arXiv:2306.09140v4 [math.RA] 14 Jul 2023

Little finitistic dimensions and generalized derived categories^1

Xiaolei Zhang^a, Tiwei Zhao^{b,∗}, Dingguo Wang^b

a. School of Mathematics and Statistics, Shandong University of Technology, Zibo 255049, P.R. China b. School of Mathematical Sciences, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165, P.R. China E-mail: zxlrghj@163.com, tiweizhao@qfnu.edu.cn, dgwang@qfnu.edu.cn

Abstract

In this paper, we introduced a generalization of the derived category, which is called the n-derived category and denoted by D_n(R), of a given ring R for each n ∈ N ∪ {∞}. The n-derived category of a ring is proved to be very closely connected with its left little finitistic dimension. We also introduce and investigate the notions of n-exact sequences, n-projective (resp., n-injective) modules and n-exact complexes. In particular, we characterize the left little finitistic dimensions in terms of all above notions. Finally, we build a connection of the classical derived categories and n-derived categories.

1. Introduction

In this paper, R is always an associative ring with identity and R-Mod is the category of all left R-modules. All R-modules are left R-modules unless otherwise stated. Given a ring R, the left little finitistic dimension l.fpD(R) of R, defined to be the supremum of the projective dimensions of finitely generated R-modules with finite projective dimension, was first introduced by Bass [3]. The left little finitistic dimensions of left Noetherian rings, especially left Artinian rings, have attracted many algebraists (e.g. [6, 30, 32, 36, 37]). However, it is difficult to dig deeper for non-Noetherian rings, since the syzygies of finitely generated modules are not finitely generated over non-Noetherian rings in general. To amend this gap, Glaz [12] revised the notion of left little finitistic dimension of a ring R. Let R be a ring and M a left R-module. Then M is said to have a finite projective resolution, denoted by M ∈ FPR, if there exists an integer n and an exact sequence 0 → P_n → P_{n−1} → · · · → P_1 → P_0 → M → 0

with each P_i finitely generated projective. We denote P^{≤n} (resp., P^{<n}) to be the class of left R-modules with projective dimensions at most (resp., less than) n in FPR for each n = {0, 1, 2, · · · } ∪ {∞}. The left little finitistic dimension of a ring R, introduced by Glaz [12] and denoted by fPD(R), is defined to be the supremum of the projective

1Key Words: left little finitistic dimension; n-exact sequence; n-projective module; n-exact complex; n-derived category; derived category. 2020 MSC: 18G20, 16E35,16E05. ∗ Corresponding author. 1

dimensions of R-modules in FPR. Clearly, l.fPD(R) ≤ n if and only if FPR = P^{≤n}. Some characterizations of Glaz version’s little finitistic dimension of commutative rings are given by the first author and Wang [33].

Let (A , E ) be an exact category in the sense of Quillen [22] and K(A ) its homotopy category. Let A(A ) be the full subcategory of K(A ) consisting complexes · · · → X^{i di}−→ X^{i+1} → · · · where each d^i can naturally decompose into an admissible monomorphism and an admissible epimorphism. Then A(A ) is a thick subcategory of K(A ). By Neeman [16], one can define the derived category of the exact category (A , E ) to be Verdier quotient of K(A ) by A(A ), i.e., D(A ) := K(A )/A(A ). For example, if the exact structure consists of all short exact sequences in R-Mod, then the Neeman version’s derived category is exactly the classical derived category D(R). In 2016, Zheng and Huang [35] utilized the exact structure of all pure short exact sequences in R-Mod to investigate the notion of pure derived categories. Recently, Tan, Wang and Zhao generalized the pure derived categories to n-derived categories in terms of n-exact sequences for each n = {0, 1, 2, · · · } ∪ {∞}. They also built a connection of the classical derived categories and n-derived categories.

To establish a relationship between the little finitistic dimension of a ring R and the relative derived categories introduced by Neeman [16], we consider, for each n = {0, 1, 2, · · · } ∪ {∞}, the exact structure consisting of all n-exact sequences, i.e., short exact sequences in R-Mod which keep exactness under the functor Hom_R(P, −) where P ∈ P^{<n+1}. The corresponding derived categories, denoted by D_n(R), is called the nderived category of R. Moreover, the classical bounded derived category D^b(R) can be seen as a Verdier quotient of bounded n-derived category D^b_n(R) (see Theorem 6.6). To obtain these results, we also introduce and study the notions of n-projective (resp., n-injective) modules and n-exact complexes. The left little finitistic dimension can be characterized in terms of all these notions (See Theorem 2.5, Corollary 3.8, Corollary 4.3 and Theorem 5.3). Besides, we also compare our n-exact notions with Zheng and Huang’s pure exact notions defined in [35].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the class E_n of n-exact sequences in terms of exactness of the Hom-functor, and give the Cohen’ theorem for n-exact sequences if the basic ring is commutative. We also show that, for a given ring R, l.fPD(R) ≤ n if and only if E_n = E_{n+1}, if and only if E_n = E_∞. To keep the exactness of Hom-functor on n-exact sequences, we give the notions of n-projective modules and n-injective modules in Section 3. We also show that, for any ring (resp., commutative ring) R, l.fPD(R) ≤ n if and only if every (n + 1)-projective (resp., (n + 1)-injective) module is n-projective (resp., n-injective), if and only if every ∞-projective (resp., ∞- injective) module is n-projective (resp., n-injective). Besides, we also study the (pre)cover and (pre)envelope properties of n-projective modules and n-injective modules. To get of derived level of n-exactness, we introduce the n-exact complex in Section 4. We also characterize the little finitistic dimension by n-exact complexes which is similar with the case of n-exact sequences. In Section 5, we finally introduce the n-derived category D_n(R) of a ring R. For any m > n, D^∗_n(R) is a Verdier quotient of D^∗_m(R) by some thick subcategory. Moreover, l.fPD(R) ≤ n if and only if D^∗_n(R) is naturally triangulated equivalence to D^∗_m(R) for any (or some) D^∗_m(R) with m > n. Besides, some classical results can also be extended to n-derived categories. In Section 6, we connect the classical bounded derived category D^b(R) with our bounded n-derived category D^b_n(R). In fact, we show that there is a triangulated equivalence D^b(R) ∼= D^b_n(R)/K^b_{ac}(P_n), where K^b_{ac}(P_n) is the homotopy category of bounded exact complexes of n-projective modules.

2. Exact sequences induced by FPR

For a ring R, we denote by R-mod to be the full subcategory of all left R-modules that have finitely generated projective resolutions, i.e., those left R-modules M fitting into an exact sequence · · · → P_m → P_{m−1} → · · · → P_1 → P_0 → M → 0 where each P_i is finitely generated projective.

Definition 2.1. Let M be a left R-module. We say M that has a finite projective resolution (of length at most n), if there is an exact sequence

0 → P_n → P_{n−1} → · · · → P_1 → P_0 → M → 0

where each P_i is a finitely generated projective left R-module.

We denote by P^{<∞} the class of all R-modules with finite projective resolutions, P^{<0} = {0} and P^{<n} the subclass of R-modules with finite projective resolution of length less than n for some positive integer n.

Throughout this paper, we always fix n to be a non-negative integer or ∞. Besides, we always identity ∞ + 1 and ∞.

The left little finitistic dimension of a ring R, denoted by l.fPD(R), is defined to be the supremum of the projective dimensions of all left R-modules in FPR. Clearly, l.fPD(R) ≤ n if and only if P^{<∞} = P^{<n+1}.

Definition 2.2. A short exact sequence of left R-modules 0 → A → B → C → 0 is said to be n-exact provided that

0 → Hom_R(M, A) → Hom_R(M, B) → Hom_R(M, C) → 0

is exact for any M ∈ P^{<n+1}.

Trivially, short 0-exact sequences are precisely short exact sequences. We denote by E_n the class of all n-exact sequences. Then, for each n, E_n is an exact structure of R-Mod in the sense of Quillen [22]. We have the following inclusions: E_∞ ⊆ · · · ⊆ E_{n+1} ⊆ E_n ⊆ · · · ⊆ E_1 ⊆ E_0. 3

The following result can be seen as Cohen’ theorem for n-exact sequences (see [24, Theorem 3.69]).

