ON Q-PERFECT MODULES AND SEQUENCES OF BETTI NUMBERS

OTTO KERNER AND DAN ZACHARIA

ABSTRACT. Let R be a selfinjective algebra. In this paper we consider 2-perfect modules
and show how to use them to get information about the shapes of the Auslander-Reiten
components containing modules of finite complexity. We also look at the growth of the
sequence of Betti numbers for modules belonging to certain types of Auslander-Reiten
components.

1. INTRODUCTION, BACKGROUND AND MOTIVATION

The notion of complexity of a module has been around for more than thirty years. In
depth studies have started in parallel at around the same time for group representations
(see [1, 2, 7, 8, 21] for instance) and also in commutative algebra (see [4, 5, 16, 23] and
[24]). In both cases the interest in complexity arose from the desire to understand the
growth of minimal projective resolutions.

We will recall now the definition of complexity. For this definition we don’t need to
restrict ourselves to finite dimensional algebras, so R can be either a finite dimensional
algebra over a field k, or R = (R, m,k) can be a local noetherian ring with maximal ideal
m and residue field k. Let M be a finitely generated R-module and let
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be a minimal projective (free in the local case) resolution of M. The i-th Betti number
of M, denoted B;(M), is the number of indecomposable summands of P’. Then, the
complezity of M is defined as

cx M = inf{n € N|B;(M) < ¢i"! for some positive ¢ € Q and all 7 > 0}

For instance cx M = 0 is equivalent to M having finite projective dimension, and cx M =1
means that the Betti numbers of M are all bounded. If no such n exists, then we say that
the complexity of M is infinite (at some point in time people also used to say that the
complexity does not exist in this case). Let Q denote the syzygy operator. Then it is clear
from the definition that if M is a finitely generated R-module, then cx M = c¢x QM , and
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an immediate application of the horseshoe lemma also shows that if0 - A —+ B — C — 0
is a short exact sequence of R-modules, then cx B < max{cx 4, cx C'}.

Note also that every Q-periodic module (that is a module M with the property that
QOFM = M for some positive integer k) has complexity 1. In fact, Eisenbud has proved
that if R = kG is the group algebra of a finite group, or if R is a complete intersection,
then every module of complexity 1 is Q-periodic [10]. The converse need not hold in
general, not even in the symmetric local case; we have the following example due to Liu
and Schulz, [22]: Consider R = k(z,y)/{(x? y?, vy + qyz) where 0 # ¢ € k is not a root
of 1, and let T" be the trivial extension of R by Homy(R,k). Then 7T is a local symmetric
algebra. Let M be the T-module (z+y)T. For all i € Z the modules Q' M have dimension
4, and are pairwise non-isomorphic. Since T' is symmetric, 7M = Q?>M holds, where 7 is
the Auslander-Reiten translation. Hence the module M has complexity 1 and is neither
Q- nor 7-symmetric. The module M therefore is contained in a ZA.,, component. There
are also counterexamples in the commutative case (see Gasharov and Peeva [15]).

Throughout this paper, R will denote a finite dimensional selfinjective algebra over
an algebraically closed field k with Jacobson radical r. Then, by an induction on the
Loewy length, it follows readily from the definition and the above remarks, that for
every finitely generated R-module M, we have cx M < cx R/r. D will denote the usual
dualityD = Homy(—, k), and v will denote the Nakayama equivalence

v = DHompg(—, R)

Also, since R is selfinjective, then v€) = Qu. Moreover in this case, the Auslander-Reiten
translate 7 is given by 7 = vQ?. Since v is a dimension preserving equivalence that
takes projective modules into projective modules, we have that cx M = cxv M, hence
cx M = cx1M for every finitely generated R-module M.

The paper is organized as follows. In the second section we talk about the shape of the
Auslander-Reiten components containing modules of finite complexity as obtained in [20]
and about the methods used in approaching this problem. In particular, we talk about
a very special class of modules called (2-perfect. In section three, we study the existence
of Q-perfect modules. Finally, in the last section we look at some special cases where we
analyze the growth of the Betti numbers.

2. AUSLANDER-REITEN COMPONENTS CONTAINING MODULES OF FINITE COMPLEXITY
We start this section with the following easy observation:

Lemma 1. Let R be a selfinjective algebra and let Cs be a stable component of its
Auslander-Reiten quiver. The complezity is constant on Cs.

