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ON THE CLASS OF BENSON’S COFIBRANT MODULES

IOANNIS EMMANOUIL AND WEI REN

Abstract. In this paper, we examine the class of cofibrant modules over a group algebra kG,
that were defined by Benson in [2]. We show that this class is always the left-hand side of a
complete hereditary cotorsion pair in the category of kG-modules. It follows that the class of
Gorenstein projective kG-modules is special precovering in the category of kG-modules, if G
is contained in the class LHF of hierarchically decomposable groups defined by Kropholler in
[20] and k has finite weak global dimension. It also follows that the obstruction to the equality
between the classes of cofibrant and Gorenstein projective kG-modules can be described, over
any group algebra kG, in terms of a suitable subcategory of the stable category of Gorenstein
projective kG-modules.
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0. Introduction

Gorenstein homological algebra is the relative homological theory, which is based on the classes
of Gorenstein projective, Gorenstein injective and Gorenstein flat modules. It has developed
rapidly during the past several years and has found interesting applications in representation
theory. Gorenstein homological algebra has found applications in cohomological group theory
as well. If k is a commutative ring and G is a group, the Gorenstein cohomological dimension
of G over k generalizes the ordinary cohomological dimension of G over k, as well as the
virtual cohomological dimension of G over k, whenever the latter is defined. The Gorenstein
cohomological dimension of G over Z coincides for certain classes of groups with the geometric
Bredon dimension, which is defined to be the minimal dimension of a model for the classifying
space EG for proper actions of G; the reader is referred to the Introduction of [11] for more
details on this relation. In fact, the Gorenstein cohomological dimension of groups over Z is
proposed in [1] to serve as an algebraic invariant, whose finiteness characterizes the groups G
that admit a finite dimensional model for EG. The point here is that the augmented cellular
chain complex of such a model for EG is a resolution of finite length of the trivial ZG-module
Z by Gorenstein projective ZG-modules.

Building upon the relation between the class of finite groups and the class of those groups
that admit a cellular action on a finite dimensional contractible CW-complex with finite cell
stabilizers, Kropholler defined in [20] the class LHF of those groups that admit a hierarchical
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decomposition starting form the class F of finite groups. This is a very big class of groups
and it does require some effort to construct groups which are not contained therein. A use-
ful tool for the construction of examples of Gorenstein projective ZG-modules is the module
B(G,Z) of bounded functions on G with values in Z, which is introduced in [21]. Cornick and
Kropholler have proved in [5] that the class of Gorenstein projective ZG-modules contains any
ZG-module M , for which the ZG-module M ⊗ZB(G,Z) is projective. Benson [2] realized the
importance of the latter condition for the construction of model structures in the category
of modules over the group algebras of certain groups and termed the ZG-modules satisfying
that condition as cofibrant. Conversely, it is shown by Dembegioti and Talelli in [8] that any
Gorenstein projective ZG-module is cofibrant if G is an LHF-group. The equality between the
classes Cof(ZG) and GProj(ZG) of cofibrant and Gorenstein projective ZG-modules respec-
tively, which is conjectured to hold over any group in [loc.cit.], is an important problem in
cohomological group theory. Having shown that equality, the study of Gorenstein projective
ZG-modules would become considerably simpler; it would be essentially reduced to certain
questions involving classical homological algebra notions. For example, it would follow that
being Gorenstein projective is a module property, which is closed under subgroups.

Having in mind the applications to group actions on spaces, the most important ring of
coefficients to work with is the ring Z of integers. The equality between the classes Cof(kG)
and GProj(kG) of cofibrant and Gorenstein projective kG-modules has been also studied for
general coefficient rings though. It is shown in [3] that the equality between these classes holds
if G is an LHF-group and k has finite global dimension. Using certain contractibility criteria
for acyclic complexes of projective k-modules, we can relax that assumption on k and prove
that Cof(kG) = GProj(kG) for any LHF-group G, if k satisfies one of the following conditions:

(i) k has finite weak global dimension or
(ii) there exists an integer n, such that pdkC ≤ n for any finitely presented k-module C.

We also prove that, over any group G, the equality Cof(kG) = GProj(kG) holds if there exists
an integer n, such that pdkG(C ⊗Z B(G,Z)) ≤ n for any finitely presented kG-module C.

Another example that illustrates the importance of knowing that Gorenstein projective
kG-modules are cofibrant is provided by the question regarding the existence of Gorenstein
projective precovers. As shown in [6], the pair

(

GProj(R), GProj(R)⊥
)

is a hereditary cotorsion
pair in the category of R-modules over any unital ring R. An important problem in Gorenstein
homological algebra is to show that this cotorsion pair is complete. We show that the pair
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

is a hereditary cotorsion pair in the category of kG-modules, which is
cogenerated by a set for any group algebra kG; in particular, that cotorsion pair is complete.
In this way, we obtain the existence of Gorenstein projective precovers for modules over a big
class of group rings. For example, we have the following result:

Theorem A. Let G be an LHF-group and k a ring of finite weak global dimension. Then, the
cotorsion pair

(

GProj(kG), GProj(kG)⊥
)

is complete.

The completeness of the cotorsion pair
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

can be also used to shed some
light to the equality between the classes Cof(kG) and GProj(kG), providing us with a quanti-
tative measure for its failure. More precisely, the embedding Cof(kG) →֒ GProj(kG) induces
an embedding between the corresponding stable categories Cof(kG) →֒ GProj(kG). We view

the Verdier quotient GProj(kG)/Cof(kG) as a measure for the obstruction to the equality be-
tween cofibrant and Gorenstein projective kG-modules. We also consider the full subcategory
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T of the stable category GProj(kG), consisting of those Gorenstein projective kG-modules

which are right orthogonal to cofibrant modules.1 We prove the following result:

Theorem B. There is an equivalence of triangulated categories GProj(kG)/Cof(kG) ≃ T for
any group algebra kG.

Here is a description of the contents of the paper: Following the preliminary section, in Section
2, we elaborate on the relation between cofibrant and Gorenstein projective modules over group
algebras and obtain some extensions of known results, regarding the equality between these
classes. In Section 3, we prove that the class of cofibrant modules is a Kaplansky class and
conclude that (Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥) is always a complete cotorsion pair. Finally, in Section 4,
we describe the application to the completeness of the Gorenstein projective cotorsion pair and
identify the Verdier quotient that measures the failure to the equality between cofibrant and
Gorenstein projective modules with a suitable subcategory of the stable category of Gorenstein
projective modules.

Notations and terminology. Unless otherwise specified, we work with modules over the group
algebra kG of a group G with coefficients in a commutative unital ring k.

1. Preliminaries

In this section, we record certain prerequisite notions that are used throughout the paper.
These notions concern basic definitions regarding modules over group algebras, cotorsion pairs
and stable categories.

I. Modules over group algebras. We consider a commutative ring k and let G be a
group. Using the diagonal action of G, the tensor product M ⊗k N of two kG-modules M,N
is also a kG-module; we let g · (x⊗ y) = gx⊗ gy ∈ M ⊗k N for any g ∈ G, x ∈ M and y ∈ N .
If the kG-module M is projective and N is projective as a k-module, then the diagonal kG-
module M ⊗k N is projective as well; cf. [4, Chapter III, Corollary 5.7]. We also note that for
any two kG-modules M,N the k-module Homk(N,M) admits the structure of a kG-module,
with the group G acting diagonally; we now let (g · f)(x) = gf(g−1x) ∈ M for any g ∈ G,
f ∈ Homk(N,M) and x ∈ N . For any three kG-modules L,M,N the natural isomorphism of
k-modules

Homk(L⊗k N,M) ≃ Homk(N,Homk(L,M))

is actually an isomorphism of kG-modules, where G acts diagonally on the tensor product
and the Hom-groups.