Theorem 2.3. Let R be a ring and Υ : 0 → A^f−→ B^g−→ C → 0 be a short exact sequence of R-modules. Then the following statements are equivalent for each n.

(1) Υ : 0 → A^f−→ B^g−→ C → 0 is n-exact. (2) For any commutative diagram with exact rows

0 // K u fflffl h // R^l w ~~ v fflffl 0 // A^f // B^g // C // 0 with 0 < l < ∞ and K ∈ P^{<n}, there exists w : R^l → A such that u = wh.

(3) For all 0 < m < ∞, 0 < l < ∞ and all systems of R-linear equations (S ) in the variables x_i(1 ≤ i ≤ l) with a_j ∈ A(1 ≤ j ≤ m), r_{ij} (1 ≤ i ≤ l, 1 ≤ j ≤ m) (S ) ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}x_i = f(a_j)

satisfying that ⟨ ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} e_i | 1 ≤ j ≤ m⟩ ∈ P^{<n} where {e_i | 1 ≤ i ≤ l} is the basis of a free R-module, the following holds:

(S ) has a solution in f(A) whenever (S ) has a solution in B. Now suppose R is a commutative ring. Then all above are equivalent to:

(4) The natural sequence 0 → M ⊗_R A^{1⊗f}−−→ M ⊗_R B^{1⊗g}−−→ M ⊗_R C → 0 is exact for any R-module M ∈ P^{<n+1}.

Proof. (1) ⇔ (2) Consider the commutative diagram:

0 // K u fflffl h // R^l w ˝˝ v fflffl // Coker(h) t yy s fflffl // 0

0 // A^f // B^g // C // 0 Note that K ∈ P^{<n} if and only if Coker(h) ∈ P^{<n+1}. It follows from [29, Exercise 1.60] that there is an R-homomorphism t : Coker(h) → B such that s = gt if and only if there is an R-homomorphism w : R^l → A such that u = wh.

(2) ⇒ (3) Set {x_1, · · · , x_l} to be a basis of R^l. Let (S ) ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} x_i = f(a_j) (1 ≤ j ≤ m) be a family of equations such that {z_j := ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} x_i | 1 ≤ j ≤ m} satisfies that K := ⟨z_1, · · · , z_m⟩ ∈ P^{<n}. Suppose (S ) has solutions b_i ∈ B (1 ≤ i ≤ l). Set h : K → R^l to be the natural embedding map, v satisfies v(x_i) = b_i and u satisfies u(z_j ) = a_j for all i, j. Then f(u(z_j)) = f(a_j) = ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}b_i = v(h(z_j )). Hence there is an R-homomorphism w : R^l → A such that u = wh. Then ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}f(w(x_i)) = f(u( ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}x_i)) = f(u(z_j)) = f(a_j) (1 ≤ j ≤ m). That is, (S ) has a solution in f(A). 4

(3) ⇒ (2) Set {e_1, · · · , e_l} to be the natural basis of R^l, K := ⟨ ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}e_i | 1 ≤ j ≤ m⟩ ∈ P^{<n}, v(e_i) = b_i and u( ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} e_i) = a_j for each i, j. Then ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}b_i = ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} v(e_i) = vh( ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} e_i) = fu( ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}e_i) = f(a_j). Hence there are a^′_i ∈ A such that ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}f(a^′_i) = f(a_j). Setting w : R^l → A satisfying w(e_i) = a^′_i for each i. Then wh( ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}e_i) = ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}w(e_i) = ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} a^′_i = a_j = u( ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}e_i). Hence u = wh.

Now, suppose R is a commutative ring.

(3) ⇒ (4) We claim 1⊗f : M ⊗_R A → M ⊗_R B is a monomorphism for any M ∈ P^{<n+1}. Indeed, since M ∈ P^{<n+1}, there is an exact sequence 0 → K → R^l → M → 0 with K = ⟨ ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} e_i | 1 ≤ j ≤ m⟩ ∈ P^{<n}. So ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} m_i = 0. Suppose ∑ 1≤i≤l m_i ⊗ a_i ∈ Ker(1 ⊗ f) where {m_1, · · · , m_l} is a generating set of M. Then ∑ 1≤i≤l m_i ⊗ f(a_i) = 0 in M ⊗_R B. By [24, Lemma 3.68], there exists b_j ∈ B such that f(a_i) = ∑ 1≤j≤m r_{ij} b_j for all i. Therefore, there are a^′_j ∈ A such that f(a_i) = ∑ 1≤j≤m r_{ij}f(a^′_j) by assumption.

Hence ∑ 1≤i≤l m_i ⊗ f(a_i) = ∑ 1≤i≤l m_i ⊗ ( ∑ 1≤j≤m r_{ij} f(a^′_j)) = ∑ 1≤j≤m ( ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} m_i) ⊗ f(a^′_j ) = 0 in M ⊗_R f(A). Since f is a monomorphism, ∑ 1≤i≤l m_i ⊗ a_i = 0 in M ⊗_R A and hence 1 ⊗ f is a monomorphism.

(4) ⇒ (3) Let (S ) ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}x_i = f(a_j ) be a systems of R-linear equations satisfying that K := ⟨ ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} e_i | 1 ≤ j ≤ m⟩ ∈ P^{<n}. Suppose (S ) has a solution {b_i | 1 ≤ i ≤ l} ⊆ B.

Set R^l to be a finitely generated free R-module with the natural basis {e_1, · · · , e_l}. So M := R^l/K ∈ P^{<n+1}. Note that

1 ⊗ f( ∑ 1≤i≤l e_i ⊗ a_i) = ∑ 1≤i≤l e_i ⊗ f(a_i) = ∑ 1≤i≤l e_i ⊗ ( ∑ 1≤j≤m r_{ij}b_i) = ∑ 1≤j≤m ( ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij}e_i) ⊗ b_i = 0.

Since 1 ⊗ f is a monomorphism by (4), we have ∑ 1≤i≤l e_i ⊗ a_i = 0. Hence by [24, Lemma 3.68], there exist elements a^′_i ∈ A such that f(a_j) = ∑ 1≤i≤l r_{ij} f(a^′_i). That is, (S ) has a solution in f(A). □ Remark 2.4. We must note that the equivalence (1) ⇔ (4) in Theorem 2.3 need not be true for non-commutative rings. Let n ∈ N and R a ring with weak global dimension < n. It follows that [4, Corollary 2.9, Corollary 2.11] that a ring R is right coherent if and only if [for all short exact sequences Υ : 0 → A → B → C → 0 of left R-modules, Υ is pure exact iff K ⊗_R Υ is exact for all right R-modules K ∈ P^{<n}], and R is left coherent if and only if [for all short exact sequences Υ : 0 → A → B → C → 0 of left R-modules, Υ is pure exact iff Hom_R(T, Υ) is exact for all left R-modules T ∈ P^{<n}]. 5

Let S = ∏ ℵ_0

Z_2 be the product of ℵ_0 copies of the field Z_2, I = ⨁ ℵ_0

Z_2 be an ideal of S

and T = S/I be the factor ring. Set R = ( T T 0 S ) be the formal triangular matrix ring.

Then R be a left coherent ring with weak global dimension 1 which is not right coherent (see [5, Proposition 3.1] and [34, Example 2.1.8]). Then there exists a non-pure short exact sequence Υ : 0 → A → B → C → 0 of left R-modules such that Hom_R(T, Υ) is exact for all left R-modules T ∈ P^{<2} as R is not right coherent. But K ⊗_R Υ is exact for all right R-modules K ∈ P^{<2} since R is left coherent with weak global dimension 1.

We can characterize left little finitistic dimensions in terms of n-exact sequences.

Theorem 2.5. Let R be a ring. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) l.fPD(R) ≤ n. (2) E_n = E_{n+1}.