Proof. Let B — C € C, be an irreducible morphism. Then there exists an Auslander-
Reiten sequence 0 — 7C' - B® EF — C — 0 for some module F. Hence we have
cxB < ex(B & C) < max{cxC,cx7C} = c¢xC. Since there is an irreducible morphism
from 7C to B we use the same reasoning to get the reverse inequality. There is also an
“extreme” case to prove: the case when the only irreducible morphisms to modules C' € C,
are from projective modules. But it is not hard to prove that this corresponds to the case



when R is a Nakayama algebra of Loewy length two. In that case, the only non projective
modules are the simple modules and they are all periodic, hence their complexity is 1. [

In order to describe the shapes of the stable Auslander-Reiten components containing
modules of finite complexity we recall first the notion of {2-perfect modules introduced
in [17, 18]. We observe first that if g: B — C' is an irreducible epimorphism between
two nonprojective modules, then we have an induced irreducible map Qg: QB — QC,
see [3] for instance These modules have a particularly nice behaviour under the syzygy
operator. However, there is no reason why g should be again an epimorphism. Being
irreducible, we know though that it must be either an epimorphism or a monomorphism.
And one could ask the same question about an irreducible monomorphism f: when can
we guarantee that its syzygy €2f is gain an irreducible monomorphism? We have the
following definition:

Definition. An irreducible map g: B — C' is called Q-perfect if for all n > 0 the induced
maps Q"qg: Q"B — Q"C' are all monomorphisms or are all epimorphisms. An irreducible
map g is eventually Q-perfect if, for some i > 0, the induced map Q'g: A'B — Q'C
1s Q-perfect. An indecomposable non projective R-module C' is called Q-perfect, if each
wrreducible map into C is Q-perfect. We say that C is it eventually 2-perfect if some
syzyqy of C' is an Q-perfect module.

It was proved in [17] that if g: B — C'is an irreducible epimorphism, then Qg is again an
epimorphism if and only if its kernel is not a simple module. Thus, an irreducible map
g: B — C is eventually (2-perfect, if and only if there exists a positive integer n such that
for each ¢ > n, the induced map Q'g: Q'B — Q'C has a non simple kernel. We have the
following consequence, see [18]:

Proposition 2. Let R be a selfinjective algebra having no periodic simple modules. Then
every nonprojective R-module is eventually 2-perfect. 0

We can specialize to the local finite dimensional case to obtain the following:

Corollary 3. Let R = (R, m,k) be a local selfinjective algebra, and assume that there are
modules of complezity two or higher. Then every indecomposable non projective R-module
15 eventually Q2-perfect. 0

One very nice feature of 2-perfect maps is that they behave very nice under the syzygy
operator. We have the following (see [17]):

Proposition 4. Let R be a selfinjective algebra, and let 0 — A — B % C = 0 be a
short exact sequence of R-modules where g is an irreducible 2-perfect map. Then, for

each i > 0 we have induced ezact sequences 0 — Q'A — Q'B 29 0o — 0, and thus
Bi(B) = Bi(A) + 5:(C) for each i > 0. -

It turns out that every indecomposable not 7-periodic module of complexity one is even-
tually Q-perfect ([17]). The proof of this result is somehow involved and it would be
interesting to have a more direct and possibly elementary proof. Note also that a recent
result of Dugas ([9]), proves that if a simple module over a selfinjective algebra has com-
plexity 1, then it must be periodic. As mentioned above in the introduction, this need



not hold for all modules with bounded Betti numbers so the assumption that the module
is simple, is essential.

We would also like to mention the following facts. Let C' be an Q-perfect module. Then
it is easy to show that 7C is also Q-perfect. Let now B be an indecomposable module,
and assume that there is an irreducible monomorphism B — . Then it was shown in
[17] that B must also be Q-perfect. We would like to know the answer to the following
question:

Question 5. Let B and C be two indecomposable R-modules, let B — C' be an irreducible
epimorphism and assume C'is 2-perfect. Is B also 2-perfect?

We will first look at Auslander-Reiten components containing modules that are not even-
tually Q-perfect since this is the much easier case. We will show that these components
must have a very predictable shape. First, we recall the following definition and theorem,
see [19].

Definition. Let R be an artin algebra and let C4 be a stable component of its Auslander-
Reiten quiver. A function d: C; — Q is additive if it satisfies the following properties:

(a) d(C) > 0 for each C € Cs.

(b) 2d(C) = > . d(E;) for each indecomposable non projective module C, where the
sequence 0 — 7C — @, E; @ P — C — 0 is an Auslander-Reiten sequence and P is a
(possibly 0) projective R-module.

(c) d(C) = d(rC) for each C € C,.

The following theorem was proved by Happel-Preiser-Ringel in [19]:

Theorem 6. Let R be an artin algebra over an algebraically closed field and let Cs be
a stable component of its Auslander-Reiten quiver. Assume that there exists an additive
function on Cs. Then the tree class of Cs is either an extended Dynkin diagram of type
A, D, Eg, E7, Eg, or an infinite Dynkin tree of type As, Do or AX.

