arXiv:1707.02678v2 [math.RA] 22 Aug 2020

Tate-Vogel and relative cohomologies of complexes with respect to cotorsion pairs

Jiangsheng Hu^a, Huanhuan Li^b, Jiaqun Wei^c, Xiaoyan Yang^d and Nanqing Ding^e aDepartment of Mathematics, Jiangsu University of Technology, Changzhou 213001, China bSchool of Mathematics and Statistics, Xidian University, Xi’an 710071, China cSchool of Mathematics Sciences, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210046, China dDepartment of Mathematics, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou 730070, China eDepartment of Mathematics, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China E-mails:jiangshenghu@jsut.edu.cn, lihuanhuan0416@163.com, weijiaqun@njnu.edu.cn, yangxy@nwnu.edu.cn and nqding@nju.edu.cn

Abstract We study Tate-Vogel and relative cohomologies of complexes by applying the model structure induced by a complete hereditary cotorsion pair (A, B) of modules. We show first that the class of complexes admitting a complete A resolution is exactly the class of complexes with finite Gorenstein A dimension. This lets us give general techniques for computing Tate-Vogel cohomoloies of complexes with finite Gorenstein A dimension. As a consequence, relative cohomology groups for complexes with finite Gorenstein A dimension are investigated. Finally, the relationships between Gorenstein A dimensions and A dimensions for complexes are given.

Key Words: cotorsion pair; Gorenstein dimension; Tate-Vogel cohomology; relative cohomology.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 16E05; 18G20; 18G35.

1. Introduction

Avramov and Foxby [2] explored projective and injective dimensions arising from constructions of dg-projective and dg-injective resolutions of complexes. Using the notions of dgprojective and dg-injective resolutions, one can define Gorenstein projective and Gorenstein injective dimensions for complexes (see [33, 40]). Cotorsion pairs were invented by Salce [37] in the category of abelian groups, and rediscovered by Enochs and coauthors [7, 17, 18, 19, 20] in the 1900’s. Let (A, B) be a complete hereditary cotorsion pair of modules. A general construction of dg ~A (resp., dg ~B) resolutions of any complex was provided in [44, Corollary 3.8]. Furthermore, Yang and Ding [43] made a general study of A (resp., B) dimensions of complexes. Recently, Yang and Chen [42] investigated Gorenstein A dimensions of complexes, which describe how Gorenstein dimensions of complexes should work for any complete hereditary cotorsion pair.

Tate cohomology was created in the 1950s, based on Tate’s observation that the ZG-module Z with the trivial action admits a complete projective resolution [9]. It was further extended by Avramov and Martsinkovsky [4] to finitely generated modules of finite Gorenstein dimension over Noetherian rings and by Veliche [40] to complexes of finite Gorenstein projective dimension.

On the other hand, as an attempt to generalize the theory to arbitrary groups, Tate-Vogel cohomology (also known as stable cohomology in [5] to emphasize a relation to stabilization of module categories) was developed independently by Mislin [36], Benson and Carlson [6] and Vogel (first publish account in [24]) and extended to complexes by Asadollahai and Salarian [1]. Recently, Hu and Ding [32] investigated Tate-Vogel cohomology of complexes by applying the model structure induced by a complete hereditary cotorsion pair (A, B) of modules. Detailed definition can be seen in Fact 3.18 below.

An interesting and deep result in [1] is that Tate-Vogel cohomology for complexes defined by Asadollahai and Salarian is compatible with Tate cohomology for complexes defined by Veliche in [40]. More specifically, if M is a complex of finite Gorenstein projective dimension and N is a bounded below complex, then for each integer i one has ~Ext^i_R(M, N) ∼= H_{−i}(Hom_R(T, N)),

where ~Ext^i_R(M, N) is a Tate-Vogel cohomology and T → P → M is a complete resolution of M.

The main object of this paper is to study how Tate-Vogel cohomologies should work for any complex with finite Gorenstein A dimension whenever (A, B) is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair of modules.

To state our main result more precisely, let us first introduce some definitions. By ModR (resp., C (R)) we mean the category of all left R-modules (resp., all complexes of left R-modules). We always assume that A = (A, B) is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in ModR.

Following [14], we denote by C (R)_MB_A the category C (R) endowed with the model structure induced by the complete hereditary cotorsion pair (A, B) in ModR. Recall from [32, Definition 3.1], a cofibrant-fibrant resolution of a complex M is a diagram QRM^{pRM} // RM M^{iM}oo of morphisms of complexes with p_{RM} a cofibrant replacement in C (R)_MB_A and i_M a fibrant replacement in C (R)_MB_A .

Let M and N be complexes of R-modules. Then we have the following exact sequence of complexes: 0 → Hom_R(QRM, QRN) → Hom_R(QRM, QRN) → ~Hom_R(QRM, QRN) → 0. By [32, Definition 3.7], the nth Tate-Vogel cohomology group, denoted by ~Ext^n_A(M, N), is defined as ~Ext^n_A(M, N) = H_{−n}(~Hom_R(QRM, QRN)). Thus we have a long exact sequence

· · · // Ext^n_A(M, N) // Ext^n_R(M, N)^{~ε} n R(M,N) // ~Ext^n_A(M, N) // Ext^{n+1}_A (M, N) // · · · ,

where Ext^n_A(M, N) = H_{−n}(Hom_R(QRM, QRN)) for each integer n (see Fact 3.18 and Remark 3.19 below).

Let M be a complex. By [42, Definition 4.1], one has the notion of Gorenstein A dimension of M. Detailed definition can be seen in Definition 3.9 below. It is proved that M has finite Gorenstein A dimension if and only if for each cofibrant-fibrant resolution QRM → RM ← M of M, there exists a complete A resolution T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M of M with each τ_i a split epimorphism such that τ_i = id_{Ti} for i ≫ 0 (see Definition 3.10 and Theorem 3.15 below).

Now, our first main result can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let R be a ring and M a complex of finite Gorenstein A dimension. For each complex N and each integer n, there exist isomorphisms

~Ext^n_A(M, N) ∼= H_{−n}(Hom_R(T, QRN)) and Ext^{n+1}_A (M, N) ∼= H_{−n}(Hom_R(L_M , QRN)),

where QRN → RN ← N is a cofibrant-fibrant resolution of N and T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M is a split complete A resolution of M with L_M = ker(τ) such that each τ_i is a split epimorphism and τ_i = id_{Ti} for all i ≫ 0. In the case when N is a bounded below dg-B complex, we have ~Ext^n_A(M, N) ∼= H_{−n}(Hom_R(T, N)) and Ext^{n+1}_A (M, N) ∼= H_{−n}(Hom_R(L_M , N)).

The relative cohomology theory was initiated by Butler and Horrocks [8] and Eilenberg and Moore [16] and has been revitalized recently by a number of authors (see, for example [4, 18, 19, 27, 38]), notably, Avramov and Martsinkovsky [4] and Enochs and Jenda [19]. Based on the notions of proper X -resolutions, one can define the relative cohomology functors Ext^n_X (−, −). Detailed definitions can be found in Definition 2.2 below. As an application of Theorem 1.1, we have the following result. See 4.7 for the proof.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be an R-module with finite Gorenstein A dimension. Denote by G(A) the class of Gorenstein A-modules. For any R-module N in B, we have the following isomorphisms:

(1) Ext^1_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= ker(~ε^1_R(M, N));

(2) Ext^n_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= Ext^n_A(M, N) for any integer n > 1.

We note that Theorem 1.2 is motivated by [40, Remark 6.7], where the author pointed out that there are some “obstacles” to define relative cohomology groups for complexes. We refer to [33, 34, 35] for a more discussion on this matter. Theorem 1.2(2) shows that Ext^n_A(−, −) defined here extends the relative cohomology for modules with finite Gorenstein A dimension defined in Definition 2.2 whenever n is an integer with n > 1.

By [43, Definition 3.1], the A dimension of a complex M, denoted by A-dimM, is defined as A-dimM = inf{sup{i | A_{−i} ≠ 0} | M ≃ A with A ∈ dg ~A}. Note that each module in A is a Gorenstein A-module. It seems natural to investigate the relationships between Gorenstein A dimensions and A dimensions for complexes. Motivated by this, we have the following theorem, which is a consequence of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. See 5.4 for the proof.

Theorem 1.3. Let (A, B) be a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in ModR and M a complex.

(1) There is an inequality G(A)-dimM ⩽ A-dimM, and the equality holds if A-dimM < ∞.