Let B(G,Z) be the ZG-module consisting of all bounded functions from G to Z, introduced
in [21]. The ZG-module B(G,Z) is Z-free; in fact, B(G,Z) is ZH-free for any finite subgroup
H ⊆ G. If n is an integer, then the constant function ι(n) ∈ B(G,Z) with value n is invariant
under the action of G. The map ι : Z −→ B(G,Z) which is defined in this way is therefore
ZG-linear. Moreover, ι is a Z-split monomorphism; an additive splitting for ι may be obtained
by evaluating functions at the identity element of G. The kG-module B(G, k) = B(G,Z)⊗Z k
may be identified with the kG-module of all functions from G to k that admit finitely many
values. It is free as a kH-module for any finite subgroup H ⊆ G. We also note that ι induces
a k-split kG-linear monomorphism ι⊗ 1 : k −→ B(G, k). For simplicity of notation, we shall
denote B(G, k) by B and let B = coker (ι⊗ 1).

1Here, orthogonality is understood either in terms of the Ext1-pairing in the module category or, equivalently,
in terms of the Hom-pairing in the stable category.
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The analysis of the homological properties of the kG-module B defined above is manageable
over the class LHF of hierarchically decomposable groups, that were introduced by Kropholler
in [20]. The class HF is the smallest class of groups which contains the class F of finite groups
and is such that whenever a group G admits a finite dimensional contractible G-CW-complex
with stabilizers in HF, then we also have G ∈ HF. The class LHF of locally HF-groups consists
of those groups, whose finitely generated subgroups are in HF. All soluble groups, all groups
of finite virtual cohomological dimension, all one-relator groups and all automorphism groups
of Noetherian modules over commutative rings are LHF-groups. The class LHF is closed under
extensions, ascending unions, free products with amalgamation and HNN-extensions. Another
class of groups over which the homological behaviour of B is tame consists of the groups of
type Φ, which were introduced in [26], in connection with the existence of a finite dimensional
model for the classifying space for proper actions. We say that a group G is of type Φ (over
k) if the class of kG-modules of finite projective dimension coincides with the class of those
kG-modules that have finite projective dimension over any finite subgroup of G. Since the
kG-module B is kH-projective over any finite subgroup H ⊆ G, it is clear that pdkGB < ∞
if the group G is of type Φ over k.

II. Cotorsion pairs. The Ext1-pairing induces an orthogonality relation between modules
over any ring R. If S is a class of modules, then the left orthogonal ⊥S of S is the class consisting
of those modules M , which are such that Ext1R(M,S) = 0 for all S ∈ S. The right orthogonal
S⊥ of S is the class consisting of those modules N , which are such that Ext1R(S,N) = 0 for all
S ∈ S. Any left orthogonal class is closed under continuous ascending filtrations, in the sense
that we shall now explain.

Let T be any class of modules. A continuous ascending filtration of a module M by modules
in T is a family of submodules (Mα)α<γ of M , which is indexed by an ordinal γ, such that:

(i) M0 = 0 and M =
⋃

α<γ Mα,

(ii) Mα ⊆ Mβ whenever α, β are two ordinals with α < β < γ,
(iii) Mβ =

⋃

α<β Mα for any limit ordinal β < γ and

(iv) Mα+1/Mα ∈ T for any ordinal α with α+ 1 < γ.
We denote by Filt-T the class of those modules which admit a continuous ascending filtration
by modules in T. Then, Eklof’s lemma [13, Theorem 7.3.4] asserts that Filt-(⊥S) ⊆⊥S for any
class of modules S.

If U and V are two classes of modules, then we say that the pair (U, V) is a cotorsion pair in
the category of modules (cf. [13, Definition 7.1.2]) if U = ⊥V and U⊥ = V. In that case, the
class U is closed under extensions, direct summands and (in view of Eklof’s lemma) continuous
ascending filtrations. The cotorsion pair (U, V) is called hereditary if ExtiR(U, V ) = 0 for all
i > 0 and all modules U ∈ U and V ∈ V. Equivalently, the cotorsion pair is hereditary if U is
closed under kernels of epimorphisms or else if V is closed under cokernels of monomorphisms.
The cotorsion pair is complete if for any module M there exist short exact sequences

0 −→ V −→ U −→ M −→ 0 and 0 −→ M −→ V ′ −→ U ′ −→ 0,

where U, U ′ ∈ U and V, V ′ ∈ V. The existence of these short exact sequences is also referred to
by saying that any module admits a special U-precover and a special V-preenvelope respectively.
The kernel of the cotorsion pair (U, V) is the intersection U∩V; we say that the cotorsion pair is
projective if its kernel coincides with the class of projective modules. The cotorsion pair (U, V)
is cogenerated by a set of modules S if V = S⊥ (so that U = ⊥(S⊥)). In that case, the left-hand
class U of the pair consists precisely of the direct summands of Filt-(S ∪ {R}) modules; cf.
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[13, Corollary 7.3.5]. Eklof and Trlifaj have established in [9, Theorem 10] the completeness
of any cotorsion pair which is cogenerated by a set of modules.

III. Stable categories and localization. An exact additive category E is said to be
Frobenius if it has enough projective and enough injective objects and the classes of projective
and injective objects coincide. For example, the category of all kG-modules is Frobenius, if
G is a finite group and k is a field. The stable category E of a Frobenius category E has the
same objects as E , whereas its Hom-groups Hom(E,E ′) are the quotients of the corresponding
Hom-groups Hom(E,E ′) of E , modulo the subgroup of those morphisms that factor through
projective-injective objects. We note that the stable category E of a Frobenius exact category
E is canonically a triangulated category; cf. [15, Theorem 2.6].

Following [23] and [27], we say that a sequence of triangulated functors between triangulated
categories (in particular, between stable categories of Frobenius categories)

T ′ f
−→ T

g
−→ T ′′

is a localization sequence if the following hold:
(i) f has a right adjoint fρ : T −→ T ′ and the composition fρ ◦ f is the identity on T ′,
(ii) g has a right adjoint gρ : T

′′ −→ T and the composition g ◦ gρ is the identity on T ′′ and
(iii) if X is an object of T , then gX = 0 ∈ T ′′ if and only if X = fX ′ for some X ′ ∈ T ′.

In that case, we identify T ′ with im f via f and use g to obtain an equivalence of triangulated
categories between the Verdier quotient T /T ′ and T ′′.

2. Cofibrant and Gorenstein projective modules

In this section, we describe a few properties of Benson’s cofibrant modules, regarding their
relation to Gorenstein projective modules. We also present a few criteria for these two classes
of modules to coincide.

Following Benson [2], we say that a kG-module M is cofibrant if the (diagonal) kG-module
M⊗kB is projective; we denote by Cof(kG) the class of cofibrant modules. Since all projective
kG-modules are cofibrant, the following two conditions are easily seen to be equivalent for a
kG-module N :

(i) There is a non-negative integer n and an exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ Mn −→ . . . −→ M1 −→ M0 −→ N −→ 0,

such that M0,M1, . . . ,Mn ∈ Cof(kG).
(ii) pdkG(N ⊗k B) < ∞.

If these conditions are satisfied, we say that the kG-module N has finite cofibrant dimension;
we denote by Cof(kG) the class of these kG-modules. It is clear that Cof(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG). An
interesting criterion for a Cof(kG)-module to be cofibrant was obtained by Benson in [loc.cit.].
For the reader’s convenience, we provide a detailed account of Benson’s argument below.

Lemma 2.1. (cf. [2, Lemma 4.5(ii)]) Let M ∈ Cof(kG) and assume that Ext1kG(M,N) = 0
for any kG-module N of finite projective dimension. Then, M ∈ Cof(kG).

