
Homework 2–partial solutions
Due February 22

1. Recall that if A is a finitely generated abelian group, then A ∼= Z
⊕r ⊕ T where T is a

torsion group and the number r is called the rank of A. Compute the colimit of

A
2

−→ A
3

−→ A
4

−→ A
5

−→ A
6

−→ · · ·

in terms of the rank of A. Hint: It may be useful to first do the case when A = Z.

Ans: Q
⊕r

We define αn : A −→ Q
⊕r by αn(a1, . . . , ar; t) = (a1

n! ,
a2

n! , . . . ,
ar

n! ). The αn are compatible
with the colimit maps and so by the universal property of colimits there is a unique
homomorphism α from colimnA to Q

⊕r. We see that α is surjective since given an r-
tuple of rational numbers, (q1, . . . , qr) there is some n and integers (z1, . . . , zr) such that
qj =

zj

n! for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r. To show that α is injective, suppose α(a1, . . . , ar; t) = 0.
This implies (a1

n! ,
a2

n! , . . . ,
ar

n! ) = (0, . . . , 0) so that all the ai are 0. Now we note that

(0, . . . , 0; t) = (0, . . . , 0, nt) for all n ∈ N (not 0) and since t ∈ T is torsion there is some n
such that nt = 0 and hence α is injective.

2. Let R be a ring. Let D be a small category. Let D and D′ be two D diagrams of
R-modules and f : D → D′ a map of D diagrams. Prove that if fd is injective (i.e. one-
to-one) for all d ∈ D, then limDf is injective and give an example to show that colimDf
need not be injective. Dually, prove that if fd is surjective (i.e. onto) for all d ∈ D, then
colimDf is surjective and give an example to show that limDf need not be surjective.

By construction, the limit is obtained by a kernel of a map between products. Since the
product of injective maps is an injective map, one simply needs to observe that in general
if we have a commuting diagram of modules

A
f

−→ B




y

α





y

β

A′ f ′

−→ B′

with α and β injective, then the induced map from ker(f) to ker(f ′) is also injective.
Similarly, since colimits are formed as the cokernel of direct sums of modules. We simply
need to observe that a direct sum of surjective maps is again surjective and that if α and
β are surjective then the induced map coker(f) −→ coker(f ′) is surjective also.

For counterexamples, consider the examples

Z
p

−→ Z




y

(0,1) A




y

1

Z ⊕ Z
1+p
−→ Z

Z
1

−→ Z




y

1 B




y

Z −→ Z/p
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In diagram A, the vertical maps are injective but the map of cokernels is not. Since a
cokernel is a colimit this is an example of colimits failing to preserve injectives. In diagram
B, the vertical maps are surjections but the map on kernels is not. Since kernels are limits
this is an example of limits failing to preserve surjections.

3. Let R be a ring. Let D be a small category and D a D diagram of R-modules. Let N
be any R-module. Prove that

HomR(N, limDD) ∼= limDHomR(N, D)

and show that there is a natural map

(∗) colimitDHomR(N, D)) → HomR(N, colimitDD)

but that it is not an isomorphism in general.

For the first part, we need only use that Hom(N, ⋆) preserves products and kernels, that
is, that Hom(N, ker(f)) = ker(Hom(N, (f)). The universal property of colimits gives us
the natural map and to show it is not an isomorphism in general we need only show an
example where cokernel(Hom(N, f) → Hom(N, coker(f)) is not an isomorphism. Let

N = Z/p and Z
p

−→ Z. Then cokernelHomZ(Z/p, p) = 0 but HomZ(Z/p, cokernel(p)) =
HomZ(Z/p, Z/p) = Z/p.

Recall that we let Dop be the opposite category to D. That is, D has the same objects as
D but HomDop(X, Y ) = HomD(Y, X) and composition is defined in reverse order. Prove
that

HomR(colimDD, N) ∼= limDopHom(D, N)

and show that there is a natural map

colimDopHomR(D, N) → HomR(limDD, N)

but that it is not an isomorphism in general.

