arXiv:1812.04402v2 [math.RA] 12 Sep 2019

HOMOTOPY CATEGORIES OF TOTALLY ACYCLIC COMPLEXES WITH APPLICATIONS TO THE

FLAT–COTORSION THEORY

LARS WINTHER CHRISTENSEN, SERGIO ESTRADA, AND PEDER THOMPSON

To S.K. Jain on the occasion of his eightieth birthday

Abstract. We introduce a notion of total acyclicity associated to a subcategory of an abelian category and consider the Gorenstein objects they define. These Gorenstein objects form a Frobenius category, whose induced stable category is equivalent to the homotopy category of totally acyclic complexes. Applied to the flat–cotorsion theory over a coherent ring, this provides a new description of the category of cotorsion Gorenstein flat modules; one that puts it on equal footing with the category of Gorenstein projective modules.

Introduction

Let A be an associative ring. It is classic that the stable category of Gorenstein projective A-modules is triangulated equivalent to the homotopy category of totally acyclic complexes of projective A-modules. Under extra assumptions on A this equivalence can be found already in Buchweitz’s 1986 manuscript [6]. In this paper we focus on a corresponding equivalence for Gorenstein flat modules. It could be pieced together from results in the literature, but we develop a framework that provides a direct proof while also exposing how closely the homotopical behavior of cotorsion Gorenstein flat modules parallels that of Gorenstein projective modules.

The category of Gorenstein flat A-modules is rarely Frobenius, indeed we prove in Theorem 4.5 that it only happens when every module is cotorsion. This is evidence that one should restrict attention to the category of cotorsion Gorenstein flat Amodules; in fact, it is already known from work of Gillespie [15] that this category is Frobenius if A is coherent. The associated stable category is equivalent to the homotopy category of F-totally acyclic complexes of flat-cotorsion A-modules; this follows from a theorem by Estrada and Gillespie [12] combined with recent work of Bazzoni, Cortés Izurdiaga, and Estrada [3]. The proof in [12] involves model structures on categories of complexes of projective modules, and one goal of this paper—with a view towards extending the result to non-affine schemes [7]—is to give a proof that avoids projective modules; we achieve this with Corollary 5.3.

Date: 12 September 2019.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 16E05. Secondary 18G25; 18G35. Key words and phrases. Cotorsion pair; Gorenstein object; stable category; totally acyclic complex.

L.W.C. was partly supported by Simons Foundation collaboration grant 428308. S.E. was partly supported by grant MTM2016-77445-P and FEDER funds and by grant 19880/GERM/15 from the Fundación Séneca-Agencia de Ciencia y Tecnología de la Región de Murcia. 1

The pure derived category of flat A-modules is the Verdier quotient of the homotopy category of complexes of flat A-modules by the subcategory of pure-acyclic complexes; its subcategory of F-totally acyclic complexes was studied by Murfet and Salarian [21]. We show in Theorem 5.6 that this subcategory is equivalent to the homotopy category of F-totally acyclic complexes of flat-cotorsion A-modules, and thus to the stable category of cotorsion Gorenstein flat modules. Combining this with results of Christensen and Kato [8] and Estrada and Gillespie [12], one can derive that under extra assumptions on A, made explicit in Corollary 5.9, the stable category of Gorenstein projective A-modules is equivalent to the stable category of cotorsion Gorenstein flat A-modules.

Underpinning the results we have highlighted above are a framework, developed in Sections 1–3, and two results, Theorems 4.4 and 5.2, that show—as the semantics might suggest—that the cotorsion Gorenstein flat modules are, indeed, the Gorenstein modules naturally attached to the flat–cotorsion theory. ∗ ∗ ∗ Let A be an abelian category and U a subcategory of A. In 1.1 we define a right Utotally acyclic complex to be an acyclic hom_A(−, U ∩ U^⊥)-exact complex of objects from U with cycle objects in U^⊥. Left U-total acyclicity is defined dually, and in the case of a self-orthogonal subcategory, left and right total acyclicity is the same; see Proposition 1.5. These definitions recover the standard notions of totally acyclic complexes of projective or injective objects; see Example 1.7. In the context of a cotorsion pair (U, V) the natural complexes to consider are right U-totally acyclic complexes, left V-totally acyclic complexes, and (U ∩ V)-totally acyclic complexes for the self-orthogonal category U ∩ V.

In Section 2 we define left and right U-Gorenstein objects to be cycles in left and right U-totally acyclic complexes. In the context of a cotorsion pair (U, V), we show that the categories of right U-Gorenstein objects and left V-Gorenstein objects are Frobenius categories whose projective-injective objects are those in U∩V; see Theorems 2.11 and 2.12. In Section 3 the stable categories induced by these Frobenius categories are shown to be equivalent to the corresponding homotopy categories of totally acyclic complexes. In particular, Corollary 3.9 recovers the classic results for Gorenstein projective objects and Gorenstein injective objects.

The literature contains a variety of generalized notions of totally acyclic complexes and Gorenstein objects; see for example Sather-Wagstaff, Sharif, and White [23]. We make detailed comparisons in Remark 2.3; at this point it suffices to say that our notion of Gorensteinness differs from the existing generalizations by exhibiting periodicity: For a self-orthogonal category W, the category of (W- Gorenstein)-Gorenstein objects is simply W; see Proposition 2.8.

1. Total acyclicity and other terminology

Throughout this paper, A denotes an abelian category; we write hom_A for the homsets and the induced functor from A to abelian groups. Tacitly, subcategories of A are assumed to be full and closed under isomorphisms. A subcategory of A is called additively closed if it is additive and closed under direct summands.

A complex of objects from A is referred to as an A-complex. We use homological notation for complexes, so for a complex T the object in degree i is denoted T_i and Z_i(T ) denotes the cycle subobject in degree i.

Let U and V be subcategories of A. The right orthogonal of U is the subcategory U^⊥ = {N ∈ A | Ext^1_A(U, N) = 0 for all U ∈ U} ;

the left orthogonal of V is the subcategory ⊥V = {M ∈ A | Ext^1_A(M, V ) = 0 for all V ∈ V} .

In case U^⊥ = V and^⊥V = U hold, the pair (U, V) is referred to as a cotorsion pair.

In this section and the next, we develop notions of total acyclicity, and corresponding notions of Gorenstein objects, associated to any subcategory of A. Our primary applications are in the context of a cotorsion pair.

1.1 Definition. Let U and V be subcategories of A.

(r) An A-complex T is called right U-totally acyclic if the following hold:

(1) T is acyclic.

(2) For each i ∈ Z the object T_i belongs to U. (3) For each i ∈ Z the object Z_i(T ) belongs to U^⊥. (4) For each W ∈ U ∩ U^⊥ the complex hom_A(T, W ) is acyclic.

(l) An A-complex T is called left V-totally acyclic if the following hold:

(1) T is acyclic.

(2) For each i ∈ Z the object T_i belongs to V. (3) For each i ∈ Z the object Z_i(T ) belongs to^⊥V. (4) For each W ∈^⊥V ∩ V the complex hom_A(W, T ) is acyclic.

1.2 Example. Let U and V be subcategories of A. For every W ∈ U ∩ U^⊥ a complex of the form 0 −→ W^=−−→ W −→ 0 is right U-totally acyclic; similarly, for every W ∈^⊥V ∩ V such a complex is left V-totally acyclic.

1.3 Proposition. Let U and V be subcategories of A.

(r) An A-complex T is right U-totally acyclic if and only if the following hold:

(1) T is acyclic.

(2) For each i ∈ Z the object T_i belongs to U ∩ U^⊥. (3) For each U ∈ U the complex hom_A(U, T ) is acyclic. (4) For each W ∈ U ∩ U^⊥ the complex hom_A(T, W ) is acyclic.

(l) An A-complex T is left V-totally acyclic if and only if the following hold:

(1) T is acyclic.

(2) For each i ∈ Z the object T_i belongs to^⊥V ∩ V. (3) For each V ∈ V the complex hom_A(T, V ) is acyclic. (4) For each W ∈^⊥V ∩ V the complex hom_A(W, T ) is acyclic.

