COTORSION PAIRS IN HOPFOLOGICAL ALGEBRA
(HOPFOLOGICAL ALGEBRA IE&IT%. %% COTORSION RIcDWT)
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1. AT OBEEE

kExTfake U, H%ZE EARXIGO Hopf RE(E %, AZTHRE IZRS w0 EREKE
L. I5ICAREHINHOEEZFRF LTS (Z0LEE L, 280 T, AlX H IR
BEWH) ZEIZT D), Hopf R&EZ., B AAL K DIFAEDHAL TE72Y, 22T
Hopf fRELEDOMBEDRE & | Chian {4 & DFELIRLERIE & DML E Vo 7RI R R 2 Y
Tk [11),[13]. Qi[13]1d. AL HDA=y > aff L MEEN B D, 2D Lotz 55
L7 SITWIHIRARyvafflld b AaY =D TN Tw 37 EMD A2y ¥ 2T
B0, AeyH Eic, (AHRE RIS 200) Bl L ComE% ., (a®h)(b®l) = ahmb@he!,
(a,b€ A, h,l € H) EEDTDDZR AH#H LEWT, ThE2 AL HDARy > afit XA
TW3, ITQi13)Icks L, HZRZ Hopf (REUCE A2 LIk D, A#H MfFE Z
DED AMBEDOFGBRD I THED 6, IREDOE R L OEKE, dg MFDE R X OEKE
T 2 2 LMK D, QiIFEC [13] 128\ T, A#H MEEDEIC” cofibrant” D&
MALY, ZOEREZEZD, BRED a7 FuREFEZ 7D, Grothendieck
Ky, GozEZY L1z, 216 D5FIZ, "Hopfological Algebra” & X1X#1C, Chain
B dg INEEDE DB 12 E 1) % Homological algebra DML & I 417z,

EZAT, Qild A#H MEEOBIZE FIVEORG IZEA L Ty, AT dg
IBED BT T ARG A S T LICHBIE LT, A#H INBEDEICE 7 IVEOREED?
AD, 20 dg BDOE T UHEEDOHMIC > TV L ERZHER L 72, Qi DAz Quasi-
isomorphisms & contractible WRZHWTERINDTH > 7DD, A TH
72 Quasi-isomorphisms (FHFE B Y — ORI ZFEET 2EHR L L TEDTEH, —#&ic
W IE R S Z L ITER I N,

ATl Qi D”Hopfological algebra” DA & AW & OBSH#, £ 72 dg MIEE (Chain £
) L DBIRICE R L 72\,

2. DG MFHITE T 2RV

"Hopfological algebra” (%, dg IM#ED Homological algebra ML L L TRERAI L7z, T
X, FRHC dg D £ D X 9 HHE QU TH - 7D ? & 2 TIRBIHT 2 dg I
HiIZ DL TRP TR, dg BRSO W-TOBEIRE [1], [2], (3], 19, [10] % E23% 3,

A% dgfRE LT3,



o dg AMEBE M 73 perfect TH % & 1x, (AKiZ M 23R I HRD semi-free MEED L
F7 7 RTHDEN) ZEED), MDA dg AMBEOERB D 2> %7 FHFIE
KEDOHTHTH S &) T ETH S, (cf. [3, Theorem 4.2]) , HLH AWk
@ Noetherian connective dg fAZ42>2 0 RNDHWIHHEATE D, dg A-module
M 23 L LT bounded below (e.g. [1] Tl finite & K IEN T 3) TH 5 I,
perfect IZRTOFET L —FEDEMD k FARRKICN Y7 FIVEMTH 2 Z & L
fiEliC 72 % [3, Theorem 4.8].

e Shipley [14] 12 & D, HRMFER RV b 7 L OBIZZET TIVEOWEEZ ALz b D
&, dgRMBEDEICHEEE 7 LIS [10, Theorem 3.1] &2 At17 [ & 1& Quillen [FIff
(ET MG Z RO & 9 RFAMED 2 &) TH 2 FHEEHI N, (dg & R ISHHIRT
% Eilenberg-Maclane ZX7 k7 & HR DREELFHAI LT 5), K {7 cofibrant”
dg IMEEE Vo TV B DIF T DHFLE T IVEIZE T 5 cofibrant NRD Z & T, %
1UI VL H W 37 semi-projective” £ WU TH %,

oz E 2T, A% kI Noetherian connective 2> 0 XD D3H 2 T 5 dg X
BEL LD, 2L TEC, % bounded below TH 5 &I 7% dg AMBEDLTEHE L X9,