(3) E_n = E_m for some m > n. (4) E_n = E_m for any m > n. (5) E_n = E_∞.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (5) Suppose l.fPD(R) ≤ n. Then every R-module with a finite projective resolution has length at most n, that is, P^{<∞} = P^{<n+1}. So E_n = E_∞.

(5) ⇒ (4) ⇒ (3) ⇒ (2) Obvious.

(2) ⇒ (1) Suppose that M is an R-module in P^{<∞}. We can assume M ∈ P^{<m+1} for some m > n, i.e., M can fit into an exact sequence 0 → P_m^{dm}−→ P_{m−1}^{dm−1}−−−→ · · · → P_{n+1}^{dn+1}−−−→ P_n^{dn}−→ · · · → P_1^{d1}−→ P_0^{d0}−→ M → 0, where each P_i is finitely generated projective. We can assume that m = kn + s with 0 < s ≤ n. Consider the exact sequence 0 → P_m → · · · → P_{kn+1}^{dkn+1}−−−→ P_{kn}^{dkn}−−→ P_{kn−1} → · · · → P_{(k−1)n}^{d(k−1)n}−−−−→ Im(d_{(k−1)n}) → 0. Claim that the following short exact sequence

0 → Im(d_{kn+1}) → P_{kn} → Im(d_{kn}) → 0 (Υ_k)

is in E_n. Indeed, let L be an R-module in P^{<n+1}. Then the projective dimension of L is at most n. Thus Ext^1_R(L, Im(d_{kn})) ∼= Ext^{n+1}_R (L, Im(d_{(k−1)n})) = 0 by dimension shift. So the natural sequence 0 → Hom_R(L, Im(d_{kn+1})) → Hom_R(L, P_{kn}) → Hom_R(L, Im(d_{kn})) → 0 is exact. So the exact sequence Υ_k is in E_n. Hence Υ_k is in E_{n+1} by assumption. Since Im(d_{kn}) ∈ P^{<n+2}, the exact sequence Υ_k splits, and thus Im(d_{kn}) is a finitely generated projective R-module, and so M ∈ P^{<kn+1}. Iterating these steps, we have M ∈ P^{<n+1}. Consequently l.fPD(R) ≤ n. □ 6

3. Projectives and injectives induced by FPR Let R be a ring. Recall that an R-module M is said to be projective if M is projective with respect to all exact sequences. The notion of injective modules is defined dually. Definition 3.1. Let R be a ring. An R-module M is said to be n-projective if M is projective with respect to all n-exact sequences, i.e., for any n-exact sequence 0 → A → B → C → 0, the natural exact sequence 0 → Hom_R(M, A) → Hom_R(M, B) → Hom_R(M, C) → 0 is exact. Dually, we can define the notion of n-injective modules.

Obviously, the class of n-projective modules is closed under direct sums and direct summands, and the class of n-injective modules is closed under direct products and direct summands for each n. Since a exact sequence is precisely a 0-exact sequence, we have 0-projective modules are exactly projective modules, and 0-injective modules are exactly injective modules. We always denote by P_n (resp., I_n) the class of all n-projective (resp., n-injective) R-modules. Trivially, P_0 ⊆ P_1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ P_n ⊆ · · · ⊆ P_∞, I_0 ⊆ I_1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ I_n ⊆ · · · ⊆ I_∞. Lemma 3.2. Let R be a commutative ring and M an R-module in P^{<n+1}. Then the R-module M^+ := Hom_Z(M, Q/Z) is n-injective.

Proof. Let 0 → A → B → C → 0 be an n-exact sequence. Then, by Theorem 2.3, we have the following natural exact sequence 0 → M ⊗_R A → M ⊗_R B → M ⊗_R C → 0. So the sequence 0 → Hom_R(C, M^+) → Hom_R(B, M^+) → Hom_R(A, M^+) → 0 is exact which implies that M^+ is n-injective. □ Let F be a class of R-modules and M an R-module. An R-homomorphism f : F → M with F ∈ F is said to be an F-precover if the natural homomorphism Hom_R(F^′, F ) → Hom_R(F^′, M) is an epimorphism for any F^′ ∈ F. That is, for any R-homomorphism g : F^′ → M, there exists h : F^′ → F such that the following diagram commutates: F^′_g !!C CC CC CC C h ~~ F^f // M.

If, moreover, any homomorphism h such that f = f ∘ h is an isomorphism, then f is said to be an F-cover.

Dually, we can define F-preenvelopes and F-envelopes. 7

Note that F-(pre)covers and F-(pre)envelopes do not exist in general. If any R-module has an F-(pre)cover (resp., F-(pre)envelope), then we say F is (pre)enveloping (resp., (pre)covering). If F-covers or F-envelopes of an R-module exist, then it is unique up to isomorphism.

Next, we will consider the I_n-(pre)envelopes and P_n-(pre)covers of R-modules. Note that every I_n-preenvelope is a monomorphism and every P_n-precover is an epimorphism. Now, let Υ : 0 → A^f−→ B^g−→ C → 0 be an exact sequence. Then

(1) g is a P_n-precovers if and only if B is n-projective and Υ is n-exact; (2) f is an I_n-preenvelopes if and only if B is n-injective and Υ is n-exact.

Theorem 3.3. The following statements hold.

(1) P_n is precovering.

(2) Let R be a commutative ring. Then I_n is preenveloping.

Proof. (1) We denote by S_n the family of all representative elements of isomorphism classes of all R-modules in P^{<n+1}. Then S_n is a set. Let M be an R-module and P ∈ S_n. Consider R-homomorphism f_P : P^{(HomR(P,M))} → M defined by (p) → ∑ f(p). Then any R-homomorphism P → M factor through f_P . Considering the R-homomorphism

f := ⨁ P ∈S_n f_P ∈ Hom_R( ⨁ P ∈S_n P^{(HomR(P,M))}, M),

we have that every R-homomorphism g : P → M with P ∈ P^{<n+1} can factor through f, and so f is n-exact. Hence there is an exact sequence

Hom_R(P, ⨁ P ∈S_n P^{(HomR(P,M))}) → Hom_R(P, M) → 0.

Setting P^′ = R, we have that f is also an epimorphism. Since ⨁ P ∈S_n P^{(HomR(P,M))} ∈ P_n, f is a P_n-precover of M.

(2) Let M be an R-module. It follows from the proof of (1) that there is an n-exact sequence 0 → K → ⨁ P_i → M^+ → 0, where each P_i is an R-module in P^{<n+1}. Then the sequence 0 → M^{++} → ( ⨁ P_i)^+ → K^+ → 0 is exact. Let P ∈ P^{<n+1}. Then the sequence 0 → P ⊗_R K → P ⊗_R ⨁ P_i → P ⊗_R M^+ → 0 is exact, and so is 0 → (P ⊗_R M^+)^+ → (P ⊗_R ⨁ P_i)^+ → (P ⊗_R K)^+ → 0, that is, the sequence 0 → Hom_R(P, M^{++}) → Hom_R(P, ⨁ P^+_i ) → Hom_R(P, K^+) → 0 is exact. Hence 0 → M^{++} → ( ⨁ P_i)^+ → K^+ → 0 is n-exact. On the other hand, the pure exact sequence 0 → M → M^{++} → M^{++}/M → 0 is obviously n-exact. Note that ( ⨁ P_i)^+ is n-injective by Lemma 3.2. Consider the 8

following push-out diagram: 0 fflffl 0 fflffl M fflffl M gfflffl 0 // M^{++} fflffl // ( ⨁ P_i)^+ fflffl // K^+ // 0

0 // M^{++}/M fflffl // X fflffl // K^+ // 0

0 0 .

It is easy to check that the middle column is n-exact. Hence g : M → ( ⨁ P_i)^+ is an I_n-preenvelope of M. □

Proposition 3.4. The following statements hold.

(1) A left R-module P is n-projective if and only if it is a direct summand of direct sum of R-modules in P^{<n+1} .

(2) Let R be a commutative ring. Then an R-module I is n-injective if and only if it is a direct summand of ∏ i∈Λ P^+_i , where each P_i is an R-module in P^{<n+1}.

