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LINEAR RELATIONS OVER COMMUTATIVE RINGS

RAPHAEL BENNETT-TENNENHAUS

Abstract. We consider the category of linear relations over an arbitrary commutative ring, and identify

it as a subcategory of the category of Kronecker representations. We observe that this subcategory forms

a definable torsion-free class in a canonical torsion pair whose torsion class consists of representations

supported only at the tail vertex. In the complete local case we also generalise results used in the functorial

filtrations method, known before only in case the ground ring is a field. In particular, our results strictly

generalise what is usually called the ‘splitting lemma’ linear relations. Our generalisation of a ‘covering

lemma’ involves the notion of a linearly compact module in the sense introduced by Zelinski.

1. Introduction

1.1. Background. In the representation theory of finite-dimensional algebras, the notions of finite, tame

and wild representation type play a central role. The representation type of a finite-dimension algebra over an

algebraically closed field is: finite if there are finitely many pairwise non-isomorphic indecomposable modules;

tame if said indecomposables in each dimension can be described by a finite number of one-parameter families;

and wild if the problem of classifying said indecomposables contains the problem of finding a normal form of

pairs of square matrices under simultaneous conjugation by a non-singular matrix. Drozd’s celebrated finite-

tame-wild theorem gives a trichotomy: namely, that any finite-dimensional algebra over an algebraically

closed field satisfies precisely one of the above notions of finite, tame, or wild representation type. A well-

known theorem of Gabriel states that the representation type of a path algebra of a connected quiver is

determined by the shape of the underlying graph of the quiver: said type is finite (respectively, tame) if and

only if said graph is of Dynkin type A-D-E (respectively, Ã-D̃-Ẽ).

A prototypical example of a tame algebra is the path algebra of the Kronecker quiver, denoted κ =

t h in this article, for which finite-dimensional representations are defined by pairs of matrices of

the same size. In what follows, generalisations of such representations will play an important role, due to

their connection to the concept of a linear relation. Recalling that a relation C from a set V to a set W is a

subset of the direct product V ×W , in case V and W are vector spaces over a common field one describes

C as a linear relation provided it defines a subspace. In case V = W the projections onto each component

together define a representation C V of κ, and in Theorem 1.3 we analyse closure conditions on

the category of linear relations as a subcategory of the category of representations of κ.

Considering linear relations as modules over the path algebra of κ is not new, and served as a useful

perspective in joint work with Crawley-Boevey [5] during an application of the so-called functorial filtrations

classification method. This method has always relied on a careful analysis of linear relations defined by

generators of the algebra, considered as subspaces of the underlying vector space of an arbitrary module.

Especially useful in this analysis is to obtain a covering statement and a splitting statement; see for example

[5, Lemma 3.1] and [5, Corollary 1.3] respectively. In the authors’ thesis [4] the functorial filtrations method

was adapted to situations where the ground field is replaced by a complete noetherian local ring.
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Covering, in the sense eluded to above, states that any fixed element of a module is the initial entry

in a sequence of elements in which consecutive pairs lie in certain relations. Essential to this statement

is the observation that, for a given sequence of relations each defined by the (inverse of the) graph of a

homomorphism, the set of such initial terms is the intersection of such sets running over finite sequences.

Said observation is straightforward when all modules involved are artinian, however, more generally, it is

sufficient to impose certain compactness assumptions relating to work of Zelinsky [28]. These assumptions

are automatic for modules that are complete in an adic topology, and the resulting covering statement

makes up Theorem 1.1. Splitting states that, when the aforementioned pairs lie in a common relation, the

subset of sequences that are eventually trivial has a complement which satisfies certain closure operations.

In the adaptation of the functorial filtration method in [4], one observes that this splitting statement is

both unnecessary for the purposes of classification, as well as being false when the local ring has a non-zero

jacobson radical. However, the splitting result can be generalised to a result that is again sufficient for

classification, and this generalisation makes up the statement of Theorem 1.2.

A main result in [5] was a description of the indecomposable Σ-pure-injective modules over a possibly

infinite-dimensional string algebra. Prest [18] introduced the notion of a definable category which has been

seen to be a natural context in which to consider pure-injectivity; see for example [19]. Definable subcate-

gories of a module category are characterised by certain closure operations, and it follows from Theorem 1.3

that the category of linear relations is definable.

1.2. Main theorems. Let R be a commutative ring. For left R-modules L and M , an R-linear relation

from an R-module L to an R-moduleM is an submodule C of L⊕M . A prototypical example is graph(θ) :=

{(ℓ, θ(ℓ)) | ℓ ∈ L} for some θ ∈ HomR(L,M). The inverse of C is C−1 = {(m, ℓ) ∈M ⊕L : (ℓ,m) ∈ C}. For

any ℓ ∈ L we let Cℓ = {m ∈M : (ℓ,m) ∈ C}. Theorem 1.1 below is essentially Theorem 5.15.

Theorem 1.1. Let R be complete local noetherian. For each i ∈ N define an R-linear relation Ci by

Ci = graph(λi) where λi ∈ HomR(Mi+1,Mi), or, C−1i = graph(λi) where λi ∈ HomR(Mi,Mi+1).

Then N∞ =
⋂
j∈NNj where Nj = {m0 ∈M0 | ∃(mi) ∈

∏
i<jMi : mi ∈ Cimi+1 ∀ i} for each j ∈ N ∪ {∞}.

An R-linear relation from M to M is referred to as an R-linear relation on M , for which we define

(†)

C′′ = {m ∈M : ∃ (mn) ∈MN with mn+1 ∈ Cmn for all n and m = m0},

C′ = {m ∈M : ∃ (mn) ∈MN with mn+1 ∈ Cmn for all n, m = m0 and mn = 0 for n≫ 0},

C♯ = C′′ ∩ (C−1)′′, C♭ = C′′ ∩ (C−1)′ + (C−1)′′ ∩C′

all R-submodules of M . Theorem 1.2 below generalises [8, Lemma 4.6] and is essentially Theorem 4.12.

Theorem 1.2. If R is local and C is an R-linear relation on an R-moduleM such that rad(M) ⊆ (C−1)′+C′

and such that C♯/C♭ is finitely generated, then there exists an R[T, T−1]-module U , free over R, and ρ ∈

HomR(U,M) such that C♯ = C♭ + im(ρ), ρ−1(C♭) = rad(U) and ρ(Tu) ∈ Cρ(u) for all u ∈ U .

Let Rκ be the path algebra of the Kronecker quiver κ. Theorem 1.3 is essentially Theorem 3.21.

Theorem 1.3. R-Rel is equivalent to an R-linear subcategory R-Rel(κ) of Rκ -Mod containing the regular

representation Rκ which is precovering and closed under extensions, limits, filtered colimits and coproducts.

In particular, R-Rel(κ) is covering, enveloping and a definable subcategory of Rκ -Mod containing every

flat Rκ-module, and, as a faithful torsion-free class, forms part of a TTF-triple.
2



2. Preliminaries

Setup 2.1. All subcategories we consider in what follows will be assumed to be full, unless stated otherwise.

Throughout §2 we let R be a (unital) ring with jacobson radical J and C be a subcategory of R-Mod.

We begin by recalling some notions generalising projective covers and injective envelopes.

Definition 2.2. A morphism b ∈ HomR(M,N) is said to be left (respectively, right) minimal provided the

only endomorphisms a ∈ EndC with ab = b (respectively, c ∈ EndC with bc = b) must be isomorphisms.

[10, §1, p. 190] (c.f. [21, §1, p. 900]) LetM be a left R-module. We say x ∈ HomR(M,C) is a C-preenvelope

of M if C ∈ C and for any y ∈ HomR(M,C′) with C′ ∈ C we have y = zx for some z ∈ HomC(C,C
′). The

notion of a C-precover is defined dually. By a C-envelope (respectively, C-cover) we mean a left (respectively,

right) minimal C-preenvelope (respectively, C-precover). We say that C is enveloping (respectively, covering)

finite provided that every R-module admits a C-envelope (respectively, C-cover).

When C is closed under direct sums and summands, following [2, p. 81] one says C is covariantly (respec-

tively, contravariantly) finite provided that everyR-module admits a C-preenvelope (respectively, C-precover).

Thus when C is enveloping (resepctively, covering) this condition is automatic. For abelian categories, the

notion of a torison pair was introduced by Dickson [9].

Definition 2.3. [25, Chapter IV, §1] We call C a pretorsion (respectively, pretorsion-free) class if it is closed

under quotients and coproducts (respectively, subobjects and products).

[9, p. 224] By a torsion theory inside the abelian category R-Mod we mean a pair (T ,F) of subcategories

of R-Mod satisfying the following conditions for each left R-module M .

(1) If M ∈ T and M ∈ F then we must have M = 0.

(2) If M ∈ T then so does any quotient of M , meaning that N ∈ T whenever M → N → 0 is exact.

(3) If M ∈ F then so does any submodule of M , meaning that L ∈ F whenever 0 → L→M is exact.

(4) There exists an exact sequence ξM : 0 → L→M → N → 0 with L ∈ T and N ∈ F .

[6, Definition 4.3] A torsion pair (T ,F) in R-Mod is said to be faithful when the R-module R lies in F1.

[26] A torsion pair (T ,F) in R-Mod is said to split if, for every R-module M , the short exact sequence

ξM from condition (4) above, splits.

[25] A torsion pair (T ,F) in R-Mod is said to be hereditary if T is closed under submodules.

We recall why any torision theory consists of a pretorsion class together with pretorsion-free class.

Theorem 2.4. [9, Theorem 2.3] The following statements hold for any subcategories F and T of R-Mod.

(1) (C,F) is a torsion theory if and only if C is closed under quotients, coproducts and extensions.

(2) (T , C) is a torsion theory if and only if C is closed under subobjects, products and extensions.

(3) [9, Proposition 3.3] (T ,F) is a torsion theory if and only if we have the following equalities

{M : HomR(T,M) = 0 for all T ∈ T } = F , {M : HomR(M,F ) = 0 for all F ∈ F} = T .

Proposition 2.5 provides a well-known characterisation of hereditary torsion theories.

Proposition 2.5. The following statements are equivalent for a torsion theory (T ,F) in R-Mod.