T 5L ETRREEE T UG Cy ITAD, ZDETIIVIEEICEST % cofibration %
&0, BIRAR % cofibrant NRZ2H 2 5 &, BN K BERBERTELDTH- 7,

¥ 72, dg AMNEED 7 T ERENC X =M B ORHEDI A 5 DT, =%\ T Grothendieck
(K BEETE/DTHoT,

IS K HEIZIZ Keller Atho dg OB #IC & h EE I N,

3. HOPFOLOGICAL ALGEBRA IZE T 3R

3.1. &fTARGE. "Hopfological algebra” I Khovanov [11] % Qi [13] I X D L T
S, kenfkt 95, H%ZkEARXIUZ Hopf (WL §5, A%k Lo o B
506, Aldk Lo (AL 3RS w) REThH H, HIfFOMEZRi>, B2 AL H
DAy T aldA#H £ § %, BETIBRZGEY . BITIX (a®h)(b@() = Zya(hayb)@he)l
T (AR L XPR S 70 ) BRFEGE I A 5,

ST, BLD H=k[2]/(2?) £ UL, 213H72b dgfREDWHITD L I IT/EHT 5,
CDLE, ADHFHIZAMHE LTEL L, B=A#H = A, HZdgEt L AkE 5,
COEWRT, A#H MBI dgMFZEATVRE LW 5D TH S,

L L3 s, dglMiEDSGG & 2B SIHEFDVERL 5, FefiD dg IMBEDE A D connective
% bounded below 7 EIZHE T2 H DDV RZIC v, BURREZ TIUL) £ 0L
b Lz,

ST, dg MHEDE I IE7 null-homotopic” THI-> 7-FE & . Z DREEZ S 512, 7 Quasi-
isomorphism” TRIFTL L 72 ERE B ER I N Tz, dgMBEDEE. ZN6 MG E D
=ABEONIE 2R 72,



Qi [13] THDICE I R->TWwBE 2 Lid, ZOHMTH S, D7 Shift BAFS null-
homotopic % EZEFKL T 5,

3.2. Hopfological algebra DIZFICHITZLEE (REME—BE) EBEKE. DT, k%
42, Az kB H7%zk LARXICDO Hopf REL T2, 512 AlX HINEED
MExEFIOE L, AL HEDAS Yy Y afiA#H % BB, 7. HIZ (£) T
ANe HZFDOLIRET %, Hopf REDEEITL L1, H D comit B %Z e L B &, [TED
(ZE)H AERIZR L hA = e(h)A ZWi7- $ICTH 5,

Khovanov % Qi Iz XDid5 %2 E A L 7z, Shift BIFPHFEw Y —#5 1k, AL THHE
thbBHEHTH S,

3.3. HIMBDHREME—E. £ 7. Hopfalgebra H I A[#A k _EHFRRIT D T Frobenius
RETHS, ko THIZACBABRTH S, H-mod %, (IS % H IFEDOLEE (FE b
E—E) LT3, Thbb, WRIEH-—mod DNREFELTHS25, HIMFEX 26 Y ~DE
BEEEDA T TN I(X,Y)IT L BRRMEE Hompy mea(X,Y) = Hompg_mea(X,Y)/I(X,Y)
%%, 2IZTIX,Y) EFX 25 Y O HMEDOET, 2 A% (Frobenius 7 @
THEEZDS, M2 452) H IfEZ#EHT 2 ORETH 5,

3.4. H NBDOKRE S E—BELO Shift BF. B H — mod L Shift BIF T IZLLTD X9
L ThEZA6Nn%,

ERED HMEEM IR LT, M C I % M %z 70 A HIBEANOHDIAR LT 5, FEit
M@, HIBAHNZDTES, [ = MRy H B &, HOARIT idy @A : M — M@, H
LEnsd, 2957, T(M) 2 ZDREM @ (H/KA) LED S, [FABRICHD Shift %
TH M) =M@, Kere LED%, T Te: H— kit HDcounit BARTH %, T D Shift
TIZED, HMBEOZEE (A€ E—BE) H-—mod 3T/ A ¥ NV=MEICKES,