(2) If G(A)-dimM < ∞, then the following are equivalent:

(a) A-dimM = G(A)-dimM;

(b) ~Ext^i_A(M, X) = 0 for all i ∈ Z and all dg-B complexes X; (c) ~Ext^i_A(M, N) = 0 for some i ∈ Z and all R-modules N ∈ B;

(d) For each cofibrant-fibrant resolution QRM → RM ← M of M, there is a large enough n such that ε^i(C_n(QRM), N) : Ext^i_{G(A)}(C_n(QRM), N) → Ext^i_R(C_n(QRM), N) is an isomorphism for all i ∈ Z and any R-module N in B.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 makes use of the fact that relative and Tate-Vogel cohomologies can be connected by a long exact sequence (see Proposition 5.1 below).

The contents of this paper are arranged as follows: Section 2 contains notations and definitions for use throughout this paper. Section 3 is devoted to proving Theorem 1.1, which is based on some characterizations of the finiteness of Gorenstein A dimensions of complexes (see Proposition 3.15). In Section 4, we study relative cohomology groups for complexes with finite Gorenstein A dimension and prove Theorem 1.2. In Section 5, we first show that relative and Tate-Vogel cohomologies can be connected by a long exact sequence (see Proposition 5.1), and then we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, R is an associative ring. All “R-modules” and “complexes” mean “left R-modules” and “chain complexes of left R-modules”, respectively. We use the term “subcategory” to mean a “full and additive subcategory that is closed under isomorphisms”. E is the class of exact complexes. P, F and C denote the classes of projective, flat and cotorsion R-modules, respectively.

Next we recall basic definitions and properties needed in the sequel. For more details the reader can consult [3], [13], [19], [22] or [25].

Complexes. Let D be an additive category. We denote by C (D) the category of complexes in D; the objects are complexes and morphisms are chain maps. We write the complexes homologically, so an object X of C (D) is of the form

X = · · · // X_{n+1}^∂ X n+1 // X_n^{∂Xn} // X_{n−1} // · · · .

If X_i = 0 for i ≠ 0 we identify X with the object of D in degree 0, and an object M in D is thought of as the stalk complex concentrated in degree zero. Let X_{⩽n} be the complex with ith component equal to X_i for i ⩽ n and to 0 for i > n, and X_{⩾n} be the complex with ith component equal to X_i for i ⩾ n and to 0 for i < n. The ith shift of X is the complex X[i] with nth component X_{n−i} and differential ∂^{X[i]}_n = (−1)^i∂^X_{n−i}. The mapping cone of a morphism φ : X → Y is the

complex Con(φ) defined by Con(φ)_n = Y_n ⊕ X_{n−1} and ∂^{Con(φ)}_n = ( ∂^Y_n φ_{n−1} 0 −∂^X_{n−1} ) . A homomorphism φ : X → Y of degree n is a family of (φ_i)_{i∈Z} of homomorphisms φ_i : X_i → Y_{i+n} in D. In this case, we set |φ| = n. All such homomorphisms form an abelian group, denoted by Hom_D(X, Y )_n; it is clearly isomorphic to ∏ i∈Z Hom_D(X_i, Y_{i+n}). We let Hom_D(X, Y ) be the complex of Z-modules with nth component Hom_D(X, Y )_n and differential ∂(φ) = ∂^Y φ − (−1)^{|φ|}φ∂^X . If D = ModR is the category of (left) R-modules, we write Hom_R(X, Y ) for HomMod_R(X, Y ) for all complexes X and Y .

For any i ∈ Z, the cycles in Hom_D(X, Y )_i are the chain maps X → Y of degree i. A chain map of degree 0 is a morphism. Two morphisms β and β^′ in Hom_D(X, Y )_0 are called chain homotopic, denoted by β ∼ β^′, if there exists a degree 1 homomorphism ν such that ∂(ν) = β − β^′. A chain homotopy equivalence is a morphism φ : X → Y for which there exists a morphism ψ : Y → X such that φψ ∼ id_Y and ψφ ∼ id_X .

The chain homotopy category of D will be denoted by K (D). Its objects are the same as C (D) and morphisms are the chain homotopy classes of morphisms of complexes.

If D = ModR is the category of (left) R-modules, we write C (R) (resp., K (R)) for C (ModR) (resp., K (ModR)). It is known that if D is additive (resp., abelian) then so is C (D). In particular, C (R) is an abelian category and K (R) is an additive category. We use subscripts +, −, b to denote boundedness conditions. For example, C^+ (R) is the full subcategory of C (R) of left bounded (or bounded above) complexes. To every complex

X = · · · // X_{n+1}^∂ X n+1 // X_n^{∂Xn} // X_{n−1} // · · ·

in C (R), the nth homology module of X is the module H_n(X) = ker(∂^X_n )/im(∂^X_{n+1}). We also set Z_n(X) = ker(∂^X_n ), B_n(X) = im(∂^X_{n+1}) and C_n(X) = coker(∂^X_{n+1}).

A quasi-isomorphism φ : X → Y with X and Y in C (R) is a morphism such that the induced map H_n(φ) : H_n(X) → H_n(Y ) is an isomorphism for all n ∈ Z. The morphism φ is a quasiisomorphism if and only if Con(φ) is exact. Two complexes X and Y are equivalent [11, A.1.11, p.164], and denoted by X ≃ Y , if they can be linked by a sequence of quasi-isomorphisms with arrows in the alternating directions.

Let H be a subcategory of ModR. Then a complex L is Hom_R(H, −) exact (resp., Hom_R(−, H) exact) if the complex Hom_R(M, L) (resp., Hom_R(L, M)) is exact for each M ∈ H.

Cotorsion pairs. Let D be an abelian category and X a subcategory of D. For an object M ∈ D, write M ∈^⊥X (resp., M ∈^{⊥1} X ) if Ext^{⩾1}_D (M, X) = 0 (resp., Ext^1_D(M, X) = 0) for each X ∈ X . Dually, we can define M ∈ X^⊥ and M ∈ X^{⊥1} .

Following Enochs [19], Hovey [31] and Salce [37], a cotorsion pair is a pair of classes (A, B) in D such that A^{⊥1} = B and^{⊥1} B = A. A cotorsion pair (A, B) is said to be hereditary [21] if Ext^i_D(A, B) = 0 for all i ⩾ 1 and all A ∈ A and B ∈ B. If we restrict the abelian category D to the category of chain complexes of R-modules or the category of R-modules, then by [31], the condition that (A, B) is hereditary is equivalent to that if whenever 0 → L^′ → L → L^{′′} → 0 is exact with L, L^{′′} ∈ A, then L^′ ∈ A, or equivalently, if whenever 0 → B^′ → B → B^{′′} → 0 is exact with B^′, B ∈ B, then B^{′′} ∈ B.

Let M be an object in D. A morphism ϕ : M → X with X ∈ X is called an X preenvelope of M if for any morphism f : M → X^′ with X^′ ∈ X , there is a morphism g : X → X^′ such that gϕ = f. A monomorphism ϕ : M → B with B ∈ X is said to be a special X preenvelope of M if coker(ϕ) ∈^{⊥1} X . Dually we have the definitions of an X precover and a special X precover.

A cotorsion pair (A, B) in D is called complete if every object M of D has a special B preenvelope and a special A precover. If we choose D = ModR for some ring R, the most obvious example of a complete hereditary cotorsion pair is (P, ModR). Perhaps the most useful complete hereditary cotorsion pair is the flat cotorsion pair (F, C). Here C is the collection of all modules C such that C ∈ F^{⊥1} . Such modules are called cotorsion modules.

In [30] Hovey laid out a correspondence between (nice enough) model structures on a bicomplete abelian category D and cotorsion pairs on D. Essentially, a model structure on D is two complete cotorsion pairs (Q, R ∩ W) and (Q ∩ W, R), where Q is the class of cofibrant objects, R is the class of fibrant objects and W is the class of trivial objects. And a model structure on D is determined by the above cotorsion pairs in the following way: the (trivial) cofibrations are the monomorphisms with (trivially) cofibrant cokernel, the (trivial) fibrations are the epimorphisms with (trivially) fibrant kernel and the weak equivalences are the maps that can be factored as a trivial cofibration followed by a trivial fibration. We refer to [29] and [31] for a more detailed discussion on this matter.

Derived Categories. The derived category of the category of chain complexes of R-modules, denoted by D (R), is the category of chain complexes of R-modules localized at the class of quasiisomorphisms (see [26, 41]). The symbol “≃” is used to designate isomorphisms in D (R). The homological position and size of a complex X are captured by the numbers supremum and infimum defined by

supX = sup{i ∈ Z | H_i(X) ≠ 0}, infX = inf{i ∈ Z | H_i(X) ≠ 0}.

By convention supX = −∞ and inf X = ∞ if X ≃ 0. The full subcategories D^+ (R), D^− (R) and D^b (R) consist of complexes X with H_i(X) = 0 for, respectively, i ≫ 0, i ≪ 0 and |i| ≫ 0.

