, Theorem 1.3]. Indeed, it allows to show that

KG(A) ≤ KG(R) holds under assumptions of Theorem 5.5. This functor is also dense. We

say that ϕ : mod(A)→ mod(B) is admissible if and only if ϕ is dense and Im(ϕ•|F(B)) ⊆

F(A), that is, U ◦ ϕ is finitely presented, for any U ∈ F(A). Admissible functors

are particularly useful in the study of Krull-Gabriel dimension, because if a functor

ϕ : mod(A)→ mod(B) is admissible, then KG(B) ≤ KG(A), see [29, Proposition 2.1]

The following fact is proved in [29, Theorem 2.4] and shows another important exam-

ples of admissible functors, this time related with contravariantly finite classes of modules.

We apply it in the sequel.

Theorem 5.10. Assume that ϕ : mod(A) → mod(B) is a K-linear covariant full and

dense functor. Assume that there is a contravariantly finite class of modulesRϕ ⊆ mod(A)

such that Ker(ϕ) equals the class of all homomorphisms in mod(A) which factorize through

Rϕ. Then ϕ : mod(A)→ mod(B) is admissible and thus KG(B) ≤ KG(A).

Proof. Observe that if U ∈ F(B) and B(−, X)
B(−,f)
−−−−→ B(−, Y ) → U → 0 is exact, then

we get the exact sequence

B(ϕ(−), X)
B(ϕ(−),f)
−−−−−−→ B(ϕ(−), Y )→ U ◦ ϕ→ 0.

Hence it is enough to show that a functor B(ϕ(−), Z) : mod(A) → mod(K) belongs to

F(A), for any Z ∈ mod(B), because the category F(A) is abelian. Since the functor

ϕ : mod(A) → mod(B) is dense, it is sufficient to show that B(ϕ(−), ϕ(N)) ∈ F(A), for

any fixed N ∈ mod(A).
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It is easy to see that ϕ̃ = (ϕ̃X)X∈mod(A) where ϕ̃X : A(X,N)→ B(ϕ(X), ϕ(N)) is given

by the formula ϕ̃X(f) = ϕ(f) is a natural transformation A(−, N) → B(ϕ(−), ϕ(N)).

Assume that αN : MN → N is a right Rϕ approximation of the module N , for some

MN ∈ Rϕ. Then the sequence

A(−,MN )
A(−,αN )
−−−−−→ A(−, N)

ϕ̃
−→ B(ϕ(−), ϕ(N))→ 0

is exact, see the proof of [29, Theorem 2.4] for details. This implies that the functor

ϕ : mod(A)→ mod(B) is admissible KG(B) ≤ KG(A).

Assume that R ⊆ mod(A) is some class of A-modules. If T ∈ F(A), then the class

suppR(T ) = {X ∈ R | T (X) 6= 0} is called the R-support of T . We shall call the

class R hom-support finite (in short, hs-finite) if and only if the R-support of a hom-

functor A(−, N) is finite, for any N ∈ mod(A). Denote by add(R) the class of all finite

direct sums of modules from the class R. Is is proved in [29, Lemma 2.5] that add(R) is

contravariantly finite if R ⊆ mod(A) is a hs-finite class of A-modules. This is well-known

for finite subcategories of mod(A), see for example [13, Proposition 4.2].

The following theorem summarizes some of the main results of [29].

Theorem 5.11. Assume that C is a tilted algebra and Ĉ, Č, C̃ are the associated repetitive

category, cluster repetitive category and cluster-tilted algebra, respectively. The following

assertions hold.

(1) There exists a functor φ : mod(Ĉ)→ mod(Č) which is admissible.

(2) We have KG(C̃) = KG(Č) ≤ KG(Ĉ).

Proof. (1) Denote by KC the set

{P̂x, τ
1−iΩ−i(C) | x ∈ (Ĉ)0, i ∈ Z}

of modules from mod(Ĉ) where P̂x is an indecomposable projective Ĉ-module at the

vertex x ∈ (Ĉ)0, τ = τĈ the Auslander-Reiten translation in mod(Ĉ) and Ω the syzygy

functor. It is shown in [3, Lemma 8, Theorem 9] that there is full and dense K-linear

functor φ : mod(Ĉ)→ mod(Č) such that Ker(φ) equals the class of all homomorphisms in

mod(Ĉ) which factorize through add(KC). We prove in [29, Proposition 3.3] a technical

fact that KC is hs-finite, so the functor φ : mod(Ĉ)→ mod(Č) is admissible by 5.10.

(2) We show in [29, Theorem 3.1] that there exists a fundamental domain B of Č and

hence KG(Č) = KG(C̃) by 5.7. By (1) and 5.10 we conclude that KG(Č) ≤ KG(Ĉ).