(1) (T ,F) is a hereditary torsion theory.

(2) [25, Proposition 3.2] F is closed under injective envelopes.

(3) [25, Proposition 3.7] T = {M : HomR(M, I) = 0} for some injective module I.

1Equivalently, every projective R-module lies in F .
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Proposition 2.6 recalls work of Rada and Saoŕın in which torsion theory is translated to covering theory.

Proposition 2.6. [21, Proposition 4.1, Proposition 4.11] The following statements are equivalent.

(1) C is a pretorsion class if and only if every R-module has an injective C-cover.

(2) C is a pretorsion-free class if and only if every R-module has a surjective C-envelope.

In Definition 2.7 we recall the definition of a pure-injective module.

Definition 2.7. Let M be an R-module and let I be a set. Let ιI :
⊕

IM →
∏
IM be the inclusion of the

coproduct, into the product, of M indexed over I. The universal property of the coproduct defines an R-

linear summation map σI :
⊕

IM →M that sends (mi) to
∑
imi. Note σI makes sense since mi = 0 for all

but finitely many i. One says that M is pure-injective if, for any set I, there is a morphism τI :
∏
IM →M

such that τI ιI = σI . One says that M is Σ-pure-injective if, for any set I, ιI is a split monomorphism.

A module embedding θ : N →֒ M is said to be pure if 1L ⊗ θ is injective for any right R-module L.

Remark 2.8. Note that ifM is Σ-pure-injective then one can seeM is also pure-injective by setting τI := σIπI

in the notation of Definition 2.7, where πIιI = 1⊕
M . Note also that Definition 2.7 is not the usual way to

define pure-injective or Σ-pure-injective modules, however it is well-known to be equivalent; see, for example,

the book by Jensen and Lenzing [15, Theorem 7.1(vi), Theorem 8.1(ii)]. In particular, note that a module

N is pure-injective if and only if it is injective with respect to pure embeddings of the form N → M .

Definable categories were introduced by Prest [18, §2.6] and characterised by Crawley-Boevey in [7, §2.3].

We use this characterisation as a basis for Definition 2.9.

Definition 2.9. We say C is definable if it is closed under products, direct limits and pure submodules.

If C is closed under directed colimits, then any module that has a C-precover must also have a C-cover;

see for example [27, Theorem 2.2.12]. The category we are interested in is a torsion-free class, and with this

in mind, we note a characterisation of definable torsion-free classes in R-Mod.

Theorem 2.10. [1, Theorem 2.7] A torsion-free class F in R-Mod is definable if and only if every module

has an F-cover, in which case there is a pure injective module M such that every module in F is a submodule

of a direct product of copies of M .

We recall some facts about morphisms between projective modules we use later. Recall that R is a

semilocal ring provided R/J is an artinian ring, and hence a semisimple artinian ring.

Notation 2.11. We write R-Mod for the category of left modules and R-Proj for the subcategory of R-Mod

consisting of projective modules. For any object M of R-Mod we write rad(M) for the jacobson radical of

M , meaning the intersection of the maximal submodules, or the sum of the superfluous submodules.

Hence for any object M in R-Mod, if R is semilocal or if M lies in R-Proj, then we have rad(M) = JM .

See, for example, [16, Proposition 24.4, Theorem 24.7]. In particular, if L and M lie in R-Proj and g ∈

HomR(L,M) then the image of JL = rad(L) under g lies in JM = rad(M), and hence we define

g ∈ HomR(L/ rad(L),M/ rad(M)), g(ℓ+ rad(L)) := g(ℓ) + rad(M), (ℓ ∈ L).

We recall for context a well-known result about finitely generated projectives.

Lemma 2.12. [14, Lemma 2.1] Let g ∈ HomR(L,M) and assume the modules L andM are finitely generated

and projective. If g is an isomorphism then g is an isomorphism.

For later use we recall a result due to Př́ıhoda. To do so we use the terminology from [20, §2].
4



Definition 2.13. A lift of h ∈ HomR(L/ rad(L),M/ rad(M)) is a map g ∈ HomR(L,M) with g = h.

Theorem 2.14. [20, Theorem 2.3] Let L,M ∈ R-Proj and let h ∈ HomR(L/ rad(L),M/ rad(M)) be an

isomorphism. Then there is an isomorphism g ∈ HomR(L,M) which is a lift of h.

We use the notion of a Morita context following the book by Bass [3, Chapters II and III].

Definition 2.15. A Morita context is a tuple (R,S; N,L; θ, ζ) where R and S are rings, where RNS , SLR

are bimodules, where θ : N ⊗ L→ R and ζ : L⊗N → S are bimodule homomorphisms and such that

θ(n⊗ ℓ)n′ = nζ(ℓ ⊗ n′), ℓθ(n⊗ ℓ′) = ζ(ℓ⊗ n)ℓ′

for each ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ L and n, n′ ∈ N . It follows that there is a ring of Morita context denoted [R N
L S ] whose ring

multiplication is canonically defined by θ and ζ.

Remark 2.16. Given a Morita context (R,S; N,L; θ, ζ) a left module over [R N
L S ] is the same thing as a

decorated column [MK ]
ϕ

ψ
where M is a left R-module, K is a left S-module, and ψ : L ⊗ M → K and

ϕ : N ⊗K →M are left module homomorphisms such that, for each k ∈ K, ℓ ∈ L, m ∈M and n ∈ N ,

θ(n⊗ ℓ)m = ϕ(n⊗ ψ(ℓ⊗m)), ζ(ℓ ⊗ n)k = ψ(ℓ ⊗ ϕ(n⊗ k)).

Here the action of [R N
L S ] is defined canonically by means of multiplying a length-2 column on the left. In

case either of ψ or ϕ are 0 we omit the corresponding decoration.

Example 2.17. Given any rings R and S and any S-R-bimodule L there is a Morita context (R,S;L, 0; 0, 0),

and a left module over the ring [R 0
L S ] has the form [MK ]

ψ
for a left R-module M , a left S-module K and a

left S-module homomorphism ψ : L⊗M → K. That is, there is less to check when N = 0 in Remark 2.16.

In Theorem 2.19 we recall the form of flat and injective modules for triangular rings of Morita context.

These results follow work of Fossum, Griffith and Reiten [11] and work of Haghany and Varadarajan [13].

See also work of Müller [17] and Stenström [24, Lemma, p. 163]. It is useful here to introduce notation for

the tensor-hom adjunction.

Notation 2.18. Let R and S be rings, L be an S-R-bimodule, M be a left R-module and K be a left

S-module. The image of the isomorphisms from the corresponding tensor-hom adjunction will be denoted

HomS(L⊗M,K) ↔ HomR(M,HomS(L,K)), µ ↔ µ�

meaning that, given either the left S-module homomorphism µ : L⊗M → K or the left R-module homo-

morphism µ� : M → HomS(L,K), one defines the other map using the equation µ (ℓ ⊗m) = (µ�(m))(ℓ).

Theorem 2.19. Let R and S be rings, L be an S-R-bimodule, M be a left R-module, K be a left S-module,

ψ : L⊗M → K be a left S-module homomorphism. The following statements hold.

(1) [11, Proposition 1.14 (bis.)] (respectively, [13, Theorem 3.1]) The left [R 0
L S ]-module [MK ]

ψ
is flat

(respectively, projective) if and only if M is a flat (respectively, projective) R-module, coker(ψ ) is

a flat (respectively, projective) S-module and ψ� is an injective function.

(2) [11, Corollary 1.6 (d)] The left [R 0
L S ]-module [MK ]

ψ
is injective if and only if K is an injective

S-module, ker(ψ�) is an injective R-module and ψ� is a surjective function.

We focus on representations of the Kronecker quiver over commutative rings. These will correspond to

modules over a Morita context of the form (R,R;R2, 0; 0, 0) to which all of the observations so far apply.

Also worth noting is the statement in Theorem 2.19 that ψ� is an injective function, a property which

characterises objects in a subcategory we look at later.
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Setup 2.20. For simplicity, from now on in §2 we assume the ring R is commutative.

Notation 2.21. Let κ be the Kronecker quiver : two arrows a and b with the same tail t and same head h.

Write Rκ for the path algebra, meaning the free left R-module Ret ⊕Reh ⊕Ra⊕Rb with multiplication

(rt, rh, ra, rb) · (st, sh, sa, sb) := (rtst, rhsh, rast + rhsa, rbst + rhsb), (rt, st, rh, sh, ra, sa, rb, sb ∈ R).

Here, as the notation indicates, we identify the paths in κ as follows

et = (1, 0, 0, 0), eh = (0, 1, 0, 0), a = (0, 0, 1, 0), b = (0, 0, 0, 1).

Write R-Rep(κ) for the category of representations, whose objects are given by tuples (Mt,Mh;µa, µb)

where Mt,Mh are left R-modules and µa, µb ∈ HomR(Mt,Mh), and whose morphisms are defined by

HomR-Rep(κ)((Lt, Lh;λa, λb), (Mt,Mh;µa, µb)) :=

{
(ft, fh)

∣∣∣∣∣
fx ∈ HomR(Mx, Nx) for x = t, h,

such that fhλc = µcft for c = a, b.

}
.

Composing (ft, fh) : (Lt, Lh;λa, λb) → (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) with (gt, gh) : (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) → (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) is

performed by setting (gt, gh) ◦ (ft, fh) := (gtft, ghfh). The identity morphisms in R-Rep(κ) with respect to

this composition are defined by 1(Mt,Mh;µa,µb) := (1Mt
,1Mh

).

Write R-Rel(κ) for the subcategory of R-Rep(κ) consisting of representations (Lt, Lh;λa, λb) such that

the map Lt → Lh ⊕ Lh given by ℓ 7→ (λa(ℓ), λb(ℓ)) is injective.

Remark 2.22. Considering κ as a category, it follows that R-Rep(κ) is the category of functors of the form

κ → R-Mod. As is well-known, R-Rep(κ) and Rκ -Mod are R-linear categories, and there is an R-linear

equivalence R-Rep(κ) → Rκ -Mod sending (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) to Mt ⊕Mh with the Rκ-action given by

(rt, rh, ra, rb) · (mt,mh) := (rtmt, raµa(mt) + rbµb(mt) + rhmh), (mt ∈Mt, mh ∈Mh).