Denote by RHom_R(−, −) the right derived functor of the homomorphism functor of complexes; by [2] and [39] no boundedness conditions are needed on the arguments. That is, for X, Y ∈ D (R), the complexes RHom_R(X, Y ) are uniquely determined up to isomorphism in D (R), and they have the usual functorial properties. We set Ext^i_R(X, Y ) = H_{−i}(RHom_R(X, Y )) for i ∈ Z. For modules X and Y this agrees with the notation of classical homological algebra.

Definition 2.1. ([38]) For every complex X in C (R) with X_{−n} = 0 = H_n(X) for all n > 0, the natural morphism X → M = H_0(X) is a quasi-isomorphism. In this event, X is an X -resolution of M if each X_n ∈ X , and the associated exact sequence

X^+ = · · · → X_n → · · · → X_1 → X_0 → M → 0

is the augmented X -resolution of M associated to X. An X -resolution X of M is proper if X^+ is Hom_R(X , −) exact. The X -projective dimension of M is the quantity

X -pd(M) = inf{sup{n ≥ 0 | X_n ≠ 0} | X is an X -resolution of M}.

Definition 2.2. ([38]) Let X be a class of R-modules and M an R-module. If f : X → M is a proper X -resolution, then for each integer n and each R-module N, the nth relative cohomology group Ext^n_X (M, N) is Ext^n_X (M, N) = H_{−n}(Hom_R(X, N)).

We refer to [19, Section 8.2], [27, 2.4] and [38, Section 4] for a detailed discussion on this matter.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

The main object of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. More precisely, we first recall the definition of Gorenstein A dimensions of complexes, and then give some characterizations of complexes with finite Gorenstein A dimension. Especially, we shall establish a result, Proposition 3.15, which will play a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Definition 3.1. ([42, Definition 3.1]) Let R be a ring. An R-module M is a Gorenstein Amodule if there is a Hom_R(−, A ∩ B) exact exact sequence · · · → X_1 → X_0 → X_{−1} → X_{−2} → · · · with each X_i ∈ A such that M ∼= ker(X_0 → X_{−1}).

In what follows, we write G(A) for the class of Gorenstein A-modules.

Remark 3.2. By [42, Lemma 3.2], we get that an R-module M is a Gorenstein A-module if and only if M ∈^⊥(A ∩ B) and there is a Hom_R(−, A∩B) exact exact sequence 0 → M → X^0 → X^1 → · · · with each X^i ∈ A ∩ B.

A class X of R-modules is called projectively resolving [28] if P ⊆ X and for every exact sequence 0 → X^′ → X → X^{′′} → 0 of R-modules with X^{′′} ∈ X the conditions X ∈ X and X^′ ∈ X are equivalent.

Lemma 3.3. The following are true for any ring R:

(1) The class G(A) is projectively resolving. Furthermore, G(A) is closed under direct coproducts and direct summands.

(2) Let 0 → X → Y → Z → 0 be an exact sequence of R-modules. If Y ∈ G(A) and X ∈ G(A), then Z ∈ G(A) if and only if Z ∈^{⊥1} (A ∩ B).

Proof. The result holds by [10, Proposition 3.3] and [42, Proposition 3.3]. □

Definition 3.4. ([21, Definition 3.3]) Let R be ring and X a complex.

(1) X is called an A complex if it is exact and Z_nX ∈ A for all n. (2) X is called a B complex if it is exact and Z_nX ∈ B for all n.

(3) X is called a dg-A complex if X_n ∈ A for each n, and Hom_R(X, B) is exact whenever B is a B complex.

(4) X is called a dg-B complex if X_n ∈ B for each n, and Hom_R(A, X) is exact whenever A is an A complex.

In the following, we denote the class of A (resp., B) complexes by ~A (resp., ~B) and the class of dg-A (resp., dg-B) complexes by dg ~A (resp., dg ~B). By [21, Theorem 3.12], we have dg ~A ∩ E = ~A and dg ~B ∩ E = ~B whenever (A, B) is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in ModR. In particular, if (A, B) = (P, ModR) then dg-P complexes are exactly dg-projective complexes (see [2, 13]). We refer to [2], [13] and [21] for a more detailed discussion on this matter.

Lemma 3.5. ([44, Corollary 2.8]) If (A, B) is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in ModR, then the induced cotorsion pairs ( ~A, dg ~B) and (dg ~A, ~B) in C (R) are both complete and hereditary. Furthermore, dg ~A ∩ E = ~A and dg ~B ∩ E = ~B, where E is the class of exact complexes. So there exists a model structure on C (R), denoted by C (R)_MB_A , satisfying that:

(1) the weak equivalences are the quasi-isomorphisms;

(2) the cofibrations (resp., trivial cofibrations) are the monomorphisms whose cokernels are in dg ~A (resp., ~A);

(3) the fibrations (resp., trivial fibrations) are the epimorphisms whose kernels are in dg ~B (resp., ~B).

In particular, dg ~A is the class of cofibrant objects and dg ~B is the class of fibrant objects.

Some nice introductions to the basic ideal of a model category can be found in [15, 29].

Fact 3.6. Let M be a complex. Then M has a cofibrant replacement p_M : QM → M in C (R)_MB_A and a fibrant replacement i_M : M → RM in C (R)_MB_A , where QM is cofibrant and p_M is a trivial fibration, and RM is fibrant and i_M is a trivial cofibration. We can insist these exist functorially if one wishes. We refer to [15, Sections 4 and 5] and [23, Section 4] for a detailed discussion on this matter.

Definition 3.7. ([32, Definition 3.1]) Let R be a ring and M a complex. A cofibrant-fibrant resolution of M is a diagram QRM^{pRM} // RM M^{iM}oo of morphisms of complexes with p_{RM} a cofibrant replacement in C (R)_MB_A and i_M a fibrant replacement in C (R)_MB_A .

Remark 3.8. We note that QRM in the above definition is in dg ~A ∩dg ~B. As far as the notions of special dg ~A precovers and special dg ~B preenvelopes are concerned, a cofibrant replacement p_M is exactly a special dg ~A precover of M and a fibrant replacement i_M is exactly a special dg ~B preenvelope of M.

Definition 3.9. ([42, Definition 4.1]) Let R be a ring and M a complex.

(1) A dg ~A-resolution of a complex M is a quasi-isomorphism X → M with X ∈ dg ~A; (2) A dg ~A-resolution X → M is proper if Hom_R(X^′, X) → Hom_R(X^′, M) → 0 is exact for any X^′ ∈ dg ~A. (3) The Gorenstein A dimension of M, denoted by GA-dimM, is less than or equal to n, if there exists a proper dg ~A-resolution X → M with sup(X) ⩽ n and C_n(X) ∈ G(A). If GA-dimM ⩽ n for all integers n then GA-dimM = −∞; if GA-dimM ⩽ n does not hold for any n then GA-dimM = ∞.

Definition 3.10. Let R be a ring.

(1) An exact complex X is called totally A-acyclic if each entry of X belongs to A ∩ B and C_i(X) is a Gorenstein A-module for every i ∈ Z.

(2) A complete A resolution of a complex M is a diagram T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M of morphisms of complexes with QRM → RM ← M a cofibrant-fibrant resolution of M such that T is a totally A-acyclic complex and τ_i is bijective for all i ≫ 0. Moreover, a complete A resolution resolution is split if τ_i is a split epimorphism for all i ∈ Z.

Remark 3.11. Let M be a complex.

(1) If we replace the cotorsion pair (A, B) with the cotorsion pair (P, ModR) in the definition above, then one easily checks that the complete P resolution of M defined here is the complete resolution of M given by Veliche in [40, Definition 2.2.1].

(2) If we replace the cotorsion pair (A, B) with the flat cotorsion pair (F, C) in the definition above, then one can show that the complete F resolution of M here is the complete flat resolution of M defined by Hu and Ding in [32, Definition 5.3].

Lemma 3.12. Let T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M be a complete A resolution of M. If n is an integer such that τ_i is bijective for all i ⩾ n, then there exist a complete A resolution T^{′ τ ′}→ QRM → RM ← M with each τ^′_i a split epimorphism such that τ^′_i is bijective for all i ⩾ n and a homotopy equivalence α : T → T^′ such that τ = τ^′α and α_i = id_{Ti} for all i ⩾ n.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [4, Construction 3.7]. □

Lemma 3.13. ([32, Lemma 3.5]) If F ∈ dg ~A and X ∈ dg ~B, then RHom_R(F, X) can be represented by Hom_R(F, X).

Lemma 3.14. If A ≃ P in D^+ (R) with P a dg-projective complex and A a dg-A complex, then Ext^1_R(C_n(A), B) ∼= Ext^1_R(C_n(P ), B) for any B ∈ B and any integer n ⩾ sup P .