Proof. (r): A complex T that satisfies Definition 1.1(r) trivially satisfies conditions (1), (3), and (4), while (2) follows from 1.1(r.2) and 1.1(r.3) as U^⊥ is closed under extensions. Conversely, a complex T that satisfies conditions (1)–(4) in the statement trivially satisfies conditions (1), (2), and (4) in Definition 1.1(r). Moreover it follows from (2) and (3) that also condition 1.1(r.3) is satisfied.

The proof of (l) is similar. □

1.4 Example. A right A-totally acyclic complex is a contractible complex of injective objects, and a left A-totally acyclic complex is a contractible complex of projective objects.

In this paper we call a subcategory W of A self-orthogonal if Ext^1_A(W, W^′) = 0 holds for all W and W^′ in W.

1.5 Proposition. Let W be a subcategory of A. The following conditions are equivalent

(i) W is self-orthogonal.

(ii) Every object in W belongs to W^⊥. (iii) Every object in W belongs to^⊥W. (iv) One has W ∩ W^⊥ = W =^⊥W ∩ W.

Moreover, if W satisfies these conditions, then an A-complex is right W-totally acyclic if and only if it is left W-totally acyclic.

Proof. Evidently, (i) implies (iv), and (iv) implies both (ii) and (iii). Conditions (ii) and (iii) each precisely mean that Ext^1_A(W, W^′) = 0 holds for all W and W^′ in W, so either implies (i).

Now assume that W satisfies (i)–(iv). Parts (1) are the same in Proposition 1.3(r) and 1.3(l), and so are parts (2) per the assumption W ∩ W^⊥ =^⊥W ∩ W. Part (3) in 1.3(r) coincides with part (4) in 1.3(l) by the assumption W =^⊥W∩W, and 1.3(r.4) coincides with 1.3(l.3) per the assumption W ∩ W^⊥ = W. □

1.6 Definition. For a self-orthogonal subcategory W of A, a right, equivalently left, W-totally acyclic complex is simply called a W-totally acyclic complex.

1.7 Example. The subcategory Prj(A) of projective objects in A is self-orthogonal, and a Prj(A)-totally acyclic complex is called a totally acyclic complex of projective objects. In the special case where A is the category Mod(A) of modules over a ring A these were introduced by Auslander and Bridger [1]; see also Enochs and Jenda [10]. The terminology is due to Avramov and Martsinkovsky [2].

Dually, Inj(A) is the subcategory of injective objects in A, and an Inj(A)-totally acyclic complex is called a totally acyclic complex of injective objects; see Krause [19]. The case A = Mod(A) was first considered in [10].

1.8 Remark. For a cotorsion pair (U, V) in A, the subcategory U ∩ V is selforthogonal. It follows from Proposition 1.3 that every right U-totally acyclic complex and every left V-totally acyclic complex is (U ∩ V)-totally acyclic.

2. Gorenstein objects

In line with standard terminology, cycles in totally acyclic complexes are called Gorenstein objects.

2.1 Definition. Let U and V be subcategories of A.

(r) An object M in A is called right U-Gorenstein if there is a right U-totally acyclic complex T with Z_0(T ) = M. Denote by RGor_U(A) the full subcategory of right U-Gorenstein objects in A.

(l) An object M in A is called left V-Gorenstein if there is a left V-totally acyclic complex T with Z_0(T ) = M. Denote by LGor_V(A) the full subcategory of left V-Gorenstein objects in A.

For a self-orthogonal subcategory W one has RGor_W(A) = LGor_W(A), see Proposition 1.5; this category is denoted Gor_W(A), and its objects are called W-Gorenstein.

Notice that if U is an additive subcategory, then so is RGor_U(A); similarly for V and LGor_V(A).

2.2 Example. Let U and V be subcategories of A. Objects in U ∩ U^⊥ are right U-Gorenstein and objects in^⊥V ∩ V are left V-Gorenstein; see Example 1.2.

2.3 Remark. We compare our definitions of total acyclicity and Gorenstein objects with others that already appear in the literature.

(1) For an additive category W, Iyengar and Krause [17] define a “totally acyclic complex over W.” For additive subcategories U and V of an abelian category, a right U-totally acyclic complex is totally acyclic over U ∩ U^⊥ in the sense of [17, def. 5.2], and a left V-totally acyclic complex is totally acyclic over^⊥V ∩ V. In particular, for a self-orthogonal additive subcategory W of an abelian category, a W-totally acyclic complex is the same as an acyclic complex that is totally acyclic over W in the sense of [17, def. 5.2].

(2) For an additive subcategory W of an abelian category, Sather-Wagstaff, Sharif, and White [23] define a “totally W-acyclic” complex. A right or left W-totally acyclic complex is totally W-acyclic in the sense of [23, def. 4.1]; the converse holds if W is self-orthogonal. For a self-orthogonal additively closed subcategory W of a module category, Geng and Ding [13] study the associated Gorenstein objects.

(3) For subcategories U and V of Mod(A) with Prj(A) ⊆ U and Inj(A) ⊆ V, Pan and Cai [22] define “(U, V)-Gorenstein projective/injective” modules. In this setting, a right U-Gorenstein module is (U, U ∩ U^⊥)-Gorenstein projective in the sense of [22, def. 2.1], and a left V-Gorenstein module is (^⊥V ∩ V, V)-Gorenstein injective in the sense of [22, def. 2.2].

(4) For a complete hereditary cotorsion pair (U, V) in an abelian category, Yang and Chen [26] define a “complete U-resolution.” Every right U-totally acyclic complex is a complete U-resolution in the sense of [26, def. 3.1].

(5) For a pair of subcategories (U, V) in an abelian category, Becerril, Mendoza, and Santiago [4] define a “left complete (U, V)-resolution.” If (U, V) is a cotorsion pair, then a right U-totally acyclic complex is a left complete (U, U ∩ V)-resolution in the sense of [4, def. 3.2].

The key difference between Definition 1.1 and those cited above is that 1.1— motivated by 4.1—places restrictions on the cycle objects in a totally acyclic complex; the significance of this becomes apparent in Proposition 2.8.

2.4 Remark. Given a cotorsion pair (U, V) in A, it follows from Remark 1.8 that there are containments

RGor_U(A) ⊆ Gor_{U∩V}(A) ⊇ LGor_V(A) .

2.5 Example. A right A-Gorenstein object is injective, and a left A-Gorenstein object is projective; see Example 1.4.

The subcategory Prj(A) is self-orthogonal, and a Prj(A)-Gorenstein object is called Gorenstein projective; see [1, 10] for the special case A = Mod(A). Similarly, an Inj(A)-Gorenstein object is called Gorenstein injective; see [19] and see [10] for the case A = Mod(A).

The next three results, especially Proposition 2.8, are motivated in part by [23, Theorem A]. We consider what happens when one iterates the process of constructing Gorenstein objects. Starting from a self-orthogonal additively closed subcategory, our construction iterated twice returns the original subcategory. The construction in [23] is, in contrast, “idempotent.”

2.6 Lemma. Let U and V be additively closed subcategories of A. One has ⊥RGor_U(A) ∩ RGor_U(A) = U ∩ U^⊥ = RGor_U(A) ∩ RGor_U(A)^⊥ and

⊥LGor_V(A) ∩ LGor_V(A) =^⊥V ∩ V = LGor_V(A) ∩ LGor_V(A)^⊥ .

In particular, RGor_U(A) is self-orthogonal if and only if RGor_U(A) = U ∩ U^⊥ holds, and LGor_V(A) is self-orthogonal if and only if LGor_V(A) =^⊥V ∩ V holds.

For a self-orthogonal category W one has (2.6.1)^⊥Gor_W(A) ∩ Gor_W(A) = W = Gor_W(A) ∩ Gor_W(A)^⊥ .

Proof. Set W = U ∩ U^⊥ and notice that W is self-orthogonal and additively closed. By Example 2.2 objects in W are right U-Gorenstein, and by Proposition 1.3 the subcategory W is contained in both^⊥RGor_U(A) and RGor_U(A)^⊥. Let G be a right U-Gorenstein object. By Proposition 1.3 there are exact sequences η^′ = 0 → G^′ → T^′ → G → 0 and η^{′′} = 0 → G → T^{′′} → G^{′′} → 0

where G^′ and G^{′′} are right U-Gorenstein, while T^′ and T^{′′} belong to W. If G belongs to^⊥RGor_U(A), then η^′ splits, so G is a summand of T^′ and hence in W. Similarly, if G is in RGor_U(A)^⊥, then η^{′′} splits, and it follows that G is in W. This proves the first set of equalities, and the ones pertaining to LGor_V(A) are proved similarly.