There is an R-algebra isomorphism between the path algebra and the lower-triangular ring of Morita context

Rκ →
[
R 0
R2 R

]
, et 7→

(
1 0

(0,0) 0

)
, eh 7→

(
0 0

(0,0) 1

)
, a 7→

(
0 0

(1,0) 0

)
, b 7→

(
0 0

(0,1) 0

)
.

See for example the work of Göbel and Simson [12, p. 215].

We note a technical observation. Although trivial, it will be useful to refer to later.

Lemma 2.23. For any object (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) of R-Rep(κ) there is a commutative diagram

Mt M2
t R2 ⊗Mt

HomR(R
2,Mh) M2

h Mh

∆

µ�
( µa
µb

)

(

µa 0

0 µb

)

≃

( µa µb )
µ

≃ Σ

(†)

where ∆ is the diagonal embedding, Σ is the summation projection and the isomorphisms are canonical. In

particular, in terms of Remark 2.22, (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) corresponds to the left
[
R 0
R2 R

]
-module

[
Mt

Mh

]
µ

.

Proof. To begin we define the functions involved in the statement. The isomorphisms are defined and denoted

α : HomR(R
2,Mh) →M2

h , f 7→ (f(1, 0), f(0, 1)), β : M2
t → R2 ⊗Mt, (m,m

′) 7→ (1, 0)⊗m+ (0, 1)⊗m′

and ∆(m′′) = (m′′,m′′) and Σ(m,m′) = m +m′ for all f ∈ HomR(R
2,Mh) and all m,m′,m′′ ∈ Mt. Now

letting µ := (µa µb)β
−1 in terms of Notation 2.18, we have

µ�(m)(r, r′) = µ ((r, r′)⊗m) = µ ((1, 0)⊗ rm+ (0, 1)⊗ r′m) = µ (β(rm, r′m)) = µa(rm) + µb(r
′m)

for all r, r′ ∈ R and m ∈Mt, and so α(µ�(m)) = (µa(m), µb(m)) for all such m, as required. �

6



Lemma 2.24. For any object (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) of R-Rep(κ) the following statements hold.

(1) (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) is flat (respectively, projective) if and only if Mt and coker ( µa µb ) are flat (respec-

tively, projective) over R and ( µa µb ) : M2
t → Mh is injective, in which case so is ( µa

µb
) : Mt →M2

h.

(2) (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) is injective if and only if Mh and ker ( µa

µb
) are injective over R and ( µa

µb
) : Mt →M2

h

is surjective, in which case so is ( µa µb ) : M2
t →Mh.

Proof. Recall the diagram (†) from Lemma 2.23, and that (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) corresponds to the left
[
R 0
R2 R

]
-

module
[
Mt

Mh

]
µ

. Furthermore, we can observe from (†) that coker ( µa µb ) ∼= coker(µ ) and that ker ( µa

µb
) ∼=

ker(µ�). Hence the stated characterisations of flatness (respectively, projectivity) and injectivity are, rep-

sectively, the direct translations of parts (1) and (2) of Theorem 2.19.

Additionally, assuming ( µa µb ) = Σ
(
µa 0
0 µb

)
is injective implies

(
µa 0
0 µb

)
is injective, and hence that ( µa

µb
) =( µa 0

0 µb

)
∆ is injective. Dually if ( µa

µb
) is surjective then so is ( µa µb ), as required. �

Recall that a topological ring (respectively, module) is one with a topology for which multiplication

(respectively, the action) and addition are continuous. For example, a filtration on R is a descending chain

of ideals Ri (i ∈ N) with RiRj ⊆ Ri+j . In the sequel we follow a book by Singh [23].

Definition 2.25. [23, §8.1] As is common, one can consider the adic filtration of R defined by the powers

In of an ideal I. Likewise these powers define a filtration on a module M by means of the submodules InM .

Most of the facts that we will want concerning topological rings and modules are summarised in Re-

mark 2.26. They will not be used until Section 5.

Remark 2.26. Note that filtered modules are topological modules, meaning that the binary operation of

addition, and the unary operation of taking the additive inverse, are both continuous.

Let L and M be filtered modules. The following is standard; see for example [23, Lemma 8.2.1].

(1) The setsm+Mn withm ∈M and n ≥ 0 are all clopen sets for the topology onM , and together define

a fundamental system of neighbourhoods of x. In particular, {Mn | n ≥ 0} defines a fundamental

system of neighborhoods of 0. This is a nice feature of filtered modules.

(2) The topology on M is Hausdorff if and only if
⋂
n≥0Mn = 0. A sequence (mn | n ≥ 0) of elements

mn ∈M is Cauchy if and only if, for each n ≥ 0, there exists d(n) ≥ 0 such that md+1−md ∈Md(n)

for all d ≥ n. IfM is Hausdorff, and if every Cauchy sequence converges, then the universal morphism

from M to the inverse limit of M/Mn is an isomorphism.

(3) Any submodule N of a filtered module M itself is filtered by the subspace topology, given by the

filtration {N ∩Mn | n ≥ 0}. Similarly M/N is filtered by {(N +Mn)/N | n ≥ 0}.

(4) An R-linear homomorphism f : L → M is continuous if and only if, for each n ≥ 0, there exists

d(n) ≥ 0 such that f(ℓ) ∈Mn for all ℓ ∈ Ld(n).

(5) For a subset S ⊆ M the closure of S is
⋂
n≥0(S + Mn); see [23, Exercise 8.4]. In particular, if

S = m+N for a submodule N with Mn ⊆ N for n≫ 0, it follows that m+N is closed.

By (5), for any m ∈M any element ℓ lying in the closure
⋂
n≥0(m+Mn) of {m} satisfies ℓ−m ∈

⋂
n≥0Mn.

Considering (1), this is consistent with the fact that singletons are closed in Hausdorff topological spaces.

A standard example that will be useful later is the adic filtration defined by the jacobson radical.

Example 2.27. Writing J for the jacobson radical of R, the adic filtration for J enjoys many properties.

For example, if R is noetherian then
⋂
n≥0 J

nM = 0 for any finitely generated R-module M . This is a

consequence of the Artin–Rees theorem; see for example [23, Corollary 8.1.4].
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3. Linear relations and Kronecker representations

Setup 3.1. Throughout §3 we let R be a unital, associative and commutative ring.

Definition 3.2. For left R-modules L and M , an R-linear relation from L to M is an R-submodule C of

the direct sum L⊕M . An R-linear relation from M to M is referred to as an R-linear relation on M .

Notation 3.3. Let C be an R-linear relation from L to M . For any ℓ ∈ L and any subset S ⊆ L let

Cℓ := {m ∈M : (ℓ,m) ∈ C}, CS :=
⋃
ℓ∈S Cℓ = {m ∈M : (ℓ,m) ∈ C for some ℓ ∈ S}.

Example 3.4. If f : L → M is an R-linear map then its graph is the R-linear relation {(ℓ, f(ℓ)) | ℓ ∈ L}

from L to M . Conversley, if C is an R-linear relation from L to M such that C0 = 0, then the assignment

ℓ 7→ m if and only if m ∈ Cℓ gives a well-defined R-linear map f : L→M , in which case C is the graph of f .

Example 3.4 defines the prototypical building block of the relations we have in mind.

Notation 3.5. Let C be an R-linear relation from L to M and D be an R-linear relation from M to to N .

The composition DC is the relation from L to N given by

DC := {(ℓ, n) ∈ L⊕N : there exists m ∈M with (m,n) ∈ D, (ℓ,m) ∈ C}

Example 3.6. Combining Example 3.4 with Notation 3.5, if f : L→M and g : M → N are R-linear maps,

and if C is the graph of f and if D is the graph of g, then DC is the graph of gf .

Notation 3.7. Let C be an R-linear relation from L to M . The inverse C−1 is the relation from M to L

given by C−1 := {(m, ℓ) ∈M ⊕ L : (ℓ,m) ∈ C}.

Example 3.8. Let I be an ideal in R and let M be the quotient F/K of the free module F = Rz0 ⊕ Rz1

by the submodule K = Iz1, and for each i = 0, 1 let zi = zi +K. Define the R-linear map f : M → M by

f(rz0 + sz1) = rz1, and let C be the graph of f . Since f2 = 0 it follows that CC =M ⊕ 0

Let D = C−1C considered as an R-linear relation on M . By definition, if r, r′, s, s′ ∈ R and

m = rz0 + sz1, m′ = r′z0 + s′z1

then (m,m′) ∈ D if and only if f(m) = f(m′) if and only if (r − r′)z1 = 0 if and only if r − r′ ∈ I. For

example, if I = R then D =M⊕M ∼= R⊕R. For another example, if I = 0 then K = 0 and D ∼= R⊕R⊕R.

Definition 3.9. The category R-Rel of R-linear relations is defined as follows. The objects of R-Rel are

pairs (M,C) where C is a relation on a left R-module M . Given a pair (L,B), (M,C) of such objects we let

HomR-Rel((L,B), (M,C)) := {〈f〉 | f ∈ HomR(L,M) : (f(x), f(y)) ∈ C for all (x, y) ∈ B}.

We emphasise here that the brackets around 〈f〉 exist only to distinguish it from f . The composition of

morphisms 〈f〉 : (L,B) → (M,C) and 〈g〉 : (M,C) → (N,D) is defined by 〈g〉 ◦ 〈f〉 := 〈gf〉, which makes

sense since for each (x, y) ∈ B we have (f(x), f(y)) ∈ C and hence (g(f(x)), g(f(y)) ∈ D. The identity

morphisms in R-Rel with respect to this composition are defined by 1(M,C) := 〈1M 〉.

Lemma 3.10. There is a R-linear fully-faithful functor ∇R : R-Rel → R-Rep(κ).