Proof. We only prove (1) since (2) can be proved similarly. Let P be an left R-module. Suppose that P is n-projective. Then there is an n-exact sequence (Ψ) 0 → K → F → P → 0 with F a direct sum of R-modules in P^{<n+1} by the proof of Theorem 3.3(1). Since P is n-projective, (Ψ) splits. The converse follows from that the class of n-projective modules contains P^{<n+1} and is closed under direct summands and direct sums. □

Remark 3.5. We give some remarks on n-projective modules and n-injective modules.

(1) Trivially, an R-module is 0-projective if and only if it is projective; and an Rmodule is 0-injective if and only if it is injective.

(2) Obviously, every n-projective R-module has projective dimensions at most n.

However, the converse does not hold in general for n ≥ 1. For example, let R = Z, then its quotient field Q has projective dimension equal to 1. But Q is not 1-projective. On the contrary, suppose that Q is a direct summand of ⨁ i∈Λ M_i, where M_i is finitely generated Z-module. Note that every finitely generated Zmodule can be decomposed as a finite direct sum of finitely generated free modules and finite torsion modules. Since Q is divisible and torsion-free, Hom_Z(Q, T ) = 0 for any torsion module T . So we can assume that each M_i is finitely generated free, which is a contradiction as Q is not projective.

(3) Similarly, every n-injective has injective dimensions at most n. However, the converse does not hold in general for n ≥ 1. For example, we consider the example 9

in (2). Although id_ZZ = 1, Z is not 1-injective as a Z-module. Indeed, suppose Z is a direct summand of ∏ i∈Λ P^+_i with P_i ∈ P^{<2}. Then Z is a direct summand of some ( ∏ i∈Λ F^+_i ) ⨁ ∏ i∈Λ T^+_i where F_i is a finitely generated free module and T_i is a non-zero

finite torsion Z-module for each i. Since ∏ i∈Λ F^+_i is an injective Z-module and Z has no non-zero injective submodules, we can assume Z is a direct summand of ∏ i∈Λ T^+_i which is isomorphic to ∏ i∈Λ T_i by [10, Exercise 7.1(1)]. However, this would not happen. On the contrary, suppose this happens. Note that each finite torsion Z-module T_i is a finite direct sum (also a direct product) of indecomposable Zmodules of the form Z/p^{ni}_i Z where p_i is a prime and n_i is a positive integer. Then Z is isomorphic to a direct summand of some ∏ Z/p^{ni}_i Z. Note that each Z/p^{ni}_i Z is indecomposable pure-injective by [13, Example 2.35(1)]. So the indecomposable Z-module Z itself is also pure-injective, which is a contradiction (see [13, Example 2.35(1)] again).

Proposition 3.6. Let Υ : 0 → A^f−→ B^g−→ C → 0 be a short exact sequence of left R-modules. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) Υ : 0 → A^f−→ B^g−→ C → 0 is n-exact. (2) The induced sequence

0 → Hom_R(P, A) → Hom_R(P, B) → Hom_R(P, C) → 0

is exact for any n-projective module P .

Moreover, if R is a commutative ring, then both above are equivalent to:

(3) The induced sequence

0 → Hom_R(C, I) → Hom_R(B, I) → Hom_R(A, I) → 0

is exact for any n-injective module I.

Proof. It can be easily deduced by Proposition 3.4. □

Given a ring R, we denote by w.gl.dim(R) the weak global dimension of R, i.e., the supremum of flat dimensions of all R-modules.

Proposition 3.7. Let R be a ring, and E_{fp} the class of all pure exact sequences. Then E_{fp} = E_n if and only if R is a left coherent ring over which every finitely presented Rmodule has projective dimension < n + 1. Moreover, if n is a non-negative integer, then E_{fp} = E_n if and only if R is a left coherent ring with w.gl.dim(R) < n + 1.

Proof. Let R be a left coherent ring over which every finitely presented R-module has projective dimension < n + 1. Suppose that M is a finitely presented R-module. Then M can fit into an exact sequence · · · → P_m → · · · → P_1 → P_0 → M → 0, where each P_i is finitely generated projective. Since M has projective dimension < n + 1, wed have M ∈ P^{<n+1}. Hence E_{fp} = E_n. 10

On the other hand, suppose E_{fp} = E_n. Then every pure projective R-module is nprojective. By Proposition 3.4, every finitely presented R-module M is a direct summand of direct sum of R-modules in P^{<n+1}. Actually, M is a direct summand of finite direct sum of R-modules in P^{<n+1}. So M ∈ P^{<n+1}, and hence M has projective dimension < n+1. Note that every finitely presented left R-module M is also super finitely presented. Therefore, R is left coherent by [4, Proposition 2.1].

The last part follows by [28, Theorem 3.3] that a left coherent ring R has weak global dimension < n + 1 if and only if the projective dimension of every finitely presented R-modules < n + 1. □

Corollary 3.8. Let R be a ring. Then the following statements hold.

(1) The following statements are equivalent:

(a) l.fPD(R) ≤ n;

(b) every (n + 1)-projective left R-module is n-projective; (c) any m-projective left R-module is n-projective for some m > n; (d) any m-projective left R-module is n-projective for any m > n; (e) any ∞-projective left R-module is n-projective.

(2) The following statements are equivalent:

(a) R is a left coherent ring over which every finitely presented R-module has projective dimension < n + 1;

(b) every pure projective left R-module is n-projective.

Proof. The statement (1) follows by Theorem 2.5 and Proposition 3.6. The statement (2) follows by [21, Lemma 2.1.23], Propositions 3.6 and 3.7. □

Note that if R is a commutative ring, then Corollary 3.8 holds for the “injective” version.

Let M be a class of homomorphisms of R-modules and F be a class of R-modules. Recall from [9] that a pair (M , F ) is called an injective structure on R-modules provided that

(1) F ∈ F if and only if Hom_R(N, F ) → Hom_R(N, F ) → 0 is exact for any M → N ∈ M (2) M → N ∈ M if and only if Hom_R(N, F ) → Hom_R(N, F ) → 0 is exact for any F ∈ F . (3) F is preenveloping.

Let P be a class of right R-modules. We say that (M , F ) is determined by P provided that the following condition holds:

M → N ∈ M if and only if 0 → G ⊗_R M → G ⊗_R N is exact for any G ∈ P. It follows from [9, Theorem 6.6.4] that if an injective structure (M , F ) is determined by a class P, then F is enveloping.

Theorem 3.9. Let R be a commutative ring. Then every R-module has an I_n-envelope. 11

Proof. Denote by M_n the class of all n-monomorphisms of R-modules. Then (M_n, P_n) is an injective structure determined by P^{<n+1} by Theorem 2.3 and Proposition 3.6. Hence every R-module has an I_n-envelope by [9, Theorem 6.6.4]. □

Recall that a ring R is called a left perfect ring provided that every direct limit of left projective R-modules is projective, that is, for any direct system {P_i | i ∈ Λ} of left R-modules in Add(R), the canonical epimorphism ⨁ i∈Λ P_i → lim_{−→ i∈Λ}P_i → 0 is split.

To extend the perfect properties of rings to that of modules, the authors in [1] called an R-module M has perfect decompositions provided that for any direct system {M_i | i ∈ Λ} of left R-modules in Add(M), the canonical epimorphism ⨁ i∈Λ M_i → lim_{−→ i∈Λ}M_i → 0 is split.

Obviously, a ring R is a left perfect ring if and only if R has perfect decompositions as a left R-module. One of the importance of perfect decompositions comes from [25, Corollary 2.3.] which states that an R-module M which is direct sum of ℵ_n-generated modules for some n < ω has a perfect decomposition, if and only if Add(M) is closed under direct limits if and only if Add(M) is a covering class, if and only if each module from the class lim_{−→} Add(M) has an Add(M)-cover. Consider the R-module ⨁ P ∈[P^{<n+1}] P , where [P^{<n+1}] denotes the representatives of isomorphism class of modules in P^{<n+1}. Since each R-module in P^{<n+1} is finitely generated, then by [25, Corollary 2.3.] we have the following result.