Assume that a non-periodic stable component C, contains a module C' that is not even-
tually Q-perfect. This means that some syzygy of C' is a simple periodic module. Let
us denote that module by S, and let n be the Q-period of S. It is clear that S is also
v-periodic since the Nakayama functor preserves lengths, so let m denote the v-period of
S. Let T=S®QS®...o0 'S, and let W =T ®vT ... »v" T, It is now imme-
diate that 7W = W. Also, it is not hard to show that the function d: C; — Q given by
d(M) = dimHom g (W, M) is an additive function, see [13, 20]. Using the Happel-Preiser-
Ringel theorem and the above observations we have the following surprising application
(see [20]):

Theorem 7. Let R be a selfinjective algebra and let Cs be a stable component of the
Auslander-Reiten quiver of R containing a module that is not eventually $2-perfect. As-
sume in addition that the component is not T-periodic. Then C is of the form ZA where
A is of type An, Dn, Eg, E’7, Eg, or an infinite Dynkin tree of type Do or AZ. O

We should make a few remarks here. First, note the excluded case when the component
is T-periodic is also well understood. They are either infinite tubes or they are periodic
components whose tree class is a Dynkin diagiam (see [19, 26]). Note also that the theorem



says that components of type ZA., cannot occur. In fact, we shall see in the next section
that we cannot have components of type ZA for A = Al, EG, E7, or Eg either. At this
point we would like to state a second question that has actually been around in the area
for some time.

Question 8. Let R be a selfinjective algebra and assume that its Auslander-Reiten quiver
contains a component of type ZA where A = An, Dm EG, E7, Eg, Do, or AZ. Does this
imply that R is a tame algebra?

The answer to the above question is affirmative in the group algebra case, see [12]. There-
fore it seems that given a selfinjective algebra, almost all the indecomposable modules are
eventually Q-perfect. We will discuss more about this phenomenon in the next section.

Considering Theorem 2.7, it turns out that a similar result holds for components con-
taining modules of finite complexity. The following result was proved in [20]. It is a
generalization of Webb’s theorem who had proved it first for group algebras [28].

Theorem 9. Let R be a selfinjective algebra and let Cs be a stable component of the
Auslander-Reiten quiver of R containing a module of finite complexity. Assume in addi-
tion that the component is not T-periodic. Then C is of the form ZA where A is of type
Ay, Dy, Eg, E7, Eg, or an infinite Dynkin tree of type Aoo, Doo o1 AZ. O

3. Q-PERFECT MODULES

In this section we continue the study of {:-perfect modules over a selfinjective algebra
and show that every component of type ZFE; for i = 6,7,8 or ZA; consists of eventually
-perfect modules. We also give an example of a component containing only modules
that are not Q-perfect, and discuss possible values for complexities. We also pose some
new questions. We will need the notion of 7-perfect irreducible map. It is obviously very
similar to the one of Q2-perfect map: we say that an irreducible map ¢g: B — C' is called
T-perfect if for all n > 0 the induced maps 7"g: 7" B — 7"C" are all monomorphisms or
are all epimorphisms.

If C is a component of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of R, we will denote by C, its stable
part, and by QC the component containing all the modules of the form QX for X € C
non projective. We have the following:

Proposition 10. Let R be a selfinjective artin algebra and let C be an Auslander-Reiten
component. If the module X € C does not have any projective or simple predecessors in
C, then QX does not have either any simple or projective predecessors in 2C.

Proof. Assume that QX has a simple predecessor S in the component 2C. By applying
the inverse syzygy operator we obtain in C a chain of irreducible maps Q1S — --- — X.
Denote by P the indecomposable projective-injective with socle S. We have an Auslander-
Reiten sequence 0 — rP — P &rP/S — P/S — 0, and since P/S = Q1S we see that
P is a predecessor of X in C. Assume now that QX has a projective predecessor in its
component, so there exists a chain of irreducible maps P — P/S — -+ — QX where S
is the socle of P. As before, we have that P/S = Q'S so there is a chain of irreducible
maps in Q2C from S to Q2X. Applying the Nakayama functor, we obtain that 7X, and
hence X have a simple predecessor since the Nakayama functor preserves lengths. 0



One can prove in a similar fashion that for a selfinjective algebra, a component C contains
a simple (projective) module, if and only if the component QC contains a projective
(respectively simple) module.

Remark 11. Let C be an Auslander-Reiten component having a boundary, that is, a
component containing indecomposable modules whose Auslander-Reiten sequences have
indecomposable middle terms. Assume that C is not a tube, and let C' be an indecom-
posable module lying on the boundary of C. Without loss of generality we may assume
that neither C' nor 2C' has a simple module in the positive direction of their 7-orbit. This
means that if 0 - 7C — B — C — 0 is the Auslander-Reiten sequence ending at C,
then both maps 7C' — B and B — C are ()-perfect and so C' is an 2-perfect module. So
we see that nonperiodic components with boundaries, always contain Q2-perfect maps and
Q-perfect modules. As we will see soon, this need not happen in components of the type
LZAZ.

