arXiv:2306.12527v1 [math.AT] 21 Jun 2023

THE STABLE PICARD GROUP OF FINITE ADAMS HOPF ALGEBROIDS WITH AN APPLICATION TO THE R-MOTIVIC STEENROD SUBALGEBRA A(1)^R

XU GAO AND ANG LI

Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the rigidity of the stable comodule category of a specific class of Hopf algebroids known as finite Adams, shedding light on its Picard group. Then we establish a reduction process through base changes, enabling us to effectively compute the Picard group of the R-motivic mod 2 Steenrod subalgebra A(1)^R. Our computation shows that Pic(A(1)^R) is isomorphic to Z^4, where two ranks come from the motivic grading, one from the algebraic loop functor, and the last is generated by the R-motivic joker J.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Stable module theory of finite Adams Hopf algebroids 3 3. The R-motivic scenario 11 4. The Picard group of A(1)^R 16 5. Generalization and other application 17 References 18

1. Introduction

1.1. The Picard group of a Hopf algebra. Given a monoidal category C, its Picard group is defined as the set of invertible isomorphism classes in C, equipped with the multiplication induced by the tensor product.

A notable example is the (stable) Picard group Pic(A) of a finite-dimensional cocommutative Hopf algebra A over a field k. That is defined as the Picard group of the stable module category stab(A). In stab(A), objects are finitely generated left A-modules, and morphisms are A-module homomorphisms modulo those factoring through projective A-modules. The symmetric monoidal structure is given by the smash product. For an A-module M, its k-dual M^∨ := Hom_k(M, k) naturally becomes a comodule over the dual coalgebra A^∨ of A. Furthermore, the Hopf algebra structure of A ensures that any A^∨-comodule is equipped with an A-module structure. Consequently, dualization provides us a contravariant auto-equivalence on mod(A), which passes to the stable module category

D : stab(A)^{op} −→ stab(A).

Therefore, stab(A) is a rigid category allowing us to determine whether an object in stab(A) is invertible by checking if it is endo-trivial. Some elements of Pic(A) are readily identified: such as the possible grading shiftings of the tensor 1

unit. Additionally, the category stab(A) is triangulated, and the algebraic loop functor also contributes to Pic(A). However, these elements may not account for the entire Picard group. The cokernel of the inclusion is thus the interesting part of investigating.

1.2. The Picard group of A(1). The mod 2 Steenrod algebra A is a Hopf algebra over F_2 , generated by the Steenrod squares Sq^{2i} (i ⩾ 0), where Sq^n represents the cohomology operation of degree n. The whole algebra A is not finite-dimensional, while the subalgebra A(n) generated by Sq^1, Sq^2, · · · , Sq^{2n} is finite. One can read more in [8, Part II].

The Picard group of A(1) was computed by Adams and Priddy[1], where the interesting cokernel is an order 2 torsion generated by an A(1)-module called the joker (see Fig. 1). The Joker is the cyclic A(1)-module A(1)/ Sq^3 A(1) which plays a special role in the study of A(1)-modules. For a recent result which highlights the special significance of the Joker see [3].

Figure 1. The A(1)-module Joker is illustrated as above. Each • represents an F_2 -generator. The black and blue lines represent the action of Sq^1 and Sq^2, reading from bottom to top, respectively.

Voevodsky constructed the motivic analogue of the Steenrod (sub)algebra[11]. Gheoghe, Isaksen, and Ricka [5] thus computed the Picard group of the complex motivic Steenrod subalgebra A(1)^C . Likewise, the interesting cokernel is still generated by the C -motivic joker, although it is no longer torsion.

1.3. The R-motivic situation. In both classical and C -motivic cases, the Steenrod subalgebra being considered is a Hopf algebra. One major difference is, the C -motivic Steenrod subalgebra A(1)^C is free of finite rank over M^C_2 , the coefficient ring of the C -motivic cohomology theory (cf. Section 3), rather than over F_2 . Unlike its C -motivic counterpart, the R-motivic Steenrod subalgebra A(1)^R is not a Hopf algebra. However, it remains free of finite rank over the coefficient ring M^R_2 . Its M^R_2 -dual, turns out to be a Hopf algebroid with base M^R_2 in the sense of [10, A1] and [6].

Over a Hopf algebroid, the dualization functor is not an endo functor on stab(A). However, many results concerning finite-dimensional cocommutative Hopf algebras can be extended to the Hopf algebroid setting. In this paper, we investigate the notions of the stable (co)module category and the Picard group and constructed a functor behaves analogously as the dualization functor. Even better, since M^R_2 is a polynomial ring, the stable module category of A(1)^R comes from a Frobenius exact category (cf. Corollary 2.23) and is thus rigid. Then, following standard arguments on a rigid symmetric monoidal category, we are able to determine the part of the Picard group coming from grading shifting of the unit and the algebraic loop functor.

The computation of the rest part can be achieved through a reduction technique utilizing a base change functor from M^R_2 to F_2 . This allows us to return to the more familiar realm of finite-dimensional cocommutative Hopf algebras over F_2 . The key observation is that the base change functor between the relevant exact categories behaves very well, enabling us to pull back information regarding the Picard group.

For A(1)^R, its base change to F_2 is isomorphic to the group algebra F_2 [D_8] of the dihedral group D_8 of order 8, which is well-understood. Our computation shows that the Picard group of A(1)^R is isomorphic to that of A(1)^C and of F_2 [D_8].

However, the assumption that the base ring of the Hopf algebroid is a polynomial ring needs not to be satisfied. One notable example is the C_2-equivariant cohomology over a point. Consequently, the results presented in this paper may not be directly applicable to its C_2-equivariant counterpart.

1.4. Organization. In Section 2, we delve into the stable module category of the dual algebra of a Hopf algebroid. We reveal it as the quotient of a Frobenius exact category and then deduce the ordinary part of the Picard group. Next, in Section 3, we introduce the R-motivic setting and construct a base change functor to the classical setting. We establish a comparsion injection between the Picard groups and employ the Margolis homology as a tool for assessing invertibility. Subsequently, in Section 4, we address the results in previous sections and conduct a comprehensive computation of the Picard group of A(1)^R. Finally, in Section 5.1, we outline the potential generalizations and applications stemming from the present results.