Proof. Assuming that M is not cofibrant, let n = pdkG(M ⊗k B) > 0 and consider a short
exact sequence of kG-modules

(1) 0 −→ K −→ P −→ M −→ 0,
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where P is projective. Tensoring that exact sequence with the k-free kG-module B, it follows
that pdkG(K ⊗k B) = n− 1. We note that there is a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 −→ K ⊗k B
ı

−→ P ⊗k B −→ M ⊗k B −→ 0
ϕ ↓ f ↓ ‖

0 −→ M


−→ M ⊗k B −→ M ⊗k B −→ 0

Here, the top row is obtained by tensoring (1) with the k-free kG-module B, the bottom row
is obtained by tensoring with M the k-split short exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ k −→ B −→ B −→ 0,

f is obtained from the projectivity of the kG-module P ⊗kB and ϕ is the restriction of f . We
also consider a projective kG-module Q admitting a surjective kG-linear map π : Q −→ M
and the commutative diagram with exact rows

0 −→ Q⊕
(

K ⊗k B
) 1⊕ı

−→ Q⊕
(

P ⊗k B
)

−→ M ⊗k B −→ 0
ϕ′ ↓ f ′ ↓ ‖

0 −→ M


−→ M ⊗k B −→ M ⊗k B −→ 0

where ϕ′ = (π, ϕ) and f ′ = ( ◦π, f). Since ϕ′ is surjective, an application of the snake lemma
shows that f ′ is also surjective and kerϕ′ ≃ ker f ′. Our assumption that M ∈ Cof(kG) and
the projectivity of Q⊕

(

P ⊗k B
)

imply that the kG-module kerϕ′ ≃ ker f ′ has finite projective
dimension. Invoking the additional hypothesis on M , we conclude that the epimorphism ϕ′

splits, so that M is a direct summand of Q⊕
(

K ⊗k B
)

. Hence, M⊗kB is a direct summand of
[

Q⊕
(

K ⊗k B
)]

⊗kB = (Q⊗k B)⊕
(

K ⊗k B ⊗k B
)

. This is a contradiction, sinceM⊗kB has

projective dimension equal to n, whereas (Q⊗k B)⊕
(

K ⊗k B ⊗k B
)

has projective dimension
≤ n− 1. �

Cofibrant modules are closely related to Gorenstein projective modules. Recall that an acyclic
complex of projective kG-modules is called totally acyclic if it remains acyclic after applying
the functor HomkG( , P ) for any projective kG-module P . A kG-module M is called Goren-
stein projective if it is a cokernel of a totally acyclic complex of projective kG-modules. Let
GProj(kG) denote the class of Gorenstein projective kG-modules. We refer to [13, 16] for this
notion (which may be, of course, developed over any associative ring). Using an elegant con-
struction, Cornick and Kropholler have shown in [5, Theorem 3.5] that any cofibrant module
is Gorenstein projective, so that we always have Cof(kG) ⊆ GProj(kG). We now list some
basic properties of the class Cof(kG) of cofibrant modules.

Proposition 2.2. (i) Cof(kG) = Cof(kG) ∩ GProj(kG).
(ii) The class Cof(kG) is closed under extensions, kernels of epimorphisms, direct sum-

mands and continuous ascending filtrations.
(iii) Any cofibrant module is a cokernel of an acyclic complex of projective kG-modules, all

of whose cokernels are cofibrant.

Proof. (i) Since Cof(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG) and Cof(kG) ⊆ GProj(kG), it is clear that Cof(kG) ⊆
Cof(kG) ∩ GProj(kG). Conversely, if M ∈ Cof(kG) ∩ GProj(kG), then Ext1kG(M,N) = 0 for
any kG-module N of finite projective dimension; cf. [16, Theorem 2.20]. Hence, Lemma 2.1
implies that M is cofibrant, as needed.

(ii) We consider a short exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ M ′ −→ M −→ M ′′ −→ 0
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and assume that M ′′ is cofibrant. Then, the kG-module M ′′ ⊗k B is projective and hence the
associated short exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ M ′ ⊗k B −→ M ⊗k B −→ M ′′ ⊗k B −→ 0

splits. We conclude that the kG-module M ′ ⊗k B is projective if and only if the kG-module
M ⊗k B is projective. In other words, M ′ is cofibrant if and only if M is cofibrant.

If the kG-module N is a direct summand of a cofibrant module N ′, then N ⊗k B is a direct
summand of the projective kG-module N ′ ⊗k B. It follows that the kG-module N ⊗k B is
itself projective, so that N is cofibrant. Hence, Cof(kG) is closed under direct summands.

Finally, let (Lα)α<τ be a continuous ascending filtration of a kG-module L by cofibrant
modules. Then, (Lα ⊗k B)α<τ is a continuous ascending filtration of the kG-module L ⊗k B
by projective kG-modules. Since the class Proj(kG) of projective kG-modules is closed under
continuous ascending filtrations, it follows that L⊗k B ∈ Proj(kG), so that L is cofibrant.

(iii) Let M be a cofibrant module. Since all projective kG-modules are cofibrant, it follows
from (ii) above that the cokernels of any projective resolution ofM are cofibrant. This provides
us with the left half of the required acyclic complex of projective kG-modules. On the other
hand, being cofibrant, the kG-module M is Gorenstein projective. Hence, there exists a short
exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ M −→ P −→ N −→ 0,

where P is projective (and hence cofibrant) and N is Gorenstein projective. It follows readily
that N ∈ Cof(kG), so that (i) above implies that the kG-module N is actually cofibrant. We
may repeat the same argument with N in the place of M and construct inductively the right
half of the required acyclic complex of projective kG-modules, by splicing together short exact
sequences with cofibrant end terms and projective middle term. �

Let us denote by P(kG) the class of those kG-modules that appear as cokernels of acyclic
complexes of projective kG-modules. It is clear that GProj(kG) ⊆ P(kG) and equality holds
if and only if any acyclic complex of projective kG-modules is totally acyclic. It is conjectured
in [8] that P(ZG) ⊆ Cof(ZG), so that Cof(ZG) = GProj(ZG) = P(ZG). If these equalities
hold, then the study of Gorenstein projective ZG-modules is reduced to questions involving
classical homological algebra notions; in particular, Gorenstein projectivity of modules is then
a subgroup-closed property. It is proved in [loc.cit., Corollary C] that the equalities above do
hold for any group in Kropholler’s class LHF of hierarchically decomposable groups. Working
over more general rings of coefficients, it is proved in [3, Corollary 5.5] that P(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG),
if the ring k has finite global dimension and G is either an LHF-group or a group of type Φ.
The latter assumption on k can be slightly relaxed, as we shall explain below.

We recall that a k-module is pure-projective if it is a direct summand of a suitable direct sum
of finitely presented k-modules. The following two conditions are easily seen to be equivalent:

(i) All pure-projective k-modules have finite projective dimension.
(ii) All finitely presented k-modules have finite projective dimension and there is an upper

bound on the projective dimension of these finitely presented k-modules.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that k satisfies one of the following two conditions:
(i) k has finite weak global dimension,
(ii) all pure-projective k-modules have finite projective dimension.

Then, any acyclic complex of projective k-modules is contractible.
Proof. The conclusion under hypothesis (i) is an immediate consequence of Neeman’s result
[24, Remark 2.15] on the contractibility of pure acyclic complexes of projective modules; cf.
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[11, Proposition 1.1]. The conclusion holds under hypothesis (ii), by applying [12, Remark
2.11(i)] to the cotorsion pair (Proj(k), k-Mod). �

Proposition 2.4. Assume that any acyclic complex of projective k-modules is contractible
and let G be either an LHF-group or a group of type Φ over k. Then, P(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG) and
hence Cof(kG) = GProj(kG) = P(kG).