For the first part we need only use that Hom(⋆, N) takes direct sums to products and
reflects cokernels to kernels, that is, that Hom(cokernel(f), N) ∼= kerHom(f, N). The
universal property of colimits gives us the natural map and to show it is not an isomorphism
in general we need only show an example where the natural map cokernelHom(f, N) →

Hom(ker(f), N) is not an isomorphism. Let N = Z and Z
p

−→ Z. Then we see that
cokernelHom(p, Z) = Z/p while Hom(ker(p), Z) = 0.

4. An R-module M is finitely generated if there is a surjective R-module map from R⊕r

to M for some natural number r. Prove that if M is a finitely generate R-module then for
any collection of R-modules {Nx}x∈X ,

HomR(M,
⊕

x∈X

Nx) ∼=
⊕

x∈X

HomR(M, Nx)
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but give an example of a finitely generated module M such that the natural map in (∗)
above is still not an isomorphism.

The counter example is given in problem 3.

Since the natural map
⊕

x∈X HomR(M, Nx)
φ

−→ HomR(M,
⊕

x∈X Nx) is injective, it is

surjectivity we must show. Let π : R⊕r φ
−→ M be an R-module surjection and ηi :

R → R⊕r the colimit structure maps for 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Let α ∈ HomR(M,
⊕

x∈X Nx).
Then α ◦ π ◦ ηi is determined by its image at 1 ∈ R. In particular, α ◦ π ◦ ηi lands in
⊕

u∈Ui
Nu ⊆

⊕

x∈X Nx for some finite subset Ui ⊆ X . Let U =
⋃r

i=1 Ui, a finite subset

of X . Then α ◦ π =
∑r

i=1 α ◦ π ◦ ηi and hence its image lands in
⊕

u∈U Nu. Since π is
surjective, this implies that the image of α is contained in

⊕

u∈U Nu also and hence an
element of

⊕

u∈U HomR(M, Nu) ⊆
⊕

x∈X HomR(M, Nx). Since α was arbitrary, the map
φ is surjective.

5. For this problem we let S be a commutative ring and I a (2-sided, proper) ideal of S.
The I-adic completion of S is written as S∧

I and can be defined as the inverse limit (as
S-modules) of

· · · −→ S/I4 −→ S/I3 −→ S/I2 −→ S/I.

a. Prove that S∧
I is again a commutative ring and that the the natural map from S to S∧

I

(induced by the quotient maps S → S/In) is a ring map.

If we represent an element of S∧
I by (sn) where sn ≡ sm mod Im if n ≥ m then the product

is defined by (sn)(tn) = (sntn) which is a well defined ring structure because the maps

S −→ S/In are ring maps for all n. The map S
φ

−→ S∧
I is given by s 7→ (sn = s) (i.e. each

sn = s).

b. Let I = (x) in Q[x]. Prove that Q[x]∧I
∼= Q[[x]].

The maps Q[[x]] −→ Q[x]/xn assemble to give a homomorphism from Q[[x]] to Q[x]∧(x).
The map is easily checked to be both injective and surjective.

c. Fill in the blank and prove the following:

S∧
I is a domain if and only if the ideal I satisfies the condition ⋆ ⋆ ⋆.

I apologize. I’m not sure what ⋆ ⋆ ⋆ is.

d. Give an example of a ring S and a prime ideal I such that S∧
I is not a domain.

Z/4 with the ideal (2).

e. Prove that Z
∧
p is a domain.
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Suppose (sn)(tn) = 0 ⇒ pn|sntn for all n. Suppose (tn) 6= 0. Let k be maximal such that
tk−1 6= 0. Thus, pk−1|tk but pk 6 |tk. Since pk+n|sk+ntk+n but pk 6 |tk+n we have that
pn+1|sk+n ⇒ sn+1 = 0. Since n is arbitrary, (sn) = 0.
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