The remaining assertions are immediate in view of Proposition 1.5. □

2.7 Remark. Let U be an additively closed subcategory of A. It follows from Example 2.2 and Lemma 2.6 that objects in U ∩ U^⊥ are both right U-Gorenstein and right RGor_U(A)-Gorenstein. On the other hand, a right RGor_U(A)-Gorenstein object belongs by Definition 1.1(r.3) to RGor_U(A)^⊥, so any object that is both right U- and right RGor_U(A)-Gorenstein belongs to U ∩ U^⊥. In symbols,

RGor_U(A) ∩ RGor_{RGorU(A)}(A) = U ∩ U^⊥ .

For an additively closed subcategory V, a similar argument yields LGor_V(A) ∩ LGor_{LGorV (A)}(A) =^⊥V ∩ V .

2.8 Proposition. Let W be a self-orthogonal additively closed subcategory of A. A right or left Gor_W(A)-totally acyclic complex is a contractible complex of objects from W. In particular, one has

(2.8.1) LGor_{GorW(A)}(A) = W = RGor_{GorW (A)}(A) .

Moreover, the following hold

• If (Gor_W(A), Gor_W(A)^⊥) is a cotorsion pair, then one has (2.8.2) LGor_{GorW(A)}⊥ (A) = Gor_W(A) .

• If (^⊥Gor_W(A), Gor_W(A)) is a cotorsion pair, then one has

(2.8.3) RGor⊥_{GorW(A)}(A) = Gor_W(A) .

Proof. A right Gor_W(A)-totally acyclic complex T is by Proposition 1.3 and (2.6.1) an acyclic complex of objects from W, and by Definition 1.1 the cycles Z_i(T ) belong to Gor_W(A)^⊥. As W is contained in Gor_W(A), it follows from Proposition 1.3(r.3) that the cycles Z_i(T ) are contained in W^⊥. It now follows from Definition 1.1 that T is W-totally acyclic, whence the cycles Z_i(T ) belong to Gor_W(A) and hence to W, see (2.6.1). Thus T is an acyclic complex of objects from W with cycles in W ⊂ W^⊥ and, therefore, contractible. A parallel argument shows that a left Gor_W(A)-totally acyclic complex is contractible.

Assume that (Gor_W(A), Gor_W(A)^⊥) is a cotorsion pair; by (2.6.1) and Remark 2.4 one has LGor_{GorW(A)}⊥ (A) ⊆ Gor_W(A). To prove the opposite containment, let T be a W-totally acyclic complex. By Definition 1.1 it is an acyclic complex of objects from W ⊆ Gor_W(A)^⊥, see (2.6.1), and hom_A(W, T ) is acyclic for every object W in Gor_W(A) ∩ Gor_W(A)^⊥. Moreover, the cycle objects Z_i(T ) belong to Gor_W(A) by Definition 2.1, so T is per Definition 1.1 a left Gor_W(A)^⊥-totally acyclic complex.

A parallel argument proves the last assertion. □

2.9 Example. Let A be a ring. Šaroch and Štovíček [24, thm. 4.6] show that the subcategory Gor_{Inj}(A) of Gorenstein injective A-modules is the right half of a cotorsion pair, so by Proposition 2.8 one has LGor_{GorInj(A)}(A) = Inj(A) = RGor_{GorInj (A)}(A) and RGor⊥_{GorInj(A)}(A) = Gor_{Inj}(A).

2.10 Lemma. Let U and V be additive subcategories of A. (r) The subcategory RGor_U(A) is closed under extensions. (l) The subcategory LGor_V(A) is closed under extensions.

Proof. Let 0 → M^′ → M → M^{′′} → 0 be an exact sequence where M^′ and M^{′′} are right U-Gorenstein objects. Let T^′ and T^{′′} be right U-totally acyclic complexes with Z_0(T^′) = M^′ and Z_0(T^{′′}) = M^{′′}. Per Remark 2.3(1) it follows from [23, prop. 4.4] that there exists an A-complex T that satisfies conditions (1), (2), and (4) in Definition 1.1(r), has Z_0(T ) = M, and fits in an exact sequence 0 −→ T^′ −→ T −→ T^{′′} −→ 0 . The functor Z(−) is left exact, and since T^′ is acyclic a standard application of the Snake Lemma yields an exact sequence

0 −→ Z_i(T^′) −→ Z_i(T ) −→ Z_i(T^{′′}) −→ 0

for every i ∈ Z. As U^⊥ is closed under extensions, it follows that Z_i(T ) belongs to U^⊥ for each i and thus T is right U-totally acyclic by Definition 1.1. This proves (r) and a similar argument proves (l). □

2.11 Theorem. Let U be an additively closed subcategory of A. The category RGor_U(A) is Frobenius and U∩U^⊥ is the subcategory of projective-injective objects.

Proof. Set W = U ∩ U^⊥ and notice that W is additively closed. It follows from Lemma 2.10 that RGor_U(A) is an exact category. It is immediate from Example 2.2 and Proposition 1.3 that objects in W are both projective and injective in RGor_U(A). It is now immediate from Definition 2.1 that RGor_U(A) has enough projectives and injectives. It remains to show that every projective and every injective object in RGor_U(A) belongs to W.

Let P be a projective object in RGor_U(A). By Definition 2.1 and Proposition 1.3 there is an exact sequence 0 → P^′ → W → P → 0 in A with P^′ ∈ RGor_U(A) and W ∈ W. As all three objects belong to RGor_U(A) it follows by projectivity of P that the sequence splits, so P is a summand of W , and thus in W. A dual argument shows that every injective object in RGor_U(A) belongs to W. Thus RGor_U(A) is a Frobenius category and W is the subcategory of projective-injective objects. □

2.12 Theorem. Let V be an additively closed subcategory of A. The category LGor_V(A) is Frobenius and^⊥V ∩V is the subcategory of projective-injective objects.

Proof. Parallel to the proof of Theorem 2.11. □

3. An equivalence of triangulated categories

Generalizing the classic result, we prove here that the stable category of right/left Gorenstein objects is equivalent to the homotopy category of right/left totally acyclic complexes.

3.1 Lemma. Let U be a subcategory of A; let T and T^′ be right U-totally acyclic complexes. Every morphism φ: Z_0(T ) → Z_0(T^′) in A lifts to a morphism ϕ: T → T^′ of A-complexes.

Proof. Let a morphism φ: Z_0(T ) → Z_0(T^′) be given; to see that it lifts to a morphism ϕ: T → T^′ of complexes it is sufficient to show that φ lifts to morphisms ϕ_1 : T_1 → T^′_1 and ϕ_0 : T_0 → T^′_0. As T_1 is in U and T^′ is right U-totally acyclic, one obtains per Proposition 1.3(r.3) an exact sequence

0 −→ hom_A(T_1, Z_1(T^′)) −→ hom_A(T_1, T^′_1) −→ hom_A(T_1, Z_0(T^′)) −→ 0 .

In particular, there is a ϕ_1 ∈ hom_A(T_1, T^′_1) with ∂^{T ′}_1 ϕ_1 = φ∂^T_1 . As T^′_0 is in U ∩ U^⊥ and T is right U-totally acyclic, it follows that the sequence

0 −→ hom_A(Z_{−1}(T ), T^′_0) −→ hom_A(T_0, T^′_0) −→ hom_A(Z_0(T ), T^′_0) −→ 0

is exact, whence there exists a ϕ_0 ∈ hom_A(T_0, T^′_0) that lifts φ. □

3.2 Lemma. Let U be a subcategory of A and ϕ: T → T^′ be a morphism of right U-totally acyclic complexes. If the cycle subobject Z_0(T ) has a decomposition Z_0(T ) = Z ⊕ ~Z with Z ⊆ ker ϕ_0 and ~Z ∈ U, then ϕ is null-homotopic.