Theorem 3.10. Let R be a ring. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The R-module ⨁ P ∈[P^{<n+1}] P has perfect decompositions.

(2) Every direct limit of n-projective R-modules is n-projective. (3) Every R-module has an n-projective cover.

Remark 3.11. It follows by the above that every R-module admits n-projective resolutions and n-injective coresolutions, that is, for each M ∈ R-Mod, there exists an exact sequence

· · · → P_1 → P_0 → M → 0

with each P_i ∈ P_n and it remains exact after applying Hom_R(P, −) for any P ∈ P_n, and there exists an exact sequence

0 → M → E_0 → E_1 → · · ·

with each E_i ∈ I_n and it remains exact after applying Hom_R(−, E) for any E ∈ I_n.

4. The relative exact complexes induced by FPR

We denote by C(R) and K(R) the category of complexes of R-Mod and homotopy category of R-Mod, respectively. For any X^• ∈ C(R), we write X^• := · · · → X^{i−1 d} i−1 X•−−→ X^{i diX•}−−→ X^{i+1 d} i+1 X•−−→ X^{i+2} → · · · 12

Let M be an R-module, we can regard M as a stalk complex, that is, a complex concentrated in degree 0.

Let X^• ∈ C(R). If X^i = 0 for i ≫ 0, then X^• is said to be bounded above. If X^i = 0 for i ≪ 0, then X^• is said to be bounded below. Moreover, X^• is said to be bounded provided that it is both bounded above and bounded below. A cochain map f : X^• → Y^• is said to be a quasi-isomorphism if it induces the isomorphic homology groups, and f is said to be homotopy equivalent provided that there exists a cochain map g : Y^• → X^• such that there exist homotopies gf ∼ Id_X• and fg ∼ Id_Y • .

Definition 4.1. A complex X^• is said to be n-exact at i if the sequence 0 → Ker(d^i_X• ) → X^i → Coker(d^{i−1}_X• ) → 0 is n-exact. A complex X^• is said to be n-exact if it is n-exact at i for any i ∈ Z.

Proposition 4.2. Let X^• ∈ C(R). Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) X^• is an n-exact complex.

(2) The complex Hom_R(P, X^•) is exact for any P ∈ P^{<n+1}. (3) The complex Hom_R(P, X^•) is exact for any n-projective module P .

Proof. It follows by Corollary 3.6. □

Since R itself is n-projective, every n-exact complex is exact. Since Hom_R(P, −) commutes with direct limits for any P ∈ P^{<n+1}, every direct limit of n-exact complexes is n-exact. Trivially, 0-exact complexes are exactly exact complexes. Every m-exact complex is n-exact for any m > n. Next we characterize when any n-exact complex is m-exact with m > n.

Corollary 4.3. Let R be a ring. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) l.fPD(R) ≤ n.

(2) Any (resp., bounded, bounded above, bounded below) n-exact complex is (n + 1)- exact.

(3) Any (resp., bounded, bounded above, bounded below) n-exact complex is m-exact for some m > n.

(4) Any (resp., bounded, bounded above, bounded below) n-exact complex is m-exact for any m > n.

(5) Any (resp., bounded, bounded above, bounded below) n-exact complex is ∞-exact. Proof. It can easily be deduced by Theorem 2.5, Corollary 3.8 and Proposition 4.2. □

Recall from [35, Definition 2.3] that a complex X^• is said to be pure exact if the sequence 0 → Ker(d^i_X• ) → X^i → Coker(d^{i−1}_X• ) → 0 is pure exact for any i ∈ Z. Trivially, any pure exact complex is n-exact. On the other hand, the following result holds. Corollary 4.4. Let R be a ring. Any n-exact complex is pure exact if and only if R is a left coherent ring over which every finitely presented R-module has projective dimension < n + 1. Moreover, if n is a non-negative integer, then it is also equivalent to that R is a left coherent ring with w.gl.dim(R) < n + 1. 13

Proof. It can easily be deduced by Proposition 3.7 , Corollary 3.8 and Proposition 4.2. □

Next, we recall the notion of the mapping cone of a cochain map in C(R). Let f : X^• → Y^• be a cochain map in C(R). Denote by Cone^•(f) the mapping cone of f, which is defined by

Cone^•(f)^i = X^{i+1} ⊕ X^i with d^i_{Cone(f)}• = ( −d^{i+1}_X• 0 f^{i+1} d^i_Y • ) for all i ∈ Z.

It is well-known that a cochain map f : X^• → Y^• is a quasi-isomorphism if and only if Cone^•(f) is exact, and f is a homotopy equivalence if and only if Cone^•(f) is contractible.

Definition 4.5. Let f : X^• → Y^• be a cochain map of complexes. We say that f is an n-quasi-isomorphism provided that its mapping cone Cone^•(f) is an n-exact complex.

To continue, we recall the notions of Hom-complexes and Tensor-complexes. Let X^•, Y^• ∈ C(R). We use Hom_R(X^•, Y^•) to denote the Hom-complex, that is, a complex of Z-modules · · · → ∏ i∈Z Hom_R(X^i, Y^{m+i})^{dm}−→ ∏ i∈Z Hom_R(X^i, Y^{m+1+i}) → · · ·

where ∏ i∈Z Hom_R(X^i, Y^{m+i}) lies in degree m. For any ϕ ∈ ∏ i∈Z Hom_R(X^i, Y^{m+i}), the m-th

differential d^m satisfies that d^m(ϕ) = (d^{i+m}_Y • ϕ^i − (−1)^mϕ^{i+1}d^i_X• )_{i∈Z}. It is well-known that for any m ∈ Z, we have H^mHom_R(X^•, Y^•) = Hom_{K(R)}(X^•, Y^•[m]).

Proposition 4.6. Let f : X^• → Y^• be a cochain map of complexes. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) f is an n-quasi-isomorphism.

(2) Hom_R(P, f) : Hom_R(P, X^•) → Hom_R(P, Y^•) is a quasi-isomorphism for any P ∈ P^{<n+1}.

(3) Hom_R(P, f) : Hom_R(P, X^•) → Hom_R(P, Y^•) is a quasi-isomorphism for any nprojective module P .

Proof. It follows by Proposition 4.2. □

Corollary 4.7. Let

X^•_1

h_1 fflffl // X^•_2 //

h_2 fflffl X^•_3 //

h_3 fflffl X^•_1 [1]

h_1[1] fflffl Y^•_1 // Y^•_2 // Y^•_3 // Y^•_1 [1]

be a morphism of triangles in K(R). If h_1 and h_2 are n-quasi-isomorphisms, then h_3 is also an n-quasi-isomorphism. 14

Proof. Let P ∈ P^{<n+1}. Then, by using The five lemma and Proposition 4.6, the assertion follows from the following commutative diagram

Hom_R(P, X^•_1 )

Hom_R(P,h_1) fflffl // Hom_R(P, X^•_2 ) //

Hom_R(P,h_2) fflffl Hom_R(P, X^•_3 ) //

Hom_R(P,h_3) fflffl Hom_R(P, X^•_1 [1])

Hom_R(P,h_1[1]) fflffl Hom_R(P, Y^•_1 ) // Hom_R(P, Y^•_2 ) // Hom_R(P, Y^•_3 ) // Hom_R(P, Y^•_1 [1]) □ We denote by K^−(P_n) the bounded above homotopy category of P_n, i.e., the full subcategories of K^−(R) with each term in P_n. Then we have the following two results.

Lemma 4.8. Let f : X^• → Y^• be a cochain map of complexes. Then the following two statements hold.

(1) The following statements are equivalent.

(a) X^• is an n-exact complex.

(b) The complex Hom_R(P^•, X^•) is exact for any P^• in K^−(P_n). (2) The following statements are equivalent.

(a) f is an n-quasi-isomorphism.

(b) Hom_R(P^•, f) : Hom_R(P^•, X^•) → Hom_R(P^•, Y^•) is a quasi-isomorphism for any P^• in K^−(P_n).