Proof. Let M be a cokernel of an acyclic complex of projective kG-modules. Since projective
kG-modules are k-projective, our hypothesis on k implies that M is k-projective.

We assume that G is an LHF-group. In order to show that M is cofibrant, i.e. that the kG-
module M⊗kB is projective, we follow verbatim the arguments in the proof of [8, Theorem B]
and prove that M ⊗k B is projective over any LHF-subgroup of G. The k-projectivity of M is
needed for the first step of the transfinite induction therein, showing that M⊗kB is projective
over any HF-subgroup of G, as it enables us to conclude that M ⊗k B is kH-projective for
any finite subgroup H ⊆ G.

We now assume that G is a group of type Φ over k and note that the kG-module B has finite
projective dimension. Since the kG-module M is k-projective, it follows that pdkG(M⊗kB) ≤
pdkGB. This inequality holds for any kG-module M that appears as a cokernel of an acyclic
complex of projective kG-modules and hence a simple argument shows that the kG-module
M ⊗k B is actually projective; cf. [8, Lemma 2.1(c)]. �

Corollary 2.5. Assume that k satisfies one of the following two conditions:
(i) k has finite weak global dimension,
(ii) all pure-projective k-modules have finite projective dimension.

If G is an LHF-group or a group of type Φ over k, then Cof(kG) = GProj(kG) = P(kG).

Remark 2.6. If k is ℵn-Noetherian for some integer n ≥ 0, then the hypothesis in Corollary
2.5 that all pure-projective k-modules have finite projective dimension implies that the global
dimension of k is finite (so that the corresponding assertion in Corollary 2.5 can be recovered by
[3, Corollary 5.5]). To verify this claim, we may fix a positive integer s, such that pdkC ≤ s for
any finitely presented k-module C. Considering cyclic finitely presented k-modules, it follows
that pdkI ≤ s− 1 for any finitely generated ideal I ⊆ k. Using the ℵn-Noetherian hypothesis
on k and invoking [12, Corollary 2.7], we conclude that idkN ≤ s+ n+1 for any k-module N
and hence gl.dim k ≤ s+ n+ 1.

We can describe a condition implying that P(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG), in terms of the class PProj(kG)
of pure-projective kG-modules. As before, we note that the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) Pure-projective kG-modules have finite cofibrant dimension, i.e. PProj(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG).
(ii) Finitely presented kG-modules have finite cofibrant dimension and there is an upper

bound on pdkG(C ⊗k B), where C runs through the finitely presented kG-modules.
Our goal now is to show that these equivalent conditions imply that P(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG). To
that end, we introduce some notations. We fix a set C of representatives of the isomorphism
classes of finitely presented kG-modules and choose for any kG-module C ∈ C a projective
resolution of C with syzygy modules (ΩiC)i≥0. We define the set S = {ΩiC : C ∈ C, i ≥ 0}
and let Sn = ΩnS = {ΩiC : C ∈ C, i ≥ n} for any n ≥ 0. Then, the right Ext1-orthogonal S⊥ is
the class SfpInj(kG) of strongly fp-injective kG-modules, introduced in [22]. More generally,
for any n ≥ 0, the right Ext1-orthogonal S⊥n is the class SfpInjn(kG) of those kG-modules
that admit an injective resolution whose n-th cosyzygy module is strongly fp-injective. We
are interested in the cotorsion pair cogenerated by Sn

(

⊥
(

S⊥n

)

, S⊥n
)

= (Cn, SfpInjn(kG)) .
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In view of [13, Corollary 7.3.5], the class Cn consists precisely of the direct summands of Filt-Sn
modules. The relevance of the classes (Cn)n to our problem stems from the fact that

P(kG) ⊆
⋂

nCn;

this is proved in [10, Corollary 4.9(ii)].

Theorem 2.7. If PProj(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG), then Cof(kG) = GProj(kG) = P(kG).

Proof. In view of the discussion above, it suffices to prove that P(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG). We note
that our assumption implies the existence of an integer n ≥ 0, such that pdkG(C⊗kB) ≤ n for
any finitely presented kG-module C. It follows readily from the definition of the set Sn that
the kG-module S ⊗k B is projective for all S ∈ Sn, so that Sn ⊆ Cof(kG). Since the class of
cofibrant modules is closed under direct summands and continuous ascending filtrations (cf.
Proposition 2.2(ii)) and Cn consists of direct summands of Filt-Sn modules (cf. [13, Corollary
7.3.5]), it follows that Cn ⊆ Cof(kG). We may now invoke the fact that P(kG) ⊆ Cn (cf. [10,
Corollary 4.9(ii)]) and conclude that P(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG), as needed. �

We briefly elaborate on the hypothesis of Theorem 2.7. If all kG-modules have finite cofibrant
dimension, then there is clearly an upper bound on the projective dimension of the kG-modules
M ⊗k B, as M runs through the class of all kG-modules, and the inclusion P(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG)
is immediate.2 As in Remark 2.6, we show that the hypothesis of Theorem 2.7 is equivalent, in
some cases, to the apparently stronger assumption that all kG-modules have finite cofibrant
dimension.

Lemma 2.8. If kG is left ℵn-Noetherian for some integer n ≥ 0, then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(i) All pure-projective kG-modules have finite cofibrant dimension.
(ii) All kG-modules have finite cofibrant dimension.

Proof. It suffices to prove that (i)→(ii). To that end, assume that (i) holds and fix a positive
integer s, such that pdkG(C ⊗k B) ≤ s for any finitely presented kG-module C. In particular,
by considering cyclic finitely presented kG-modules, we conclude that pdkG(I ⊗k B) ≤ s − 1
for any finitely generated left ideal I ⊆ kG. Using the standard Hom-tensor adjunction for
kG-modules with diagonal action, it follows that the abelian groups

ExtikG(I,Homk(B,N)) ≃ ExtikG(I ⊗k B,N)

are trivial for any i > s− 1, any finitely generated left ideal I ⊆ kG and any kG-module N .
Using the left ℵn-Noetherian hypothesis on kG and invoking [12, Corollary 2.7], we conclude
that idkGHomk(B,N) ≤ s+ n + 1 for any kG-module N . It follows that the abelian groups

ExtikG(M ⊗k B,N) ≃ ExtikG(M,Homk(B,N))

are trivial for any i > s+n+1 and any kG-modules M,N . Hence, pdkG(M ⊗kB) ≤ s+n+1
for all kG-modules M , so that all kG-modules have finite cofibrant dimension. �

Remarks 2.9. (i) Assuming that Cof(kG) = GProj(kG), the assertions stated in Proposition
2.2(ii) represent well-known properties of Gorenstein projective modules, whereas Proposition
2.2(iii) is essentially a consequence of the very definition of Gorenstein projective modules.
Since all kG-modules that have finite cofibrant dimension have also finite Gorenstein projective

2If X is an acyclic complex of projective kG-modules with cokernels (CiX)i, then X ⊗k B is an acyclic
complex of projective kG-modules with cokernels (CiX⊗kB)i and hence CiX⊗kB is a projective kG-module,
being the n-th syzygy of Ci−nX ⊗k B for all i and all n ≥ 1.
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dimension, the equality Cof(kG) = GProj(kG) reduces Lemma 2.1 to the assertion that, within
the class of kG-modules of finite Gorenstein projective dimension, the Gorenstein projective
kG-modules are precisely those kG-modules which are left Ext1-orthogonal to the kG-modules
of finite projective dimension; see [16, Theorem 2.10].

ii) If all pure-projective kG-modules have finite cofibrant dimension, then all pure-projective
kG-modules have finite Gorenstein projective dimension. Hence, [12, Theorem 2.3(ii)] implies
that any acyclic complex of projective kG-modules is totally acyclic, i.e. P(kG) = GProj(kG).
In Theorem 2.7, we proved the stronger statement that P(kG) = GProj(kG) = Cof(kG).

iii) As Olympia Talelli has pointed out, the only properties of the kG-module B that are
needed for the arguments above to go through are the following:
(iii1) B is k-projective,
(iii2) there exists a k-split kG-linear monomorphism k −→ B and
(iii3) B is kH-projective over any finite subgroup H ⊆ G.
Indeed, properties (iii1) and (iii2) are used to show that all cofibrant modules are Gorenstein
projective, whereas property (iii3) is the key ingredient to showing that P(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG),
under various additional assumptions on the pair (k,G); cf. the proof of Proposition 2.4.