Lemma 12. Let g: B — C' be an irreducible map that is not eventually 2-perfect, where
neither B nor C has a nonzero projective summand. Then, there exists a positive integer

a such that for each i > 0 we have [((X'B) — ((Q2'C)| < a.

Proof. By taking enough powers of the Auslander-Reiten translate 7, we may assume
without loss of generality that ¢ is onto, and that its kernel S is a simple periodic module.

Note that by applying {2 we obtain an induced exact sequence 0 — QB 2,00 5 S 0.
If the induced map Q2¢ is again a monomorphism, then we get the commutative exact
diagram

0 0 0

b

0—O?’B—=QC —=L—=0

0—>ij Psfc Q 0
|

0—= QB2 QC §—0
} } !
0 0 0

hence the two modules L and €S are isomorphic, and we have a short exact sequence
0— Q?°B — Q2C — QS — 0. If on the O%her hand, the map Q2%g is an epimorphism,



then we obtain a commutative diagram

0 0

b

0—IL—2BL 020 0

I
0 L Paog Poc—= 5 —=0
L
0 QB QC S 0

| }

0 0

and therefore we obtain a short exact sequence 0 — Q25 — Q?B — Q?C — 0. Continuing
in this fashion we see that for each integer ¢ > 0 we get either short exact sequences
0— QS — OB — QC — 0, or of the form 0 — QB — QFIC — Q'S — 0. By
letting @ = max;en{£(Q2'S)}, our result follows, since the simple module S is periodic. [

The following (most probably) well-known lemma will be used to characterize Q-perfect
maps in terms of the “r-perfect” property. As usual, if M is an indecomposable non-
projective module, (M) denotes the number of non-projective indecomposable direct
summands of the middle term of the Auslander-Reiten sequence ending in M.

Lemma 13. Let A be a selfinjective artin algebra and let M be an indecomposable non
projective and non simple A-module with a(M) = 2 with n = (M) = {(TM). Assume
also that there exists an irreducible map E — M where E 1is indecomposable and that
UE)=40¢M)—1.
(a) The middle term of the Auslander-Reiten sequence ending at M has no nonzero
projective summand.
(b) If E, M and TM are uniserial, then the remaining summand F of the Auslander-
Reiten sequence ending at M is uniserial too and its length is ((F) = ¢(M) + 1.

Proof. Let 0 > 7M — E® F & P — M — 0 be the Auslander-Reiten sequence ending
at M, where F' is indecomposable non projective, and P is a nonzero projective module.
Note first that P must be indecomposable since the algebra is selfinjective. Using now
the fact that 7M = rP, a length argument shows that

UF)=2n—l(E)—{¢P)=2n—(n—1)—(n+1)=0

contradicting our assumption. This proves the first part of the lemma.

For part (b), note first that the Auslander-Reiten sequence ending at M has the form
0—7M — E®F — M — 0 where £ and F' are both indecomposable and ¢(F') = n+ 1.
Hence 7M is a maximal submodule of F'. To prove the uniseriality of F, it suffices to
show that 7TM = rF. It is folklore (see also [17], Proposition 2.5.) that, since 7M is not
simple, we have an induced exact sequence

0O—=r7M - rEDrF —rM — 0.

Counting lengths, we get {(rF) = 2(n — 1) — (n — 2) = n. Since the image of 7M in F
contains the radical of F', it follows that 7M = rF', and F is also an uniserial module. [J



We are now ready to prove the promised characterization of (2-perfect maps.

Proposition 14. Let R be a selfinjective algebra of infinite representation type, and let
C be an indecomposable module and let g: B — C be an irreducible map. Then g is
eventually Q-perfect if and only if both g and Qg are eventually T-perfect.

Proof. Obviously, if g is eventually 2-perfect then both maps ¢ and {2g are eventually
T-perfect. For the reverse direction, assume that both maps g and 2g are eventually
T-perfect, but that g is not eventually (2-perfect. By applying enough powers of €2, we
may assume that g, g are both 7-perfect, and that for each i > 0, the maps 7g are onto
and Q'rg are one-to-one. Thus, for each ¢ > 0, there exist simple modules S; and exact

sequences 0 — S; — Q¥ B % 0%C - 0and 0 — Q¥+ B sz—+1>g Q*+HC = S; — 0. But
0%*2g is again surjective so we infer from the proof of lemma 13 that for each i > 0,
0%S; = S;.,. Since there are only finitely many nonisomorphic simple modules, the
sequence {S1,vSy = 751,253 = 725}, - - - } is eventually periodic. Therefore without loss
of generality we may assume that there is a periodic simple module S, say of period n,
whose 7-powers are all simple.