Proof. (1) follows by Proposition 4.2 and [7, Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.5]. (2) follows by Proposition 4.6 and [7, Proposition 2.6, Proposition 2.7]. □

Proposition 4.9. Let f : X^• → Y^• be an n-quasi-isomorphism. If X^• ∈ K^−(P_n) and Y^• ∈ K^−(P_n), then f is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Since Y^• ∈ K^−(P_n), by Lemma 4.8(2), Hom_R(Y^•, f) : Hom_R(Y^•, X^•) → Hom_R(Y^•, Y^•) is a quasi-isomorphism. So we have an isomorphism of abelian groups:

H^0(Hom_R(Y^•, f)) : H^0(Hom_R(Y^•, X^•)) → H^0(Hom_R(Y^•, Y^•)).

So there is a cochain map g : Y^• → X^• such that fg ∼ Id_Y • . Similarly, there exists a cochain map: h : X^• → Y^• such that gh ∼ Id_X• . Hence, g and f are homotopy equivalences. □

5. The relative derived categories induced by FPR Set K_n(R) = {X^• ∈ K(R) | X^• is an n-exact complex}.

Recall from [17, Definition 2.1.6] that a subcategory C of a triangulated category T is called to be thick if it is triangulated, and it contains all direct summands of its objects.

Lemma 5.1. K_n(R) is a thick subcategory of K(R). So the Verdier quotient K(R)/K_n(R) is naturally a triangulated category. 15

Proof. Suppose that f : X^• → Y^• is a cochain map between n-exact complexes. Then Cone^•(f) is again n-exact. Thus K_n(R) is a triangulated subcategory of K(R). Moreover, K_n(R) is closed under direct summands. Indeed, let X^•_1 ⊕ X^•_2 ∈ K_n(R). Then Hom_R(P, X^•_1 ⊕ X^•_2 ) is exact for any P ∈ P^{<n+1}, which implies that Hom_R(P, X^•_1 ) and Hom_R(P, X^•_2 ) are exact. Thus X^•_1 and X^•_2 are n-exact. Therefore, K_n(R) is a thick subcategory of K(R). So the Verdier quotient K(R)/K_n(R) is naturally a triangulated category (see [17, Theorem 2.1.8]). □

Definition 5.2. Let R be a ring. The Verdier quotient D_n(R) := K(R)/K_n(R) is said to be the n-derived category of R.

For ∗ ∈ {blank, +, −, b}, set K^∗_n(R) = {X^• ∈ K^∗(R) | X^• is an n-exact complex}. We can define D^∗_n(R) := K^∗(R)/K^∗_n(R). Since 0-exact complexes are exactly exact complexes, D^∗_0(R) of R is exactly the derived categories D^∗(R) of R. So the notion of n-derived categories is a generalization of that of derived categories. Next, we will show how to construct n-derived categories.

Every morphism from X^• to Y^• in D^∗_n(R) is called a left roof and can be written as the form X^{• s}⇐= •^a−→ Y^• where s is an n-quasi-isomorphism. Two roofs X^{• s}⇐= •^a−→ Y^• and X^{• s1}⇐= •^{a1}−→ Y^• are equivalent if there exists the following commutative diagram • s x� yy yy yy yy yy yy_a ””E EEE EEE X^• • s_2ks OO

fflffl

a_2 // Y^• • s_1

^f FF FFF FF FFF FFF F a1

¡¡yy yyy yyy where s_2 is an n-quasi-isomorphism. We denote by a/s the equivalent class of X^{• s}⇐= •^a−→ Y^•. Dually, the right roof X^{• a}−→ •^s⇐= Y^• and its equivalent class a\s are defined.

Next, we will characterize the left little finitistic dimension of the ring R in terms of n-derived categories. For ∗ ∈ {blank, +, −, b}, set K^∗_n(R) = {X^• ∈ K^∗(R) | X^• is an n-exact complex}.

As a similar argument in the proof of Lemma 5.1, one can show K^∗_m(R) is a thick subcategory of K^∗_n(R) for any m ≥ n. Set K^∗_{n,m}(R) = K^∗_n(R)/K^∗_m(R) the Verdier quotient of K^∗_n(R) by K^∗_m(R). Then K^∗_{n,m}(R) is a thick subcategory of D^∗_n(R) for any m > n.

Theorem 5.3. Let R be a ring. Then for any ∗ ∈ {blank, +, −, b}, there is a triangulated equivalence for each n and each m ≥ n: D^∗_n(R) ∼= D^∗_m(R)/K^∗_{n,m}(R). Moreover, the following statements are equivalents for each n ∈ N: (1) l.fPD(R) ≤ n.

(2) K^∗_{n,m}(R) = 0 for any m > n. (3) K^∗_{n,m}(R) = 0 for some m > n.

(4) D^∗_m(R) is naturally triangulated equivalence to D^∗_n(R) for any m > n. (5) D^∗_m(R) is naturally triangulated equivalence to D^∗_n(R) for some m > n.

Proof. The triangulated equivalence D^∗_n(R) ∼= D^∗_m(R)/K^∗_{n,m}(R) follows by their definitions and the universal properties of Verdier quotients. Next we will show the equivalences of (1) − (5).

(2) ⇒ (3) and (4) ⇒ (5) Trivial. (2) ⇔ (4) and (3) ⇔ (5) follow by the triangulated equivalence D^∗_n(R) ∼= D^∗_m(R)/K^∗_{n,m}(R).

(1) ⇒ (2) Suppose l.fPD(R) ≤ n. Then by Corollary 4.3, K^∗_n(R) = K^∗_m(R) for any m > n. Thus K^∗_{n,m}(R) = 0 for any m > n.

(3) ⇒ (1) Let m > n. By Corollary 4.3, we just need to show that every n-exact complex is m-exact. Let X^• be an n-exact complex. Since K^∗_{n,m}(R) = 0, K^∗_n(R) = K^∗_m(R). So X^• is homotopic to an m-exact complex, say Y^•. Let P ∈ P_m. Then Hom_R(P, X^•) is also homotopic to Hom_R(P, Y^•) which is an exact complex. Thus Hom_R(P, X^•) is also exact. So X^• is an n-exact complex. □

We recall the notion of pure derived categories from [35]. Set K_{PE} (R) = {X^• ∈ K(R) | X^• is a pure exact complex}. Then K_{PE} (R) is a thick subcategory of K(R). The pure derived category of R is defined to be

D_{pur}(R) = K(R)/K_{PE} (R).

Similarly, the authors in [35] defined K^∗_{PE} (R) and D^∗_{pur}(R) for any ∗ ∈ {blank, +, −, b}. It is also easy to show that K^∗_{PE} (R) is a thick subcategory of K^∗_n(R). Set K^∗_{n,pur}(R) = K^∗_n(R)/K^∗_{pur}(R) the Verdier quotient of K^∗_n(R) by K^∗_{pur}(R). Then K^∗_{n,pur}(R) is a thick subcategory of D^∗_n(R).

Theorem 5.4. Let R be a ring. Then for any ∗ ∈ {blank, +, −, b}, there is a triangulated equivalence for each n:

D^∗_n(R) ∼= D^∗_{pur}(R)/K^∗_{n,pur}(R).

Furthermore, the following statements are equivalents:

(1) R is a left coherent ring over which every finitely presented R-module has projective dimension < n + 1.

(2) K^∗_{n,pur}(R) = 0.

(3) D^∗_{pur}(R) is naturally triangulated equivalence to D^∗_n(R).

Moreover, if n ∈ N, then all above are equivalent to that R is a left coherent ring with w.gl.dim(R) < n + 1.

Proof. It is similar with the proof of Theorem 5.3, and so we omitted it. □

Proposition 5.5. Let X^• ∈ K^−_n (P_n) and Y^• ∈ K(R). Then the localization functor F : Hom_{K(R)}(X^•, Y^•) → Hom_{Dn(R)}(X^•, Y^•), f → f/Id_X• induces an isomorphism of abelian groups.