3. The cotorsion pair (Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥)

In this section, we show that the class of cofibrant modules is a Kaplansky class and conclude
that (Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥) is a cotorsion pair, which is cogenerated by a set of modules. We
also describe some basic properties of the orthogonal class Cof(kG)⊥.

We recall from [14, Definition 2.1] that a class K of kG-modules is called a Kaplansky class
if there exists a cardinal number λ, such that for any module M ∈ K and any element x ∈ M
there exists a submodule N ⊆ M with x ∈ N , cardN ≤ λ and N,M/N ∈ K. Given a
cardinal number µ, we say that a kG-module is µ-generated if it can be generated by a set of
cardinality ≤ µ.

Proposition 3.1. The class Cof(kG) is a Kaplansky class.

Proof. Let κ = card k, γ = cardG and λ = max{ℵ0, κ, 2
γ}. Then, λ is an infinite cardinal,

which is greater than or equal to both card kG and cardB.3 Moreover, it is easily seen that for
any λ-generated kG-module K (i.e. for any kG-module K with cardK ≤ λ) the kG-module
K ⊗k B is also λ-generated (i.e. card (K ⊗k B) ≤ λ). We prove that this choice of λ works to
establish that Cof(kG) is a Kaplansky class.

To that end, we consider a cofibrant moduleM and fix an element x ∈ M . SinceM⊗kB is a
projective kG-module, a result by Kaplansky [19] implies that it can be expressed as the direct
sum of a family of countably generated projective kG-modules. We fix such a decomposition
and write M ⊗k B =

⊕

i∈I Pi, for a suitable family (Pi)i∈I of countably generated projective
kG-modules. For any subset J ⊆ I we define P (J) =

⊕

i∈J Pi; in particular, P (∅) = 0 and
P (I) = M ⊗k B. Using induction, we construct a sequence of pairs (In,Mn)n, such that:

(i) (In)n is an increasing sequence of subsets of I, with card In ≤ λ for all n ≥ 0,
(ii) (Mn)n is an increasing sequence of λ-generated kG-submodules of M ,
(iii) I0 = ∅ and M0 = kG · x,
(iv) P (In) ⊆ Mn ⊗k B ⊆ P (In+1) ⊆ P (I) = M ⊗k B for all n ≥ 0.

Of course, we begin the induction by letting I0 = ∅ and M0 = kG ·x. Having defined the pairs
(I0,M0), (I1,M1), . . . , (In,Mn), we proceed with the inductive step and define (In+1,Mn+1) as

3The inequality cardB ≤ λ follows since any element of B is a k-linear combination of suitable characteristic
functions on subsets of G.
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follows: Since the kG-module Mn is λ-generated, the kG-module Mn⊗kB is also λ-generated.
Expressing each generator of Mn⊗k B ⊆ M ⊗k B =

⊕

i∈I Pi as a finite sum of elements of the
Pi’s, we conclude that there exists a subset In+1 ⊆ I which contains In and has cardinality
≤ λ, such that Mn ⊗k B ⊆ P (In+1). Since card In+1 ≤ λ and the kG-module Pi is countably
generated for all i ∈ I, the kG-module P (In+1) is λ-generated. Expressing each generator of
P (In+1) ⊆ P (I) = M ⊗k B as a finite sum of elementary tensors, we conclude that there is a
λ-generated kG-submodule Mn+1 ⊆ M containing Mn, such that P (In+1) ⊆ Mn+1⊗k B. This
completes the inductive step of the construction.

Having constructed the sequence (In,Mn)n with properties (i)-(iv) above, we let I ′ =
⋃

n In
and M ′ =

⋃

n Mn. Then, I ′ ⊆ I has cardinality ≤ λ and M ′ is a λ-generated kG-submodule
of M , which contains M0 (and hence x), such that

M ′ ⊗k B =
⋃

n(Mn ⊗k B) =
⋃

nP (In) = P (I ′) ⊆ P (I) = M ⊗k B.

Here, the second equality follows fron property (iv). In particular, the kG-module M ′ ⊗k B is
projective and hence M ′ is cofibrant. The quotient module M/M ′ is also cofibrant, since

(M/M ′)⊗k B = (M ⊗k B)/(M ′ ⊗k B) = P (I)/P (I ′) = P (I \ I ′)

is a projective kG-module. We have therefore completed the proof that Cof(kG) is a Kaplansky
class. �

We shall use Proposition 3.1 (and its proof) to construct filtrations of cofibrant modules with
successive quotients cofibrant modules of controlled size.

Proposition 3.2. There is a cardinal number λ, such that any cofibrant module admits a
continuous ascending filtration by λ-generated cofibrant modules.

Proof. Let λ be the cardinal number defined in the proof of Proposition 3.1. We consider a
cofibrant module M and fix a decomposition M ⊗k B =

⊕

i∈I Pi of the projective kG-module
M ⊗kB into the direct sum of a family (Pi)i∈I of countably generated projective kG-modules,
as in the proof of Proposition 3.1. As before, for any subset J ⊆ I we define P (J) =

⊕

i∈J Pi.
We also choose a well-ordered set of generators (xα)α<τ of the kG-module M , where τ is a
suitable cardinal number. It only suffices to consider the case where τ > λ, since otherwise M
is already λ-generated. Using transfinite induction, we construct a family of pairs (Iα,Mα)α≤τ ,
such that:

(i) (Iα)α≤τ is a continuous ascending family of subsets of I,
(ii) card (Iα+1 \ Iα) ≤ λ for any α < τ ,
(iii) (Mα)α≤τ is a continuous ascending family of kG-submodules of M ,
(iv) the kG-module Mα+1/Mα is λ-generated for any α < τ ,
(v) xα ∈ Mα+1 for any α < τ ,
(vi) I0 = ∅ and M0 = 0,
(vii) Mα ⊗k B = P (Iα) ⊆ P (I) = M ⊗k B for all α ≤ τ .

Of course, we begin the induction, by letting I0 = ∅ and M0 = 0. For the inductive step of
the proof, we assume that β is an ordinal and the pairs (Iα,Mα) have been constructed for all
ordinals α < β, so that properties (i)-(vii) above hold. In the case where β is a limit ordinal,
we define Iβ =

⋃

α<β Iα and Mβ =
⋃

α<β Mα. Then, properties (i)-(vii) still hold, since

Mβ ⊗k B =
⋃

α<β(Mα ⊗k B) =
⋃

α<βP (Iα) = P (Iβ) ⊆ P (I) = M ⊗k B.
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We now consider the case where β = α + 1 is a successor ordinal and note that the quotient
M/Mα is a cofibrant module, since

(2) (M/Mα)⊗k B = (M ⊗k B)/(Mα ⊗k B) = P (I)/P (Iα) = P (I \ Iα)

is a projective kG-module. It follows from the proof of Proposition 3.1, applied to the cofibrant
module M/Mα, its element xα +Mα and the decomposition of (M/Mα)⊗k B displayed in (2)
above, that there exist a subset Iα+1 ⊆ I containing Iα and a kG-submodule Mα+1 ⊆ M
containing Mα and xα, such that card (Iα+1 \ Iα) ≤ λ, the kG-submodule Mα+1/Mα ⊆ M/Mα

is λ-generated and (Mα+1/Mα)⊗k B = P (Iα+1 \ Iα). Since Mα ⊗k B = P (Iα) and

(Mα+1 ⊗k B)/(Mα ⊗k B) = (Mα+1/Mα)⊗k B = P (Iα+1 \ Iα),

it is easily seen that Mα+1 ⊗k B = P (Iα+1) ⊆ P (I) = M ⊗k B. Indeed, Mα+1 ⊗k B is clearly
contained in P (Iα+1) and the embedding ı : Mα+1 ⊗k B →֒ P (Iα+1) fits into the commutative
diagram with exact rows

0 −→ Mα ⊗k B −→ Mα+1 ⊗k B −→ (Mα+1 ⊗k B)/(Mα ⊗k B) −→ 0
↓ ı ↓ ↓

0 −→ P (Iα) −→ P (Iα+1) −→ P (Iα+1 \ Iα) −→ 0

whose end vertical arrows are both bijective. The inductive step of the construction is therefore
complete.