2. Stable module theory of finite Adams Hopf algebroids

Let’s set up some categories we will be working with:

• (K , ⊗, 1): a locally noetherian symmetric monoidal abelian category. That is a symmetric monoidal abelian category satisfying the AB5 axiom, the tensor functor ⊗ commutes with colimits, and K has a generating set of noetherian objects, namely objects satisfying the ascending chain condition.

Example 2.1. The category of modules over a noetherian ring k provides a locally noetherian symmetric monoidal abelian category. Its noetherian objects are the finitely generated k-modules.

Remark. We will use the notion of generalized elements of objects X of K . That are sections of the presheaf Hom(−, X). Then the Yoneda Lemma tells us that an object is determined by its generalized elements.

• Alg_K : the category of monoids in K . Its objects are called K -algebras. Its morphisms are called K -algebraic maps.

• Com_K : the full subcategory of Alg_K consisting of commutative K -algebras. • Mod(R): the symmetric monoidal abelian category of left R-modules for a commutative K -algebra R. Its tensor product structure is denoted by − ⊗_R−. Note that Mod(R) is a closed category due to the commutativity of R. We will use M^∨ to denote the weak dual Hom_R(M, R) of an object M in Mod(R). The natural pairing of M^∨ and M is denoted by ⟨− | −⟩.

Remark. We still need to consider two different R-module structures on the same underlying object M. To distinguish them, we refer to them as the left R-module structure (abbreviated as l) and the right R-module structure (abbreviated as r), even though both (M, l) and (M, r) are treated as objects in Mod(R). We will use M ⊗_{r,l}N to denote the tensor product of the R-modules (M, r) and (N, l). The additional R-module structure r on M gives the weak dual M^∨ of (M, l) an extra right R-module structure^1 given by the formula ⟨− · r | −⟩ := ⟨− | − · r⟩.

• mod(R): the full subcategory of Mod(R) consisting of noetherian R-modules. The Hilbert’s Basis Theorem [13] tells us that any finitely generated K -algebra R is noetherian in the sense that Mod(R) is a locally noetherian symmetric monoidal abelian category. If this is the case, then mod(R) consists of finitely generated Rmodules (namely quotients of the free R-modules over noetherian objects in K ). In what follows, we keep this assumption.

2.1. Hopf algebroid and its comodules. Following [10, A1] and [6], we give the following definition.

Definition 2.2. A Hopf algebroid is a cogroupoid object in the category Com_K .

Spelling out the above definition, a Hopf algebroid consists of a pair (H, R) of commutative K -algebras and the following K -algebraic maps

H^Δ−→ H ⊗_{r,l}H comultiplication inducing the composition

H^c−→ H conjugation inducing the inverse

H^ϵ−→ R augmentation inducing the identity

R^η−→ H right unit inducing the target

R^ι−→ H left unit inducing the source

satisfying certain axioms.

Remark. The K -algebra R is called the base of this Hopf algebroid. When the base is implicated, we may simply say that H is a Hopf algebroid. The K -algebraic maps ι and η provide the K -algebra H two distinct R-module structures. We will refer to the one induced by ι as the left R-module structure, and the one induced by η as the right R-module structure. Then the K -algebraic maps Δ and ϵ are R-linear for both R-module structures, and c is an anti-isomorphism between the left and right R-module structures. We will employ the Sweedler’s notation, denoting the comultiplication simply as Δ(x) = x_{(1)} ⊗x_{(2)}.

Definition 2.3. A (left) H-comodule is a left R-module M with an R-linear map ψ_M : M −→ H ⊗_RM satisfying the axioms of counts and coassociativity.

Remark. We will employ the Sweedler’s notation, denoting the coaction simply as ψ_M (m) = m_{[−1]} ⊗m_{[0]}. Please note that:

(1) m_{[−1]} presents the H-parts of ψ_M (m); and (2) m_{[0]} presents the M-parts of ψ_M (m).

1Which is exactly the left R-module structure on M ∨ when M is viewed as an (R, R)-bimodule.

Definition 2.4. Given two H-comodules M, N, their tensor product is the left R-module M ⊗_RN with the coaction

ψ_{M ⊗RN} (m ⊗n) = m_{[−1]}n_{[−1]} ⊗m_{[0]} ⊗n_{[0]}.

We will use comod(H) to denote the category of finitely generated H-comodules and comod^p(H) its full subcategory consisting of H-comodules whose underlying R-modules are finitely generated and projective.

Proposition 2.5. The category comod(H) is a symmetric monoidal category.

Proof. The tensor product is given as above. The unit of this monoidal structure is R, with the H-comodule structure given by ι. □

Proposition 2.6. If H is flat over R, then the R-linear category comod(H) is an abelian category and comod^p(H) is an exact full subcategory of it.

Proof. By [10, Theorem A1.1.3], comod(H) is an abelian category and the forgetful functor from comod(H) to mod(R) is exact. Then the second statement follows from standard results on mod(R). □

Definition 2.7. The stable comodule category of H is the category stab(H) whose objects are the same as in comod^p(H) and whose morphisms are given by

Hom_{stab(H)}(M, N) := Hom_H (M, N)/ ∼,

where two morphisms are equivalent if their difference factors through a projective H-comodule.

Remark. Let’s justify why we consider comod^p(H) instead of comod(H). In fact, the monoidal category comod(H) is closed [6, Theorem 1.3.1]. Thus, we are able to talk about dualizable objects. It turns out that an H-comodule is dualizable if and only if it is finitely generated and projective as an R-module [6, Proposition 1.3.4]. However, in this paper, we would rather to take a more roundabout, yet explicit, approach to involve modules over the dual algebra H^∨, seeing 2.6.