Proof. Define ∇R on objects (M,C) by (C,M ;α(M,C), β(M,C)) where α(M,C)(x, y) = x and β(M,C)(x, y) = y

for each (x, y) ∈ C. Let 〈f〉 ∈ HomR-Rel((L,B), (M,C)) for some R-linear map f : L→M with (f(x), f(y)) ∈

C for all (x, y) ∈ B. We now define the morphism

∇R(〈f〉) := (f∆, f) ∈ HomR-Rep(κ)((B,L;α(L,B), β(L,B)), (C,M ;α(M,C), β(M,C))).
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Declare f∆ : B → C to be the R-linear map given by (x, y) 7→ (f(x), f(y)). To see that ∇R(〈f〉) is a morphism

in R-Rep(κ), consider that for each (x, y) ∈ C we have

f(α(L,B)(x, y)) = f(x) = α(M,C)(f∆(x, y)), f(β(L,B)(x, y)) = f(y) = β(M,C)(f∆(x, y)).

It is clear ∇R respects composition and the identity morphisms. For any r ∈ R we have rf∆ = (rf)∆ since

r(f(x), f(y)) = ((rf)(x), (rf)(y)) for all (x, y) ∈ B. Thus we have r∇R(〈f〉) = ∇R(〈rf〉) giving that ∇R is

R-linear. To see that ∇R is full, for any morphism (ft, fh) : (B,L;α(L,B), β(L,B)) → (C,M ;α(M,C), β(M,C)),

ft(x, y) = (α(M,C)(ft(x, y)), β(M,C)(ft(x, y))) = (fh(α(L,B)(x, y)), fh(β(L,B)(x, y))) = (fh(x), fh(y)),

meaning that (fh)∆ = ft, and so (ft, fh) = ∇R(〈fh〉). Since ∇R is R-linear, it is straightforward to see that

∇R is also faithful, since the zero morphism on (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) is given by (0Mt
, 0Mh

). �

Notation 3.11. Write R-Rel(κ) for the subcategory of R-Rep(κ) consisting of objects (Mt,Mh;µa, µb)

such that the morphism ( µa

µb
) : Mt →M2

h is injective, that is, such that ker(µa) ∩ ker(µb) = 0.

Lemma 3.12. R-Rel(κ) is the essential image of the functor ∇R from Lemma 3.10.

Proof. Suppose we are given an arbitrary isomorphism (θt, θh) : (Lt, Lh;λa, λb) → (C,M ;α(M,C), β(M,C)).

By Lemma 3.10, and since θ is a morphism in the category R-Rep(κ), for each ℓ ∈ Lt we have

θt(ℓ) = (α(M,C)(θt(ℓ)), β(M,C)(θt(ℓ))), α(M,C)(θt(ℓ)) = θh(λa(ℓ)), β(M,C)(θt(ℓ)) = θh(λb(ℓ)).

Now suppose λa(ℓ) = 0 and λb(ℓ) = 0. Using the equations above this means that θt(ℓ) = 0, meaning that

ℓ = 0 since θt is injective. On the other hand, sending (x, y) to (x, y) = (α(M,C)(x, y), β(M,C)(x, y)) clearly

defines an injective map of the form C →M ⊕M . �

Lemma 3.13. The following statements hold for any sequence in R-Rep(κ) of the form

(Lt, Lh;λa, λb) (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) (∗)
(ft, fh) (gt, gh)

(1) The sequence (∗) is exact if and only if the diagrams in R-Mod below are exact sequences

Lt Mt Nt
ft gt

Lh Mh Nh (∗∗)
fh gh

(2) Assume that (∗) is exact and that fh is injective. If (Lt, Lh;λa, λb) and (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) lie in the

subcategory R-Rel(κ) then so too does (Mt,Mh;µa, µb).

Proof. (1) is straightforward and well-known, see Remark 2.22. For (2) we fix m ∈Mt such that µa(m) = 0

and µb(m) = 0, and it remains to prove that m = 0. Since (gt, gh) is a morphism in R-Rep(κ) we have

ηa(gt(m)) = gh(µa(m)) = 0 and similarly ηb(gt(m)) = 0 and so, since (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) lies in R-Rel(κ), we

have gt(m) = 0. Since (∗) is exact, by (1) the sequences in (∗∗) are both exact, and so m = ft(ℓ) for some

ℓ ∈ Lt. Since (ft, fh) is a morphism in R-Rep(κ) we have fh(λa(ℓ)) = µa(m) = 0 and so λa(ℓ) = 0 since fh

is injective. Similarly λb(ℓ) = 0. Since (Lt, Lh;λa, λb) lies in R-Rel(κ) this means ℓ = 0 and so m = 0. �

In Remark 3.14 we see how the converse of Lemma 3.13(2) fails. This observation was inspired by the

representation theory of the Kronecker quiver in the classical case where R is a field: the exact sequence we

consider is an Auslander–Reiten sequence defined by the extension of the right-most preinjective module by

the left-most preprojective module

Remark 3.14. Let Lt = Nh = 0, Lh = Mt = Mh = Nt = R and µa = µb = 1R. Then (Lt, Lh;λa, λb) and

(Mt,Mh;µa, µb) lie in R-Rel(κ), but (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) does not lie in R-Rel(κ).
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Lemma 3.15. The category R-Rel(κ) is closed under subobjects, extensions, limits and coproducts.

Proof. We firstly prove that R-Rel(κ) is closed under products. Let I be a set, (Mt(i),Mh(i);µa(i), µb(i))

be an object in R-Rel(κ) for each i ∈ I and (Pt, Ph; ρa, ρb) be their product in R-Rep(κ). By definition,

Pt =
∏
i∈IMt(i), Ph =

∏
i∈IMh(i), ρc((mi)) = (µc(i)(mi)) (c = a, b)

where mi ∈ Mt(i) for each i. Now suppose ρa((mi)) = 0 and ρb((mi)) = 0. It follows that, for each i,

we have µa(i)(mi) = 0 and µb(i)(mi) = 0, meaning that mi = 0 since (Mt(i),Mh(i);µa(i), µb(i)) lies in

R-Rel(κ). Thus (Pt, Ph; ρa, ρb) lies in R-Rel(κ), and so R-Rel(κ) is closed under products.

We secondly check that R-Rel(κ) is closed under subobjects. To see this, let (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) be an

object in R-Rel(κ), and let (gt, gh) be a monomorphism from an object (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) in R-Rep(κ)

whose codomain is (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb). Taking (Lt, Lh;λa, λb) = 0 in Lemma 3.13 it follows immediately that

(Mt,Mh;µa, µb) lies in R-Rel(κ), and so R-Rel(κ) is closed under subobjects.

Since being closed under limits is equivalent to being closed under products and kernels, it follows imme-

diately that R-Rel(κ) is closed under limits. Likewise R-Rel(κ) is closed under coproducts since they are

subobjects of products. By Lemma 3.13(2), R-Rel(κ) is extension closed. �

By Theorem 2.4(2), Proposition 2.6 and Lemma 3.15 it follows that every object in R-Rep(κ) has an

R-Rel(κ)-envelope defined by an epimorphism. We construct this explicitly in Proposition 3.16.

Proposition 3.16. For any (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) in R-Rep(κ), setting K = ker(µa) ∩ ker(µb) and

Lt =Mt/K, Lh =Mh, λa(m+K) = µa(m), λb(m+K) = µb(m), ft(m) = m+K, fh(m
′) = m′

for each m ∈Mt and m
′ ∈Mh defines an R-Rel(κ)-envelope (ft, fh) : (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) → (Lt, Lh;λa, λb).

Proof. If λa(m + K) = 0 and λb(m + K) = 0 then µa(m) = 0 and µb(m) = 0, meaning m ∈ K and so

m+K = 0. Observe also that λcft = fhµc for each c = a, b. Now let (gt, gh) be a morphism of representations

of the form (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) → (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) where (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) lies in R-Rel(κ). By definition, for any

m ∈ K this means ηa(gt(m)) = gh(µa(m)) = 0 and similarly ηb(gt(m)) = 0, and so gt(m) = 0. Thus there is

a well-defined morphism kt : Lt →Mt such that ktft = gt. Setting kh = gh then completes the construction

of a morphism (kt, kh) : (Lt, Lh;λa, λb) → (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) such that (kt, kh)(ft, fh) = (gt, gh).

This shows (ft, fh) is a R-Rel(κ)-preenvelope. Since ft and fh are both surjective, the pair (ft, fh) defines

an epimorphism by Lemma 3.13, and so (ft, fh) is a R-Rel(κ)-envelope. �

Lemma 3.17. An object (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) in R-Rep(κ) lies in ⊥R-Rel(κ) if and only if Mh = 0.

Proof. Firstly suppose Mh 6= 0, and let M := Mh. Let Nt = M2 and Nh = M . Define ηa, ηb : Nt → Nh

by ηa(m,m
′) = m and ηb(m,m

′) = m′ for each m,m′ ∈ M . Hence if ηa(m,m
′) = 0 and ηb(m,m

′) =

0 then (m,m′) = (0, 0), meaning (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) lies in R-Rel(κ). Furthermore there is a morphism

(ft, fh) : (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) → (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) in R-Rep(κ) defined by setting ft(m,m
′) = (µa(m), µb(m))

and fh = 1M . We have shown in this first case that (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) cannot lie in ⊥R-Rel(κ).

Secondly, suppose Mh = 0, and let (ft, fh) be an arbitrary morphism from (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) to an object

(Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) in R-Rel(κ). Hence fh = 0. Furthermore, if m ∈ Mt then ηa(ft(m)) = fh(µa(m)) = 0 and

similarly ηb(ft(m)) = 0, and since (Nt, Nh; ηa, ηb) lies in R-Rel(κ) this means ft(m) = 0, as required. �

Combining Lemma 3.15 and Theorem 2.4 we have a torsion theory.

Proposition 3.18. (⊥R-Rel(κ), R-Rel(κ)) is split if and only if R is a finite product of fields.
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Proof. Since R is assumed to be a commutative ring, we note that R is a finite product of fields if and only if

it is a semisimple ring by the Wedderburn–Artin theorem. Given any object (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) in R-Rep(κ),

by Lemma 3.15 and Proposition 3.16 there is a short exact sequence

ξ(M ;µ) : 0 (M ′t , 0; 0, 0) (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) (Mt/M
′
t ,Mh;µa, µb) 0

(ιt, 0) (πt, 1Mh
)

where M ′t := ker(µa) ∩ ker(µb), ιt : M
′
t → Mt is the inclusion map, πt : Mt → Mt/M

′
t is the quotient map

and, for each x = a, b, the map µx : Mt/M
′
t → Mh sends m +M ′t to µx(m). Recall that, by Lemma 3.13,

that ξ(M ;µ) is a short exact sequence follows from the exactness of ξM : 0 →M ′t →Mt →Mt/M
′
t → 0.