Proof. By assumption, we get that supP = supA ⩽ n < ∞. For each B ∈ B, we have Ext^1_R(C_n(A), B) = H_{−1}(RHom_R(C_n(A), B)) ∼= H_{−1}(RHom_R(Σ−n(A_{⩾n}), B)) = H_{−n−1}(RHom_R(A_{⩾n}, B)) ∼= H_{−n−1}(Hom_R(A_{⩾n}, B)) = H_{−n−1}(Hom_R(A, B)), ∼= H_{−n−1}(RHom_R(A, B)) ∼= H_{−n−1}(Hom_R(P, B)) = H_{−1}(Hom_R(Σ^{−n}(P_{⩾n}), B)) ∼= H_{−1}(RHom_R(C_n(P ), B)) = Ext^1_R(C_n(P ), B), where the second and third isomorphisms follow from [21, Lemma 3.4] and Lemma 3.13. This completes the proof. □

The next result parallels [32, Proposition 5.4], which is a key result to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.15. Let M be a complex. Then the following are equivalent for each integer n:

(1) G(A)-dimM ⩽ n;

(2) supM ⩽ n and for every dg ~A-resolution X → M the object C_n(X) ∈ G(A); (3) supM ⩽ n and C_n(P ) ∈ G(A) for any P ≃ M with P dg-projective; (4) supM ⩽ n and there exists a dg-projective complex P with P ≃ M such that C_n(P ) ∈ G(A); (5) supM ⩽ n and C_n(X) ∈ G(A) for any X ≃ M with X a dg-A complex;

(6) For each cofibrant-fibrant resolution QRM → RM ← M of M, there exists a complete A resolution T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M of M with each τ_i a split epimorphism such that τ_i = id_{Ti} for i ⩾ n.

Furthermore, if G(A)-dimM < ∞, then G(A)-dimM = sup{− inf RHom_R(M, X) | X ∈ A ∩ B}. Proof. (1) ⇔ (2) holds by [42, Proposition 4.2].

(2) ⇒ (3) follows from [2, 1.4.P, p.132]. (3) ⇒ (4) is trivial.

(4) ⇒ (5). By hypothesis, there exists a dg-projective complex P with P ≃ M such that C_n(P ) ∈ G(A). Let A be a dg-A complex with A ≃ M. Thus A ≃ P , and hence there is a quasi-isomorphism φ : P → A by [2, 1.4.P, p.132].

If φ is surjective, then there is an exact sequence 0 → K → P^φ→ A → 0 of complexes with K an exact complex. Since both P and A are dg-A complexes, K is a dg-A complex by Lemma 3.5. Let N be any R-module in A ∩ B. Then Ext^1_R(C_n(P ), N) = 0 by hypothesis. By Lemma 3.14, we get that Ext^1_R(C_n(A), N) = 0. Note that both P and A are dg-A complexes and K is an exact complex. Then K ∈ ~A and C_n(K) ∈ A. Thus we have an exact sequence 0 → C_n(K) → C_n(P ) → C_n(A) → 0 with C_n(K) ∈ A and C_n(P ) ∈ G(A), and so C_n(A) ∈ G(A) by Lemma 3.3(2).

Suppose that φ is not surjective. By Lemma 3.5, there is a special ~A precover G → A of A. Thus P ⊕ G → A is a surjective quasi-isomorphism with P ⊕ G ∈ dg ~A such that C_n(P ⊕ G) ∼= C_n(P ) ⊕ C_n(G). Note that C_n(P ⊕ G) ∈ G(A) by the proof above, and so C_n(P ) ∈ G(A) by Lemma 3.3(1).

(5) ⇒ (2) is trivial.

(5) ⇒ (6). By Lemma 3.12, it suffices to show that there exists a complete A resolution T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M of M with τ_i = id_{Ti} for i ⩾ n. By hypothesis, there exists a cofibrantfibrant resolution QRM → RM ← M of M such that C_n(QRM) ∈ G(A). Then there exists a Hom_R(−, A ∩ B) exact exact sequence 0 → C_n(QRM) → (QRM)_0 → (QRM)_{−1} → · · · with each (QRM)_i ∈ A ∩ B. Let ^X = Σ^{n−1}X where X is the complex 0 → (QRM)_0 → (QRM)_{−1} → · · · . Note that QRM ∈ dg ~A ∩ dg ~B. Thus there exists a morphism γ : ^X → (QRM)_{⩽n−1} such that the following diagram

0 // C_n(QRM) // ^X_{n−1} // γ_{n−1} fflffl ^X_{n−2} // γ_{n−2} fflffl · · ·

0 // C_n(QRM) // (QRM)_{n−1} // (QRM)_{n−2} // · · ·

commutes. Let T be the complex obtained by splicing (QRM)_{⩾n} and ^X along C_n(QRM). One easily checks that T is totally A-acyclic. Set

τ_i = { γ_i for i < n, id_{(QRM)i} for i ⩾ n.

Thus τ : T → QRM is a morphism, and so the diagram T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M is a complete A resolution.

(6) ⇒ (4). By hypothesis, there is a complete A resolution T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M such that τ_{⩾n} : T_{⩾n} → (QRM)_{⩾n} is an isomorphism of complexes. Hence C_n(QRM) ∼= C_n(T ) and H_i(T ) ∼= H_i(QRM) = 0 for all i ⩾ n. So C_n(QRM) ∈ G(A) and supM = supQRM ⩽ n. By [2, 1.6, p.134], there exists a dg-projective complex P with P ≃ M. Thus QRM ≃ P , and hence there is a quasi-isomorphism φ : P → QRM by [2, 1.4.P, p.132].

If φ is surjective, then there is an exact sequence 0 → K → P^φ→ QRM → 0 of complexes with K an exact complex. Since both P and QRM are dg-A complexes, K is a dg-A complex by Lemma 3.5. Note that K is an exact complex. Then K ∈ ~A and C_n(K) ∈ A. Thus we have an exact sequence 0 → C_n(K) → C_n(P ) → C_n(QRM) → 0 with C_n(K) ∈ A and C_n(QRM) ∈ G(A), and so C_n(P ) ∈ G(A) by Lemma 3.3(1).

Suppose that φ is not surjective. By Lemma 3.5, there is a special ~A precover G → QRM of QRM. Thus P ⊕ G → QRM is a surjective quasi-isomorphism with P ⊕ G ∈ dg ~A such that C_n(P ⊕ G) ∼= C_n(P ) ⊕ C_n(G). Note that C_n(P ⊕ G) ∈ G(A) by the proof above, and so C_n(P ) ∈ G(A) by Lemma 3.3(1), as desired.

To show the last claim, G(A)-dimM = sup{− inf RHom_R(M, X) | X ∈ A ∩ B} holds when G(A)-dimM = −∞ by noting that G(A)-dimM = −∞ if and only if M is exact. By assumption, we assume that G(A)-dimM = g < ∞ with g an integer. First we need to show that sup{− inf RHom_R(M, X) | X ∈ A ∩ B} ⩽ g. By (3) and Lemma 3.3(1), there exists a dgprojective complex P such that P ≃ M and C_n(P ) ∈ G(A) for all n ⩾ g. For each i ⩾ 1 and every X ∈ A ∩ B, we get that

H_{−g−i}(RHom_R(M, X)) = H_{−g−i}(Hom_R(P, X)) = H_{−1}(Hom_R(Σ^{−g−i+1}P_{⩾g+i−1}, X)) = H_{−1}(RHom_R(C_{g+i−1}(P ), X)) = Ext^1_R(C_{g+i−1}(P ), X) = 0.

This implies that − inf RHom_R (M, X) ⩽ g for all X ∈ A ∩ B, as desired.

Next we need to show that sup{− inf RHom_R(M, X) | X ∈ A ∩ B} ⩾ g. Suppose on the contrary that sup{− inf RHom_R(M, X) | X ∈ A ∩ B} < g. Since G(A)-dimM = g, there exists a complete A resolution T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M with each T_i ∈ A ∩ B such that C_g(T ) = C_g(QRM) and τ_i = id_{Ti} for all i ⩾ g. Let λ : (QRM)_g → C_g(QRM) be the natural map. Then there exist a monomorphism l : C_g(QRM) → T_{g−1} such that ∂^T_g = lλ and a morphism μ : C_g(QRM) → (QRM)_{g−1} such that ∂^{QRM}_g = μλ. By assumption, we get H_{−g}(RHom_R(M, T_{g−1})) = 0. Thus H_{−g}(Hom_R(QRM, T_{g−1})) = 0 by Lemma 3.13, and so we have the following exact sequence

Hom_R((QRM)_{g−1}, T_{g−1}) → Hom_R((QRM)_g, T_{g−1}) → Hom_R((QRM)_{g+1}, T_{g−1}).