Proof. The goal is to construct a family of morphisms σ_i : T_i → T^′_{i+1} such that ϕ_i = ∂^{T ′}_{i+1}σ_i + σ_{i−1}∂^T_i holds for all i ∈ Z. Set ~φ = ϕ_0|_{~Z} . By Definition 1.1 each object Z_i(T^′) is in U^⊥. It follows that there is an exact sequence,

0 −→ hom_A( ~Z, Z_1(T^′)) −→ hom_A( ~Z, T^′_1) −→ hom_A( ~Z, Z_0(T^′)) −→ 0 .

In particular, there is a ~σ ∈ hom_A( ~Z, T^′_1) with ∂^{T ′}_1 ~σ = ~φ. Set ~σ_0 = 0 ⊕ ~σ; by exactness of the sequence

0 −→ hom_A(Z_{−1}(T ), T^′_1) −→ hom_A(T_0, T^′_1) −→ hom_A(Z_0(T ), T^′_1) −→ 0 ,

~σ_0 lifts to a morphism σ_0 : T_0 → T^′_1.

We proceed by induction to construct the morphisms σ_i for i ≥ 1. The image of the morphism ϕ_1 − σ_0∂^T_1 is in Z_1(T^′) as one has ∂^{T ′}_1 (ϕ_1 − σ_0∂^T_1 ) = ϕ_0∂^T_1 − ∂^{T ′}_1 σ_0∂^T_1 = (0 ⊕ ~φ)∂^T_1 − ∂^{T ′}_1 (0 ⊕ ~σ)∂^T_1 = (0 ⊕ ( ~φ − ∂^{T ′}_1 ~σ))∂^T_1 = 0 .

As T_1 is in U and Z_2(T^′) is in U^⊥ per Definition 1.1, there is an exact sequence 0 −→ hom_A(T_1, Z_2(T^′)) −→ hom_A(T_1, T^′_2) −→ hom_A(T_1, Z_1(T^′)) −→ 0 .

In particular, there is a σ_1 ∈ hom_A(T_1, T^′_2) with ∂^{T ′}_2 σ_1 = ϕ_1 − σ_0∂^T_1 . Now let i ≥ 1 and assume that σ_j has been constructed for 0 ≤ j ≤ i. The standard computation ∂^{T ′}_{i+1}(ϕ_{i+1} − σ_i∂^T_{i+1}) = (ϕ_i − ∂^{T ′}_{i+1}σ_i)∂^T_{i+1} = (σ_{i−1}∂^T_i )∂^T_{i+1} = 0 shows that the image of ϕ_{i+1} − σ_i∂^T_{i+1} is in Z_{i+1}(T^′). As T_{i+1} is in U and Z_{i+2}(T^′) is in U^⊥, the existence of the desired σ_{i+1} follows as for i = 0.

Finally, we prove the existence of the morphisms σ_i for i ≤ −1 by descending induction. The morphism ϕ_0 − ∂^{T ′}_1 σ_0 : T_0 → T^′_0 restricts to 0 on Z_0(T ); indeed one has (ϕ_0 − ∂^{T ′}_1 σ_0)|_{Z0(T )} = 0 ⊕ ~φ − ∂^{T ′}_1 (0 ⊕ ~σ) = 0 ⊕ ( ~φ − ∂^{T ′}_1 ~σ) = 0 .

Thus it induces a morphism ζ_{−1} from T_0/ Z_0(T ) ∼= Z_{−1}(T ) to T^′_0 with ζ_{−1}∂^T_0 = ϕ_0 − ∂^{T ′}_1 σ_0. As T^′_0 is in U ∩ U^⊥ it follows that the sequence

0 −→ hom_A(Z_{−2}(T ), T^′_0) −→ hom_A(T_{−1}, T^′_0) −→ hom_A(Z_{−1}(T ), T^′_0) −→ 0 is exact. In particular, there is a σ_{−1} ∈ hom_A(T_{−1}, T^′_0) with σ_{−1}|_{Z−1(T )} = ζ_{−1} and, therefore, σ_{−1}∂^T_0 = ϕ_0 − ∂^{T ′}_1 σ_0. Now let i ≤ −1 and assume that σ_j has been constructed for 0 ≥ j ≥ i. The standard computation

(ϕ_i − ∂^{T ′}_{i+1}σ_i)∂^T_{i+1} = ∂^{T ′}_{i+1}(ϕ_{i+1} − σ_i∂^T_{i+1}) = ∂^{T ′}_{i+1}(∂^{T ′}_{i+2}σ_{i+1}) = 0 shows that the morphism ϕ_i − ∂^{T ′}_{i+1}σ_i restricts to 0 on Z_i(T ). It follows that it induces a morphism ζ_{i−1} on T_i/ Z_i(T ) ∼= Z_{i−1}(T ) with ζ_{i−1}∂^T_i = ϕ_i − ∂^{T ′}_{i+1}σ_i. Since T^′_i is in U ∩ U^⊥, it follows as for i = 0 that the desired σ_{i−1} exists. □

3.3 Proposition. Let U be a subcategory of A. Let T and T^′ be right U-totally acyclic complexes and φ: Z_0(T ) → Z_0(T^′) be a morphism in A.

(a) If ϕ: T → T^′ and ψ : T → T^′ are morphisms that lift φ, then ϕ − ψ is nullhomotopic.

(b) If φ is an isomorphism and ϕ: T → T^′ is a morphism that lifts φ, then ϕ is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. (a): Immediate from Lemma 3.2 as (ϕ − ψ)|_{Z0(T )} = φ − φ = 0.

(b): Let ϕ^′ : T^′ → T be a lift of φ^{−1}; see Lemma 3.1. The restriction of 1^T − ϕ^′ϕ to Z_0(T ) is 0, so it follows from part (a) that 1^T − ϕ^′ϕ is null-homotopic. Similarly, 1^{T ′} − ϕϕ^′ is null-homotopic; that is, ϕ is a homotopy equivalence. □

3.4 Definition. Let U and V be subcategories of A. Denote by K^R_{U-tac}(U ∩ U^⊥) and K^L_{V-tac}(^⊥V ∩ V) the homotopy categories of right U-totally acyclic complexes and left V-totally acyclic complexes.

The subcategory U ∩ U^⊥ is self-orthogonal, so the categories K^R_{(U∩U}⊥_{)-tac}(U ∩ U^⊥) and K^L_{(U∩U}⊥_{)-tac}(U∩U^⊥) coincide, see Proposition 1.5, and are denoted K_{tac}(U∩U^⊥). The self-orthogonal subcategory^⊥V ∩ V similarly gives a category K_{tac}(^⊥V ∩ V). For a cotorsion pair (U, V) all of these homotopy categories are K_{tac}(U ∩ V).

If U is an additive subcategory, then the homotopy category K^R_{U-tac}(U ∩ U^⊥) is triangulated; similarly for V and K^L_{V-tac}(^⊥V ∩ V).

3.5 Lemma. Let U be an additively closed subcategory of A. Let T be a right Utotally acyclic complex; if Z_i(T ) belongs to U for some i ∈ Z, then T is contractible.

Proof. Set W = U ∩ U^⊥ and notice that W is additively closed. To prove that T is contractible it is enough to show that Z_i := Z_i(T ) belongs to W for every i ∈ Z. There are exact sequences (∗) 0 −→ Z_{j+1} −→ T_{j+1} −→ Z_j −→ 0 with T_{j+1} in W and Z_{j+1}, Z_j ∈ U^⊥; see Definition 1.1 and Proposition 1.3. Without loss of generality, assume that Z_0 is in U and hence in W.

Let j ≥ 0 and assume that Z_j is W. The sequence (∗) splits as Z_j is in U and Z_{j+1} is in U^⊥. It follows that Z_{j+1} is in W, so by induction Z_i is in W for all i ≥ 0.

Now let j < 0 and assume that Z_{j+1} is in W. The sequence (∗) splits as hom_A(T, Z_{j+1}) is acyclic by Definition 1.1. It follows that Z_j belongs to W, so by descending induction Z_i is in W for all i ≤ 0. □

3.6 Proposition. Let U be an additively closed subcategory of A.

• For every right U-Gorenstein object M fix a right U-totally acyclic complex T with Z_0(T ) = M and set Ṫ_R(M) = T .