3.5. BHN& L null-homotopic” EXEE ((REME—E). C(A, H) 2. NERIZ B—mod
DNREFL T, BIMHOGEHRESGZ, T2 BMHENDBHFEL TN, H (IThd B
IMBEOREEDHIRICA D) BT 25806524 T 70 THlo7-b D %GR &
THIEICKDERT S, CA H) DEBRERITIZEXT P VEBOREDB A S, GHR~
D (MEENDOTIE R W), HIEHIZD I 2ZNTLE->T0E I EICHERT 3,

3.6. BINgE®D. Qilck Quasi-isomorphisms. \ ¥ H = k®, H 23 B O3 RE L
Kl 5 DT, REHIRIC X 2B8F Res : B—mod — H —mod #15%, Res \$R5GHE LI
SeBF
Res : €(A, H) — H — mod

ZHET 5,

Qi lX BIMBFDOMDEL f - M — N 23 quasi-isomorphism & 13, fllFRESFTDE Res(f)
DRBTHE L L L7, F7 BINEEM 2% acyclic & 120 — M 2% quasi-isomorphism T
HHILELA, TDEZE, quasi-isomorphism 2% C(A, H) IZFE T localizing class



% 749 [13, Theorem 4.2.1]. Qi d quasi-isomorphism 2{& T C(A, H) ZRAtHL L 72 b D
ZD(AH) EBE, QIFIN%Z BIMBEOERE L EREL 72, B D(A H) IZHO=EIC
%5,

Remark 3.1. Qil% Res % total cohomology functor & KA TW5%, £7 Qi D M H¥acyclic
Eld M DEEESRZ H IEEOBS & L THIRFIZ null-homotopic TH % &\ 9) ERICE
LW,

3.7. Cofibrant % B hNEf.

Definition 3.2 ([13], Definition 6.1, 6.3). S TB#EM Z & %,
(1) M 2 cofibrant & 1&, B MMEEHEDIEE D25 quasi-isomorphism % B NIHED G4
L — N»FHET 5 kX7 b VEROROEH
Hompg(M, L) — Hompg(M, N)
DIRRNC B 2 ETH B,
(2) RDEMZ Ftf (P) & &5
(i) &2 BIMED 7 4 Vb —>a v {F o WFELTOC KR C---CF. CF4 C
... C P, P=U,F,
(ii) HDIAH F, C Fopq I3 ANBEDOERE L THEr e NIZEWTHRHL T 5;
(iii) Fo KO F/F 3% r e NITEWT AR, V (V IZIEBERN H INEE) LS5 TED B
FEDEMINC R
(3) M D3%&AF: (P) 7= 3 L id, M 35 (P) 285D B P 12 C(A, H) I2B W TIH
Bzt ThH?,
Ztt (P) 25> BIEEL cofibrant 7 B MMEEDORNT XL N DBIRDH 5,

Proposition 3.3 ([13], Corollary 6.8). B I#E M 23 cofibrant & 1%, & %5&tF (P) ZFf>
BIIEEO LV b7 7 FCFHBICE 5 2 EIZFFE L,

O

Remark 3.4. Z&fF (P) &% dg INFFICZE W T Keller [9, p.69] IC X D EAIN, 2L TQI
X DBBPERML 722 ICk B,

[13] TlZ. cofibrant % B MIFHEDERE 2L L 720, HRBED a7 PRz %
Z. T Grothendieck #f Ko ZRIBE L7z LT3, =T, LMIZBARZ XHI12Qild BN
FEIZH L CZDAERr Y —HHEHEL T3, Qi D quasi-isomorphism H3HIRESF CTE
INTVLEDT, FERBY—FEHF NHEWE L0,

Definition 3.5 (cf. [13], Proposition 5.9). M & N Z BIifffE§5%, ZDL &
H(M) = M7 /AM