One easily checks that Hom_R(μ, T_{g−1}) : Hom_R((QRM)_{g−1}, T_{g−1}) → Hom_R(C_g(QRM), T_{g−1}) is an epimorphism. Then there exists a map β : (QRM)_{g−1} → T_{g−1} such that l = βμ. Since l is monic, so is μ. Note that l : C_g(T ) → T_{g−1} is a monic A ∩ B-preenvelope. It follows that μ is a monic A ∩ B-preenvelope. Thus C_{g−1}(QRM) ∈^{⊥1} (A ∩ B), and so C_{g−1}(A) ∈ G(A) by Lemma 3.3(2). This is a contradiction. □ By [43, Definition 3.1], the A dimension of M, denoted by A-dimM, is defined as A-dimM = inf{sup{i | A_{−i} ≠ 0} | M ≃ A with A ∈ dg ~A}. Corollary 3.16. Let R be a ring and M a complex. Then there is an inequality G(A)-dimM ⩽ A-dimM, and the equality holds if A-dimM < ∞.

Proof. Set A-dimM = m and G(A)-dimM = n. There is nothing to prove if m = ∞. We may assume that m is finite. It follows from Proposition 3.15 and [43, Theorem 3.3] that n ⩽ m.

Suppose n < m. Choose a dg-projective complex P such that P ≃ M. Note that supM ⩽ n and C_n(P ) ∈ G(A) by Proposition 3.15. Then there exists an exact sequence of R-modules 0 → C_m(P ) → P_{m−1} → · · · → P_n → C_n(P ) → 0.

Applying [43, Theorem 3.3] again, we get that C_m(P ) ∈ A. Let L = coker(C_m(P ) → P_{m−1}). Then L ∈ G(A) by Proposition 3.3(1). Since (A, B) is complete, there exists an exact sequence 0 → C_m(P ) → B → A → 0 with B ∈ A ∩ B and A ∈ A. By pushout, we have the following commutative diagram with exact rows and columns: 0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 // C_m(P ) // fflffl P_{m−1} // fflffl L // 0

0 // B fflffl // U fflffl // L // 0

A fflffl A fflffl 0 0.

Since P_{m−1} and A belong to A, so is U. Note that L ∈ G(A) and B ∈ A ∩ B, it follows that the middle row in the above diagram is split. So L belongs to A. We proceed in this manner to get that C_n(P ) belongs to A. Now [43, Theorem 3.3] implies m ⩽ n, which contradicts our assumption. So m = n, as desired. □ Corollary 3.17. For every family of complexes {M_i}_{i∈I} one has G(A)-dim ⨁ i∈I M_i = sup_{i∈I} {G(A)-dimM_i}.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [40, Corollay 3.5]. □ Fact 3.18. Let M and N be two complexes. According to Lemma 3.5, there are two cofibrantfibrant resolutions QRM → RM ← M and QRN → RN ← N of M and N, respectively. A homomorphism β ∈ Hom_R(QRM, QRN) is bounded above if β_i = 0 for all i ≫ 0. The subset

Hom_R(QRM, QRN) of Hom_R(QRM, QRN), consisting of all bounded above homomorphisms, is a subcomplex with components

Hom_R(QRM, QRN)_n = {(φ_i) ∈ Hom_R(QRM, QRN)_n | φ_i = 0 for all i ≫ 0}. We set ~ Hom_R(QRM, QRN) = Hom_R(QRM, QRN)/Hom_R(QRM, QRN). By [32, Definition 3.7], the nth Tate-Vogel cohomology group, denoted by ~Ext^n_A(M, N), is defined as ~Ext^n_A(M, N) = H_{−n}(~Hom_R(QRM, QRN)). Remark 3.19. Let M and N be two complexes. According to Fact 3.18, there exists an exact sequence of complexes 0 → Hom_R(QRM, QRN) → Hom_R(QRM, QRN) → ~Hom_R(QRM, QRN) → 0. It follows from Lemma 3.13 that Ext^n_R(M, N) = H_{−n}(Hom_R(QRM, QRN)) for each integer n. Thus we have a long exact sequence

· · · // Ext^n_A(M, N)^ε n R(M,N) // Ext^n_R(M, N)^{~εnR(M,N)}// ~Ext^n_A(M, N) // Ext^{n+1}_A (M, N) // · · · ,

where Ext^n_A(M, N) = H_{−n}(Hom_R(QRM, QRN)) for each integer n.

By [32, Lemma 3.3], one can see that Ext^n_A(−, −) is a cohomological functor for each integer n, independent of the choice of cofibrant replacements and fibrant replacements.

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.1, which gives general techniques for computing cohomologies Ext^n_A(M, N) and ~Ext^n_A(M, N) whenever M is a complex with finite Gorenstein A dimension.

3.20. Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Proposition 3.15, there exists a split complete A resolution T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M of M such that each τ_i is a split epimorphism and τ_i = id_{Ti} for all i ≫ 0. Let L_M = ker(τ). Then the exact sequence 0 → L_M → T → QRM → 0 of complexes is split in each degree. Let QRN → RN ← N be a cofibrant-fibrant resolution of N. Applying the functor Hom_R(−, QRN) to the exact sequence above, we have the following commutative diagram with exact rows and columns: 0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 // Hom_R(QRM, QRN) // fflffl Hom_R(QRM, QRN) // fflffl ~ Hom_R(QRM, QRN) fflffl // 0

0 // Hom_R(T, QRN) // fflffl Hom_R(T, QRN) // fflffl ~ Hom_R(T, QRN) fflffl // 0

0 // Hom_R(L_M , QRN) // fflffl Hom_R(L_M , QRN) // fflffl ~ Hom_R(L_M , QRN) fflffl // 0

0 0 0.

Since L_M ∈ C^+ (R), Hom_R(L_M , QRN) = Hom_R(L_M , QRN). For each integer n ∈ Z, we have H_n(~Hom_R(QRM, QRN)) ∼= H_n(~Hom_R(T, QRN)). Note that QRN ∈ dg ~A ∩ dg ~B and T is an exact complex such that Hom_R(T, X) is exact for all X ∈ A ∩ B. Then Hom_R(T, QRN) is exact. Thus H_n(Hom_R(T, QRN)) ∼= H_n(~Hom_R(T, QRN)) for each integer n ∈ Z, and hence H_n(~Hom_R(QRM, QRN)) ∼= H_n(~Hom_R(T, QRN)) ∼= H_n(Hom_R(T, QRN)) for each integer n ∈ Z. So ~Ext^n_A(M, N) ∼= H_{−n}(Hom_R(T, QRN)) for each integer n ∈ Z.

By the exactness of the left column in the above diagram, we have the following exact sequence

· · · // H_n(Hom_R(QRM, QRN)) // H_n(Hom_R(T, QRN)) // H_n(Hom_R(L_M , QRN)) // H_{n−1}(Hom_R(QRM, QRN)) // H_{n−1}(Hom_R(T, QRN)) // · · · .

Since Hom_R(T, QRN) is exact by the proof above, we get that H_{n−1}(Hom_R(QRM, QRN)) ∼= H_n(Hom_R(L_M , QRN)) for all integers n ∈ Z. So Ext^{n+1}_A (M, N) ∼= H_{−n}(Hom_R(L_M , QRN)) for all integers n ∈ Z.

Now assume that N is a bounded below dg-B complex. Note that there is an exact sequence 0 → K_N → QN → N → 0 of complexes with K_N ∈ ~B ∩ C^− (R) and QN ∈ dg ~A ∩ C^− (R) by [32, Lemma 3.11]. Hence both Hom_R(T, K_N ) and Hom_R(L_M , K_N ) are exact by [12, Lemma 2.4]. It is easy to check that the sequences 0 → Hom_R(T, K_N ) → Hom_R(T, QN) → Hom_R(T, N) → 0 and 0 → Hom_R(L_M , K_N ) → Hom_R(L_M , QN) → Hom_R(L_M , N) → 0 are exact. Thus for any integer n, we have

H_n(Hom_R(T, QN)) ∼= H_n(Hom_R(T, N)), H_n(Hom_R(L_M , QN)) ∼= H_n(Hom_R(L_M , N)). So ~Ext^n_A(M, N) ∼= H_{−n}(Hom_R(T, N)) and Ext^{n+1}_A (M, N) ∼= H_{−n}(Hom_R(L_M , N)) for all integers n ∈ Z. This completes the proof. □ Corollary 3.21. If M is a complex of finite Gorenstein A dimension, then we have G(A)-dimM = sup{n ∈ Z | Ext^n_A(M, N) ≠ 0 for some N ∈ A ∩ B}.