2.2. The dual of a Hopf algebroid. Following [6, Definition 1.4.3], we say a Hopf algebroid (H, R) is finite Adams if H is finitely generated and projective as a left R-module. We will keep this assumption in what follows. Then the R-coalgebra structure (Δ, ϵ) on H induces an R-algebra structure (μ, ϵ^∨) on H^∨, where the multiplication μ: H^∨ ⊗_RH^∨ → H^∨ is given by the formula f ⊗g −→ ⟨ f | −_{(1)} · η⟨g | −_{(2)}⟩ ⟩ . We will use mod(H^∨) to denote the abelian category of finitely generated (left) H^∨-modules and mod^p(H^∨) its full exact subcategory consisting of H^∨-modules whose underlying R-modules are finitely generated and projective.

Example 2.8. A commutative Hopf algebra H over a K -algebra R gives a Hopf algebroid (H, R) with identical left and right units. Note that if H is finitely generated and projective as a left R-module, then H^∨ is a cocommutative Hopf algebra over R.

Example 2.9. In our application, the Hopf algebroid (H, M^R_2 ) will be given by the M^R_2 -dual of the R-motivic Steenrod subalgebra A(n)^R.

Definition 2.10. The stable module category of H^∨ is the category stab(H^∨) whose objects are the same as in mod^p(H^∨) and whose morphisms are given by Hom_{stab(H}∨_)(M, N) := Hom_H∨ (M, N)/ ∼, where two morphisms are equivalent if their difference factors through a projective H^∨-module.

2.3. Comodule-module equivalence. The categories we have introduced so far are related by the following proposition:

Proposition 2.11. The two R-linear abelian categories comod(H) and mod(H^∨) over the base category mod(R) are isomorphic.comod(H) mod(H^∨)

mod(R)

forgetful forgetful

Proof. First note that

(1) There is an R-bilinear evaluation map H^∨ ⊗_RH → R given by ⟨− | c(−)⟩. (2) Since H is finitely generated and projective as an R-module, we also have a unit R → H ⊗_RH^∨. We will employ the Sweedler’s notation, denoting the image of 1 ∈ R simply as 1_{(−)} ⊗1_{(+)}.

Then the isomorphism is given as follows.

(1) Any H-comodule M is equipped with an H^∨-module structure H^∨ ⊗_RM −→ M : f ⊗m −→ ⟨ f | c(m_{[−1]}) ⟩ ⊗m_{[0]}.

We will denote this H^∨-module by c(M).

(2) Conversely, any H^∨-module M admits an H-comodule structure M −→ H ⊗_RM : m −→ 1_{(−)} ⊗1_{(+)}.m We will denote this H-comodule by c(M).

(3) Then it is straightforward to verify that c ∘ c = id. □

We are thus able to further define a symmetric monoidal structure on mod(H^∨) by transplanting the one on comod(H).

Remark. The provided isomorphism c also identifies the full exact subcategories comod^p(H) and mod^p(H^∨). Consequently, it induces an equivalence between stab(H) and stab(H^∨). We will mainly focus on the latter.

Proposition 2.12. The category stab(H^∨) is a symmetric monoidal category.

Proof. This follows from the standard arguments on stable module category using the fact that the tensor product preserves the projectives. □

2.4. Projective and injective objects. The following lemmas tell us what are the projective/injective objects in the exact category we are interested in.

Lemma 2.13. If M is a finitely generated projective H^∨-module, then it is a finitely generated projective R-module.

Proof. A finitely generated projective H^∨-module M is a summand of a finitely generated free H^∨-module, which is finitely generated and projective over R since H^∨ itself is so. Therefore, M is a finitely generated projective R-module. □

In particular, all finitely generated projective H^∨-modules are contained in the subcategory mod^p(H^∨) and coincide with its projective objects. Similar statement for injective objects fails. However, we have

Lemma 2.14. If M is an injective object in comod^p(H), then it is an injective H-comodule.

Proof. An H-comodule M is injective if and only if the functor Hom_H (−, M) is exact on the abelian category of H-comodules. But [6, Proposition 1.4.4] tells us that comod^p(H) generates this category. Hence, it suffices to verify if Hom_H (−, M) is exact on the exact category comod^p(H), which is precisely the definition of injective objects in comod^p(H). □

2.5. (Stable) Picard group. The Picard group of a symmetric monoidal category is the group of invertible isomorphism classes.

Definition 2.15. The (stable) Picard group of H (or of H^∨) is the Picard group of the symmetric monoidal category stab(H^∨). We will use Pic(H) or Pic(H^∨) to denote this group.

Two H^∨-modules M, N are stably equivalent if M ⊕ P ∼= N ⊕ Q for some projectives P and Q. If M ⊗_RN is stably equivalent to R, then we say M and N are stably invertible. Clearly, two objects in mod^p(H^∨) are stably equivalent if and only if they are isomorphic in stab(H^∨). In particular, an object M in stab(H^∨) is invertible if and only if it is stably invertible.

Remark. In the Definition 2.15, we specifically define the Picard group using objects in mod^p(H^∨). To justify this choice, let’s consider H^∨-modules M and N such that M ⊗_RN is stably equivalent to R. In this case, M ⊗_RN becomes a nonzero finitely generated projective H^∨-module, and hence, by Lemma 2.13, a nonzero finitely generated projective R-module. Then the factors M and N have to be nonzero finitely generated projective R-modules.

The rest of this section devotes to give the ordinary part of the Picard group from a study of the category stab(H^∨).

2.6. Dual (co)modules. Let’s first show that

Proposition 2.16. The symmetric monoidal category mod^p(H^∨) is left rigid: any object in it admits a left dual.

For an H-comodule M, its R-dual M^∨ naturally carries an H^∨-module structure: H^∨ ⊗_RM^∨ −→ M^∨ : f ⊗g −→ ⟨ f | | −_{[−1]} · η⟨g | −_{[0]}⟩⟩. Conversely, let (M, ρ_M ) be an H^∨-module. Then the canonical map H ⊗_RM^∨ −→ (H^∨ ⊗_RM)^∨ : x ⊗g −→ ⟨− | x · η⟨g | −⟩⟩ is an isomorphism if and only if M is finitely generated and projective as an R-module. If this is the case, the dual M^∨ carries an H-comodule structure ψ_M ∨ : M^∨ → H ⊗_RM^∨ given by composing ρ^∨_M with the inverse of the above map. One can then verify that the above constructions form a monoidal anti-equivalence between the exact categories comod^p(H) and mod^p(H^∨).