• For every morphism φ: M → M^′ of right U-Gorenstein objects fix by 3.1 a lift ϕ: Ṫ_R(M) → Ṫ_R(M^′) of φ and set Ṫ_R(φ) = [ϕ].

This defines a functor Ṫ_R : RGor_U(A) −→ K^R_{U-tac}(U ∩ U^⊥) .

For every morphism φ in RGor_U(A) that factors through an object in U ∩ U^⊥ one has Ṫ_R(φ) = [0]. In particular, Ṫ_R(M) is contractible for every M in U ∩ U^⊥.

Proof. Let M be a right U-Gorenstein object. Denote by ι^M : Ṫ_R(M) → Ṫ_R(M) the fixed lift of 1^M ; that is, [ι^M ] = Ṫ_R(1^M ). As the morphisms 1^{ṪR(M)} and ι^M agree on Z_0(Ṫ_R(M)) = M, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that the difference 1^{ṪR (M)} − ι^M is null-homotopic. That is, one has Ṫ_R(1^M ) = [1^{ṪR(M)}], which is the identity on Ṫ_R(M) in KR_{U-tac}(U ∩ U⊥).

Let M^{′ φ′}−−→ M^φ−−→ M^{′′} be morphisms of right U-Gorenstein objects. The restrictions of Ṫ_R(φφ^′) and Ṫ_R(φ) Ṫ_R(φ^′) to Z_0(Ṫ_R(M^′)) are both φφ^′. It now follows from Lemma 3.2 that the homotopy classes Ṫ_R(φφ^′) and Ṫ_R(φ) Ṫ_R(φ^′) are equal. Thus Ṫ_R is a functor.

For an object M in the additively closed subcategory U ∩ U^⊥ it follows from Lemma 3.5 that Ṫ_R(M) is contractible. Finally, if a morphism φ: M^′ → M^{′′} in

RGor_U(A) factors as M^{′ ψ′}−−→ M^ψ−−→ M^{′′} where M is in U ∩ U^⊥, then Ṫ_R(φ) = Ṫ_R(ψψ^′) = Ṫ_R(ψ) Ṫ_R(ψ^′) factors through the contractible complex Ṫ_R(M), so one has Ṫ_R(φ) = [0][0] = [0]. □

3.7 Remark. Let U be an additively closed subcategory of A.

Let M be a right U-Gorenstein object in A and T a right U-totally acyclic complex with Z_0(T ) ∼= M. It follows from Proposition 3.3 that T and Ṫ_R(M) are isomorphic in K^R_{U-tac}(U ∩ U^⊥).

Let φ: M → M^′ be a morphism of right U-Gorenstein objects in A. For every morphism ϕ: Ṫ_R(M) → Ṫ_R(M^′) that lifts φ, Proposition 3.3 yields [ϕ] = Ṫ_R(φ).

Let U be an additively closed subcategory of A. Recall from Theorem 2.11 that RGor_U(A) is a Frobenius category with U∩U^⊥ the subcategory of projective-injective objects. Denote by StRGor_U(A) the associated stable category. It is a triangulated category, see for example Krause [20, 7.4], and it is immediate from Proposition 3.6 that Ṫ_R induces a triangulated functor T_R : StRGor_U(A) −→ K^R_{U-tac}(U ∩ U^⊥).

3.8 Theorem. Let U be an additively closed subcategory of A. There is a biadjoint triangulated equivalence

StRGor_U(A)^{TR} // K^R_{U-tac}(U ∩ U^⊥) .

Z_0 oo Proof. Set W = U ∩ U^⊥ and notice that W is additively closed. The functors T_R and Z_0 are triangulated. We prove that (T_R, Z_0) is an adjoint pair; a parallel argument shows that (Z_0, T_R) is an adjoint pair. Let M be a right U-Gorenstein object and T be a right U-totally acyclic complex. The assignment [ϕ] −→ [Z_0(ϕ)] defines a map

Φ^{M,T} : hom_KR_{U-tac (W)}(T_R(M), T ) −→ hom_{StRGorU(A)}(M, Z_0(T )) .

By Lemma 3.1 there is a morphism of A-complexes ε^T : T_R(Z_0(T )) → T . The assignment [φ] −→ [ε^T ] T_R(φ) defines a map Ψ^{M,T} in the opposite direction.

Let [ϕ] ∈ hom_KR_{U-tac (W)}(T_R(M), T ) be given. Let ϕ_{M,T} : T_R(M) → T_R(Z_0(T )) be a representative of the homotopy class T_R(Z_0(ϕ)), cf. Remark 3.7. The composite ε^T ϕ_{M,T} agrees with ϕ on M = Z_0(T_R(M)), so Lemma 3.2 yields [ϕ] = [ε^T ϕ_{M,T} ] = [ε^T ] T_R(Z_0(ϕ)) = Ψ^{M,T} Φ^{M,T} ([ϕ]) .

Now let [φ] ∈ hom_{StRGorU(A)}(M, Z_0(T )) be given. Let φ_{M,T} : T_R(M) → T_R(Z_0(T )) be a lift of φ; that is, a representative of the homotopy class T_R(φ). One now has Φ^{M,T} Ψ^{M,T} ([φ]) = Φ^{M,T} ([ε^T ] T_R(φ)) = Φ^{M,T} ([ε^T φ_{M,T} ]) = [Z_0(ε^T φ_{M,T} )] = [Z_0(ε^T ) Z_0(φ_{M,T} )]

= [1^{Z0(T )}φ] = [φ] .

Thus Φ^{M,T} is an isomorphism.

The unit of the adjunction is the identity as one has Z_0(T_R(−)) = 1^{StRGorU(A)}, and it is straightforward to check that ε^T defined above determines the counit ε: T_R(Z_0(−)) → 1^{KRU-tac (W)}. To show that ε is an isomorphism, let T ∈ K^R_{U-tac}(W) be given and consider a lift of the identity Z_0(T ) → Z_0(T_R(Z_0(T ))) to a morphism ι^T : T → T_R(Z_0(T )); see Lemma 3.1. The composite ε^T ι^T agrees with 1^T on Z_0(T ), so ε^T ι^T is a homotopy equivalence by Lemma 3.2. Similarly, ι^T ε^T is a homotopy equivalence. It follows that ε^T is a homotopy equivalence, i.e. [ε^T ] is an isomorphism in K^R_{U-tac}(W). □

3.9 Corollary. Let (U, V) be a cotorsion pair in A. There is a biadjoint triangulated equivalence

StGor_{U∩V}(A)^{TR} // K_{tac}(U ∩ V) .

Z_0 oo Proof. This is Theorem 3.8 applied to the self-orthogonal additively closed subcategory U ∩ V and written in the notation from Definitions 2.1 and 3.4. □

3.10 Example. Applied to the cotorsion pair (A, Inj(A)), Corollary 3.9 recovers the well-known equivalence of the stable category of Gorenstein injective objects and the homotopy category of totally acyclic complexes of injective objects; see [19, prop. 7.2]. Applied to the cotorsion pair (Prj(A), A), the corollary yields the corresponding equivalence StGor_{Prj}(A) ≃ K_{tac}(Prj(A)).

3.11 Remark. Let U and V be additively closed subcategories of A. In 3.1–3.8 we have focused on right U-totally acyclic complexes and right U-Gorenstein objects. There are, of course, parallel results about left V-totally acyclic complexes and left V-Gorenstein objects. In particular, there is a biadjoint triangulated equivalence

StLGor_V(A)^{TL} // K^L_{V-tac}(^⊥V ∩ V) .

Z_0 oo Notice that applied to a cotorsion pair (U, V) this also yields Corollary 3.9.

4. Gorenstein flat-cotorsion modules

In this section and the next, A is an associative ring. We adopt the convention that an A-module is a left A-module; right A-modules are considered to be modules over the opposite ring A^∘. The category of A-modules is denoted Mod(A).