In a sense, the following theorem refines Theorem 5.8. It it the main result of [29], see

Theorem 5.6.
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Theorem 5.12. Assume that K is an algebraically closed field, C is a tilted K-algebra and

Ĉ, Č, C̃ are the associated repetitive category, cluster repetitive category and cluster-tilted

algebra, respectively. Then KG(C̃) = KG(Č) = KG(Ĉ) ∈ {0, 2,∞} and the following

assertions hold.

(1) C is tilted of Dynkin type if and only if KG(C̃) = 0.

(2) C is tilted of Euclidean type if and only if KG(C̃) = 2.

(3) C is tilted of wild type if and only if KG(C̃) =∞.

In particular, a cluster-tilted algebra C̃ has finite Krull-Gabriel dimension if and only if

C̃ is of domestic representation type.

Proof. We apply freely Theorem 5.8 and the fact that KG(C̃) = KG(Č) ≤ KG(Ĉ). We

prove all assertions simultaneously.

If C is of Dynkin type, then KG(C̃) = KG(Č) ≤ KG(Ĉ) = 0, so KG(C̃) = KG(Č) =

KG(Ĉ) = 0. If C is of Euclidean type, then KG(C̃) = KG(Č) ≤ KG(Ĉ) = 2, but

KG(C̃) 6= 0 since C̃ is of infinite representation type [16] and KG(C̃) 6= 1 by [32]. This

yields KG(C̃) = KG(Č) = KG(Ĉ) = 2. If C is of wild type, then C̃ is also of wild type

by [16] and hence we obtain KG(C̃) = KG(Č) = KG(Ĉ) =∞.

Since the algebra C is a tilted algebra either of Dynkin, or of Euclidean or of wild

type, we conclude that the above implications can be replaced by equivalences. This also

shows that KG(C̃) = KG(Č) = KG(Ĉ) ∈ {0, 2,∞}. Moreover, if C is tilted of Dynkin or

Euclidean type, then C̃ is of domestic representation typ. This implies that the class of

cluster-tilted algebras supports the conjecture of Prest 5.1.

5.4 Algebras with strongly simply connected Galois-coverings

In this section we are interested in a special class of algebras, namely, the tame algebras

having strongly simply connected Galois coverings [54]. In this situation we consider

Galois G-coverings F : R → A for which the group G is not torsion-free nor the push-

down functor Fλ is dense. Hence we are not allowed to apply Theorem 5.5 but only

Theorem 5.4. Recall that the class we consider is rather wide and contains, in particular,

all special biserial algebras [18, 5.2]. Moreover, its properties suggest a new approach to

the conjecture of Prest, see [37, Section 7] for a discussion of these matters. Here we base

on Section 6 of [37].

We start with recalling some notions and facts needed to formulate Theorem 5.15

which is our main result. However, we view this reminder valuable since it contains

fundamental concepts of covering theory.

Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category and G is a group of K-linear auto-

morphisms of R acting freely on the objects of R. Given an R-module M we denote by
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GM the stabilizer {g ∈ G | gM ∼= M} of M . An indecomposable R-module M in Mod(R)

is weakly G-periodic [18, 2.3] if and only if supp(M) is infinite and (suppM)/GM is finite.

Assume that D is a full subcategory of R and g ∈ G. Then gD denotes the full

subcategory of R formed by all objects gx, x ∈ D. The set {g ∈ G | gD = D} is the

stabilizer GD of D. A line in R is a convex subcategory of R which is isomorphic to

the path category of a linear quiver, i.e. a quiver of type An, A∞ or ∞A∞. A line L

is G-periodic if and only if the stabilizer GL is nontrivial. Observe that in this case the

quiver of the line L is of the type ∞A∞. It is well known that a G-periodic line L in R

induces a band in R/G, and every band induces a 1-parameter family of indecomposable

R/G- modules, see for example [18].

Assume that L is a G-periodic line in R and let QL be the full subquiver of Q, whose

vertices are the objects of L. Then the canonical weakly G-periodic R-module is the

module ML such that ML(x) = K for x ∈ QL, ML(x) = 0 for x /∈ QL and ML(α) = idK

for any arrow α in QL. Note that GML
∼= GL

∼= Z. If M is a weakly G-periodic R-module

and M ∼= ML for some G-periodic line L in R, then M is called linear.

Let us mention that the renowned result of [18, Theorem 3.6] due to Dowbor and

Skowroński is widely used in representation theory. It’s too technical to be included in

this review but we recall its special version. This version is applied in [54] to obtain main

results for algebras with strongly simply connected Galois coverings [54, Theorem 2.4].

Denote by L0 a fixed set of representatives of all G-orbits of G-periodic lines in R. As

usual, K[T, T−1] is the algebra of Laurent polynomials.