We claim first that the simple modules S, 7S, --- , 7% 15 lie on the boundary of a regular
tube C. To see this, observe first that we can deduce that the middle term E of the
Auslander-Reiten sequence 0 — 7S — E — S — 0 is indecomposable. Moreover, F
cannot be projective, since otherwise the middle term of each Auslander-Reiten sequence
ending at a 7S would be an indecomposable projective-injective module of length two.
This would imply that our algebra is selfinjective Nakayama of Loewy length two, contra-
dicting our assumption on the representation type of R. By construction, all the modules
in the same 7-orbit of C have the same length, and these lengths increase by one from
a T-orbit to the next one. We may apply now the previous lemma and infer that the
component is a regular component. By the second part of the lemma we get that all
the modules in C are uniserial, a contradiction since we cannot have uniserial module of
arbitrary large length. 0

Let A be a quiver. A vertex x of A is called a tip, if only one arrow of A starts or ends
at x. If C is a component whose stable part is of type ZA, then a module M corresponds
to a tip of A if and only if the Auslander-Reiten sequence ending at M is of the form:

O—™TM—-YDPP—-M-—0

for some projective (possibly zero) module P and indecomposable non projective module
Y. Assume that C is a connected component of the Auslander-Reiten quiver, and that
we have C; = ZA for some quiver A. Since an Auslander-Reiten component contains at
most finitely many indecomposable projective or simple modules, for each indecomposable
module M € C, there exists a positive integer r such that 7" M has no projective or simple
predecessors in C. We have the following immediate consequence:

Corollary 15. Let C, be a stable component of type ZA and let M be an indecomposable
module in Cy. Assume that M corresponds to a tip of A. Then M 1is eventually €2-
perfect. O

We have the following: g



Proposition 16. Let C, be a stable component of type ZA where A is one of Es, E-, B,
Ay, Ay. Then every module in Cy is eventually Q2-perfect.

Proof. The case where A = A, was treated in [20], (Theorem 2.11. and Lemma 2.6.).
Consider now the only case when the connected component ZA has no tip, that is the
case when A = A, that is, the Kronecker quiver. Let M € C, with no projective or
simple predecessors. The Auslander-Reiten sequence ending at M is of the form

[91,92]

0o MR pgplesly g

and it is obvious that all of the irreducible maps fi1, f2, g1, go are epimorphisms, or all are
monomorphisms. We claim that they are all epimorphisms. If they are monomorphisms,
then in the Auslander-Reiten sequence

T 77— ¢ b}
078 e B p o
the maps 7¢;,7gs are also monomorphisms. Continuing in the positive 7 direction we
obtain an arbitrary long chain or irreducible monomorphisms

T Bt M s 7' Es o s Es M

which is absurd. We can make the same argument for QM and it follows that M is
Q-perfect.

Assume now that A is one of the remaining finite quiver E;, take M in C, with a(M) = 3,
such that M has no projective or simple predecessor in C and let Cy; be the full subquiver
of C, defined by the vertices which are predecessors of M. If X € Cy with o(X) =1
(hence X corresponds to one of the 3 tips of A, then X is Q-perfect by Remark 3.2, the
irreducible map ¥ — 7.X is an Q-perfect epimorphism, and 7X — Y is injective and
Q-perfect. Consequently all irreducible maps between indecomposable modules in Cy; are
Q-perfect, hence all indecomposable modules N € Cj; with a(N) < 2 are Q-perfect. Take
finally V' € Cy; with a(V) = 3 and let

[

2]t -
0 — 7 V2l gy vl g

the Auslander-Reiten sequence ending in V. The irreducible maps f; all are surjective,
while the g; are injective. Choose j < 3, let &, X; =Y @ X, and let [g,¢;] : Y & X; =V
be the sink map. Since f; is an 2-perfect epimorphism, the same holds for the ”parallel”
morphism g, hence V' is (2-perfect, too. U

As we will see very soon, it turns out that if C is a component in which no irreducible
map is (2-perfect, then every non projective module in C has complexity at most 2. In
fact, we have a slightly more general result. We start with the following:

Proposition 17. Let C be an indecomposable non projective, and non T-periodic module
and assume that there exist irreducible morphisms B — C' and 7C — B that are not
eventually Q-perfect. Then, there exists a positive integer o such that for each n > 0,
((Q*C) < U(C) + na. In particular, C and every nonprojective module in the same
Auslander-Reiten component has complexity 2.