Definition 2.17. Let D denote the R-linear functor D : mod^p(H^∨)^{op} −→ mod^p(H^∨) obtained as the composition of ( · )^∨ and c.

Proof of Proposition 2.16. Recall that for a finitely generated projective R-module M, its left dual is given by the weak dual M^∨. Then the discussion in 2.3 and the above show that any object M in mod^p(H^∨) admits a left dual given by DM. □ 2.7. Extended (co)modules. To induce a functor on stab(H^∨) from D, we need the following notions.

Definition 2.18. Given an R-module M, the tensor product H^∨ ⊗_RM (resp. H ⊗_RM) naturally carries an H^∨-module (resp. H-comodule) structure using the (co)multiplication of H^∨ (resp. H). This (co)module is called the extended (co)module on M.

If M is already an H^∨-module (resp. H-comodule), then we have a priori two H^∨-module (resp. H-comodule) structures on H^∨ ⊗_RM (resp. H ⊗_RM): one from the monoidal structure of mod(H^∨) (resp. comod(H)), and another from the extended (co)module construction. It turns out that Lemma 2.19. The two (co)module structures on H^∨ ⊗_RM (resp. H ⊗_RM) are isomorphic.

Proof. It is sufficient to prove this for H-comodules. Which follows by considering the bijections x ⊗m −→ x_{(1)}m_{[−1]} ⊗ϵ(x_{(2)}).m_{[0]}, x ⊗m −→ x · c(m_{[−1]}) ⊗m_{[0]} as in [6, Lemma 1.1.5]. □ Corollary 2.20. If F is a free R-module of finite rank, then the tensor product H^∨ ⊗_RF (resp. H ⊗_RF ) is a (co)free H^∨-module (resp. H-comodule). Proof. It is clear that the extended (co)module H^∨ ⊗_RF (resp. H ⊗_RF ) is (co)free. Then the statement follows. □ 2.8. Rigidity of stab(H^∨). We are now able to prove the following: Theorem 2.21. Suppose H is free over R. Then DH^∨ is a projective H^∨-module. Proof. Since c: H → H is an anti-isomorphism between the left and right R-module structures on H, the assumption that (H, ι) is a free left R-module implies that (DH^∨, r) = (H, η) is a free right R-module. Following [8, Theorem 12.2.9], let {x_i} be an R-basis of this right R-module containing 1. Then we have a retraction: H^∨ −→ DH^∨ ⊗_RH^∨ −↠ H^∨ given by 1 → 1 ⊗1 and 1 ⊗1 → 1 (the image of other x_i ⊗1 doesn’t matter). Applying the functor D to it, we obtain a retraction DH^∨ −→ H^∨ ⊗_RDH^∨ −↠ DH^∨, where H^∨ ⊗_RDH^∨ is a free H^∨-module by Corollary 2.20. Therefore, DH^∨ is a projective H^∨-module. □

In what follows, H is assumed to be free as an R-module. In our application, the ground ring R is a polynomial ring. Then the Quillen-Suslin Theorem [7, XXI, Theorem 3.7] tells us that all projective R-modules are free over R. Hence, all finite Adams Hopf algebroids (H, R) with R a polynomial ring satisfy the assumption. Moreover, the conclusion of Lemma 2.13 is then improved to “free over R”.

Corollary 2.22. The R-linear functor D : mod^p(H^∨)^{op} → mod^p(H^∨) induces a functor D : stab(H^∨)^{op} −→ stab(H^∨).

Proof. We need to show D maps projectives to projectives. Since D commutes with direct sums, the statement follows from Theorem 2.21. □

Corollary 2.23. The exact category mod^p(H^∨) is a Frobenius category. That is to say, it has enough projectives and injectives, and they coincide.

Proof. Any object M in mod^p(H^∨) admits a projective covering H^∨ ⊗_RM → M from the extended module. This shows that mod^p(H^∨) has enough projectives. The dualization D maps any projective covering to an injective hull. This shows that mod^p(H^∨) has enough injectives. Finally, Theorem 2.21 tells us that D maps projectives to projectives. Therefore, projectives and injectives in mod^p(H^∨) coincide. □

Corollary 2.24. The symmetric monoidal category stab(H^∨) is left rigid.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 2.16 and Corollary 2.22. □

The following lemma gives us a criterion of stable invertibility.

Lemma 2.25. Let M be an object in mod^p(H^∨). The evaluation morphism DM ⊗_RM^{eval}−−−→ R is a stable equivalence if and only if M is invertible in stab(H^∨). In particular, the inverse of [M] in Pic(H^∨) is given by its dual [DM].

Proof. This is a standard result in a rigid monoidal category. □

Remark. Since DM ⊗_RM ∼= End_R(M), objects verifying Lemma 2.25 are said to be endo-trivial.

2.9. Algebraic loop functor. The category stab(H^∨) has the following extra structure.

Definition 2.26. Let Ω be the endo-functor of stab(H^∨) given by ΩM = ker(P M −→ M), where P M → M is any projective cover of M. For k > 0, define Ω^kM inductively to be Ω(Ω^{k−1}M); for k < 0, define Ω^kM to be DΩ^{−k}DM.

Remark. Note that ΩM is a finitely generated projective R-module since it is a submodule of P , which is a finitely generated and projective over R by Lemma 2.13.

An immediate application of the following Schanuel’s lemma shows that, up to stable equivalence, ΩM is independent of the choice of P .

Lemma 2.27 (Schanuel’s lemma [7, XXI, Lemma 2.4]). Suppose we are given the solid arrows in the following diagram, where the horizontal lines are exact sequences and P, P^′ are projectives. 0 K P M 0

0 K^′ P^′ M 0

Then the commutative diagram is completed by the dotted arrows making the left square a Cartesian square. In particularly, K ⊕ P^′ ∼= K^′ ⊕ P .