Proof. Suppose f/Id_X• = 0 = 0/Id_X• . Then there is an n-quasi-isomorphism g : Z^• → X^• such that gf ∼ 0. By the proof of Proposition 4.9, there exists an n-quasi-isomorphism h : X^• → Z^• such that gh ∼ Id_X• . Hence f ∼ 0, and so F is injective. Let f/s ∈ Hom_{Dn(R)}(X^•, Y^•). By the proof of Propsotion 4.9 again, there exits an n-quasi-isomorphism t such that st ∼ Id_X• . So f/s = (ft)/Id_X• ∈ D_n(R), and thus F is surjective. □

Lemma 5.6. The following two statements hold.

(1) Let Y^• → X^• be an n-quasi-isomorphism with X^• ∈ K^b(R), Y^• ∈ K^+(R). Then there exists an n-quasi-isomorphism Z^• → Y^• with Z^• ∈ K^b(R).

(2) Let X^• → Y^• be an n-quasi-isomorphism with X^• ∈ K^+(R), Y^• ∈ K(R). Then there exists an n-quasi-isomorphism Y^• → Z^• with Z^• ∈ K^+(R).

Proof. (1) Without loss of generality, we may assume that H^i(M ⊗_R Y^•) = 0 for any i < 0 and H^i(Hom_R(P, Y^•)) = 0 for any n-projective R-modules P and any i < 0. Then we have the following commutative diagram:

· · · // 0 // Y^0 // · · · // Y^{m−1} // Ker(d^m_Y • ) fflffl // 0 fflffl // · · ·

· · · // 0 // Y^0 // · · · // Y^{m−1} // Y^m // Y^{m+1} // · · · Define the complex Z^• to be the upper row. Since Hom_R(P, −) preserves kernels, the cochain map above is clear an n-quasi-isomorphism by Proposition 4.6(2).

(2) Without loss of generality, we may assume that Y^i = 0 for any i < 0 and H^i(Hom_R(P, Y^•)) = 0 for any n-projective R-modules P and any i ≥ m + 1. Then we have the following commutative diagram: · · · // Y^{−2} fflffl // Y^{−1} fflffl // Y^0 fflffl // Y^1 // Y^2 // · · ·

· · · // 0 // 0 // Coker(d^{−1}_Y • ) // Y^1 // Y^2 // · · · Define the complex Z^• to be the lower row. Since P ⊗_R − preserves cokernels, the cochain map above is clear an n-quasi-isomorphism by Proposition 4.6(1). □

Proposition 5.7. The following two statements hold.

(1) D^b_n(R) is a full subcategory of D^+_n (R), and D^+_n (R) is a full subcategory of D_n(R). (2) D^b_n(R) is a full subcategory of D^−_n (R), and D^−_n (R) is a full subcategory of D_n(R). 18

(3) D^+_n (R) ∩ D^−_n (R) = D^b_n(R).

Proof. (1) is a consequence of [11, Proposition 3.2.10] and Lemma 5.6. (2) is the dual of (1), and (3) is an immediate consequence of (1) and (2). □

Theorem 5.8. R-Mod is a full subcategory of D^b_n(R). That is the composition of functors R-Mod→ K^b(R) → D^b_n(R) is fully faithful.

Proof. For any X, Y ∈ R-Mod, it suffice to prove F : Hom_R(X, Y ) → Hom_Db_n (X, Y ) f → f/Id_X is an isomorphism. Let f ∈ Hom_R(X, Y ) such that f/Id_X = 0 = 0/Id_X . Then there exists an n-quasi-isomorphism s : Z → X such that fs ∼ 0, and hence H^0(f)H^0(s) = 0. Since H^0(s) is an isomorphism, we have f = H^0(f) = 0. So F is injective.

Let X^{• s}⇐= Z^{• a}−→ Y^• ∈ Hom_Db_n (X, Y ), where s is an n-quasi-isomorphism. Then H^0(s) ∈ Hom_R(H^0(Z^•), X) is an isomorphism of R-modules. Put f := H^0(a)H^0(s)^{−1} ∈ Hom_R(X, Y ). Consider the truncation τ_{≤0}Z^• := · · · −→ Z^{−2} −→ Z^{−1} −→ Ker(d^0_Z• ) −→ 0 of Z^• and the canonical inclusion i : τ_{≤0}Z^• → Z^•. Note that i is an n-quasi-isomorphism as in the proof of Lemma 5.6. Consider the following commutative diagram Z^• s v~ vv vvv vvv vvv vvv vv_a

$$HH HHH HHH H X τ_{≤0}Z^• si ks OO

fflffl ai // Y

X^• Id_X•

‘h HH HHH HHH HHH HHH HH_{si}

::vv vvv vvv It follows that f/Id_X• = a/s, and so F is surjective. □

For any X^• ∈ C(R), define inf_nX^• := inf{m ∈ Z | X^• is not n-exact at m}, and sup_nX^• := sup{m ∈ Z | X^• is not n-exact at m} If X^• is not n-exact at any i ∈ Z, then we set inf_nX^• = −∞ and sup_nX^• = ∞. If X^• is n-exact at all i ∈ Z, then we set inf_nX^• = ∞ and sup_nX^• = −∞. Set K^{−,nb}(P_n) := {X^• ∈ K^−(P_n) | inf_nX^• is finite}

Proposition 5.9. Let X^• ∈ C(R). Then the following statements hold.

(1) X^• is n-exact in degree ≥ i if and only if Hom_R(P, X^•) is exact in degree ≥ i for any n-projective module P .

(2) The numbers inf_nX^• and sup_nX^• are well-defined for any X^• ∈ D_n(R). 19

(3) K^{−,nb}(P_n) is a triangulated subcategory of K^−(P_n). Proof. (1) follows by the commutative diagram:

· · · // Hom_R(P, X^{m−1})

Hom_R(P,π^{m−2}_{X•} ) )) ))RR

RRRR

RRRR R Hom_R(P,d^{m−1}_{X•} )

// Hom_R(P, X^m)

Hom_R(P,π^{m−1}_{X•} ) (( ((QQ

QQQQ

QQQQ Q Hom_R(P,d^m_{X•} )

// Hom_R(P, X^m) // · · ·

Hom_R(M, C^{m−2})

Hom_R(P,i^m_{X•} )

66mmm mmmm mmmm

Hom_R(M, C^{m−1})^{HomR(P,i} m+1 X• ) 66mmm mmmm mmmm

where π^m_X• denotes the cokernel of d^m_X• and i^m_X• denotes the kernel of d^m_X• for any m ∈ Z.

(2) We only need to prove the assertion whenever both inf_nX^• (resp., sup_nX^•) and inf_nY^• (resp., sup_nY^•) are finite. This is the consequence of (1)and (2) by Proposition 4.6.

(3) We only prove K^{−,nb}(P_n) is a triangulated subcategories of K^−(P_n) since the other assertion can be proved similarly. Obviously, K^{−,nb}(P_n) is closed under shifts. So it suffices to show that K^{−,nb}(P_n) is closed under extensions. Let X^• → Y^• → Z^• → X^•[1] be a triangle in K^−(P_n) with X^•, Z^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n). Then we have a triangle

Hom_R(P, X^•) → Hom_R(P, Y^•) → Hom_R(P, Z^•) → Hom_R(P, X^•[1]) in K(Z) for any n-projective R-module P . It induces the following long exact sequence · · · → H^i(Hom_R(P, X^•)) → H^i(Hom_R(P, Y^•)) → H^i(Hom_R(P, Z^•)) → H^i(Hom_R(P, X^•[1])) → · · · since H^i(−) is a cohomological functor. By (1), there exists m ∈ Z such that H^i(Hom_R(P, Y^•)) = H^i(Hom_R(P, Z^•)) = 0 for any i ≤ m. So H^i(Hom_R(P, Y^•)) = 0 for any i ≤ m. Thus we have Y^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n) by (1). □ Proposition 5.10. There exists a triangulated functor P : K^b(R) → K^{−,nb}(P_n) and an n-quasi-isomorphism f_X• : P_X• → X^• for any X^• ∈ K^b(R) which is functorial in X^•. Proof. We first prove that for any X^• ∈ K^b(R) there exists an n-quasi-isomorphism P_X• → X^• with P_X• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n). We proceed by induction on the cardinal of finite set κ(X^•) := {i ∈ Z | X^i ≠ 0}.