—9—



Proof. Observe first that for each indecomposable non projective R-module M, we have
((2M) = ((tM). Now, applying the previous Lemma 3.3, we obtain for each i > 0
that £(Q'B) < ((Q'C) + /2, and £(Q2C) < L(X'B) + a/2 for some positive number a.
Hence, for each i > 0 we have ((Q2C) — ¢(Q'C') < . In particular, for each n > 0 we
have £(Q2%"C) — ¢(C) < na. This means that the complexity of C' is bounded by 2. If
cx C' = 1, then, since it is not 7 periodic, the module C' must lie in a ZA.,-component
by [17], but for these components every irreducible map is eventually Q-perfect. Hence
cx C = 2. O

We obtain the following immediate consequence: assume that we have a component C,
whose stable part C; is of the form ZAZ, and assume also that there exists an Auslander-
Reiten sequence 0 — 7C' - E @ F — C' — 0 where E and F' are indecomposable, and
neither £ — C nor F' — (' is eventually (2-perfect. Observe also that in this case, no
irreducible map in C, between indecomposable modules is eventually 2-perfect. It follows
immediately from the previous proposition that every non projective module in C has
complexity 2. This situation can actually occur. The following example is due to Ringel.

Example 18. Let R be the finite dimensional selfinjective string algebra given by the
quiver

modulo the relations a8 = 0, 0y = 0, yaya = 050 and ayaya = 65650 = 0. There
exists a ZAZ component where none of the irreducible maps between the indecomposable
modules is eventually -perfect, (or even 7-perfect). For instance, consider the string
module M = r3P,. Tt is easy to see that M is not eventually Q-perfect, that (M) = 2,
and that no irreducible map from an indecomposable module to M is eventually 2-perfect.
Moreover, by [6], M lies in a component consisting entirely of string modules. But the
only string modules lying on the boundary of an Auslander-Reiten component can lie on
tubes (see [12], I11.6.4), so this module belongs to a ZA component. Note also that the
simple modules S; and S5 are (2-periodic of period 6, and that they both lie on tubes of
rank 3.

Example 19. Following Erdmann [12], for each positive integer m, we denote by A,, the
local symmetric string algebra over a field K,
Am = Kz,y)/(@®, (zy)" " = (y2)™ ", 2% = (y2)"y, o)
If the characteristic of K is 2, and m+1 = 2" > 4, then the algebra A,, modulo its socle is
isomorphic to the group algebra of the semidihedral group of order 2"*2 modulo its socle.
Motivated by this fact, Erdmann calls this algebra semidihedral. She proves that A,, has
infinitely many stable components of type ZA% and ZD., ([12], Propositions 11,10.1 and
I1,10.2), and that the other stable components are tubes of rank 1 and 2. Moreover, she
shows that the unique simple module lies in a component of type Z D, so it is not periodic.
Therefore, every indecomposable non projective A,,-module is eventually Q-perfect by
[18]. Note that in the same book, Erdmann generalizes the notion of semidihedral algebra
to that of algebras of semidihedral type and one also obtains interesting examples for the
non local case ([12], Lemma VIII. 2.1.).
~10—



3.1. ZD,~-components. We assume for the remainder of this section that C is a con-
nected Auslander-Reiten component whose stable part is of the form ZD.,. Let C' be an
indecomposable module lying on the boundary of C. Then, without loss of generality we
may assume that C' is (2-perfect, by Remark 11. In this context we have the following:

Lemma 20. Let A and B be two indecomposable modules lying on the boundary of C with

Auslander-Reiten sequences 0 — 1A TP A 0and0 =B M 2B o,
Then the irreducible map [g1, g2)": M — A @ B is an epimorphism if and only if the map
[f1, fo]: TA® 7B — M is also an epimorphism.

Proof. Counting lengths, we have ¢(7A)+((A)+{(TB)+{(B) = 2¢(M). This means that
((A) +¢(B) < ¢(M) if and only if £(TA) + ¢(TB) > ¢(M). The result follows, since an
irreducible map is either a monomorphism, or an epimorphism. 0

Keeping the notation from the lemma, we may clearly assume that the modules A and
B lying on the boundary of the component are 2-perfect, and that the Auslander-Reiten
sequence ending at M is0 - 7M — TA®TB® 17X — M — 0 for some indecomposable
module X. Since the irreducible epimorphisms M — A and M — B are -perfect, then
the irreducible epimorphisms 7A ® 7X — M and 7B & 71X — M are also ()-perfect
being “parallel” to 2-perfect epimorphisms. Similarly, the irreducible monomorphisms
T — 17X ®717A and TM — 7X @ 7B are also 2-perfect. Putting together our remarks,
we have:

Proposition 21. Let C be an Auslander-Reiten component whose stable part is of type
Z.D.,. Assume that there is an irreducible map between indecomposable non projective
modules X — Y that is not eventually Q-perfect. Then each non projective module in C
has complexity 2.

Proof. From the shape of our component, it follows by looking at “paralle]” maps one at a
time, that we may assume that there exists an irreducible map of the form 7M — TA®TB
or TA® 7B — M that is not eventually Q-perfect, where A and B are indecomposable
modules lying on the boundary of C, and M is an indecomposable module. Observe that,
neither TM — 7A ® 7B nor 7A@ 7B — M can be eventually Q-perfect by Lemma 20.
Being of type ZD., means also that C cannot contain modules of complexity 1 by [17].
We apply now 17. and the result follows. 0

We would like to propose the following questions summarizing the discussion in the first
three sections. The first one has been around for some time and is due to Rickard [25].