Having constructed the family of pairs (Iα,Mα)α≤τ as above, we note that the kG-submodule
Mτ =

⋃

α<τ Mα contains all of the generators (xα)α<τ of M and hence Mτ = M . Moreover, for
any α < τ the kG-module (Mα+1/Mα)⊗k B = P (Iα+1 \ Iα) is projective, so that Mα+1/Mα is
cofibrant. Hence, (Mα)α≤τ is the required continuous ascending filtration of M by λ-generated
cofibrant modules. �

We can now state and prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.3. The pair
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

is a projective hereditary cotorsion pair in the
category of kG-modules, which is cogenerated by a set. In particular, it is complete.

Proof. In view of Proposition 3.2, there exists a cardinal number λ, such that any cofibrant
module admits a continuous ascending filtration by λ-generated cofibrant modules. We con-
sider a set S of representatives of the isomorphism classes of all λ-generated cofibrant modules
and prove that

(3)
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

=
(

⊥
(

S⊥
)

,S⊥
)

is the cotorsion pair cogenerated by S. First of all, we shall prove that Cof(kG)⊥ = S⊥. Since
S ⊆ Cof(kG), it follows that Cof(kG)⊥ ⊆ S⊥. In order to prove the reverse inclusion, we
consider a module N ∈ S⊥. Then, the functor Ext1kG( , N) vanishes on all modules in S and
hence on all λ-generated cofibrant modules. Since any cofibrant module admits a continuous
ascending filtration by λ-generated cofibrant modules, Eklof’s lemma [13, Theorem 7.3.4]
implies that the functor Ext1kG( , N) vanishes on all cofibrant modules; hence, N ∈ Cof(kG)⊥.
We have thus proved the equality Cof(kG)⊥ = S⊥. We shall now prove that Cof(kG) = ⊥

(

S⊥
)

.

We note that the equality Cof(kG)⊥ = S⊥ implies that

Cof(kG) ⊆ ⊥
(

Cof(kG)⊥
)

= ⊥
(

S⊥
)

.

Conversely, S is contained in Cof(kG) and the latter class is closed under direct summands
and continuous ascending filtrations; cf. Proposition 2.2(ii). Then, [13, Corollary 7.3.5] shows
that we also have ⊥

(

S⊥
)

⊆ Cof(kG).
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Having proved (3), it follows from [9, Theorem 10] that
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

is a complete
cotorsion pair. The cotorsion pair is hereditary, since the left-hand side class Cof(kG) is closed
under kernels of epimorphisms; cf. Proposition 2.2(ii). It remains to show that the cotorsion
pair is projective, i.e. that its kernel Cof(kG)∩Cof(kG)⊥ is the class of projective kG-modules.
We note that all projective kG-modules are cofibrant and contained in Cof(kG)⊥; indeed, all
projective kG-modules are contained in Gproj(kG)⊥ and Cof(kG) ⊆ GProj(kG). Conversely,
assume that M ∈ Cof(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥. Since M is cofibrant, Proposition 2.2(iii) implies the
existence of a short exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ M −→ P −→ N −→ 0,

where P is projective and N is cofibrant. Since M ∈ Cof(kG)⊥, the group Ext1kG(N,M) is
trivial and hence the short exact sequence splits. In particular, M is a direct summand of the
projective kG-module P , so that M is itself projective, as needed. �

It follows from Theorem 3.3 that the class Cof(kG)⊥ is of some interest, as it determines the
class of cofibrant modules as its left Ext1-orthogonal. We end this section by listing a few
properties of that class.

Proposition 3.4. The class Cof(kG)⊥ has the 2-out-of-3 property for short exact sequences.
It is closed under direct summands and contains all kG-modules of finite projective or injective
dimension and all (diagonal) kG-modules of the form Homk(B,N), where N is a kG-module.

Proof. Since the cotorsion pair
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

is hereditary, Cof(kG)⊥ is closed under
extensions and cokernels of monomorphisms. We prove that it is also closed under kernels of
epimorphisms. To that end, let

(4) 0 −→ N ′ −→ N −→ N ′′ −→ 0

be a short exact sequence of kG-modules and assume that N,N ′′ ∈ Cof(kG)⊥. In order to
show that N ′ ∈ Cof(kG)⊥, we consider a cofibrant module M and invoke Proposition 2.2(iii)
to find a short exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ M −→ P −→ M ′ −→ 0,

where P is projective and M ′ is cofibrant. Then, Ext1kG(M,N ′) = Ext2kG(M
′, N ′) and hence

it suffices to prove that the abelian group Ext2kG(M
′, N ′) is trivial. This follows from the long

exact sequence associated with (4)

· · · −→ Ext1kG(M
′, N ′′) −→ Ext2kG(M

′, N ′) −→ Ext2kG(M
′, N) −→ · · · ,

since both groups Ext1kG(M
′, N ′′) and Ext2kG(M

′, N) are trivial.
The class Cof(kG)⊥ is clearly closed under direct summands. Since Cof(kG)⊥ contains all

projective and all injective kG-modules, an inductive argument and the 2-out-of-3 property
for short exact sequences established above show that Cof(kG)⊥ also contains all kG-modules
of finite projective dimension and all kG-modules of finite injective dimension. Finally, if N is
any kG-module, the Hom-tensor adjunction for diagonal kG-modules implies that the functor

Ext1kG( ,Homk(B,N)) = Ext1kG( ⊗k B,N)

vanishes on all cofibrant modules and hence Homk(B,N) ∈ Cof(kG)⊥. �
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4. Some consequences

In this section, we present some applications of the results obtained earlier in the paper. In
particular, we show that the class of Gorenstein projective kG-modules is precovering for a
big class of group algebras. We also describe, over any group algebra, the obstruction to the
equality between the classes of cofibrant and Gorenstein projective kG-modules, in terms of
the size of a suitable subcategory of the stable category of Gorenstein projective kG-modules.
Finally, we present an interpretation of Theorem 3.3 in the language of model categories.

I. The cotorsion pair
(

GProj(kG), GProj(kG)⊥
)

. As shown in [6], for any ring R the pair
(

GProj(R), GProj(R)⊥
)

is a hereditary cotorsion pair in the category of R-modules. A major
problem in Gorenstein homological algebra is to show that this cotorsion pair is complete. In
the terminology of [13], the problem is to show that any module admits special Gorenstein
projective precovers. Using the results obtained in Section 3, we can show that this is indeed
the case for a big class of group algebras.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that k satisfies one of the following two conditions:
(i) k has finite weak global dimension,
(ii) all pure-projective k-modules have finite projective dimension.

If G is an LHF-group or a group of type Φ over k, then the Gorentein projective cotorsion pair
(

GProj(kG), GProj(kG)⊥
)

is cogenerated by a set; in particular, it is complete.