On the one hand, if R is semisimple then the short exact sequence ξM of R-modules splits, giving a retract

ρt : Mt →M ′t of ιt, and this defines a retract (ρt, 0) of (ιt, 0) in R-Rep(κ).

On the other hand, any exact sequence 0 → L → M → N → 0 in R-Mod is given by the kernel

L = ker(π) of a surjective map π : M → N , in which case there is an object (M,N ;π, π) in R-Rep(κ). As

above, assuming the corresponding exact sequence ξ(M,N ;π,π) splits then so does 0 → L → M → N → 0.

Thus if any ξ(M ;µ) splits then R is semisimple, as required. �

Colimits in R-Rep(κ) are computed pointwise, since it is a category of functors with a cocomplete target;

see Remark 2.22. Hence Lemma 3.19 follows from the fact that directed colimits: of exact sequences are

exact; and commute with finite limits. Never-the-less, for accessibility we provide a detailed proof below.

Lemma 3.19. R-Rel(κ) is closed under directed colimits.

Proof. Consider the colimit diagram associated with a directed system in R-Rep(κ), given by

M i
t M i

h M j
t M j

h

Mt Mh

µi
a

µi
b

ϕi
t

f ij
t

ϕi
h

f ij
h

µj
a

µj
bϕj

t

ϕj
h

µa

µb

in R-Mod where the equations below hold for all c = a, b and all i, j running through some directed set I,

µjcf
ij
t = f ijh µ

i
c, µcϕ

i
t = ϕihµ

i
c, ϕjtf

ij
t = ϕit, ϕjhf

ij
h = ϕih.

In particular (Mt,Mh;µa, µb) is the directed colimit in R-Rep(κ). Hence Mt
∼=

⊕
iM

i
t/Nt and Mh

∼=⊕
iM

i
h/Nh where (mi) lies in Nt (respectively, Nh) precisely when there exists k ∈ I with mi = 0 for i < k

and mi = fkit (mk) (respectively, mi = fkih (mk)) for i ≥ k. Furthermore, by the functoriality (or rather,

uniqueness) of colimits, we have µc((m
i) +Nt) = (µic(m

i)) +Nh for each c = a, b.

We now assume (M i
t ,M

i
h;µ

i
a, µ

i
b) defines an object in R-Rel(κ), meaning ker(µia) ∩ ker(µib) = 0, for each

i. From here, to complete the proof it suffices to prove that (mi) ∈ Nt assuming (mi) ∈ ker(µa) ∩ ker(µb).

The assumption gives integers k(a), k(b) ∈ I such that, for each c = a, b, we have µic(m
i) = 0 for i < k(c)

and µic(m
i) = f

k(c)i
t (µ

k(c)
c (mk(c))) for i ≥ kc. Without loss of generality, k(a) ≥ k(b). From here we claim

(1) mi = 0 if i < k(b), (2) mi = f
k(b)i
t (mk(b)) if k(b) ≤ i < k(a), (3) mi = f

k(a)i
t (mk(a)) if k(a) ≤ i.

If we show claims (1), (2) and (3) hold then it follows that (mi) = (mi
b) + (mi

a) where (mi
b), (m

i
a) ∈

⊕
iM

i
t

are defined by mi
b := 0 for i < k(b), mi

b := f
k(b)i
t (mk(b)) for i ≥ k(b), mi

a := 0 for i < k(a) and mi
a :=

f
k(b)i
t (mk(a) − f

k(b)k(a)
t (mk(b))) for i ≥ k(a). Thus to complete the proof we just check (1), (2) and (3).
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For each equation it is necessary and sufficient to prove that the difference of the given expressions lies in

ker(µia) ∩ ker(µib) = 0. Recall, for each c = a, b, that mi − f
k(c)i
t (mk(c)) ∈ ker(µic) for k(c) ≤ i.

(1) If i < k(b) then also i < k(a) and so µib(m
i) = 0 = µib(m

i).

(2) If i < k(a) then mi ∈ ker(µia) and also µiaf
k(b)i
t = f

k(b)i
h µ

k(b)
a and so f

k(b)i
t (mk(b)) ∈ ker(µia).

(3) Note thatmi−f
k(a)i
t (mk(a)) = x+f

k(a)i
t (y) where x = mi−f

k(b)i
t (mk(b)) and y = f

k(b)k(a)
t mk(b)−mk(a),

and when k(b) ≤ k(a) ≤ i we have x ∈ ker(µib), µ
i
bf
k(a)i
t = f

k(a)i
h µ

k(a)
b and y ∈ ker(µ

k(a)
b since k(b) ≤ k(a). �

Remark 3.20. By Remark 3.14 we have that R-Rel(κ) is never closed under quotients, and by Proposi-

tion 2.6(2) this means that defining monomorphic R-Rel(κ)-covers of arbitrary objects in R-Rep(κ) is

impossible. Never-the-less, as we shall see in Theorem 3.21, R-Rel(κ) is still covering.

Theorem 3.21. As an R-linear subcategory of Rκ -Mod, R-Rel is: covering and enveloping; closed under

extensions, limits, filtered colimits and coproducts; and a definable functorially finite subcategory of Rκ -Mod

containing every flat Rκ-module such that

R-Rel(κ)⊥ = etRκet-Mod, etRκet -Mod⊥ = ehRκeh-Mod .

In particular, R-Rel is the torsion-free class in a faithful hereditary torsion theory.

Proof. By Lemma 3.10 and Lemma 3.12 we have an R-linear equivalence between R-Rel and R-Rel(κ).

By Lemma 3.15 the category R-Rel(κ) is closed under subobjects, extensions, limits and coproducts. By

Theorem 2.4(2) this means R-Rel(κ) is a torsion-free class. By Proposition 2.6 this means R-Rel(κ) is

enveloping. By Lemma 3.19 R-Rel(κ) is closed under directed colimits, and hence definable since it is closed

under (pure) subobjects and (discrete) limits; see Definition 2.9. By Theorem 2.10 this means R-Rel(κ) is

covering. By Lemma 2.24 this torsion-free class contains every projective Rκ-module, and so it is faithful.

By Theorem 2.4(3) and Lemma 3.17 the corresponding torsion class is precisely etRκet -Mod, and since this

is closed under submodules, the corresponding torsion theory is hereditary. �

4. Reductions of relations over local rings

Setup 4.1. In §4 we assume (R, J, S) is local, meaning (as usual) that R is a local noetherian ring where J

denotes the unique maximal ideal and S denotes the residue field.

Notation 4.2. For any object (M,C) of R-Rel define the R-submodules C′ and C′′ of M by

C′′ = {m ∈M : ∃ (mn) ∈MN with mn+1 ∈ Cmn for all n and m = m0},

C′ = {m ∈M : ∃ (mn) ∈MN with mn+1 ∈ Cmn for all n, m = m0 and mn = 0 for n≫ 0},

C♯ = C′′ ∩ (C−1)′′, C♭ = C′′ ∩ (C−1)′ + (C−1)′′ ∩ C′.

Example 4.3. Recall Example 3.4. When C is the graph of a map f then CS is the image of S under f .

Momentarily consider the case where R is the field S and (C,M) is an S-linear relation. Then the subspace

C′ is equal to the stable kernel
⋃
n>0 C

n0, and C′′ is a subspace of the stable image
⋂
n>0 C

nV , as defined

by Ringel [22, §2]. Furthermore if dimk(M) <∞ then C′′ is equal to the stable image; see [8, Lemma 4.2].

We unpack Notation 4.2 a little.

Remark 4.4. Let m ∈ C♯ and so in particular m ∈ C′′ giving a sequence (mn) ∈MN with mn+1 ∈ Cmn for

all n ∈ N and m = m0. Hence for any r ∈ R the diagonal R-linear action on M ⊕M gives (rmn, rmn++1) =

r(mn,mn+1) ∈ C, and so C′ ⊆ C′′ are both R-submodule of M by restriction.

Since m ∈ (C−1)′′ we also similarly have a sequence (m′n) ∈ MN with m′n+1 ∈ C−1m′n for all n ∈ N and

m = m′0. Now let m−n := m′n meaning mn+1 ∈ Cmn for all n ∈ Z. In other words C♯ is the set of elements
12



m0 arising in the middle term of a sequence (mn) ∈ MZ with mn+1 ∈ Cmn for all n ∈ Z. Similarly C♭

consists of the sums m+
0 +m−0 of the middle terms of sequences (m±n ) where m

±
n = 0 for ±n≫ 0.

Lemma 4.5. Let (M,C) be an object in R-Rel and let I be an ideal in R. If IM ⊆ (C−1)′ + C′ then

C♯ ∩ IM ⊆ C♭ and, in particular, the quotient C♯/C♭ is an R/I-module.

Proof. We claim that IM ∩ C♯ ⊆ C♭. Let z ∈ IM ∩ C♯ and so there exist x ∈ (C−1)′ and y ∈ C′ such that

z = x+ y. In particular x = z− y ∈ C′′ and similarly y ∈ (C−1)′′ which altogether shows that z ∈ C♭ giving

the claim. In particular IC♯ ⊆ C♭ and so the R-module C♯/C♭ is annihilated by I. �

The following result from [8] was written only in the context where R is a field. The proof does not make

use of this assumption, and generalises with no complication. For completeness we expose this fact.

Lemma 4.6. [8, Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5] For any object (M,C) of R-Rel we have

C♯ ⊆ CC♯, C♭ = C♯ ∩ CC♭, C♯ ⊆ C−1C♯, C♭ = C♯ ∩ C−1C♭.

Consequently there is an R-module automorphism θ on C♯/C♭ defined by

θ(m+ C♭) = m′ + C♭ if and only if m′ ∈ C♯ ∩ (C♭ + Cm).

Proof. In what remains in the proof we use the notation from Remark 4.4 without further reference.