Proof. Let N ∈ A ∩ B. Then ~Ext^n_A(M, N) = 0 for all n ∈ Z by Theorem 1.1. It follows from Fact 3.18(2) that Ext^n_A(M, N) ∼= Ext^n_R(M, N) for all n ∈ Z and all N ∈ A ∩ B. So the result is clear by Proposition 3.15. □

4. Relative cohomology groups for complexes with finite Gorenstein A dimension The goal of this section is to study relative cohomology groups for complexes with finite Gorenstein A dimension and prove Theorem 1.2. To this end, we start with the following easy observations.

Lemma 4.1. Let f : M → B be a special B preenvelope of an R-module M. Then A-dimM = A-dimB and G(A)-dimM = G(A)-dimB.

Proof. The proof is straightforward by noting that 0 → M → B → A → 0 is an exact sequence of R-modules with A ∈ A. □

Lemma 4.2. Let M be an R-module with finite Gorenstein A dimension and f : M → B a special B preenvelope of M. Then B has a split complete A resolution T^τ→ QB → B^{id}← B. Hence there exists a degreewise split exact sequence of complexes 0 → Σ^{−1}X → ~T → QB → 0 with ~T = (T_{⩾0})^+ such that X is a proper G(A)-resolution of B.

Proof. By Proposition 3.15 and Lemma 4.1, B has a split complete A resolution T^τ→ QB → B^{id}← B. Thus there is a nonnegative integer n such that τ_i is bijective for all i ⩾ n. We set ~T = (T_{⩾0})+, that is

~T_i = T_i if i ⩾ 0; C_0(T ) if i = −1; 0 if i < −1, and ∂^{~T}_i =

∂^T_i if i > 0; π if i = 0; 0 if i < 0,

where π : T_0 → C_0(T ) is the natural map. Let ~β : ~T → QB be a morphism such that ~β_i = τ_i for all i ⩾ 0 and ~β_i = 0 for all i < 0. Let X = Σ ker(~β). Note that ker(τ) is a complex with each entry in A ∩ B. Thus X_0 = C_0(T ) ∈ G(A), X_i ∈ A ∩ B for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n − 1, and X_i = 0 for i ⩾ n + 1 and i ⩽ −1. Hence X is a proper G(A)-resolution of B. So we have the following exact sequence of complexes: 0 → Σ^{−1}X → ~T → QB → 0 with ~T = (T_{⩾0})^+. □

The following is the key result to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 4.3. Let M be an R-module in B with finite Gorenstein A dimension. For any R-module N in B, we have the following isomorphisms:

(1) Ext^1_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= ker(~ε^1_R(M, N));

(2) Ext^n_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= Ext^n_A(M, N) for any integer n > 1.

Proof. Note that M is an R-module in B with finite Gorenstein A dimension. Then M has a complete A resolution T^τ→ QM → M^{id}← M by Proposition 3.15. It follows from Lemma 4.2 that there exists a degreewise split exact sequence of complexes L : 0 → Σ^{−1}X → ~T → QM → 0 with ~T = (T_{⩾0})^+ such that X is a proper G(A)-resolution of M.

(1) Let N be an R-module in B. Applying Hom_R(−, N) to the exact sequence L gives rise to the following exact sequence of complexes:

0 → Hom_R(QM, N) → Hom_R( ~T , N) → Hom_R(Σ^{−1}X, N) → 0.

By the long exact sequence theorem, we have the following exact sequence:

H_0(Hom_R( ~T , N)) // H_0(Hom_R(Σ^{−1}X, N)) // H_{−1}(Hom_R(QM, N)) // H_{−1}(Hom_R( ~T , N)).

It follows from Lemma 3.13 and Theorem 1.1 that the following sequence

0 // H_0(Hom_R(Σ^{−1}X, N)) // Ext^1_R(M, N)^ε 1 R(M,N) // ~Ext^1_R(M, N)

is exact. Since X is a proper G(A)-resolution of M, Ext^1_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= H_{−1}(Hom_R(X, N)) by Definition 2.2. Note that H_{−1}(Hom_R(X, N)) ∼= H_0(Hom_R(Σ^{−1}X, N)). So Ext^1_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= ker(~ε^1_R(M, N)), as desired.

(2) Let n be any integer with n > 1. Note that Ext^n_A(M, N) ∼= H_{1−n}(Hom_R(L_M , N)) by Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 4.2, we have

H_{1−n}(Hom_R(L_M , N)) = H_{1−n}(Hom_R(Σ^{−1}X, N)).

Then Ext^n_A(M, N) ∼= H_{1−n}(Hom_R(Σ^{−1}X, N)). It follows from Definition 2.2 that Ext^n_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= H_{−n}(Hom_R(X, N)) since X is a proper G(A)-resolution of M. Note that H_{−n}(Hom_R(X, N)) ∼= H_{1−n}(Hom_R(Σ^{−1}X, N)). So Ext^n_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= Ext^n_A(M, N). This completes the proof. □

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 → M → B → A → 0 be an exact sequence of R-modules with B ∈ B and A ∈ A. For each R-module N in B, we have the following commutative diagram with exact rows

· · · // Ext^i_A(B, N) f^i fflffl

// Ext^i_R(B, N) g^i fflffl

~ε^i_R(B,N) // ~Ext^i_A(B, N) h^i fflffl

// · · ·

· · · // Ext^i_A(M, N) // Ext^i_R(M, N)^{~ε} i R(M,N) // ~Ext^i_A(M, N) // · · ·

satisfying that

(1) g^i : Ext^i_R(B, N) → Ext^i_R(M, N) is an isomorphism for any i ⩾ 1. (2) h^i : ~Ext^i_A(B, N) → ~Ext^i_A(M, N) is an isomorphism for each i ∈ Z.

Proof. Since A ∈ A, there is an exact sequence 0 → A → X_0 → X_{−1} → · · · of R-modules such that X_i ∈ A ∩ B for i ⩽ 0 and ker(X_i → X_{i−1}) ∈ A for i ⩽ 0. Let RA be the complex 0 → X_0 → X_{−1} → · · · . Then A → RA is a fibrant replacement with RB in dg ~A ∩ dg ~B. Hence QRA = RA. By [32, Lemma 3.12], we have the following commutative diagram with exact rows such that the columns are fibrant replacements:

0 // M fflffl // B fflffl // A fflffl // 0

0 // RM // RB // RA // 0.

Note that there exists an exact sequence 0 → L → QRB → RB → 0 of complexes with L an B complex. Consider the following pullback diagram: 0 fflffl 0 fflffl L fflffl L fflffl 0 // W // fflffl QRB // fflffl RA // 0

0 // RM // fflffl RB fflffl // RA // 0

0 0.

Since RA and QRB are in dg ~A, so is W by Lemma 3.5. Let QRM = W . Then QRM → RM is a cofibrant replacement. Thus we have the following commutative diagram with exact rows such that the columns are cofibrant-fibrant resolutions: 0 // M fflffl // B // fflffl A fflffl // 0

0 // RM // RB // RA // 0

0 // QRM //

OO

QRB //

OO

QRA // 0. Let N be an R-module in B. Choose any cofibrant-fibrant resolution N → RN ← QRN of N. Then we have the following commutative diagram with exact rows and columns: 0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 // Hom_R(QRA, QRN) // fflffl Hom_R(QRA, QRN) // fflffl ~ Hom_R(QRA, QRN) fflffl // 0

0 // Hom_R(QRB, QRN) // fflffl Hom_R(QRB, QRN) // fflffl ~ Hom_R(QRB, QRN) fflffl // 0

0 // Hom_R(QRM, QRN) // fflffl Hom_R(QRM, QRN) // fflffl ~ Hom_R(QRM, QRN) fflffl // 0

0 0 0.

Since QRA ∈ C^+ (R), Hom_R(QRA, QRN) = Hom_R(QRA, QRN). For each integer n ∈ Z, we have H_n(~Hom_R(QRB, QRN)) ∼= H_n(~Hom_R(QRM, QRN)). It follows from Lemma 3.13 that Ext^i_R(A, N) ∼= H_{−i}(Hom_R(QRA, QRN)) for each integer i ∈ Z. Since A ∈ A and N ∈ B, H_i(Hom_R(QRA, QRN)) = 0 for all i ⩽ −1. Thus H_i(Hom_R(QRB, QRN)) ∼= H_i(Hom_R(QRM, QRN)) for all i ⩽ −1. Applying the long exact sequence theorem to the commutative diagram above, we have the desired commutative diagram in Lemma 4.4. □

Fact 4.5. Let M be an R-module in B with finite Gorenstein A dimension. Then M has a proper G(A)-resolution X → M by Lemma 4.2. Note that the class A is pecovering by hypothesis. Choose a proper A-resolution F → M and a morphism γ : F → X lifting the identity on M. For each R-module N in B, we have Hom_R(F, N) ∼= RHom_R(M, N) by Lemma 3.13 and the morphism of complexes Hom_R(γ, N) : Hom_R(X, N) → Hom_R(F, N) induces a natural homomorphism of abelian groups ε^n(M, N) : Ext^n_{G(A)}(M, N) → Ext^n_R(M, N) for every n ∈ Z. The groups and the maps defined above do not depend on the choices of resolutions and liftings by [27, Proposition 2.2].