Proof. (i) In view of Corollary 2.5, there is an equality GProj(kG) = Cof(kG) and hence
(

GProj(kG), GProj(kG)⊥
)

=
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

.

Therefore, the result follows from Theorem 3.3. �

Remark 4.2. Assume that all pure-projective kG-modules have finite cofibrant dimension
(i.e. that the hypothesis of Theorem 2.7 is satisfied). Since cofibrant modules are Gorenstein
projective, it then follows that all pure-projective kG-modules have finite Gorenstein projective
dimension. Hence, it follows from [12, Theorem 2.3(i)] that the Gorentein projective cotorsion
pair

(

GProj(kG), GProj(kG)⊥
)

is cogenerated by a set.

II. The equality GProj(kG) = Cof(kG). We show that the existence of special Cof(kG)
precovers for Gorenstein projective kG-modules reduces the proof of the equality GProj(kG) =
Cof(kG) to proving that Gorenstein projective kG-modules which are contained in Cof(kG)⊥

are cofibrant.

Proposition 4.3. The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) GProj(kG) = Cof(kG),
(ii) GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ = Proj(kG),
(iii) GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ ⊆ Cof(kG),
(iv) GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ ⊆ GProj(kG)⊥.

Proof. (i)↔(ii): If (i) holds, then

GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ = Cof(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ = Proj(kG),

where the last equality follows from Theorem 3.3. Conversely, assume that (ii) holds and let
M be a Gorenstein projective kG-module. In view of the completeness of the cotorsion pair
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

, there exists a short exact sequence of kG-modules

(5) 0 −→ K −→ N −→ M −→ 0,
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where N is cofibrant and K ∈ Cof(kG)⊥. Since M,N are Gorenstein projective and the class
GProj(kG) is closed under kernels of epimorphisms (cf. [16, Theorem 2.5]), the kG-module K
is Gorenstein projective as well. Then, K ∈ GProj(kG)∩Cof(kG)⊥ and hence K is projective.
It follows that the short exact sequence (5) splits, so that M is a direct summand of N ; in
particular, M is cofibrant.

It is clear that (ii)→(iii) and (ii)→(iv). The converse implications (iii)→(ii) and (iv)→(ii)
follow easily, since both intersections Cof(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ and GProj(kG) ∩ GProj(kG)⊥

coincide with the class Proj(kG) of projective kG-modules. �

Remarks 4.4. (i) The classes appearing in Proposition 4.3 may be schematically presented
in the following diagram of subcategories of the module category kG-Mod

GProj(kG) Cof(kG)⊥

↑ ↑
Cof(kG) GProj(kG)⊥

տ ր
Proj(kG)

Here, all arrows are inclusions.
(ii) Any kG-module M ∈ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ is a cokernel of an acyclic complex of

projective kG-modules, all of whose cokernels are contained in GProj(kG)∩Cof(kG)⊥. Indeed,
any totally acyclic complex of projective modules havingM as a cokernel has all of its cokernels
contained in GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥; this follows since Proj(kG) ⊆ Cof(kG)⊥ and the class
Cof(kG)⊥ has the 2-out-of-3 property for short exact sequences; cf. Proposition 3.4.

(iii) LetM be a Gorenstein projective kG-module. The existence of the short exact sequence
(5), where N ∈ Cof(kG) and K ∈ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥, shows that M is cofibrant if and
only if the functor Ext1kG(M, ) vanishes on all modules in GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥.

III. A localization sequence. We may elaborate on the completeness of the cotorsion pair
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

and obtain a measure for the obstruction to the equality GProj(kG) =
Cof(kG), in terms of the size of a suitable subcategory of the stable category of Gorenstein
projective kG-modules.

Lemma 4.5. The exact categories Cof(kG), GProj(kG) and GProj(kG)∩Cof(kG)⊥ (with the
canonical exact structures inherited from the full category of kG-modules) are Frobenius, with
projective-injective objects the projective kG-modules.

Proof. The result for the exact category GProj(kG) is well-known; see, for example [7]. We
prove that the exact category Cof(kG) is Frobenius. Since Cof(kG)∩ Cof(kG)⊥ = Proj(kG),
all projective kG-modules are injective objects in Cof(kG). Proposition 2.2(iii) then implies
that the exact category Cof(kG) has enough injective objects and all of these objects are pro-
jective kG-modules. Of course, all projective kG-modules are projective objects in Cof(kG).
Using again Proposition 2.2(iii), it follows that Cof(kG) has enough projective objects and all
of these objects are projective kG-modules. This completes the proof that the exact category
Cof(kG) is Frobenius. An analogous argument, using Remark 4.4(ii) instead of Proposition
2.2(iii), shows that the exact category GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ is Frobenius. �

For simplicity of notation, we denote by T the stable category of the Frobenius exact category
GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥. Both T and the stable category Cof(kG) of cofibrant modules are
full subcategories of the stable category GProj(kG) of Gorenstein projective kG-modules.
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Lemma 4.6. Let M ∈ Cof(kG) and N ∈ Cof(kG)⊥. Then, any kG-linear map M −→ N
factors through a projective kG-module, i.e. HomkG(M,N) = 0.4

Proof. We fix a short exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ K −→ P
p

−→ N −→ 0,

where K ∈ Cof(kG)⊥ and P is a projective kG-module; cf. Proposition 3.4. Since the abelian
group Ext1kG(M,K) is trivial, the additive map p∗ : HomkG(M,P ) −→ HomkG(M,N) is
surjective. Then, any kG-linear map M −→ N factors through P . �

Lemma 4.7. Let f : M −→ M ′ be a kG-linear map, where M,M ′ are Gorenstein projective
kG-modules. We also consider two short exact sequences of kG-modules

0 −→ K −→ N
p

−→ M −→ 0 and 0 −→ K ′ ι′

−→ N ′ p′

−→ M ′ −→ 0,

where K,K ′ ∈ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ and N,N ′ ∈ Cof(kG). Then:
(i) There exists a kG-linear map g : N −→ N ′, such that p′g = fp.
(ii) If g, g′ : N −→ N ′ are two kG-linear maps with p′g = fp and p′g′ = fp, then [g] =

[g′] ∈ HomkG(N,N ′).
(iii) If [f ] = [0] ∈ HomkG(M,M ′) and g : N −→ N ′ is a kG-linear map with p′g = fp, then

[g] = [0] ∈ HomkG(N,N ′).

Proof. (i) The additive map p′∗ : HomkG(N,N ′) −→ HomkG(N,M ′) is surjective, since the
abelian group Ext1kG(N,K ′) is trivial. Therefore, there exists a kG-linear map g : N −→ N ′

such that fp = p′∗(g) = p′g, as needed.
(ii) Let g, g′ : N −→ N ′ be two kG-linear maps with p′g = fp and p′g′ = fp.

0 −→ K −→ N
p

−→ M −→ 0
g ↓↓ g′ f ↓

0 −→ K ′ ı′

−→ N ′ p′

−→ M ′ −→ 0

Then, p′(g′−g) = p′g′−p′g = fp−fp = 0 and hence there exists a kG-linear map h : N −→ K ′,
such that g′−g = ι′h. In view of Lemma 4.6, the kG-linear map h factors through a projective
kG-module. Hence, this is also the case for g′ − g; it follows that [g] = [g′] ∈ HomkG(N,N ′).