Theorem 5.13. Assume that R is a locally bounded K-category over algebraically closed

field K, G an admissible group of K-linear automorphisms of R and F : R → A ∼= R/G

the Galois covering. Assume that the group G acts freely on the isomorphism classes in

ind(R) and every weakly G-periodic R-module is linear. The following assertions hold:

(1) Any module Z ∈ ind(A) of the second kind is of the form V ⊗K[T,T−1] Fλ(ML) for

some L ∈ L0 and indecomposable finite dimensional K[T, T−1]-module V .

(2) We have

ΓA = (ΓR/G) ∨ (
∨

L∈L0

ΓK[T,T−1])

where ΓK[T,T−1] denotes the Auslader-Reiten quiver of the category of finite dimen-

sional K[T, T−1]-modules.

We recall that if L ∈ L0, then GML
= GL

∼= Z. Hence the group algebra KGL is

isomorphic with K[T, T−1] and the canonical action of GL on L gives a left K[T, T−1]-

module structure on the module Fλ(ML). We refer to [18] for the details. It is worth to

note that if F : R→ A is a universal Galois G-covering of a string algebra A, then R and

G satisfy conditions of the above theorem. This in particular means that modules of the
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first kind are exactly the string modules whereas modules of the second kind are exactly

the band modules.

We give more details about strongly simply connected algebras and K-categories.

Assume that A = kQ/I is a triangular algebra. Then A is strongly simply connected [52]

if and only if the first Hochschild cohomology group H1(C,C) vanishes, for any convex

subcategory C of A. The classes of hypercritical and pg-critical algebras play a prominent

role in the representation theory of strongly simply connected algebras. We refer to [36] for

details on these classes. Here we only mention that hypercritical algebras are strictly wild

and are classified by quivers and relations in [55]. In turn, pg-critical algebras are tame

of non-polynomial growth [53, Proposition 2.4] and are classified by quivers and relations

in [36]. It follows by [30, Theorem 7.1] that hypercritical algebras and pg-critical algebras

both have Krull-Gabriel dimension undefined, see also [43, 10.3] and [25, 39] for wild

algebras in general.

Assume that R = kQ/I is a triangular locally bounded k-category. Then R is strongly

simply connected if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied:

• R is intervally finite,

• every finite convex subcategory of R is strongly simply connected.

Tame algebras having strongly simply connected Galois coverings are studied in depth

by A. Skowroński in [54]. We only mention the following main result of this paper which

we apply in the sequel.

Theorem 5.14. ([54, Theorem 2.6]) Assume that R is a strongly simply connected locally

bounded K-category, G an admissible group of K-linear automorphisms of R and let

A = R/G. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) The algebra A is of polynomial growth if and only if the category R does not contain

a convex subcategory which is hypercritical or pg-critical, and the number of G-orbits

of G-periodic lines in R is finite.

(2) The algebra A is of domestic type if and only if the category R does not contain a

convex subcategory which is hypercritical, pg-critical or tubular, and the number of

G-orbits of G-periodic lines in R is finite.

By applying Theorem 5.4 we obtain the following fact.

Theorem 5.15. Assume that R is a strongly simply connected locally bounded K-category,

G an admissible group of K-linear automorphisms of R and A = R/G. If KG(A) is finite,

then A is of domestic type.

Proof. Assume that KG(A) is finite. Then Theorem 5.4 implies that KG(R) is finite and

we show that in this case R does not contain a convex subcategory which is hypercriti-

cal, pg-critical or tubular, and the number of G-orbits of G-periodic lines in R is finite.
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First recall that if B is a convex subcategory of R, then KG(B) ≤ KG(R) by Lemma

5.2. Therefore, if R contains a convex subcategory B which is hypercritical or pg-critical,

then ∞ = KG(B) ≤ KG(R) and thus KG(R) =∞. We conclude the same if R contains

a convex subcategory which is tubular, because tubular algebras have Krull-Gabriel di-

mension undefined [23]. Finally, assume that the number of G-orbits of G-periodic lines

in R is infinite. Without loss of generality we assume that R does not contain a convex

subcategory which is hypercritical or pg-critical. Then it follows from [31, Lemma 6.1 (3),

Theorem 6.2] and their proofs that A = R/G has a factor algebra C which is string of

non-domestic type. Hence KG(C) =∞ by [47] and since KG(C) ≤ KG(A) by Lemma 5.2

we get KG(A) = ∞, contrary to our assumption that KG(A) is finite. These arguments

show that we can apply Theorem 5.14 (2) and conclude that A is of domestic type.

We believe that the converse of this theorem is valid, so Prest’s conjecture holds for the

class of algebras with strongly simply connected Galois coverings. We refer to [37, Remark

6.4] for discussion of this problem.
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[48] A. Skowroński, Algebras of polynomial growth, Topics in algebra, Part 1 (Warsaw, 1988), Banach
Center Publ., vol. 26, 1990, pp. 535–568.

[49] , The Krull-Gabriel dimension of cycle-finite Artin algebras, Algebr. Represent. Theory 19

(2016), no. 1, 215–233.
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