Lemma 4.6. Let M be an R-module with finite Gorenstein A dimension and N an R-module in B. For each integer i with i ⩾ 1, we have the following commutative diagram such that the downward arrows are isomorphisms

Ext^i_{G(A)}(B, N) ∼= fflffl

ε^i(B,N) // Ext^i_R(B, N) ∼= fflffl Ext^i_{G(A)}(M, N)^ε i(M,N) // Ext^i_R(M, N), where M → B is a special B preenvelope of M.

Proof. Let f : M → B be a special B preenvelope of M. Then we have an exact sequence 0 → M → B → A → 0 of R-modules with B ∈ B and A ∈ A. Since GA-dimM < ∞, there is a nonnegative integer n such that GA-dimM = GA-dimB ⩽ n. By the proof of Lemma 4.2, B has a proper G(A)-resolution β : X → B such that X_0 ∈ G(A), X_i ∈ A ∩ B for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n and X_i = 0 for i > n. Consider the following pullback diagram: 0 fflffl 0 fflffl C_1(X) fflffl C_1(X) fflffl 0 // L^λ // α fflffl X_0 //

β_0 fflffl A // 0

0 // M^f // fflffl B fflffl // A // 0

0 0.

Note that A ∈ A and X_0 ∈ G(A). Then L ∈ G(A) by Lemma 3.3(1). Assume that Y is a complex such that Y_0 = L, Y_i = X_i for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n and Y_i = 0 for all i > n. Thus η : Y → M is a proper G(A)-resolution of M, where η_0 = α and η_i = 0 for i ≠ 0. Let K = · · · → 0 → A → 0 → · · · with

A in the 0th position and 0 in the other positions. It is easy to see that 0 → Y^γ→ X → K → 0 is an exact sequence of complexes, where γ_0 = λ and γ_i = id_{Xi} for all i ⩾ 1.

Note that B ∈ B. Then B has a proper A-resolution β^′ : X^′ → B such that X^′_i ∈ A ∩ B and C_i(X^′) ∈ B for i ⩾ 0. By the foregoing proof, M has a proper A-resolution η^′ : Y^′ → M with Y^′_i = X^′_i for all i ⩾ 1 such that the following diagram

0 // Y^′_0^μ //

η^′_0 fflffl X^′_0 //

β^′_0 fflffl A // 0

0 // M^f // B // A // 0

is commutative. Thus 0 → Y^{′ γ′}→ X^′ → K → 0 is an exact sequence of complexes, where γ^′_0 = μ and γ^′_i = id_Y ′_i for all i ⩾ 1. Since each R-module in A belongs to G(A), there exists φ : X^′ → X such that βφ = β^′. Note that fη^′_0 = β^′_0μ = β_0φ_0μ. Using the pullback of homomorphisms f and β_0, we have a morphism ρ : Y^′_0 → Y_0 such that λρ = φ_0μ. Let ψ : Y^′ → Y be a morphism such that ψ_0 = ρ and ψ_i = φ_i for all i ⩾ 1. Thus we have the following diagram of complexes with exact rows: 0 // Y^{′ γ} ′ // ψ fflffl X^′ // φ fflffl Y // 0

0 // Y^γ // X // K // 0.

Let N be an R-module in B. Thus we have the following diagram of complexes:

0 // Hom_R(K, N) // Hom_R(X, N) // fflffl Hom_R(Y, N) // fflffl 0

0 // Hom_R(K, N) // Hom_R(X^′, N) // Hom_R(Y^′, N) // 0.

Note that H_i(Hom_R(K, N)) = 0 for all i ⩽ −1. Applying the long exact sequence theorem to the commutative diagram above, we have the desired commutative diagram in Lemma 4.6. □

We now finish this section by giving the proof of Theorem 1.2 as follows.

4.7. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since M is an R-module with GA-dimM < ∞, there exists an exact sequence 0 → M → B → A → 0 of R-modules with B ∈ B and A ∈ A. Thus GA-dimM = GA-dimB < ∞ by Lemma 4.1. Let N be an R-module in B. By Proposition 4.3, Lemmas 4.4 and 4.6, we have Ext^1_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= Ext^1_{G(A)}(B, N) ∼= ker(~ε^1_R(B, N)) ∼= ker(~ε^1_R(M, N)) and Ext^n_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= Ext^n_{G(A)}(B, N) ∼= Ext^n_A(B, N) ∼= Ext^n_A(M, N) for any integer n > 1. This completes the proof. □

5. Comparisons between Gorenstein A dimensions and A dimensions

Our goal of this section is to investigate the relationships between Gorenstein A dimensions and A dimensions for complexes. To this end, we start with the following exact sequence for modules with finite Gorenstein A dimension, connecting relative and Tate-Vogel cohomologies via a long exact sequence. We will refer to a sequence of this form as an Avramov-Martsinkovsky exact sequence. The sequence is similar to [4, Theorem 7.1].

Proposition 5.1. Assume that M is an R-module such that G(A)-dimM ⩽ g with g ⩾ 1 an integer. For each R-module N in B, there is a long exact sequence

0 // Ext^1_{G(A)}(M, N)^ε 1(M,N) // Ext^1_R(M, N) // ~Ext^1_A(M, N) //

· · · // Ext^g_{G(A)}(M, N)^ε g (M,N) // Ext^g_R(M, N) // ~Ext^g_A(M, N) // 0.

Proof. Let M → B be a special B preenvelope of M. By Proposition 3.15 and Lemma 4.1, there exists a split complete A resolution T^τ→ QB → B^{id}← B of B with each τ_i a split epimorphism such that τ_i = id_{Ti} for all i ⩾ g. Thus ker(τ) is a complex such that (ker(τ))_i = 0 for all i ⩾ g, and hence H_{−g}(Hom_R(ker(τ), N)) = 0. Note that Ext^{g+1}_A (B, N) ∼= H_{−g}(Hom_R(ker(τ), N)) by Theorem 1.1. It follows that Ext^{g+1}_A (B, N) = 0. By Remark 3.19, we have the following exact sequence:

X : · · · // Ext^i_A(B, N) // Ext^i_R(B, N) // ~Ext^i_A(B, N) // · · · . Applying Theorem 1.2 and Fact 4.5 to the exact sequence X above, we have the the following exact sequence:

0 // Ext^1_{G(A)}(B, N)^ε 1(B,N) // Ext^1_R(B, N) // ~Ext^1_A(B, N) //

· · · // Ext^g_{G(A)}(B, N)^ε g (B,N) // Ext^g_R(B, N) // ~Ext^g_A(B, N) // 0.

By Lemmas 4.4 and 4.6, we have the desired commutative diagram in Proposition 5.1. □

Lemma 5.2. Let M be a complex with G(A)-dimM < ∞. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) A-dimM = G(A)-dimM;

(2) ~Ext^i_A(M, X) = 0 for all i ∈ Z and all dg-B complexes X; (3) ~Ext^i_A(M, N) = 0 for some i ∈ Z and all R-modules N ∈ B.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) holds by [32, Theorem 1.1(1)].

(2) ⇒ (3) is trivial.

(3) ⇒ (1). Note that M is a complex of finite Gorenstein A dimension by hypothesis. Then there exists a complete A resolution T^τ→ QRM → RM ← M of M by Proposition 3.15. Let l : C_i(T ) → T_{i−1} be the canonical injection and N an R-module in B. Then H_{−i}(Hom_R(T, N)) = 0 by (3) and Theorem 1.1, and so we have the following exact sequence

Hom_R(T_{i−1}, N)^{HomR(∂} T i ,N) // Hom_R(T_i, N)^{HomR(∂} T i+1,N) // Hom_R(T_{i+1}, N).