Given a cotorsion pair (U, V) in Mod(A) the natural categories of Gorenstein objects to consider are RGor_U(A), LGor_V(A), and Gor_{(U∩V)}(A); see Remark 1.8. For each of the absolute cotorsion pairs (Prj(A), Mod(A)) and (Mod(A), Inj(A)), two of these categories of Gorenstein objects coincide and the third is trivial. We start this section by recording the non-trivial fact that the cotorsion pair (Flat(A), Cot(A)) exhibits the same behavior. For brevity we denote the self-orthogonal subcategory Flat(A) ∩ Cot(A) of flat-cotorsion modules by FlatCot(A).

Bazzoni, Cortés Izurdiaga, and Estrada [3, thm. 4.1] prove:

4.1 Fact. An acyclic complex of cotorsion A-modules has cotorsion cycle modules.

4.2 Proposition. A FlatCot(A)-totally acyclic complex is right Flat(A)-totally acyclic, and a left Cot(A)-totally acyclic complex is contractible. In particular, one has RGor_{Flat}(A) = Gor_{FlatCot}(A) and LGor_{Cot}(A) = FlatCot(A) .

Proof. In a FlatCot(A)-totally acyclic complex, the cycle modules are cotorsion by 4.1, whence the complex is right Flat(A)-totally acyclic by Definition 1.1. By Remark 1.8 every right Flat(A)-totally acyclic complex is FlatCot(A)-totally acyclic, so the first equality of categories follows from Definition 2.1. In a left Cot(A)-totally acyclic complex, the cycle modules are flat-cotorsion, again by Definition 1.1 and 4.1, so such a complex is contractible, and the second equality follows. □

We introduce a less symbol-heavy terminology.

4.3 Definition. A FlatCot(A)-totally acyclic complex is called a totally acyclic complex of flat-cotorsion modules. A cycle module in such a complex, that is, a FlatCot(A)-Gorenstein module, is called a Gorenstein flat-cotorsion module.

Recall that a complex T of flat A-modules is called F-totally acyclic if it is acyclic and the complex I ⊗_A T is acyclic for every injective A^∘-module I.

4.4 Theorem. Let A be right coherent. For an A-complex T the following conditions are equivalent

(i) T is a totally acyclic complex of flat-cotorsion modules. (ii) T is a complex of flat-cotorsion modules and F-totally acyclic. (iii) T is right Flat(A)-totally acyclic.

Proof. Per Remark 1.8 condition (iii) implies (i).

(i)=⇒(ii): If T is a totally acyclic complex of flat-cotorsion modules, then by Proposition 1.3 it is an acyclic complex of flat-cotorsion modules. For every injective A^∘-module I the A-module Hom_Z(I, Q/Z) is flat-cotorsion, as A is right coherent. Now it follows by the isomorphism (∗) Hom_A(T, Hom_Z(I, Q/Z)) ∼= Hom_Z(I ⊗_A T , Q/Z) and faithful injectivity of Q/Z that I ⊗_A T is acyclic.

(ii)=⇒(iii): If T is a complex of flat-cotorsion A-modules and F-totally acyclic, then T satisfies conditions (r.1) and (r.2) in Definition 1.1. By 4.1 the cycles modules of T are cotorsion, so T also satisfies condition (r.3). Further, as A is right coherent, every flat-cotorsion A-module is a direct summand of a module of the form Hom_Z(I, Q/Z), for some injective A^∘-module I; see e.g. Xu [25, lem. 3.2.3]. Now it follows from the isomorphism (∗) that Hom_A(T, W ) is acyclic for every W ∈ FlatCot(A). That is, T also satisfies condition 1.1(r.4). □

Recall that an A-module M is called Gorenstein flat if there exists an F-totally acyclic complex F of flat A-modules with Z_0(F ) = M. The full subcategory of Mod(A) whose objects are the Gorenstein flat modules is denoted GFlat(A).

Gillespie [15, cor. 3.4] proved that the category Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A) is Frobenius if A is right coherent. That it remains true without the coherence assumption is an immediate consequence of [24, cor. 3.12] discussed ibid.; for convenience we include the statement as part of the next result.

4.5 Theorem. The category Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A) is Frobenius and FlatCot(A) is the subcategory of projective-injective objects. Moreover, the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) A is left perfect.

(ii) The category GFlat(A) is Frobenius.

(iii) One has GFlat(A) = Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A).

Furthermore, if A is right coherent then these conditions are equivalent to (iv) An A-module is Gorenstein flat if and only if it is Gorenstein projective.

Proof. By [24, cor. 3.12] the category GFlat(A) is closed under extensions, and GFlat(A) ∩ GFlat(A)^⊥ is the subcategory FlatCot(A) of flat-cotorsion modules. It follows that Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A) is closed under extensions, and that modules in FlatCot(A) are both projective and injective in Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A). Let P be a projective object in Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A); it fits in an exact sequence (∗) 0 −→ C −→ F −→ P −→ 0 where F is flat and C is cotorsion; see Bican, El Bashir, and Enochs [5]. As P is cotorsion it follows that F is flat-cotorsion. By [24, cor. 3.12] the category GFlat(A) is resolving, so C is Gorenstein flat. Thus, (∗) is an exact sequence in Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A), whence it splits by the assumption on P . In particular, P is flat-cotorsion. Now let I be an injective object in Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A). It fits by [24, cor. 3.12] in an exact sequence (†) 0 −→ I −→ F −→ G −→ 0 where F belongs to GFlat(A)^⊥ and G is Gorenstein flat. It follows that F is Gorenstein flat and hence flat-cotorsion, still by [24, cor. 3.12]. Finally, G is cotorsion as both I and F are cotorsion. Thus, (†) is an exact sequence in Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A), whence it splits by the assumption on I. In particular, I is flat-cotorsion.

(i)=⇒(iii): Assuming that A is left perfect, every flat A-module module is projective, whence every A-module is cotorsion.

(iii)=⇒(ii): Evident as Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A) is Frobenius as shown above. (ii)=⇒(i): Assume that GFlat(A) is Frobenius and denote by W its subcategory of projective-injective objects. To prove that A is left perfect it suffices by a result of Guil Asensio and Herzog [16, cor. 20] to show that the free module A^{(N)} is cotorsion. As A^{(N)} is flat, in particular Gorenstein flat, and as GFlat(A) by assumption has enough projectives, there is an exact sequence 0 → K → W → A^{(N)} → 0 with W ∈ W. The sequence splits because A^{(N)} is projective, so it suffices to show that modules in W are cotorsion. Fix W ∈ W, let F be a flat A-module, and consider an extension (‡) 0 −→ W −→ E −→ F −→ 0 . As GFlat(A) by [24, cor. 3.12] is closed under extensions, the module E is Gorenstein flat. As W is injective in GFlat(A) it follows that the sequence (‡) splits, i.e. one has Ext^1_A(F, W ) = 0. That it, W is cotorsion.

(iv)=⇒(ii): By Theorem 2.11 the category of Gorenstein projective A-modules is Frobenius.

(i)=⇒(iv): If A is perfect and right coherent, then it follows from Theorem 4.4 that an A-module is Gorenstein flat if and only if it is Gorenstein projective. □

By Theorem 4.5 the category GFlat(A) is only Frobenius when every A-module is cotorsion, and the take-away is that the appropriate Frobenius category to focus on is Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A). If A is right coherent ring, then this category contains Gor_{FlatCot}(A), by Theorem 4.4 and 4.1, and one goal of the next section is to prove the reverse inclusion; that is Theorem 5.2.

5. The stable category of Gorenstein flat-cotorsion modules

Recall that an A-complex P is called pure-acyclic if the complex N ⊗_A P is acyclic for every A^∘-module N. In particular, an acyclic complex P of flat A-modules is pure-acyclic if and only if all cycle modules Z_i(P ) are flat.

5.1 Fact. Let M be an A-complex. It follows^1 from Gillespie [14, cor. 4.10] that there exists an exact sequence of A-complexes 0 −→ M −→ C −→ P −→ 0 where C is a complex of cotorsion modules and P is a pure-acyclic complex of flat modules.

The first theorem of this section shows that if A is right coherent, then the cotorsion modules in GFlat(A) are precisely the non-trivial Gorenstein modules associated to the cotorsion pair (Flat(A), Cot(A)); namely the Gorenstein flat-cotorsion modules or, equivalently, the right Flat(A)-Gorenstein modules.