Definition 2.28. The tensor unit R of mod(H^∨) admits a projective covering ι^∨ : H^∨ → R given by its module structure. Its kernel is called the augmentation ideal I of H^∨. Dually, the cokernel of η : R → DH^∨ is denoted by I^{−1}.

Lemma 2.29. The augmentation ideal I is stably invertible.

Proof. In fact, I^{−1} = DI is its inverse. To see this, we can tensor the short exact sequence 0 → I → H^∨ → R → 0 with I^{−1} and get

0 −→ I ⊗_RI^{−1} −→ H^∨ ⊗_RI^{−1} → I^{−1} −→ 0.

Note that the middle term is projective: indeed, since I^{−1} is finitely generated and projective as an R-module, applying Corollary 2.20 to a finite free R-module containing I^{−1} as its summand, we see that H^∨ ⊗_RI^{−1} is projective. Comparing the above sequence with 0 → R → DH^∨ → I^{−1} → 0, Lemma 2.27 tells us that I ⊗_RI^{−1} is stably equivalent to R. □

Corollary 2.30. If M is stably invertible, then so is ΩM.

Proof. It suffices to show that ΩM is stably equivalent to I ⊗_RM, which follows from the uniqueness of ΩM. □

Theorem 2.31. Suppose our working category K is graded by an abelian group Γ. Then we have an injection Γ × Z −→ Pic(H^∨), where the first component comes from the grading and the second component comes from I.

Proof. Let Σ^γ be the grading shifting functor corresponding to γ ∈ Γ. Then Σ^γ R is stably invertible with inverse Σ^{−γ} R. This explains the first component. The second component follows from Lemma 2.29. □

Definition 2.32. We call the image of the injection in Theorem 2.31 the ordinary part of the Picard group Pic(H^∨) since it is always contained in the Picard group.

2.10. Triangulated structure. With above results, we can verify that stab(H^∨) is a tensor triangulated category whose suspension is given by the functor Ω^{−1} and whose distinguish triangles M_1 → M_2 → M_3 → Ω^{−1}M_1 are given by the short exact sequences 0 → M_1 → M_2 → M_3 → 0 of H^∨-modules.

We finish this section with a discussion on the Ext groups.

Lemma 2.33. For any objects M, N in mod^p(H^∨) and k ⩾ 0, we have

Hom_{stab(H}∨_) ( Ω^kM, N ) ∼ = Ext^k_H∨ (M, N).

Proof. Note that Ext^∗_H∨ (−, N) is the right derived functor of the left exact functor Hom_H∨ (−, N) on mod(H^∨) and is hence computed by projective resolutions. But by lemma 2.13, all projectives in mod(H^∨) are in mod^p(H^∨). In particular, any object M in mod^p(H^∨) admits a projective resolution · · · −→ P Ω^kM −→ · · · −→ P ΩM −→ P M −→ M. From which the statement follows as in [8, Proposition 14.1.8]. □

3. The R-motivic scenario

The discussion in the previous section can be applied to a general setting. Yet the goal of this paper is rather humble: to compute the (stable) Picard group of A(1)^R, which is the subalgebra of the mod 2 R-motivic Steenrod algebra A^R generated by Sq^1 and Sq^2.

3.1. R-motivic Steenrod algebra. Our working category K is the following one:

Vect(F_2 ): the category of bounded-below bigraded vector spaces over F_2 . Its objects are bigraded F_2 -vector spaces V^{•,•} = ⨁ s,w V^{s,w} with V^{s,w} vanishes for either s ≪ 0 or w ≪ 0. Its monoidal structure is given by the graded tensor product, and the symmetry is given by a ⊗b → (−1)^{|a||b|}b ⊗a. To keep notations concise, we will omit the sign (−1)^{|a||b|}.

Our base commutative K -algebra R^{•,•} is given by the R-motivic cohomology over a point, denoted by M^R_2 . Where the first grading is the classical internal degree and the second one is the motivic weight. It may be convenient to employ another working category Mod ( M^C_2 ) , where M^C_2 is the C -motivic cohomology over a point.

Then M^R_2 can also be viewed as an M^C_2 -algebra.

The explicit descriptions of M^R_2 and M^C_2 follow from Voevodsky’s proof of the Milnor conjecture in [12, Corollary 6.9(2) and Corollary 6.10]:

Theorem 3.1. As K -algebras, M^R_2 ∼= F_2 [τ, ρ], and M^C_2 ∼= F_2 [τ], where τ has degree (0, 1) and ρ has degree (1, 1).

Remark. It is worth noting that M^R_2 and M^C_2 are local ring objects in K , namely graded local rings. Indeed they are connected bigraded F_2 -algebras. Hence, they have only one maximal homogeneous ideal. As a consequence, any projectives in Mod ( M^R_2 ) (resp. Mod ( M^C_2 ) ) are automatically free.

According to a computation of Voevodsky in [11, §11 and 12], the R-motivic Steenrod algebra A^R can be regarded as an associative algebra over M^R_2 , generated by the Steenrod squares Sq^{2i} and Sq^{2i−1} in bidegrees (2i, i) and (2i − 1, i − 1), respectively, subject to the R-motivic Adem relations outlined in [11, Theorem 10.2]. The whole algebra A^R is not finitely generated as an M^R_2 -module, while the subalgebra A(1)^R has a basis with 8 generators (see Fig. 2).

Unlike the C -motivic Steenrod algebra A^C , the R-motivic Steenrod algebra A^R does not possess the structure of a Hopf algebra. However, its M^R_2 -dual, denoted as A^∨_R, carries a Hopf algebroid structure with M^R_2 as its base. The same happens to the subalgebra A(1)^R: its M^R_2 -dual, referred to as A(1)^∨_R, carries the structure of a finite Adams Hopf algebroid structure with M^R_2 as its base. Since M^R_2 is a polynomial ring, the stable module category stab ( A(1)^R ) is a rigid category as showed in Section 2. group. In particular, by Theorem 2.31, we have the following:

1Sq^1Sq2

Figure 2. We depict A(1)^R as its free module over 1: each • represents a M^R_2 -generator; the black and blue lines represent the action of Sq^1 and Sq^2, reading from bottom to top, respectively; and a line is dotted means that the action hits the τ-multiple of the given M^R_2 -generator.