(iii) Assume that f factors as the composition of two kG-linear maps M
a

−→ Q
b

−→ M ′,
where the kG-module Q is projective. If β : Q −→ N ′ is a kG-linear map with p′β = b, then
the composition βap : N −→ N ′ is such that p′(βap) = (p′β)ap = bap = fp. It follows from
(ii) above that [g] = [βap] ∈ HomkG(N,N ′). This finishes the proof, since we obviously have
[βap] = [0] ∈ HomkG(N,N ′). �

Lemma 4.7 implies that for any Gorenstein projective kG-module M the cofibrant module N
that appears in a short exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ K −→ N
p

−→ M −→ 0

where K ∈ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ is uniquely determined up to a canonical isomorphism in
the stable category Cof(kG). Indeed, if

0 −→ K ′ −→ N ′ p′

−→ M −→ 0

4Conversely, one can show that if N is a kG-module, such that HomkG(M,N) = 0 for any cofibrant module
M , then N ∈ Cof(kG)⊥.
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is another short exact sequence of kG-modules, where K ′ ∈ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ and N ′

is cofibrant, then there are unique morphisms [g] ∈ HomkG(N,N ′) and [h] ∈ HomkG(N
′, N),

such that p′g = p and ph = p′; cf. Lemma 4.7(i),(ii). The same uniqueness assertion shows
that the compositions [h] · [g] and [g] · [h] are the identity morphisms of N and N ′ respectively.
Moreover, Lemma 4.7(iii) implies that the assignment M 7→ N factors through the stable
category GProj(kG) and defines a functor

i! : GProj(kG) −→ Cof(kG),

which is clearly additive.

Proposition 4.8. The additive functor i! : GProj(kG) −→ Cof(kG) defined above is right

adjoint to the inclusion functor i∗ : Cof(kG) −→ GProj(kG) and hence it is triangulated. In

addition, the composition i! ◦ i∗ is the identity on Cof(kG).

Proof. We fix a cofibrant module M and let L ∈ GProj(kG). We also consider a short exact
sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ K −→ N
p

−→ L −→ 0,

where K ∈ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥ and N ∈ Cof(kG). We note that the additive map

(6) [p]∗ : HomkG(M,N) −→ HomkG(M,L)

is natural in both M (this is obvious) and L (this follows from Lemma 4.7(ii)). We establish
the adjunction in the statement, by proving that the additive map (6) is bijective. Indeed,
since the group Ext1kG(M,K) is trivial, the additive map

p∗ : HomkG(M,N) −→ HomkG(M,L)

is surjective, whence the surjectivity of (6). Regarding now the injectivity of (6), assume that
f : M −→ N is a kG-linear map, such that [pf ] = [p] · [f ] = [p]∗[f ] = [0] ∈ HomkG(M,L).
Then, we may consider the commutative diagram

0 −→ 0 −→ M
1M−→ M −→ 0

f ↓ pf ↓

0 −→ K −→ N
p

−→ L −→ 0

and invoke Lemma 4.7(iii), in order to conclude that [f ] = [0] ∈ HomkG(M,N).
Being right adjoint to the triangulated functor i∗, the functor i

! is also triangulated; cf. [23,
Lemma 5.3.6]. In order to verify that the composition i! ◦ i∗ is the identity on Cof(kG), we
simply note that for any cofibrant module M we can choose the approximation sequence

0 −→ 0 −→ M
1M−→ M −→ 0,

so that i!M = M . �

Let M be a Gorenstein projective kG-module. Then, the completeness of the cotorsion pair
(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥
)

implies the existence of a short exact sequence of kG-modules

(7) 0 −→ M −→ K −→ N −→ 0,

whereK ∈ Cof(kG)⊥ and N ∈ Cof(kG). Since bothM,N are Gorenstein projective, it follows
that K is Gorenstein projective as well and hence K ∈ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥. Working as
above, we can show that K is uniquely determined by M up to a canonical isomorphism in
the stable category T and the assignment M 7→ K defines an additive functor

j∗ : GProj(kG) −→ T ,
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which is left adjoint to the inclusion functor j∗ : T −→ GProj(kG). In particular, the functor
j∗ is triangulated. Moreover, the composition j∗ ◦ j∗ is the identity on T .

Lemma 4.9. Let M be a Gorenstein projective kG-module. Then, j∗M = 0 ∈ T if and only
if M is cofibrant.

Proof. If K ∈ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥, then K = 0 ∈ T if and only if the identity map of K
factors through a projective kG-module, i.e. if and only if K ∈ Proj(kG). Hence, we have to
show that the Gorenstein projective kG-module M is cofibrant if and only if the kG-module
K in the short exact sequence (7) is projective.

Indeed, if the kG-module K in (7) is projective, then it is cofibrant. Since the class Cof(kG)
is closed under kernels of epimorphisms, we conclude that M is cofibrant as well. Conversely,
if the kG-module M is cofibrant, then we may invoke Proposition 2.2(iii) and obtain a short
exact sequence of kG-modules

0 −→ M −→ P −→ N −→ 0,

where P is projective and N is cofibrant. Since Proj(kG) ⊆ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥, we may
use the exact sequence above to compute j∗M . We conclude that j∗M = P = 0 ∈ T . �

We may summarize the discussion above in the form of the following result, establishing the
existence of a localization sequence of triangulated categories; cf. [27].

Theorem 4.10. The functors defined above induce a localization sequence

Cof(kG)
i∗−→ GProj(kG)

j∗

−→ T .

The right adjoint of the inclusion i∗ is i! : GProj(kG) −→ Cof(kG) and the right adjoint of j∗

is the inclusion j∗ : T −→ GProj(kG).

The following result is a formal consequence of the existence of the localization sequence above;
cf. [27].

Corollary 4.11. (i) The functor j∗ induces an equivalence of triangulated categories

GProj(kG)/Cof(kG)
∼

−→ T .

(ii) For any Gorenstein projective kG-module M there is an exact triangle in GProj(kG)

(i∗ ◦ i
!)M −→ M −→ (j∗ ◦ j

∗)M  

which depends functorially on M .
(iii) A Gorenstein projective kG-module M is cofibrant if and only if HomkG(M,K) = 0

for any K ∈ GProj(kG) ∩ Cof(kG)⊥.

IV. A cofibrantly generated model category. We may also interpret Theorem 3.3 in
the language of model categories. Following Quillen [25], a model category is a category with
three distinguished classes of morphisms, called fibrations, cofibrations and weak equivalences,
which satisfy a few axioms (which are reminiscent of certain properties of continuous maps
on topological spaces). The homotopy category associated with a model category is obtained
by formally inverting the weak equivalences, while keeping the same objects. We refer to [17]
for the basic definitions and facts on model categories. The bijective correspondence between
certain model structures and cotorsion pairs in an abelian category, which is established in
[18, Theorem 2.2], provides us with a plethora of examples of model structures. In particular,
Theorem 3.3 and Proposition 3.4 imply that the triple

(

Cof(kG), Cof(kG)⊥, kG-Mod
)

may
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be used to define a model structure in the category kG-Mod of kG-modules, whose homotopy
category is equivalent to the stable category Cof(kG) of cofibrant kG-modules. The next (and
final) result follows from general properties of model structures, using standard arguments.

Proposition 4.12. There is a cofibrantly generated model structure in the category of kG-
modules, in which the cofibrations (resp. the trivial cofibrations) are the monomorphisms whose
cokernel is cofibrant (resp. the monomorphisms whose cokernel is projective), the fibrations
(resp. the trivial fibrations) are the epimorphisms (resp. the epimorphisms with kernel in
Cof(kG)⊥) and the weak equivalences are the kG-linear maps which factor as a trivial cofibra-
tion followed by a trivial fibration. The homotopy category of that model structure is equivalent
to the stable category Cof(kG) of cofibrant kG-modules.

Remark 4.13. The model structure defined in Proposition 4.12 is different than the model
structure defined by Benson in [2, Theorem 10.6]. The latter model structure is defined, in the
special case where the coefficient ring k is Noetherian, on the categoryA of countably presented
kG-modules with finite cofibrant dimension. The fibrations therein are the epimorphisms in
A and the trivial fibrations are those fibrations whose kernel has finite projective dimension.
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