It is easy to check that Hom_R(l, N) : Hom_R(T_{i−1}, N) → Hom_R(C_i(T ), N) is epic. Note that 0 → C_i(T )^l→ T_{i−1} → C_{i−1}(T ) → 0 is an exact sequence of R-modules such that C_i(T ) is a Gorenstein A-module. Then we have an exact sequence

Hom_R(T_{i−1}, N) → Hom_R(C_i(T ), N) → Ext^1_R(C_{i−1}(T ), N) → Ext^1_R(T_{i−1}, N) = 0. Thus we have Ext^1_R(C_{i−1}(T ), N) = 0 for any N ∈ B, and hence C_{i−1}(T ) ∈ A. Consequently, C_j(T ) ∈ A for all j ⩾ i. Let j be an integer such that j ⩾ max{i, G(A)-dimM}. Then

C_j(QRM) ∈ A. Thus A-dimM < ∞ by [43, Theorem 3.3], and so G(A)-dimM = A-dimM < ∞ by Corollary 3.16. This completes the proof. □

Lemma 5.3. Let M be an R-module with G(A)-dimM < ∞. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) A-dimM = G(A)-dimM;

(2) ε^n(B, N) : Ext^n_{G(A)}(B, N) → Ext^n_R(B, N) is an isomorphism for all n ∈ Z and any R-module N in B.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). By hypothesis, there is a nonnegative integer g such that A-dimM = G(A)- dimM ⩽ g with g an integer. It follows from Lemma 4.1 that A-dimB = G(A)-dimB ⩽ g. Let N be an R-module in B. One easily checks that Ext^0_{G(A)}(M, N) ∼= Hom_R(M, N) ∼= Ext^0_R(M, N) and Ext^n_{G(A)}(M, N) = 0 = Ext^n_R(M, N) for n < 0 or n > g. For 1 ⩽ n ⩽ g, ε^n(M, N) : Ext^n_{G(A)}(M, N) → Ext^n_R(M, N) is an isomorphism by Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.2. So (2) follows.

(2) ⇒ (1) holds by and Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.2. □

We end this paper with the proof of Theorem 1.3 as follows.

5.4. Proof of Theorem 1.3. (1). The result holds by Corollary 3.16.

(2). (a) ⇔ (b) ⇔ (c) hold by Lemma 5.2.

(a) ⇒ (d). Let QRM → RM ← M be a cofibrant-fibrant resolution of M. Then there is an integer n such that C_n(QRM) ∈ A ∩ B by [43, Theorem 3.3]. So (d) follows from Lemma 5.3.

(d) ⇒ (a). Let QRM → RM ← M be a cofibrant-fibrant resolution of M. Then there is an integer s such that C_i(QRM) ∈ B ∩ G(A) for all i > s by hypothesis and Proposition 3.15. Thus there is an integer n with n > s such that ε^i(C_n(QRM), N) : Ext^i_{G(A)}(C_n(QRM), N) → Ext^i_R(C_n(QRM), N) is an isomorphism for all i ∈ Z and any R-module N in B. It follows from Lemma 5.3 that A-dimC_n(QRM) < ∞. Thus A-dimM < ∞ by [43, Theorem 3.3], and so (a) holds by Lemma 5.2. This completes the proof. □

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This research was partially supported by NSFC (11671069, 11771202, 11771212), Qing Lan Project of Jiangsu Province and Jiangsu Government Scholarship for Overseas Studies (JS-2019- 328).

References

[1] J. Asadollahi, Sh. Salarian, Cohomology theories for complexes, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 210 (2007) 771-787. [2] L.L. Avramov, H.-B. Foxby, Homological dimensions of unbounded complexes, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 71 (1991) 129-155.

[3] L.L. Avramov, H.-B. Foxby, S. Halperin, Differential graded homological algebra, preprint, 2009. [4] L.L. Avramov, A. Martsinkovsky, Absolute, relative, and Tate cohomology of modules of finite Gorenstein dimension, Proc. London Math. Soc. 85 (2002) 393-440.

[5] L.L. Avramov, O. Veliche, Stable cohomology over local rings, Adv. Math. 213 (2007) 93-139.

[6] D.J. Benson, J.F. Carlson, Products in negative cohomology, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 82 (1992) 107-130. [7] L. Bican, R. El Bashir, E.E. Enochs, All modules have flat coves, Bull. London Math. Soc. 33 (2001) 385-390. [8] M.C.R. Butler, G. Horrocks, Classes of extensions and resolutions, Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. Ser. A 254 (1961/1962) 155-222.

[9] H. Cartan, S. Eilenberg, Homological Algebra, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, 1956. [10] W.J. Chen, Z.K. Liu, X.Y. Yang, A new method to construct model structures from a cotorsion pair, Comm.

Algebra 47(11) (2019) 4420-4431.

[11] L.W. Christensen, Gorenstein Dimensions, Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 1747, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2000. [12] L.W. Christensen, A. Frankild, H. Holm, On Gorenstein projective, injective and flat dimensions- a functorial description with applications, J. Algebra 302 (2006) 231-279.

[13] L.W. Christensen, H.-B. Foxby, H. Holm, Derived Category Methods in Commutative Algebra, preprint, 2019. [14] M. Cortés Izurdiaga, S. Estrada, P.A. Guil Asensio, A model structure approach to the finitistic dimension conjectures, Math. Nachr. 285 (2012) 821-833.

[15] W.G. Dwyer, J. Spalinski, Homotopy theories and model categories, Handbook of algebraic topology (Amsterdam), North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1995, 73-126.

[16] S. Eilenberg, J.C. Moore, Foundations of relative homological algebra, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 55, Providence, RI, 1965.

[17] E.E. Enochs, Injective and flat covers, envelopes and resolvents, Israel J. Math. 39 (1981) 189-209. [18] E.E. Enochs, O.M.G. Jenda, Gorenstein injective and projective modules, Math. Z. 220(4) (1995) 611-633. [19] E.E. Enochs, O.M.G. Jenda, Relative Homological Algebra, Walter de Gruyter, Berlin-New York, 2000. [20] E.E. Enochs, O.M.G. Jenda, B. Torrecillas, Gorenstein flat modules, Nanjing Daxue Xuebao Shuxue Bannian Kan 10(1) (1993) 1-9.

[21] J. Gillespie, The flat model structure on Ch(R), Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 356 (2004) 3369-3390. [22] J. Gillespie, Hereditary abelian model categories, Bull. London Math. Soc. 48(6) (2016) 895-922. [23] J. Gillespie, Model structures on exact categories, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 215 (2011) 2892-2902. [24] F. Goichot, Homologie de Tate-Vogel équivariante, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 82 (1992) 39-64. [25] D. Happel, Triangulated Categories in Representation Theory of Finite Dimensional Algebras, Lond. Math.

Soc. Lect. Notes Ser. 119, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1988.

[26] R. Hartshorne, Residues and duality, Lecture Notes in Math. 20, Springer-Verlag, Berlin 1966. [27] H. Holm, Gorenstein derived functors, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 132(7) (2004) 1913-1923. [28] H. Holm, Gorenstein homological dimensions, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 189(1) (2004) 167-193. [29] M. Hovey, Model categories, Amer. Math. Soc., Providences, RI, 1999.

[30] M. Hovey, Cotorsion pairs, model category structures, and representation theory, Math. Z. 241 (2002) 553-592. [31] M. Hovey, Cotorsion pairs and model categories, in Interactions between homotopy theory and algebra, Contemp. Math. 436. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2007, 277-296.

[32] J.S. Hu, N.Q. Ding, A model structure approach to the Tate-Vogel cohomology, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 220(6) (2016) 2240-2264.

[33] A. Iacob, Gorenstein flat dimension of complexes, J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 49(4) (2009) 817-842. [34] L. Liang, Homology theories for complexes based on flats, Glasgow Math. J., to appear, 18 pp. [35] Z.K. Liu, Relative cohomology of complexes, J. Algebra 502 (2018), 79C97. [36] G. Mislin, Tate cohomology for arbitrary groups via satellites, Topology Appl. 56 (1994) 293-300. [37] L. Salce, Cotorsion theories for abelian groups, Symposia Math. 23 (1979) 11-32. [38] S. Sather-Wagstaff, T. Sharif, D. White, Gorenstein cohomology in abelian categories, J. Math. Kyoto Univ.

48 (2008) 571-596.

[39] N. Spaltenstein, Resolutions of unbounded complexes, Compositio Math. 65 (1988) 121-154. [40] O. Veliche, Gorenstein projective dimension for complexes, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 358 (2006) 1257-1283. [41] J.-L. Verdier, Catégories, dérivées. quelques résultats (état 0), SGA 4^1_2 , Springer, Berlin Heidelberg New York (1977) 262-311.

[42] X.Y. Yang, W.J. Chen, Relative homological dimensions and Tate cohomology of complexes with respect to cotorsion pairs, Comm. Algebra 45(7) (2017) 2875-2888.

[43] X.Y. Yang, N.Q. Ding, On a question of Gillespie, Forum Math. 27(6) (2015) 3205-3231. [44] G. Yang, Z.K. Liu, Cotorsion pairs and model structure on Ch(R), Proc. Edinb. Math. Soc. 54 (2011) 783-797.