Lemma 3.2. We have an injection of groups

Z^3 −→ Pic(A(1)^R),

mapping (s, w, k) ∈ Z^3 to the class [Σ^{s,w}Ω^kM^R_2 ], where Σ^{s,w} is the grading shifting functor of cohomological degree (s, w) and Ω^k is the k-th algebraic loop functor defined in Definition 2.26.

More concretely, the Picard group Pic(A(1)^R) contains at least a free abelian group generated by the isomorphism classes of the following three invertible objects in stab ( A(1)^R ) : (1) The A(1)^R-module Σ_s := Σ^{1,0}M^R_2 , that is M^R_2 in degree (1, 0) and zero in other degrees.

(2) The A(1)^R-module Σ_w := Σ^{0,1}M^R_2 , that is M^R_2 in degree (0, 1) and zero in other degrees.

(3) The augmentation ideal I.

Following [1], we should in addition consider the following exotic element: (4) The A(1)^R-module J := A(1)^R/ A(1)^R Sq^3 (called the joker), depicted as in Fig. 3. Its inverse is given by switching the dotted line to the bottom.

1 ⇝

1 Figure 3. The A(1)^R-module J and its inverse.

In order to manage the invertibility of J, we need to introduce more useful tools.

3.2. ρ and τ quotients. Adding the condition of being free over the coefficient rings, we obtain the following definition.

Definition 3.3. A finite R-motivic Hopf algebra A is the M^R_2 -dual of a finite Adams Hopf algebroid with base M^R_2 . In particular, A is finitely generated and free as an M^R_2 -module. A finite C -motivic Hopf algebra is a cocommutative bigraded Hopf algebra over M^C_2 that is finitely generated and free as an M^C_2 -module. Finally, a finite classical Hopf algebra is a finite-dimensional cocommutative bigraded Hopf algebra over F_2 .

Remark. Note that A finite R-motivic Hopf algebra is in fact NOT a Hopf algebra over M^R_2 .

Suppose A is a finite R-motivic Hopf algebra. Its base change from M^R_2 to M^C_2 gives a finite C -motivic Hopf algebra A/ρ := M^C_2 ⊗_M R_2 A. Going one step further, the base change to F_2 gives a finite classical Hopf algebra A/(ρ, τ) := F_2 ⊗_M R_2 A. Because the finite classical Hopf algebras are better analyzed, we will relate the Picard group of a finite R-motivic Hopf algebra A to the Picard group of its base change A/(ρ, τ).

Following the same strategy in [5, §3], we have the followings:

Theorem 3.4. Let A be a finite R-motivic Hopf algebra. The base changes from M^R_2 to M^C_2 and to F_2 induce strongly monoidal functors (−)/(ρ, τ): mod^p(A)^{(−)/ρ}−−−−→ mod^p(A/ρ)^{(−)/τ}−−−−→ mod^p(A/(ρ, τ)) that preserve exact sequences. These functors pass to the stable module categories and thus induce strongly monoidal triangulated functors (−)/(ρ, τ): stab(A)^{(−)/ρ}−−−−→ stab(A/ρ)^{(−)/τ}−−−−→ stab(A/(ρ, τ)). In particular, for any object M in mod^p(A), we have DM/(ρ, τ) ∼= D(M/(ρ, τ)). Proof. The strong monoidalities follow from standard results on base changes. The exactness follow from the fact that short exact sequences split in these categories. Finally, the functors pass to the stable module categories since they preserve freeness and exact sequences. □

We can relate the projectivity over A with its base change.

Corollary 3.5. Let A be a finite R-motivic Hopf algebra. Then, for any object M in mod^p(A), the following are equivalent:

(1) M is projective as an A-module; (2) M/ρ is projective as an A/ρ-module; (3) M/(ρ, τ) is projective as an A/(ρ, τ)-module; (4) M/(ρ, τ) is free as an A/(ρ, τ)-module; (5) M/ρ is free as an A/ρ-module; (6) M is free as an A-module.

Proof. Note that: (1)⇒(2)⇒(3) follow from Theorem 3.4, and that (3)⇒(4) is a consequence of the fact that M^R_2 is a graded local ring. The proofs of (4)⇒(5) and (5)⇒(6) are essentially the same. Here we will only present the latter.

(5)⇒(6). Given a basis of the free A/ρ-module M/ρ, we can lift it to a free Amodule F with a map f : F → M. By assumption, f/ρ is an epimorphism. Hence, by the Graded Nakayama Lemma, f is also an epimorphism. Consider the following exact sequence.

0 Ker(f) F M 0 f Since M is projective over M^R_2 , the exact sequence splits, and thus Ker(f) is a retraction of F , which is a free M^R_2 -module. Hence, M is also projective over M^R_2 , and thus the above short exact sequence lives in the exact category mod^p(A). By Theorem 3.4, its base change to M^C_2 is again exact. By assumption, f/ρ is an isomorphism. Hence, Ker(f)/ρ = Ker(f/ρ) = 0. Applying the Graded Nakayama Lemma, we see that Ker(f) vanishes. Therefore, f is an isomorphism. □

Note that, although Theorem 3.4 tells us that the base changes preserve exact sequences, it does not thus imply that the base changes reflect monomorphisms since an exact subcategory needs not to be closed under taking cokernel. However, the following lemmas show that the base changes do reflect monomorphisms.

Lemma 3.6. Let A be a finite R-motivic Hopf algebra. If a morphism f : M → N in mod^p(A) induces a monomorphism M/ρ → N/ρ, then f itself is also monic. Moreover, the cokernel of f is also in mod^p(A).

Lemma 3.7. Let A be a finite C -motivic Hopf algebra. If a morphism f : M → N in mod^p(A) induces a monomorphism M/τ → N/τ, then f itself is also monic. Moreover, the cokernel of f is also in mod^p(A).

The two lemmas both follow from the following technique lemma (notice that, finitely presented + flat =⇒ free).