Firstly, setting ℓn := mn+1 for all n ∈ Z gives ℓn+1 = mn+2 ∈ Cmn+1 = Cℓn and so m1 ∈ C♯ meaning

m = m0 ∈ Cm1 ⊆ CC♯ giving C♯ ⊆ CC♯. Using that C♯ = (C−1)♯ gives C♯ ⊆ C−1C♯.

Secondly, suppose we also have m0 = m+
0 +m−0 where m±n = 0 for ±n≫ 0. In this situation we likewise

write ℓ±n = m±n+1 for all n, meaning in particular that ℓ±n = 0 for ±(n+1) ≫ 0, and so for ±n≫ 0. It follows

that ℓ±0 ∈ C((C∓1)′ ∩ (C±1)′′) and so ℓ0 ∈ CC♭ since C♭ is an R-submodule, and so an additive subgroup.

This argument shows that C♭ ⊆ C♯ ∩ CC♭ and for the converse we assume k ∈ C♯ ∩ CC♭ and suppose

k ∈ Cm for m ∈ C♭ as above. We now have m±−1 ∈ Cm±0 , and taking the sum gives m′ ∈ Cm where

m′ := m+
−1 +m−−1, which taking the difference with k gives k −m′ ∈ C0 as above we have m′ ∈ C♭ and so

in particular k −m′ ∈ (C−1)′′ ∩ C′ ⊆ C♭ as required for the equality C♭ = C♯ ∩ CC♭. As above, using that

C♯ = (C−1)♯ and that C♭ = (C−1)♭ gives C♭ = C♯ ∩ C−1C♭.

We now prove that the given formula defines an R-module automorphism. We claim that the formula

ensures θ is well-defined. So let m + C♭ = ℓ + C♭ for some m, ℓ ∈ C♯ and suppose m′ ∈ C♯ ∩ (C♭ + Cm)

and ℓ′ ∈ C♯ ∩ (C♭ + Cℓ). Hence there exist k, j ∈ C♭ such that (m,m′ − k), (ℓ, ℓ′ − j) ∈ C. This gives

C♯ ∋ ℓ′−m′+ j− k ∈ C(ℓ−m) ∈ CC♭ and so ℓ′−m′ ∈ C♭ by the equality C♭ = C♯ ∩CC♭ giving the claim.

To see that θ is surjective, if m′ ∈ C♯ ⊆ CC♯ we have m′ ∈ Cm for m ∈ C♯ and so θ(m+C♭) = m′ +C♭.

To see that θ is injective, note that if m′ ∈ C♭∩(C♭+Cm) then m ∈ C−1C♭ giving m ∈ C♯∩C−1C♭ = C♭.

Finally let r ∈ R. Then if m′ ∈ C♯ ∩ (C♭ +Cm), say m′ = k+ ℓ for k ∈ C♭ and ℓ ∈ Cm, then rk ∈ C♭ by

Remark 4.4 and also (rm, rℓ) ∈ C giving rm′ ∈ C♯ ∩ (C♭ + C(rm)), meaning that θ is R-linear. �

From Lemma 4.6 one has that C♯/C♭ has the structure of an R[T, T−1]-module.

Definition 4.7. [4, Definition 1.4.32] A reduction of an object (M,C) of R-Rel is a pair (U | ρ) where U is

an R[T, T−1]-module which is free as an R-module, and ρ : U →M is an R-linear map such that

C♯ = C♭ + im(ρ), ρ(Tu) ∈ Cρ(u) (u ∈ U).

We say a reduction (U | ρ) of C meets in J if {u ∈ U : ρ(u) ∈ C♭} = JU .

Theorem 4.12 provides sufficient conditions for the existence of a reduction. Before stating and proving

this result we note consequences of the definition of a reduction in Lemma 4.8.
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Lemma 4.8. Let (U | ρ) be a reduction of an object (M,C) in R-Rel that meets in J . Then

0 JU U C♯/C♭ 0
⊆ ρ

is a short exact sequence of R[T, T−1]-modules where ρ(u) 7→ ρ(u) + C♭ for each u ∈ U .

Proof. Since ρ(u) ∈ im(ρ) ⊆ C♯ the map ρ is well-defined. Since C♯ is an R-submodule of M , it is R-linear.

Since 0 ∈ C♭ and ρ(Tu) ∈ Cρ(u) it also follows that ρ(Tu) ∈ C♯ ∩ (C♭ + Cρ(u)) and so θ(ρ(u) + C♭) =

ρ(Tu) + C♭ in the notation from Lemma 4.6. In other words, ρ is an R[T, T−1]-module homomorphism.

Furthermore, from the assumption that C♯ = im(ρ) + C♭ it follows that ρ is surjective. By construction we

have ker(ρ) = {u ∈ U : ρ(u) ∈ C♭}, and so to say this submodule is JU is to say (U | ρ) meets in J . �

Proposition 4.9. Let R be a field and (M,C) lie in R-Rel. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) There exists a reduction of (M,C) that meets in J = 0.

(2) We have C♯ = C♭ ⊕ V for an S[T, T−1]-module V with Tw = v if and only if v ∈ Cw for v, w ∈ V .

Proof. (1 ⇒ 2) Let (U | ρ) be a reduction of (M,C) that meets in 0 and let V = im(ρ). By Definition 4.7

we have C♯ = C♭ + V . If v ∈ C♭ ∩ V then v = ρ(u) for some u ∈ U , meaning ρ(u) ∈ C♭ and so u = 0

since (U | ρ) meets in 0. Thus C♯ = C♭ ⊕ V and so V ∼= C♯/C♭ as S-vector spaces. By Lemma 4.8 there is

an S[T, T−1]-module isomorphism σ = (ρ)−1 of the form C♯/C♭ → U and so V is an S[T, T−1]-module by

setting Tw = v if and only if Tσ(w + C♭) = σ(v + C♭).

Let v, w ∈ V say where v = ρ(u) and w = ρ(u′) for some u, u′ ∈ U . By Definition 4.7 we have ρ(Tu′) ∈ Cw.

By Lemma 4.8 we have σ(w+C♭) = u′ and similarly σ(v +C♭) = u. Thus Tw = v if and only if Tu′ = u in

which case ρ(u) ∈ Cρ(u′) by Definition 4.7, and this means v ∈ Cw. Conversley v ∈ Cw ⊆ C♯ ∩ (C♭ + Cw)

implies θ(w + C♭) = v + C♭ meaning Tu′ = u.

(2 ⇒ 1) The pair (V | 1V ) is a reduction of (M,C) that meets in 0. To see this, note that

C♯ = C♭ + im(1V ), {u ∈ V : 1V (u) ∈ C♭} = V ∩ C♭ = 0 = JV,

and that u ∈ V implies Tu ∈ Cu by taking w = u and v = Tu in our assumption. �

Remark 4.10. Another interpretation of Proposition 4.9 is that, in case R is a field, the existence of a

reduction of an object (M,C) in R-Rel is equivalent to saying that C is split in the sense of [8, p. 9].

For the proof of Theorem 4.12, in Lemma 4.11 we observe how one of the hypothesis yields an isomorphism

consistent with the conclusion of Lemma 4.8.

Lemma 4.11. If (M,C) is an object (M,C) of R-Rel such that JM ⊆ (C−1)′ + C′ then there is an

R[T, T−1]-module U which is free over R such that U/JU ∼= C♯/C♭ as S[T, T−1]-modules.

Proof. By Lemma 4.5 the quotient C♯/C♭ is a vector space over the field S = R/J . Let U = R(κ) =
⊕
R

where κ is the cardinality of an S-basis of C♯/C♭. By [16, Proposition 24.6(3)] we have rad(U) = J (κ)

and so there is an S-module isomorphism α : U/ rad(U) → C♯/C♭ given by a bijection on S-bases, and

recall that by Lemma 4.6 there is an R-module automorphism θ of C♯/C♭ which is of course S-linear. Let

τ := α−1θα. By construction we have that U/ rad(U) is an S[T, T−1]-module and that α is an S[T, T−1]-

module isomorphism since ατ = θα. Since U is free over R, it is projective over R, and since τ is an

automorphism of U/ rad(U), altogether by Theorem 2.14 there is an automorphism σ of U with σ = τ .

Hence U is an R[T, T−1]-module. �

Theorem 4.12. If (M,C) is an object of R-Rel such that JM ⊆ (C−1)′+C′ and C♯/C♭ is finitely generated

as an R-module, then there exists a reduction (U | ρ) of (M,C).
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Proof. By assumption and by Lemma 4.5 the quotient C♯/C♭ is a finite-dimensional vector space over

S = R/J , for which we choose a finite S-basis (mω + C♭ | ω ∈ Ω). By Lemma 4.11 there is an R[T, T−1]-

module U , free over R, and there is an S[T, T−1]-module isomorphism α : U/ rad(U) → C♯/C♭.

In particular, for each ω ∈ Ω we have
∑

λ∈Ω rωλmλ + C♭ =
∑

λ∈Ω rωλα(bλ + rad(U)) = α(
∑

λ∈Ω rωλbλ + rad(U))

= α(T (bω) + rad(U)) = α(T (bω + rad(U))) = θ(α(bω + rad(U))) = θ(mω + C♭)

where rωλ ∈ R are chosen such that T (bω) =
∑

λ∈Ω rωλbλ.

So far note that U has been given the structure of an R[T, T−1]-module. For each λ, ω ∈ Ω let δλω = 1

if λ = ω, and let δλω = 0 if λ 6= ω. For each λ ∈ Ω define the elements qλγ ∈ R (γ ∈ Ω) such that

T−1(bλ) =
∑
γ∈Ω qλγbγ . By construction we have

∑
λ∈Ω rωλqλγ = δωγ =

∑
λ∈Ω qωλrλγ .

For each ω, λ ∈ Ω and each n ∈ Z we now define elements rn→ωλ , r
←n
ωλ ∈ R as follows. Let r0→ωλ := qωλ,

r←1
ωλ := −δωλ, rn→ωλ := 0 for n > 0 and r←nωλ := 0 for n ≤ 0. If n ≤ 0 and rn→γλ is defined for each γ ∈ Ω, let

rn−1→ωλ :=
∑

γ∈Ω qωγr
n→
γλ . If n > 0 and r←nωγ is defined for each γ ∈ Ω, let r←n+1

ωλ :=
∑
γ∈Ω rωγr

←n
γλ .