Questions 22. Let R be a selfinjective algebra.

(1) Assume that there exists an indecomposable R-module of complexity greater than
2. Is R is of wild representation type?

(2) Assume that R has stable components of type ZD, or ZAZ. Is R of tame repre-
sentation type? Must these components have complexity 27

(3) Assume that R has a stable component of type ZA. Is R necessarily of wild
representation type?

The answer to the first question is known to be yes if R admits a theory of support
varieties, for instance in the group algebras ciise. See also [14]. The answer to the second
1



and third question is also known to be affirmative in the group algebra case [12] but
almost nothing is known outside this case.

4. GROWTH OF BETTI NUMBERS. THE LOCAL CASE

Let us return to the situation where R = (R, m, k) is a local noetherian k-algebra. The
following questions were among questions posed in the late 1970s and the early 1980s.
They are still open even in the commutative artinian case, and even if we also add the
selfinjective assumption.

Questions 23. Let R = (R, m, k) be a local noetherian k-algebra. Let M be an inde-
composable finitely generated R-module of infinite projective dimension.

(1) Assume that M has complexity 1. Is the sequence of Betti numbers {3;(M)};
eventually constant?
(2) Is the sequence of Betti numbers {f;(M)}; eventually nondecreasing?

The first question has an affirmative answer if R is a complete intersection ([10]). In the
radical square zero case the answer is also affirmative. We sketch the proof below (see
also [15])

Proposition 24. Let R = (R, m,Kk) is a local artinian ring with m? = 0 and let M be a
finitely generated R-module with cx M = 1. Then the Betti numbers of M are eventually
constant.

Proof. Let F be a finitely generated free R-module. We observe first that since m? = 0,
every submodule of mF' is semisimple [3], so all the syzygies of M must be semisimple. Let
k denote the largest possible value of a Betti number of M and assume that it corresponds
to the i-th Betti number, that is §;(M) = k. This means that the i-th syzygy of M is a
direct sum of k simple modules, hence f;11(M) > k. Our choice of k implies now that
Bit;(M) =k for all j > 0 and the result follows. O

Question 1 also has an affirmative answer in the case where R = (R, m,k) is a com-
mutative Gorenstein artinian ring with m? = 0, see [15]. Question 2 is also pretty much
unresolved. In the local commutative artinian case, Gasharov and Peeva have shown
([15]) that for a finitely generated module M, we have the following:

Bisr(M) = (2e — L(R) + h — 1)5;(M)

for large enough i. Here e = dimy m/m?, h is the Loewy length of R, and ¢(R) is the
length of R. They have also shown that if the constant 2e — ¢(R) + h — 1 > 2, then the
sequence of Betti numbers has exponential growth. However it is not hard to produce
examples of local commutative artinian rings where the constant 2e — ¢(R) + h — 1 is
a negative number. We also want to mention the following two results due to Ramras
23, 24]:

Theorem 25. Let (R,m,k) be a reqular local ring of dimension at least two, and let
S = R/mF* for some k > 2. Let M be a finitely generated non free S-module. Then, for
each i > 1 we have B2 ,(M) > 7 (M). O

and
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Theorem 26. Let R be a local artinian ring, and let M be a finitely generated non free
R-module. Then, for each i > 1 we have

{(socR

(BB > Bua(b) > L% 5 0y
((R)

Observe that if we assume in the last theorem that R is also selfinjective, then its socle
has length equal to 1, so we don’t get any extremely useful information about the growth
of the sequence of Betti numbers.

It turns out that in certain cases we can prove a similar theorem to Ramras’ first
theorem. For this type of result we might restrict ourselves only to the local selfinjective
case R = (R,m,k) but this is not necessary. Recall that since R is selfinjective, then
for each integer n > 0 we have that 5;(TM) = B;1o(M) if M is an indecomposable non
projective R-module. We will assume that cx M > 1. Next we want to make sure that the
stable component of M consists of modules that are eventually Q-perfect. As mentioned
in the introduction, this can be easily achieved if we assume that every simple R-module
is non periodic (cxk > 1 for the local case) by [18].

We have the following:

Lemma 27. Let R be a selfinjective algebra and let M be a finitely generated non projective
indecomposable R-module. Assume that the stable component of the Auslander-Reiten
quiver containing M is of the form ZAZ and that it consists entirely of eventually $2-
perfect modules. Then the sequences {2, (M)}, and {Poni1(M)}, are eventually strictly
INCTeasing.