Lemma 3.8. Let (R, m) be a noetherian local ring object in a locally noetherian symmetric monoidal abelian category K . If a morphism f : M → N of finitely generated flat R-modules induces a monomorphism M/mM → N/mN, then f itself is also monic. Moreover, the cokernel of f is also flat.

Proof. For any n, let f_n denote the base change f ⊗_RR/m^n. We show that f_n are monomorphisms by induction. First, f_1 is monic by assumption. For the induction, consider the following commutative diagram:0 M ⊗^Rm^n/m^{n+1} M/m^{n+1}M M/m^nM 0

0 N ⊗_Rm^n/m^{n+1} N/m^{n+1}N N/m^nN 0

f ⊗_Rm^n/m^{n+1} f_{n+1}f_n

where the horizontals are exact since both M and N are flat. The first vertical arrow f ⊗_Rm^n/m^{n+1} ∼= f_1 is monic since m^n/m^{n+1} ∼= R/m identifies it with f_1. The last vertical arrow f_n is monic by inductive hypothesis. Therefore, f_{n+1} is monic by the Five Lemma.

For each n, since f_n is monic, the composition Ker(f) → M → M/m^nM is zero. Hence, Ker(f) is a subobject of m^nM. Since M is finitely generated over R, the limit ⋂ n m^nM vanishes. Hence, Ker(f) = 0 and f is monic.

To show Coker(f) is flat, it suffices to show Tor^1(Coker(f), R/I) = 0 for all ideals I of R. Since M is flat, we have the following exact sequence. 0 Tor^1(Coker(f), R/I) M/IM N/IN f /I

Hence, to show Tor^1(Coker(f), R/I) = 0, it suffices to show f/I is monic. Note that both M/IM and N/IN are finitely generated flat over R/I, and that f/I is already monic modulo m. Hence, applying the first part of the lemma to the local ring (R/I, m/Im) and the morphism f/I, we conclude that f/I is monic. □

Proposition 3.9. Let A be a finite R-motivic Hopf algebra. The base changes induce homomorphisms between the Picard groups Pic(A) −→ Pic(A/ρ) −→ Pic(A/(ρ, τ)). Furthermore, they are injective.

Proof. The homomorphisms come from Theorem 3.4. Suppose M is an object in mod^p(A) such that M/ρ is stably equivalent to M^C_2 as A/ρ-modules. Then following the same strategy in [8, Proposition 14.11], we can express M/ρ as the direct sum of M^C_2 with a free A/ρ-module. We may lift this free A/ρ-module to a free A-module F with a morphism f : F → M such that f/ρ gives the inclusion F/ρ → M/ρ. Then, by Lemma 3.6, we have the following short exact sequence in mod^p(A): F^f−→ M −↠ Coker(f). Since Coker(f)/ρ = Coker(f/ρ) = M^C_2 , we conclude that Coker(f) ∼= M^R_2 , and thus the class [M] is trivial in Pic(A). □

3.3. Margolis homology and a freeness criterion. Margolis homology is a tool to detect freeness in the classical setting. Suppose a is an element in A that squares to zero. For any A-module M, the Margolis homology H(M, a) is the annihilator of a modulo the submodule aM.

We have built strong connections between finitely generated M^R_2 -free modules over a finite R-motivic Hopf algebra and their base changes to F_2 . As a result, we can use the Margolis homology to detect the freeness of the module. Classically, M is A(1)-free if and only if the Margolis homology H(M, Q_0) and H(M, Q_1) vanish. For the C and R-motivic context, we need to further take H(M, Sq^2) into account.

Theorem 3.10 ([2, Corollary 2.4; 5, Propersition 4.7]). Let M be an object in the subcategory mod^p ( A(1)^R ) . Then M is free over A(1)^R if and only if H(M/(ρ, τ); α) = 0 for all α ∈ { Q_0, Q_1, Sq^2 } . Corollary 3.11. Suppose f : M → N is a morphism in mod^p ( A(1)^R ) . Then f is a stable equivalence if and only if its base change f/(ρ, τ) induces isomorphisms on Margolis homologies: H(M/(ρ, τ); α) = H(N/(ρ, τ); α) for all α ∈ { Q_0, Q_1, Sq^2 } . Proof. Note that we may always enlarge M by taking direct sum with a free A(1)^Rmodule to obtain an epimorphism to N which restricts to f on M. Hence, we may assume that f is surjective. Since M is projective over M^R_2 , we see that Ker(f) is an object in mod^p ( A(1)^R ) . Hence, the base change to F_2 gives us the following short exact sequence 0 Ker(f)/(ρ, τ) F/(ρ, τ) M/(ρ, τ) 0 f /(ρ,τ )

The long exact sequences of Margolis homologies thus show that f/(ρ, τ) induces isomorphism on Margolis homologies if and only if Ker(f)/(ρ, τ) has vanishing Margolis homologies. By Theorem 3.10, this is the case if and only if Ker(f) is a free A(1)^R-module. □

The Margolis homology provides us a strategy to detect stable invertiblity.

Theorem 3.12. Let M be an object in mod^p ( A(1)^R ) . Then M is stably invertible if and only if M/(ρ, τ) has one-dimentional Margolis homologies with respect to Q_0, Q_1, and Sq^2.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as [5, Propersition 4.11].

Suppose M is stably invertible. Namely, there exists N such that M ⊗_M R_2 N is stably equivalent to M^R_2 . Then we have isomorphisms on Margolis homologies H(M/(ρ, τ); α) ⊗ H(N/(ρ, τ); α) ∼= H(M/(ρ, τ) ⊗N/(ρ, τ); α) ∼= H((M ⊗_{M R2} N)/(ρ, τ); α) ∼= H(F_2 ; α),

where the first one follows from the Kun̈neth formula, the second follows from Theorem 3.4, and the last follows from Corollary 3.11 when α ∈ { Q_0, Q_1, Sq^2 } . Thus, H(M/(ρ, τ); α) is one-dimentional since H(F_2 ; α) is one-dimensional.