Recall, from Lemma 4.6, that for each ω ∈ Ω, one has that

T (bω) =
∑
λ∈Ω rωλbλ if and only if

∑
λ∈Ω rωλmλ ∈ C♯ ∩ (C♭ + Cmω).

Hence for each ω ∈ Ω there are elements ℓω ∈ C♭ and pω ∈ Cmω such that pω = ℓω +
∑

λ∈Ω rωλmλ. Fix

ω ∈ Ω. Since ℓω ∈ C♭ there exists ℓ→ω ∈ C′ ∩ (C−1)′′ and ℓ←ω ∈ C′′ ∩ (C−1)′ such that ℓω = ℓ←ω + ℓ→ω . The

notation from Remark 4.4 gives d→(ω), d←(ω) ∈ Z and ℓn→ω , ℓ←nω ∈M for each n ∈ Z such that

ℓ0→ω = ℓ→ω , ℓn→ω ∈ Cℓn+1→
ω for all n ∈ Z, ℓn→ω = 0 for all n < d→(ω),

ℓ←0
ω = ℓ←ω , ℓn←ω ∈ Cℓn+1←

ω for all n ∈ Z, ℓn←ω = 0 for all n > d←(ω).

For each n ∈ Z and each ω ∈ Ω define h←nω :=
∑

λ∈Ω r
←n
ωλ ℓ

←n
λ and hn→ω :=

∑
λ∈Ω r

n→
ωλ ℓ

n→
λ .

If n < 0 then n+ 1 ≤ 0 and hence rn→ωλ = rn+1−1→
ωλ =

∑
ζ∈Ω qωζr

n+1→
ζλ and therefore

∑
ω∈Ω rγωh

n→
ω =

∑
ω∈Ω rγω

∑
λ∈Ω r

n→
ωλ ℓ

n→
λ =

∑
ω∈Ω rγω

∑
λ∈Ω

∑
ζ∈Ω qωζr

n+1→
ζλ ℓn→λ

=
∑

λ∈Ω

∑
ζ∈Ω(

∑
ω∈Ω rγωqωζ)r

n+1→
ζλ ℓn→λ =

∑
λ∈Ω

∑
ζ∈Ω δγζr

n+1→
ζλ ℓn→λ =

∑
λ∈Ω r

n+1→
γλ ℓn→λ .

(∗)

If n = 0 then r0→ωλ = qωλ and so
∑

ω∈Ω rγωqωλ = δγλ which gives

∑
ω∈Ω rγωh

0→
ω =

∑
ω∈Ω rγω

∑
λ∈Ω r

0→
ωλ ℓ

0→
λ =

∑
λ∈Ω(

∑
ω∈Ω rγωqωλ)ℓ

0→
λ =

∑
λ∈Ω δγλℓ

0→
λ = ℓ0→γ . (∗∗)

If n > 0 then n+ 1 > 0 and hence r←n+1
γλ =

∑
ω∈Ω rγωr

←n
ωλ and therefore

∑
ω∈Ω rγωh

←n
ω =

∑
ω∈Ω rγω

∑
λ∈Ω r

←n
ωλ ℓ

←n
λ =

∑
λ∈Ω(

∑
ω∈Ω rγωr

←n
ωλ )ℓ←nλ =

∑
λ∈Ω r

←n+1
γλ ℓ←nλ . (∗ ∗ ∗)

For each n ∈ Z and each γ ∈ Ω define k←nγ :=
∑

λ∈Ω r
←n+1
γλ ℓ←nλ and kn→γ :=

∑
λ∈Ω r

n+1→
γλ ℓn→λ . So,

(h←nω , k←n−1ω ) = (
∑

λ∈Ω r
←n
ωλ ℓ

←n
λ ,

∑
λ∈Ω r

←n
ωλ ℓ

←n−1
λ ) =

∑
λ∈Ω r

←n
ωλ (ℓ←nλ , ℓ←n−1λ ) ∈ C.

Similarly, since (ℓn→ω , ℓn−1→ω ) ∈ C, we have (hn→ω , kn−1→ω ) ∈ C. By (∗∗) we have

k0γ −
∑
ω∈Ω rγωh

0
ω = k←0

γ −
∑
ω∈Ω rγωh

0→
ω = −ℓ←0

γ − ℓ0→γ = −ℓγ .

When n 6= 0 we have knγ =
∑
ω∈Ω rγωh

n
ω by combining (∗) and (∗ ∗ ∗). Using that Ω is finite, we can define

d := 1 +max{|d→(ω)|, |d←(ω)| : ω ∈ Ω}, and it follows that hnω = knω = 0 whenever |n| > d, by construction.

Now let zω := mω +
∑

n∈Z h
n
ω for each ω ∈ Ω. It follows that

∑
ω∈Ω rγωzω =

∑
ω∈Ω rγωmω +

∑
ω∈Ω

∑
n∈Z rγωh

n
ω =

∑
ω∈Ω rγωmω + ℓγ +

∑
n∈Z k

n
γ

= pγ +
∑

n∈Z k
n
γ ∈ C(mγ +

∑
n∈Z h

n
γ ) = Czγ .
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Define the required morphism ρ : U → M by extending the assignment bω 7→ zω linearly over R, where

(bω | ω ∈ Ω) is an R-basis for U . By construction we have that ρ(Tu) ∈ Cρ(u) for any u ∈ U .

Since the elements (mω + C♭) span the S-vector space C♯/C♭ it follows that C♯ = C♭ +
∑
ω∈ΩRmω and

so C♯ ⊆ C♭ + im(ρ) and im(ρ) ⊆ C♯ giving C♯ = C♭ + im(ρ). If u ∈ JU then ρ(u) ∈ C♯ ∩ JM which lies in

C♭ by Lemma 4.5. Conversley assume u ∈ U satisfies ρ(u) ∈ C♭ and write u =
∑

ω∈Ω rωbω for some rω ∈ R.

Since the elements mω + C♭ = zω + C♭ with ω ∈ Ω are linearly independent over S, the expression

0 = ρ(u) + C♭ = ρ(
∑

ω∈Ω rωbω) + C♭ =
∑

ω∈Ω rωzω + C♭ =
∑

ω∈Ω(rω + J)(zω + C♭)

gives rω ∈ J for all ω ∈ Ω, and hence u ∈ JU , as required. �

Example 4.13. We make Example 3.8 more concrete. Here we were considering an R-linear relation of the

form D = C−1C where C is the R-linear relation given by a graph. It follows that D = D−1 and so D♯ = D′′

and D♭ = D′ by Notation 4.2. Let R be a discrete valuation ring with uniformizer π, and so J = Rπ. As

before we write M for the quotient F/K of the free module F = Rz0 ⊕ Rz1 by the submodule K = Rπz1,

and we write zi = zi +K. Hence M ∼= R⊕R/J as R-modules. Recall the R-linear relation on M given by

D = {(rz0 + sz1, r
′z0 + s′z1) : r, r

′, s, s′ ∈ R and r − r′ ∈ J}.

It follows that D′′ = M and that rz0 + sz1 ∈ D′ if and only if π | r, meaning D′ = Jz0 ⊕ (R/J)z1. Note

that JM = Jz0 ⊆ D′ = D′ + (D−1)′ and D′′/D′ ∼= R/J has finite dimension over S = R/J . Thus by

Theorem 4.12 there is a reduction (U | ρ) of (M,C) that meets in J . We claim that Proposition 4.9 fails in

case R is artinian but not a field. For then Jn = 0 for some minimal n > 1, and it follows that

D♯ = D′′ =M ∼= R⊕R/J, D♭ ⊕D♯/D♭ = D′ ⊕D♯/D♭ ∼= J ⊕R/J ⊕R/J

which gives D♯ ≇ D♭⊕D′′/D′ since the right-hand side is annihilated by Jn−1 but the left-hand side is not.

Remark 4.14. By Example 4.13 and Remark 4.10 it follows that Theorem 4.12 is a strict generalisation of

[8, Lemma 4.6] in both statement and proof.

5. Covering and Linear compactness

Setup 5.1. In §5 we continue, as we have throughout the article so far, to assume R is a commutative ring.

Notation 5.2. Let f : L→M be an R-linear map, m ∈M and S ⊆ L and T ⊆M be subsets. Now set

f(S) := {f(ℓ) | ℓ ∈ S}, f−1(T ) := {ℓ ∈ L | f(ℓ) ∈ T }, f−1(m) := f−1({m}).

If S (respectively, T ) is a submodule then so is f(S) (respectively, f−1(T )). Note ker(f) = f−1(0).

Definition 5.3. In what follows we write A∞ for the infinte Dynkin diagram depicted as follows

0 1 2 · · · n− 1 n n+ 1 · · ·

An A∞-R-representation is a functor (M(i); δi;µi) from a quiver with graph A∞ to R-Mod, so a diagram

M(0) M(1) M(2) · · · M(n− 1) M(n) · · ·
µ0 µ1 µn

in R-Mod, where: each M(i) is an R-module; each edge is orientated by a choice of δi = ± with + or −

corresponding to left or right respectively; and each µi is an R-module homomorphism of the form

M(i− 1) M(i)
µi

when δi = +, M(i− 1) M(i)
µi

when δi = −.
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Notation 5.4. Given an A∞-R-representation (M(i); δi;µi), for each i ∈ N with δi = ± we define C±i to

be the graph of µi. So, depending on δi, by definition we have

Ci = {(m,µi(m)) | m ∈M(i)} when δi = +, Ci = {(µi(m′),m′) | m′ ∈M(i− 1)} when δi = −.

Finally, for each n ≥ 0 we let C≤n := C1 . . . Cn, defined by composing relations; see Notation 3.5.

In Example 5.5 we unpack Definition 5.3 with an alternating orientation to decode the notation.

Example 5.5. Let δi = (−1)i+1 for each i ∈ N. That is, consider an A∞-R-representation of the form

M(0) M(1) M(2) M(3) M(4) M(5) M(6) · · ·
µ0 µ1 µ2 µ3 µ4 µ5 µ6

Combining with Notation 3.3 we have, for example, for any subset S ⊆M(5), that

C≤5S = C1C2C3C4C5S =

{
m ∈M(0)

∣∣∣∣∣
there exists m′ ∈M(2),m′′ ∈M(4) such that

µ0(m) = µ1(m
′), µ2(m

′) = µ3(m
′′), µ4(m

′′) ∈ S

}

Proposition 5.6. Let δi = ± for each i ∈ N, S be an index set, (M s(i); δi;µ
s
i ) be an A∞-R-representation

with associated relations Csi for each s ∈ S, and n ∈ N. The following statements hold.