5.2 Theorem. Let A be right coherent. There are equalities

Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A) = Gor_{FlatCot}(A) = RGor_{Flat}(A) .

Proof. The second equality is by Proposition 4.2, and the containment

Cot(A) ∩ GFlat(A) ⊇ Gor_{FlatCot}(A)

follows from 4.1 and Theorem 4.4. It remains to show the reverse containment.

Let M be a Gorenstein flat A-module that is also cotorsion. By definition, there is an F-totally acyclic complex F of flat A-modules with Z_0(F ) = M. Further, 5.1 yields an exact sequence of A-complexes (1) 0 −→ F^{ι′}−−→ T^{π′}−−→ P −→ 0 where T is a complex of cotorsion modules and P is a pure-acyclic complex of flat modules. It follows that T is a complex of flat modules; moreover, since P is trivially F-totally acyclic, so is T . As A is right coherent, it now follows from Theorem 4.4 that T is a totally acyclic complex of flat-cotorsion modules.

The functor Z(−) is left exact, and since F is acyclic a standard application of the Snake Lemma yields the exact sequence

(2) 0 −→ M^ι−→ Z_0(T )^π−−→ Z_0(P ) −→ 0

where ι and π are the restrictions of the morphisms from (1). As M is cotorsion and Z_0(P ) is flat, (2) splits. Set Z = Z_0(P ) and denote by ϱ the section with πϱ = 1^Z . By 4.1 the module Z_0(T ) is cotorsion, so it follows that Z is a flat-cotorsion module. Now, as Z_{−1}(P ) is flat, the exact sequence 0 −→ Z^{εP0}−−→ P_0 −→ Z_{−1}(P ) −→ 0 1Although [14, cor. 4.10] is stated for commutative rings, it is standard that the result remains

valid without this assumption; see for example the discussion before [12, thm. 4.2].

splits; denote by σ the section with σε^P_0 = 1^Z . By commutativity of the diagram

Z_0(T )^π //

ε^T_0 fflffl Z ε^P_0 fflffl T_0^π ′ 0 // P_0

one has σπ^′_0ε^T_0 ϱ = σε^P_0 πϱ = 1^Z . It follows that σπ^′_0 : T_0 → Z is a split surjection with section ε^T_0 ϱ.

As Z is flat and Z_1(T ) is cotorsion, there is an exact sequence

0 −→ Hom_A(Z, Z_1(T )) −→ Hom_A(Z, T_1) −→ Hom_A(Z, Z_0(T )) −→ 0 .

It follows that there is a homomorphism ζ : Z → T_1 with ∂^T_1 ζ = ϱ and, therefore, ∂^T_1 ζ = ε^T_0 ϱ as homomorphisms from Z to T_0. As ∂^T_0 ε^T_0 ϱ = 0 trivially holds, the homomorphisms ζ and ε^T_0 ϱ yield a morphism of complexes: D ρ fflffl = · · · // 0 // fflffl Z^= // ζ fflffl Z //

ε^T_0 ϱ fflffl 0 // fflffl · · ·

T = · · · // T_2^∂ T 2 // T_1^{∂T1} // T_0^{∂T0} // T_{−1} // · · ·

This is evidently a split embedding in the category of complexes whose section given by the homomorphisms σπ^′_0∂^T_1 : T_1 → Z and σπ^′_0 : T_0 → Z. The restriction of the split exact sequence of complexes (3) 0 −→ D −→ T −→ T^′ −→ 0 to cycles is isomorphic to the split exact sequence 0 −→ Z^ϱ−→ Z_0(T ) −→ M −→ 0, see (2), so it follows that the complex T^′ has Z_0(T^′) ∼= M.

In (3) both D and T are complexes of flat-cotorsion modules and F-totally acyclic, so also T^′ is a complex of flat-cotorsion modules and F-totally acyclic. Now it follows from Theorem 4.4 that T^′ is a totally acyclic complex of flat-cotorsion modules, whence the module M ∼= Z_0(T^′) is Gorenstein flat-cotorsion. □

5.3 Corollary. Let A be right coherent. There is a triangulated equivalence

StGor_{FlatCot}(A) ≃ K_{F-tac}(FlatCot(A)) .

Proof. Immediate from Theorems 3.8, 4.4, and 5.2; see also the diagram in 5.7. □

5.4 Corollary. Let A be right coherent. The category Gor_{FlatCot}(A) is closed under direct summands.

Proof. Immediate from the theorem as both Cot(A) and GFlat(A) are closed under direct summands; for the latter see [24, cor. 3.12]. □

Gorenstein flat A-modules are, within the framework of Sections 1–2, not born out of a cotorsion pair, not even out of a self-orthogonal subcategory of Mod(A). However, they form the left half of a cotorsion pair, and also out of that pair comes the Gorenstein flat-cotorsion modules.

5.5 Remark. Let A be right coherent. Enochs, Jenda, and Lopez-Ramos [11, thm. 2.11] show that GFlat(A) is the left half of a cotorsion pair, and Gillespie [15, prop. 3.2] shows that GFlat(A) ∩ GFlat(A)^⊥ is FlatCot(A)^2

A right GFlat(A)-totally acyclic complex as well as a left GFlat(A)^⊥-totally acyclic complex is by Remark 1.8 and Definition 4.3 a totally acyclic complex of flat-cotorsion modules. For a right GFlat(A)-totally acyclic complex T , it follows from Definition 1.1 that Hom_A(G, T ) is acyclic for every Gorenstein flat A-module G, in particular for every Gorenstein flat-cotorsion module. That is, such a complex is contractible and, therefore, a right GFlat(A)-Gorenstein module is flat-cotorsion. On the other hand, the cycles in a left GFlat(A)^⊥-totally acyclic complex are by Definition 1.1 Gorenstein flat and by 4.1 cotorsion, so a left GFlat(A)^⊥-Gorenstein module is by Theorem 5.2 Gorenstein flat-cotorsion.

Let K_{pac}(Flat(A)) denote the full subcategory of K(Flat(A)) whose objects are pure-acyclic; notice that it is contained in K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)). Via 4.1 and the dual of 5.1 one could obtain the next theorem as a consequence of a standard result [18, prop. 10.2.7]; we opt for a direct argument.

5.6 Theorem. The composite

I: K_{F-tac}(FlatCot(A)) −→ K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)) −→

K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)) K_{pac}(Flat(A))

of canonical functors is a triangulated equivalence of categories.

Proof. Let I be the composite of the inclusion followed by Verdier localization; notice that I is the identity on objects. We argue that the functor I is essentially surjective, full, and faithful.

Let F be an F-totally acyclic complex of flat modules. By 5.1 there is an exact sequence (∗) 0 −→ F −→ C^F −→ P^F −→ 0 where C^F is a complex of cotorsion modules and P^F is in K_{pac}(Flat(A)). As F and P^F are F-totally acyclic complexes of flat A-modules so is C^F ; that is, C^F belongs to K_{F-tac}(FlatCot(A)). It follows from (∗) that F and C^F are isomorphic in the Verdier quotient^{KF-tac (Flat(A))}

K_{pac}(Flat(A)) . Thus I is essentially surjective.

Let F and F^′ be F-totally acyclic complexes of flat-cotorsion modules. A morphism F → F^′ in^{KF-tac (Flat(A))}

K_{pac} (Flat(A)) is a diagram in KF-tac(Flat(A)) (∗) F^{[α]}−−−→ X^{[φ]}←−−−_≃ F^′ such that the complex Cone φ belongs to K_{pac}(Flat(A)). Let ι be the embedding X → C^X from 5.1. It is elementary to verify that the composite ιφ: F^′ → C^X has a pure-acyclic mapping cone; see [9, lem. 2.7]. Since F^′ and C^X are complexes of flat-cotorsion modules, so is Cone ιφ. It now follows by way of 4.1 that Cone ιφ is contractible; that is, ιφ is a homotopy equivalence. Thus [ιφ] has an

2 Šaroch and Štovíček [24, cor. 3.12] show that all of this is true without assumptions on A,

and we used that crucially in the proof of Theorem 4.5. The results from [11] and [15] suffice to prove 4.5 for a right coherent ring.

inverse in K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)), i.e. [ιφ]^{−1} = [ψ] for some morphism ψ : C^X → F^′. The commutative diagram X [ι] ≃ fflffl F^{[ια]} // [α] ¿¿˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝

[ψια] ≃ A AA AA AA AA AA C^X F^′ [ιφ] ≃ oo [φ] ≃ aaBB BB BB BB BB B

[1^{F ′} ] ≃ ˝˝—— —— —— —— —— —

F^′ [ιφ] ≃ OO

now shows that the morphism (∗) is equivalent to F^{[ψια]}−−−−→ F^{′ [1F} ′ ] ←−−−− F^′, which is I(ψια). This shows that I is full.