Now we assume H(M/(ρ, τ); α) is one-dimensional for α ∈ { Q_0, Q_1, Sq^2 } . Since H(DM/(ρ, τ); α) ∼= H(D(M/(ρ, τ)); α) ∼= Hom_{F2} (H(M/(ρ, τ); α), F_2 ), we see that DM also has one-dimentional Margolis homologies. Then H(M/(ρ, τ); α) ⊗ H(DM/(ρ, τ); α) −→ H(F_2 ; α) has to be an isomorphism by comparing the dimensions. Then, by Corollary 3.11, M ⊗_M R_2 DM → M^R_2 is a stable equivalence. Hence, M is stably invertible. □

4. The Picard group of A(1)^R

This section devotes to compute the Picard group Pic(A(1)^R). First, let’s use Theorem 3.12 to show that the A(1)^R-module J is stably invertible.

Proposition 4.1. The A(1)^R-module J is stably invertible, and its class [J] has infinite order in Pic(A(1)^R).

Proof. Recall the joker J in Fig. 3. Its base change to F_2 has the following form:

ā̄b Figure 4. The A(1)^R/(ρ, τ)-module J/(ρ, τ).

We consider the Margolis homologies of J/(ρ, τ) with respect to Q_0, Q_1 and Sq^2. The Q_0 and Q_1-Margolis homologies are generated by ā. The Sq^2-Margolis homology is generated by b̄. Hence, by Theorem 3.12, J is invertible.

In order to see that [J] has infinite order, notice that a and b are in different degrees. Therefore, the degrees of the generators of H(J^{⊗n}; Q_0) and H(J^{⊗n}; Sq^2) are different for any tensor power of J. Meanwhile, the generators of H(M^R_2 ; Q_0) and H(M^R_2 ; Sq^2) are in the same degree. Therefore, the tensor power J^{⊗n} is never stably equivalent to M^R_2 since there’s no morphism can induce isomorphisms on their Margolis homologies. □

Remark. Classically, the joker J induces an order 2 element [J] in Pic(A(1)). Namely, J^2 is stably equivalent to F_2 .

We now take a look at the Picard group of A(1)^R/(ρ, τ) ∼= A(1)^C /τ.

Lemma 4.2 ([5, Lemma 4.3]). As ungraded Hopf algebras, A(1)^R/(ρ, τ) is isomorphic to the group algebra F_2 [D_8], where D_8 is the dihedral group of order 8. More explicitely, A(1)^R/(ρ, τ) ∼= F_2 [Sq^1, Sq^2] Sq^1 Sq^1, Sq^2 Sq^2, Sq^1 Sq^2 Sq^1 Sq^2 + Sq^2 Sq^1 Sq^2 Sq^1 . Theorem 4.3. The Picard group of A(1)^R is a free abelian group of rank 4. It is generated by [Σ_s], [Σ_w], [I], and [J].

Proof. Consider the composition

Z^4 −→ Pic(A(1)^R) −→ Pic(A(1)^R/(ρ, τ)) ∼= Pic(F_2 [D_8]),

where the first inclusion comes from Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 4.1, and the second homomorphism comes from from Proposition 3.9 and is injective. Note that the ungraded Picard group of F_2 [D_8] is isomorphic to Z^2 with generators given by [ΩF_2 ] and a module L [4, Theorem 5.4]. Adding the motivic bigrading, we see that the graded Picard group of F_2 [D_8] is isomorphic to Z^4.

By direct computation, the composition sends the joker J to [ΩL]. Hence, it is an isomorphism. Then Pic(A(1)^R) → Pic(A(1)^R/(ρ, τ))Q, and thus the inclusion Z^4 → Pic(A(1)^R) are also isomorphisms. □

5. Generalization and other application

5.1. Picard group of the R-motivic finite Steenrod subalgebra A(n)^R. The Picard group of the finite Steenrod subalgebra A(2) is computed in [3], and has been generalized to all integers in [9]. The authors expect to obtain the similar results for C -motivic and R-motivic Steenrod subalgebras A(n)^C and A(n)^R.

We have injections

Z^3 −→ Pic(A(n)^R) −→ Pic(A(n)^C ) −→ Pic(A(n)^R/(ρ, τ)).

However, the computation of the R-motivic Picard group relies on the Picard group of A(n)^R/(ρ, τ), which is not exactly the classical Steenrod subalgebra A(n). Hence, there are not existing results directly apply.

References

[1] J. F. Adams and S. B. Priddy, Uniqueness of BSO, Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society 80 (1976), no. 3, 475–509.

[2] P. Bhattacharya, B. Guillou, and A. Li, An R-motivic v_1-self-map of periodicity 1, Homology, Homotopy & Applications 24 (2022), no. 1, 299–324.

[3] P. Bhattacharya and N. Ricka, The stable picard group of A(2), arXiv:1702.01493 (2017) [4] J. F a. T. Carlson Jacques, Torsion endo-trivial modules, Algebras and representation Theory 3 (2000), 303–335.

[5] B. Gheorghe, D. C. Isaksen, and N. Ricka, The picard group of motivic A(1), Journal of Homotopy and Related Structures 13 (2018), 847–865.

[6] M. Hovey, Homotopy theory of comodules over a Hopf algebroid, Contemporary Mathematics 346 (2003), 261–304.

[7] S. Lang, Algebra, 3rd edition, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 211, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2002.

[8] H. R. Margolis, Spectra and the Steenrod Algebra: modules over the Steenrod algebra and the stable homotopy category, North-Holland Mathematical Library, vol. 29, North-Holland, 1983.

[9] J. Pan and R. Yan, The stable picard group of A(n), arXiv:2212.09985 (2022) [10] D. C. Ravenel, Complex cobordism and stable homotopy groups of spheres, AMS Chelsea Publishing, vol. 347, American Mathematical Society, 2023.

[11] V. Voevodsky, Reduced power operations in motivic cohomology, Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS 98 (2003), 1–57.

[12] , Motivic cohomology with Z/2-coefficients, Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS 98 (2003), 59–104.

[13] D. N. Yetter, The Hilbert basis theorem revisited, Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra 65 (1990), no. 3, 311-319.

(Gao) Department of Mathematics, University of California, Santa Cruz

(Li) Department of Mathematics, University of California, Santa Cruz