(1) The product and coproduct give A∞-R-representations (MΠ(i); δi;µ
Π
i ), (M

⊕(i); δi;µ
⊕
i ) respectively.

(2) For the relations CΠ
i associated to (MΠ(i); δi;µ

Π
i ) we have CΠ

≤nM
Π(n) =

∏
s∈S C

s
≤nM

s(n).

(3) For the relations C⊕i associated to (M⊕(i); δi;µ
⊕
i ) we have C⊕≤nM

⊕(n) =
⊕

s∈S C
s
≤nM

s(n).

Proof. (1) Let MΠ(i) =
∏
s∈SM

s(i), M⊕(i) =
⊕

s∈SM
s(i), µΠ

i ((m
s)) = (µsi (m

s)) and µ⊕i ((ℓ
s)) = (µsi (ℓ

s))

for each i ∈ N and ℓs,ms ∈M s(i) where ℓs = 0 for all but finitely many s.

(2) Let (ms
0) ∈ CΠ

≤nM
Π(n), meaning there are elements (ms

i ) ∈ MΠ(i) such that (ms
i−1) ∈ CΠ

i (m
s
i ) for

each 1 ≤ i ≤ n. For each i and s write πsi : M
Π(i) →M s(i) for the canonical projection. If δi = + we have

ms
i−1 = πsi ((m

s
i−1)) = πsi (µ

Π
i ((m

s))) = πsi ((µ
s
i (m

s)) = µsi (m
s
i ),

and, similarly, if δi = − then ms
i = µsi−1(m

s
i−1) for any s and i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Thus ms

0 ∈ Cs≤nM
s(n).

Conversely, if ms
0 ∈ Cs≤nM

s(n) for each s one can use a similar argument to prove (ms
0) ∈ CΠ

≤nM
Π(n).

(3) The argument in (2) holds when, for each i, we have ms
i = 0 for all but finitely many s. �

Setup 5.7. For what remains in §5 we will assume R as an N-filtered ring, and write {Rn | n ≥ 0} for the

corresponding filtration of ideals. We will considered filtered R-modules M , equipped with a filtration of

submodules denoted {Mn | n ≥ 0} with respect to {Rn | n ≥ 0}.

We will follow the article of Zelinsky [28].

Definition 5.8. [28, §1, p. 80, Definition] By a linear variety in a filtered module M we mean a coset of a

submodule, that is, a subset of the form m+N where N is a submodule of M .

A collection {ma +Na | a ∈ A} of linear varieties is said to have the finite intersection property provided⋂
b∈Bmb +Nb for any finite subset B of the indexing set A. We then say that M is linearly compact if any

collection of closed linear varieties with the finite intersection property has a non-empty intersection.

We will be interested in linear compact modules, and hence closed linear varieties.

Remark 5.9. Recall that if L andN are submodules ofM and ifm′,m′′ ∈M then either (m′+N)∩(m′′+L) =

∅, or this intersection contains an elementm in which case (m′+N)∩(m′′+L) = m+N ∩L. In a topological

space the finite intersection of closed subsets is closed. Thus, the intersection of finitely many closed linear

varieties is closed, and this intersection is a linear variety in case it is non-empty.
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Following results from [28] we begin with some remarks on linear varieties and linearly compact modules.

Recall from Remark 2.26(3) that submodules and quotients of filtered modules have induced filtrations.

Lemma 5.10. The following statements hold a continuous R-linear map f : L→M of filtered modules.

(1) Let m ∈M . If
⋂
n≥0Mn = 0 then f−1(m) is closed. If f−1(m) 6= ∅ then f−1(m) is a linear variety.

(2) If L and M are linearly compact then f(N) is closed in M for any closed submodule N of L.

Proof. (1) By Remark 2.26(2) the topology on M is Hausdorff, and so singletons are closed. Hence, by

assuming f is continuous, the preimage f−1(m) of the closed set {m} is closed. Now suppose f−1(m) 6= ∅

and so there is some ℓ ∈ f−1(m) meaning that ℓ ∈ L and f(ℓ) = m. Let K = f−1(0), the kernel of f , which

is a submodule of L. We claim f−1(m) = ℓ +K. Clearly f−1(m) ⊇ ℓ +K. Now for any ℓ′ ∈ f−1(m) we

have ℓ′ = ℓ+ ℓ′ − ℓ where ℓ′ − ℓ ∈ K f(ℓ′) = m = f(ℓ), giving the reverse inclusion.

(2) By [28, Proposition 3] we have that N is linearly compact, since it is closed inside the linearly compact

module L. By [28, Proposition 2] this means the image f(N) of N under f is again linearly compact. Recall

from Remark 2.26(1) that the submodulesMn define a fundamental system of neighbourhoods of 0 ∈M . By

[28, Proposition 7] we have that f(N) is closed inside M since it is a linearly compact submodule of M . �

Remark 5.11. We note how the conclusion of Lemma 5.10 holds if one swaps the graph of f with the inverse

relation. Let f : L→M be a continuous R-module homomorphism. For any ℓ ∈ L we have {f(ℓ)} = f(ℓ)+0.

Clearly this singleton is a non-empty linear variety, which closed in M if
⋂
n≥0Mn = 0, since then M is

Hausdorff by Remark 2.26(2). Also, if N is a closed submodule of M then the preimage f−1(N) is a

submodule since f is R-linear, and closed since f is continuous.

Definition 5.12. We say that an A∞-R-representation (M(i); δi;µi) is compact -continuous-Hausdorff if

each M(i) is filtered and linearly compact,
⋂
n≥0Mn(i) = 0 and each µi is continuous.

Lemma 5.13. Let (M(i); δi;µi) be a compact-continuous-Hausdorff A∞-R-representation and let i ∈ N.

(1) If m ∈M(i+ 1) then Cim is closed in M(i) and Cim is a linear variety if it is non-empty.

(2) If N is a closed submodule of M(i+ 1) then CiN is a closed submodule of M(i).

Proof. Combine Lemma 5.10, Remark 5.11 and Definition 5.3. �

In Lemma 5.14 we observe an infinite version of the phenomena discussed in Example 5.5.

Lemma 5.14. Let (M(i); δi;µi) be a compact-continuous-Hausdorff A∞-R-representation. Then

⋂
n≥0 C≤nM(n) =

{
m ∈M(0)

∣∣∣∣∣
there exists (mi) ∈

∏
i≥0M(i) such that

m = m0 and (mi,mi−1) ∈ Ci for i > 0

}
.

Proof. Given m in the righthand-side with (mi) ∈
∏
i≥0M(i) such that mi−1 ∈ Cimi for each i, for each

n ∈ N we have the following string of containments proving m lies in the lefthand-side

m = m0 ∈ C1m1 ⊆ C1C2m2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ C1 . . . Cn−1mn−1 ⊆ C1 . . . Cnmn ⊆ C1 . . . CnM(n) = C≤nM(n)

It remains to show the lefthand-side is contained in the righthand-side of the required equality. Let

L(j, n) := Cj+1 . . . CnM(n) (n > j), N(j) := C−1j mj−1 ∩
⋂
n>j L(j, n) (j > 0).

Let N(0) :=
⋂
n>0 L(0, n) and note that L(0, n) = C≤nM(n). For any j ∈ N note that L(j, n) and N(j)

are subsets of M(j) and that L(j, n) is an R-submodule. Starting from setting m0 := m ∈ N(0), we

shall construct (mi) ∈
∏
i≥0N(i) iteratively. So let j > 0 and assume mi ∈ N(i) has been defined for

i = 0, . . . , j − 1. We require mj ∈ N(j). It remains to prove that N(j) 6= ∅.
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By Lemma 5.13 we have that N(j) is an intersection of closed linear varieties. Since M(j) is linearly

compact, it suffices to prove that these linear varieties have the finite intersection property. Let S be a finite

non-empty subset of integers n > j and let d := maxS. The intersection of the linear varieties L(j − 1, n)

with n ∈ S is
⋂
n∈S L(j − 1, n) = L(j − 1, d) ∋ 0, and so it suffices to prove that C−1j mj−1 ∩ L(j, d) 6= ∅.

Indeed, mj−1 ∈ CjL(j, d) and so there is some m′ ∈ L(j, d) such that mj−1 ∈ Cjm
′ as required. �

Theorem 5.15. Let R be a J-adically complete noetherian semilocal2 ring. Let (M(i); δi;µi) be an A∞-R-

representation where each M(i) is a finitely generated R-module. Then we have

⋂
n≥0 C≤nM(n) = {m0 ∈M(0) | ∃(mi) ∈

∏
i∈NM(i) : (mi,mi+1) ∈ Ci for each i}.

Proof. We begin by noting some standard examples of linearly compact modules.

(1) By [28, Proposition 5], if M is a filtered module with the descending chain condition on closed

submodules, then M is linearly compact. Hence artinian modules are linearly compact.

(2) The inverse limit M ′ of a directed system fij : Mi → Mj of filtered modules Mi is again filtered;

see for example [23, §8.2.2]. Furthermore, the each Mi is linearly compact then M ′ is also linearly

compact; see for example [28, Proposition 4]. For example, as noted in [28, Proposition 1], any

product of linearly compact modules is again linearly compact.

(3) Since R is noetherian and semilocal we have that R/Jn has finite-length for each n > 0; see for

example [23, Exercise 7.16]. Since R is J-adically complete, as an R-module it is linearly compact by

(1) and (2), and any finitely generated R-module is linearly compact by (2) and [28, Proposition 2].

In any adic topology, every module homomorphism is continuous; see for example [23, Lemma 8.2.1(7)].

Hence in this setting, by (3), for an A∞-R-representation (M(i); δi;µi) to be compact-continuous-Hausdorff

it is sufficient that eachM(i) is a finitely generated R-module. Thus the claim follows from Lemma 5.14. �
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