Finally, let α : F → F^′ be a morphism of F-totally acyclic complexes of flatcotorsion modules, and assume that I([α]) is zero. It follows that there is a commutative diagram in K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)), F^′ [φ] ≃ fflffl F^{[φα]} // [α] ¿¿~ ~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ ~~

[0] ≃ @ @@ @@ @@ @@ @ X F^′ [φ] ≃ oo [1^{F ′} ] ≃ ‘‘AA AA AA AA AA

[1^{F ′} ] ≃ ~~˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝ ˝˝

F^′ [φ] ≃ OO

where the mapping cone of φ is in K_{pac}(Flat(A)). The diagram yields [φα] = [0] and, therefore, [ιφ][α] = [ιφα] = [0] where ι is the embedding X → C^X from 5.1. As above, [ιφ] is invertible in K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)), so one has [α] = [0] in K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)). That is, α is null-homotopic, and hence [α] = 0 in K_{F-tac}(FlatCot(A)). □

5.7 Summary. Let A be right coherent. By Theorems 3.8 and 5.6 there are triangulated equivalences

K_{F-tac}(FlatCot(A))^I_≃ //

K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)) K_{pac}(Flat(A))

StRGor_{Flat}(A)^{TR}_≃ // K^R_{Flat-tac}(FlatCot(A))

StGor_{FlatCot}(A) K_{tac}(FlatCot(A))

where the equalities come from Proposition 4.2 and Theorems 4.4 and 5.2.

5.8 Corollary. Let A be right coherent. There is a triangulated equivalence

StGor_{FlatCot}(A) ≃

K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)) K_{pac}(Flat(A)) . Proof. See the diagram in 5.7. □

In the special case where A is commutative noetherian of finite Krull dimension, the next result is immediate from [21, lem. 4.22] and Corollary 5.8.

5.9 Corollary. Let A be right coherent ring such that all flat A-modules have finite projective dimension. There is a triangulated equivalence of categories

StGor_{Prj}(A) ≃ StGor_{FlatCot}(A) .

Proof. Under the assumptions on A, a complex of projective A-modules is totally acyclic if and only if it F-totally acyclic; see [8, claims 2.4 and 2.5]. By [12, thm. 5.1] there is now a triangulated equivalence of categories

K_{tac}(Prj(A)) ≃

K_{F-tac}(Flat(A)) K_{pac}(Flat(A)) . Now apply the equivalences from Example 3.10 and Corollary 5.8. □

Acknowledgments

We thank Petter Andreas Bergh, Tsutomu Nakamura, and Mark Walker for conversations and comments on an early draft of this paper.

References

[1] Maurice Auslander and Mark Bridger, Stable module theory, Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society, No. 94, American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1969. MR0269685 [2] Luchezar L. Avramov and Alex Martsinkovsky, Absolute, relative, and Tate cohomology of modules of finite Gorenstein dimension, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 85 (2002), no. 2, 393– 440. MR1912056 [3] Silvana Bazzoni, Manuel Cortés Izurdiaga, and Sergio Estrada, Periodic modules and acyclic complexes, preprint arXiv:1704.06672 [math.RA]; 20 pp.

[4] Victor Becerril, Octavio Mendoza, and Valente Santiago, Relative Gorenstein objects in abelian categories, preprint arXiv:1810.08524 [math.RA]; 47 pp.

[5] Ladislav Bican, Robert El Bashir, and Edgar E. Enochs, All modules have flat covers, Bull.

London Math. Soc. 33 (2001), no. 4, 385–390. MR1832549 [6] Ragnar-Olaf Buchweitz, Maximal Cohen–Macaulay modules and Tatecohomology over Gorenstein rings, University of Hannover, 1986, available at http://hdl.handle.net/1807/16682.

[7] Lars Winther Christensen, Sergio Estrada, and Peder Thompson, The stable category of Gorenstein flat sheaves on a noetherian scheme, preprint arXiv:1904.07661 [math.RA]; 12 pp.

[8] Lars Winther Christensen and Kiriko Kato, Totally acyclic complexes and locally Gorenstein rings, J. Algebra Appl. 17 (2018), no. 3, 1850039, 6 pp. MR3760008 [9] Lars Winther Christensen and Peder Thompson, Pure-minimal chain complexes, Rend.

Semin. Mat. Univ. Padova, to appear. Preprint arXiv:1801.00302 [math.RA]; 18 pp. [10] Edgar E. Enochs and Overtoun M. G. Jenda, Gorenstein injective and projective modules, Math. Z. 220 (1995), no. 4, 611–633. MR1363858 [11] Edgar E. Enochs, Overtoun M. G. Jenda, and Juan A. López-Ramos, The existence of Gorenstein flat covers, Math. Scand. 94 (2004), no. 1, 46–62. MR2032335 [12] Sergio Estrada and James Gillespie, The projective stable category of a coherent scheme, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 149 (2019), no. 1, 15–43. MR3922806 [13] Yuxian Geng and Nanqing Ding, W-Gorenstein modules, J. Algebra 325 (2011), 132–146.

MR2745532 [14] James Gillespie, The flat model structure on Ch(R), Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 356 (2004), no. 8, 3369–3390. MR2052954 [15] James Gillespie, The flat stable module category of a coherent ring, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 221 (2017), no. 8, 2025–2031. MR3623182 [16] Pedro A. Guil Asensio and Ivo Herzog, Sigma-cotorsion rings, Adv. Math. 191 (2005), no. 1, 11–28. MR2102841

[17] Srikanth Iyengar and Henning Krause, Acyclicity versus total acyclicity for complexes over Noetherian rings, Doc. Math. 11 (2006), 207–240. MR2262932 [18] Masaki Kashiwara and Pierre Schapira, Categories and sheaves, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. 332, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2006. MR2182076 [19] Henning Krause, The stable derived category of a Noetherian scheme, Compos. Math. 141 (2005), no. 5, 1128–1162. MR2157133 [20] Henning Krause, Derived categories, resolutions, and Brown representability, Interactions between homotopy theory and algebra, Contemp. Math., vol. 436, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2007, pp. 101–139. MR2355771 [21] Daniel Murfet and Shokrollah Salarian, Totally acyclic complexes over Noetherian schemes, Adv. Math. 226 (2011), no. 2, 1096–1133. MR2737778 [22] Qunxing Pan and Faqun Cai, (X , Y)-Gorenstein projective and injective modules, Turkish J.

Math. 39 (2015), no. 1, 81–90. MR3310713 [23] Sean Sather-Wagstaff, Tirdad Sharif, and Diana White, Stability of Gorenstein categories, J.

Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 77 (2008), no. 2, 481–502. MR2400403 [24] Jan Šaroch and Jan Štovíček, Singular compactness and definability for Σ-cotorsion and Gorenstein modules, preprint arXiv:1804.09080 [math.RT]; 34 pp.

[25] Jinzhong Xu, Flat covers of modules, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1634, Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 1996. MR1438789 [26] Xiaoyan Yang and Wenjing Chen, Relative homological dimensions and Tate cohomology of complexes with respect to cotorsion pairs, Comm. Algebra 45 (2017), no. 7, 2875–2888. MR3594565

L.W.C. Texas Tech University, Lubbock, TX 79409, U.S.A. E-mail address: lars.w.christensen@ttu.edu URL: http://www.math.ttu.edu/~ lchriste

S.E. Universidad de Murcia, Murcia 30100, Spain E-mail address: sestrada@um.es URL: http://webs.um.es/sestrada

P.T. Norwegian University of Science and Technology, 7491 Trondheim, Norway E-mail address: peder.thompson@ntnu.no URL: https://folk.ntnu.no/pedertho