Proof. Let M be a module in this component. We may assume that M is Q-perfect by
taking enough powers of theAuslander-Reiten translate. The Auslander-Reiten sequence
ending at M must have the following form [18, 20]

X
PN
M
\ /
Y
so we have an epimorphism 7M — M that is the composition of two -perfect epi-
morphisms. But we can infer from 4 that whenever we have an 2-perfect epimorphism

f: B — C, then for each i we have ;(B) > f5;(C) since f5;(Kerf) > 0. This implies that
Biva(M) = Bi(tM) > p;(X) > B;(M) for all i > 0 and the result follows. O

M

We now treat the D, case.

Lemma 28. Let R be a selfinjective algebra. Let Cq be a stable component of the Auslander-
Reiten quiver of the form ZD, consisting entirely of eventually Q2-perfect modules.

(1) Let M be a module in Cs not lying on the border of the component. Then the
sequences {Pon (M)}, and {Poni1(M)}, are eventually strictly increasing.

(2) Let Y and Z be two indecomposable modules in Cy lying in the two different -
orbits that form the border of the component. Then the sequences {fon(Y & Z)},
and {Pan+1(Y @ Z)}, are eventually strictly increasing.

13-



Proof. Let M be an indecomposable module in this component. We may assume that M
is Q-perfect by taking enough powers of the Auslander-Reiten translate. If the Auslander-
Reiten sequence ending at M has three indecomposable terms in the middle, the Auslander-
Reiten sequence ending at M must have the following form [18, 20]

X

SN
™M Y= M

ST

so as in the previous lemma we have an epimorphism 7M — M that is the composition
of two Q-perfect epimorphisms. and f;1o(M) = Bi(tM) > Bi(M) for all ¢ > 0. So
the sequences of odd ,and of even Betti numbers for M are strictly increasing. Next we
look at the module X. It is clear that we may assume that X is also 2-perfect. The
Auslander-Reiten sequence ending at X is of the form

017X —>"TMdX —-X—=0

where the irreducible map X; — X is an epimorphism. We proceed as in the proof of
the previous lemma and obtain that for large enough n, the sequences {f2,(X)}, and
{Pans+1(X)}, are strictly increasing. We proceed by induction along the sectional path of
irreducible epimorphisms

e Xy == Xo = X = X

and we conclude that for each module X; the two sequences {52, (X;)}n, and {Ba,41(X;)}n
are eventually strictly increasing. This implies that the result holds for every module in
the component, whose Auslander-Reiten sequence has the middle term decomposing into
two indecomposable summands. This proves the first part of the lemma. By 20 we see
that we have a composition of two irreducible epimorphisms fro 7Y & 77 — Y & Z and
we may also assume that both Y and Z are Q-perfect. This shows that {f2,(Y & Z)},
and {fan+1(Y & Z)}, are eventually strictly increasing. O

For the case when the stable component is of type Zgn or Zﬁn we proceed as above. We
have the following similar proposition:

Proposition 29. Let R be a selfinjective algebra and let M be a finitely generated non
projective indecomposable R-module. Assume that the stable component of the Auslander-
Reiten quiver containing M is of the form ZA,, or ZD,, and consists entirely of eventually
Q-perfect modules. Assume that the Auslander-Reiten sequence ending at M has a de-
composable middle term. Then the sequences { S, (M)}, and {Bon1(M)}n are eventually
mcereasing.

Proof. Note first that M has complexity 2, by [20]. We use now the fact that a component
of type ZA, is of tree type AY and use the same argument as above. For the case when
the component is of type Zﬁn with n > 4, we can use the same proof as in the Zﬁoo case,
so it remains to look at the case when n = 4. In that case, if M is an Q-perfect module,
by [18] the Auslander-Reiten sequence ending at M has the form

[f1,f2.f3. 4]
O%TM—>E1@E:2I_EBE3€BE4

[91,92,93,94 ]
——

M—0



where each f; is an irreducible epimorphism and each g; is an irreducible monomorphism.
We show first that at least one of the two induced irreducible maps E; & Ey — M or
E3 @& Ey — M is an irreducible epimorphism. Assume they are both monomorphisms.

Then both ¢(E, & Es) < {(M) and {(E3 & Ey) < £(M) hence
O(M) 4+ U(TM) = L(Ey) + ((Ey) + ((Es) + ((Ey) < 20(M)

implying ¢(7M) < ¢(M). Since M is Q-perfect we can repeat this argument and we obtain
that the sequence {¢(7"M)} is strictly decreasing; clearly a contradiction. Therefore we
may assume that F3 @& Ey; — M is an irreducible epimorphism. This means that we can
look at our sequence as being

[fl)fZ’fé]T 7927g,3]

0 M B @ By B, 2225 g

where Ef = E3 @ E4. Now we obtain again from [18] that the induced map f3 is an
irreducible epimorphism and since M is Q-perfect, §;(tM) > 5;(M) for all i > 0. The
result follows now immediately. U
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