BLO
H(Homyu (M, N)) = Home(a,zy(M, N)
EEET D, HzehtTuy— LIS,

4. AT D TG R

Hopfological algebra (Z#1F % dg MFED cofibrant % null-homotopic DFEMLZ AT Z 7z,
LD L &K ATHS L quasi-isomorphic DEZRDFE R Y —H2fio Tk o72 D cofi-
brant & XA TV BTN EHFEE TNVEDOREGEIZ A>T o720 AEw Y —#EZ Shift
ZfioTHED LI R WHREEIIDBF LN/ L7, DT, KffZETIEZNSDHEU
BODE) D, FTHEE T ANEIL BIMTEOEICASD»r2E 2T,

Az Cld, ZEBE (FE P E—E) £TIEQi LALUTH %23, T quasi-isomorphism &
WO EM%, ZaUd, BIEHEO AMEEE L TOEBRTH > T, R Shift 12 %
LTZDFERY —RHICHAMIFEINS L) RERLEDD, Thbb, (FEDncZ
IR L Ho (=) = H(T™(—)) Z > RICABZESGRTH 5, £/, MW S-acyclic
EEETDONne ZIZNLTH,(M)D0 LRMTHLILELET S,

T2LEET, AERY —HOREWRER2IVES N,

Lemma 4.1 (A0 —fHORBRI). X -V — Z - TX DLEBICE T 52 =A%
513 kB DR 584251

o Hp1(Z2) = Ho(X) = Ho(Y) = Ho(Z2) —
»EoN5,
Proof. Shift & 5-lemma X D i€ . O

4.1. BINB#OBEICKFTIHEETIVEE. AL T3 BIMBEOB R SRR D H
% Grothendieck Abel BlIZ7z > T3 Z EIZEH L. cotorsion X % FH\TEEHZ 175 72,
Cotorsion M & IR EPICE 21X, WS %22 3 OMlEERTE L wIMEZED
LZETHD, Izt u.kﬂ?'&) LHIZE D, ETIVED cofibration * fibration DHFH
PSS cotorsion K DERSEMETET S,

Definition 4.2 ([12], € 7 )V D72 D Cotorsion ®). B MBHOEGR f: M — N »3
quism & I, *@éﬂh%@@%( ) = H(N) DS EfEE L CRBORHZ W), [ M — N
03 Y-quasi-isomorphism & 1, FFE I NLEHR H(T"(M)) — H(T"(N)) DMEED n € Z
WAL K AIEEE U CRIBIDIFIZW: 9,

¥ 7z, P % Y-semiprojective & (LR DM 2> Y-quasi-isomorphism T®H % 5AR f -
M — N D5FE L7548

Homa (P, T"(M)) — Homu (P, T"(N))
DMERED n € ZI1TX L 2SO quism TH BRIV 9,



Definition 4.3 (IE25fF). M, N % BIlfEE 35 &
Ext'(M,N) = H(Hom, (M, T(N)))

EBE, 2O Bt EHOTERENZED S, Tabb, M &ENDVPERTSI L%
Ext'(M,N)=0TE®D %,

ST, SemiProj*, Triv:, Cayy % % NZ 1 T-semiprojective D7 THTE., 0 & -
quasi-isomorphism TH % b D72 b DB, B O TEE T3,

Theorem 4.4. SemiProj>, Triv>, Caum (¥ Cayy D Hovey triple %7275,

Theorem 4.5 ([12], Corollary 3.14). AT D Xk 9 ICE D % 2 X > T A#H OB E
TARGEDIAN S,

e (1) f: M — N 28 cofibration & ZHINDD f DRED T-semiprojective TH 5 I
2w,

o (2) f: M — N fibration £ 1ZFBHD I L TH 5,

o (3) f: M — N % weak equivalence & 3 X-quasi-isomorphism D Z & TH 5,

Rz, &2TD BN fibrant TH D | cofibrant N4 I1E X-semiprojective D Z & TH 5,

4.2. KIARHDST/SNDIERE. AHEIZE VT, cofibrant X RD 6 7% 5557 B % weak
equivalence TRIFT LT 2 HIC L DEREVH SN D,

ST 7z & 9 12 Khovanov ° Qi 13RS & ¥ 72 5 quasi-isomorphisms Z H\ T 5,
% & @ quasi-isomorphism & H D E D homotopy equivalence Z W TED T\ 5,
fE>C, —MICIFZ 2 DDEREII R
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