If cardinal of κ(X^•) is equal to 1, then the assertion follows from that every R-module has an n-projective precover (see Theorem 3.3).

Now suppose that the cardinal of κ(X^•) is lager than 1. We may assume that X^i = 0 for any i < j. Set X^•_1 = X^j[−j − 1] and X^•_2 = · · · → 0 → X^{j+1} → X^{j+2} → · · · . Then we get a sequence of complexes

X^•_2 fflffl · · · // 0 // fflffl 0 fflffl // X^{j+1} // X^{j+2} // · · ·

X^• fflffl · · · // 0 // fflffl X^j // X^{j+1} // fflffl X^{j+2} fflffl // · · ·

X^•_1 [1] · · · // 0 // X^j // 0 // 0 // · · · which is split in each degree. Thus we have a triangle X^•_1^u−→ X^•_2 → X^• → X^•_1 [1] in K^b(R). By induction, there exist n-quasi-isomorphisms f_X•_1 : P_X•_1 → X^•_1 and f_X•_2 : P_X•_2 → X^•_2 with P_X•_1 and P_X•_2 in K^{−,nb}(P_n). Then by Lemma 4.8, X^•_2 induces a quasiisomorphism of complexes Hom_R(P_X•_1 , P_X•_2 ) ∼= Hom_R(P_X•_1 , X^•_2 ).

Thus there is a morphism f : P_X•_1 → P_X•_2 which is unique up to homotopy (see Proposition 4.9), such that f_X•_2 f = uf_X•_1 . Consider the triangle P_X•_1^f−→ P_X•_2 → Cone^•(f) → P_X•_1 [1] in K^b(R). Since P_X•_1 , P_X•_2 ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n), Cone^•(f) ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n) by Proposition 5.9, and hence the triangle is also in K^{−,nb}(P_n). So there is a morphism X^• : Cone^•(f) → X^• such that the following diagram commutates in K^b(R)

P_X•_1

f_X•_1 fflffl f // P_{X•2} //

f_X•_2 fflffl Cone^•(f) // f_X• fflffl P_X•_1 [1]

f_X•_{1 [1]} fflffl X^•_1^u // X^•_2 // X^• // X^•_1 [1] So X^• is also an n-quasi-isomorphism by Corollary 4.7.

Put P_X• := Cone^•(f). Then there is an n-quasi-isomorphism f_X• : P_X• → X^• with P_X• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n). Next, we will show f_X• is functorial in X^•. Let X^•, Y^• ∈ K^b(R). We have two n-quasi-isomorphisms f_X• : P_X• → X^• and f_Y • : P_Y • → Y^•. Then f_Y • induces an isomorphism Hom_{K(R)}(P_X• , f_Y • ) : Hom_{K(R)}(P_X• , P_Y • ) → Hom_{K(R)}(P_X• , Y^•).

Let f : X^• → Y^• be a cochain map, then there is a unique cochain map P_f : P_X• → Y^• such that the following diagram P_X• X^• fflffl

P_f // P_Y • Y^• fflffl X^{• f} // Y^• commutates up to homotopy. By putting f = Id_X• : X^• → X^•, we complete the proof.

Finally, we will prove P : K^b(R) → K^{−,nb}(P_n) is a triangulated functor. Let X^{• f}−→ Y^{• g}−→ Z^{• h}−→ X^•[1] be a triangle in K^b(R). Then we have a triangle P_X•^{Pf}−→ P_Y •^u−→ Cone^•(P_f )^v−→ X^•[1] 21

Consider the following commutative diagram P_X• f_X• fflffl

P_f // P_Y •^u // f_Y • fflffl Cone^•(P_f )^v // γ fflffl P_X• [1]

f_X•_{[1]} fflffl X^{• f} // Y^{• g} // Z^{• h} // X^•[1] Since X^• and Y^• are n-quasi-isomorphisms, γ is also an n-quasi-isomorphism by Corollary 4.7. And γ induces an isomorphism of Abelian groups:

Hom_{K(R)}(P_Z• , γ) : Hom_{K(R)}(P_Z• , Cone^•(P_f )) → Hom_{K(R)}(P_Z• , Z^•). Let f_Z• : P_Z• → Z^• defined above. Then there exists w : P_Z• → Cone^•(P_f ) such that γ = f_Z• w. Since P_Z• and Cone^•(P_f ) are in K^{−,nb}(P_n), w is actually a homotopy equivalence by Proposition 4.9. And so Hom_{K(R)}(P_Y • , γ) : Hom_{K(R)}(P_Y • , Cone^•(P_f )) → Hom_{K(R)}(P_Y • , Z^•) is an isomorphism. Thus Hom_{K(R)}(P_Y • , γ)(u) = γu = gf_Y • = f_Z• P_g = γwP_g = Hom_{K(R)}(P_Y • , γ)(wP_g). So u = wP_g. Similarly, P_h = vw. Thus we have the following commutative diagram: P_X•^{Pf} // P_Y •^{Pg} // P_Z•^{Ph} // w fflffl P_X• [1][1]

P_X•^{Pf} // P_Y •^u // Cone^•(P_f )^v // P_X• [1] which shows that the top row is a triangle in K^{−,nb}(P_n). □ Theorem 5.11. There is a triangulated equivalence D^b_n(R) ∼= K^{−,nb}(P_n). Proof. Let H be the composition K^{−,nb}(P_n) → K^−(R)^F−→ D^−_n (R) of triangle functors, where F is the localization functor. For any X^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n), there exists m ∈ Z such that inf_nX^• = m. Then X^• is n-exact in degree ≤ m − 1. Consider the following commutative diagram X^• f fflffl · · · // X^{m−2} fflffl // X^{m−1} fflffl // X^m

fflfflfflffl

// X^{m+1} // X^{m+2} // · · ·

X^•_{⊃m} · · · // 0 // 0 // Coker(d^{m−1}_X• ) // X^{m+1} // X^{m+2} // · · · Note that the cochain map f is an n-quasi-isomorphism. It follows that H (X^• ) ∼= X^•_{⊃m} in D_n(R). So H (X^• ) ∈ D_n(R) as X^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n). Hence H induces a functor from K^{−,nb}(P_n) to D^b_n(R) which can also be denoted by H . By Theorem 5.8, H is fully faithful and dense. So D^b_n(R) ∼= K^{−,nb}(P_n). □ Remark 5.12. We must remark that if R is a commutative ring, then the “injective” versions of all results in this section also hold. 22

6. The relation between derived categories and n-derived categories Note that K^{−,nb}(P_n) = { X^• ∈ K^−(P_n) there exists m ∈ Z, such that H^i(Hom_R(P, X^•)) = 0, ∀i ≤ m, ∀P ∈ P_n } . We denote by K^{−,b}(P) the homotopy category of upper bounded complexes of projective modules with only finitely many non-zero cohomologies.

Lemma 6.1. Let X^• ∈ K^{−,b}(P). Then there exists a quasi-isomorphism X^• → P^• with P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n). Proof. Since X^• ∈ K^{−,b}(P), there is an integer m such that H_i(X^•) = 0 for i ≤ m. Since P_n is precovering by Theorem 3.3, we can choose an n-projective resolution → P^{m−2} → P^{m−1} → Ker(d^m_X• ) → 0 for Ker(d^m_X• ). By the Comparison Theorem ([24, Theorem 6.16]), we have a cochain map X^• f fflffl · · · // X^{m−2} fflffl // X^{m−1} fflffl // X^m // X^{m+1} // X^{m+2} // · · ·

P^• · · · // P^{m−2} // P^{m−1} // X^m // X^{m+1} // X^{m+2} // · · · Clearly, f is a quasi-isomorphism and P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n). □

Lemma 6.2. Let X^• ∈ K^{−,b}(P) and G^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n). Then for any cochain map g : X^• → G^•, there is a quasi-isomorphism f : X^• → G^• with P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n), and a cochain map h : P^• → G^•, such that g ∼ hf.

Proof. Since X^• ∈ K^{−,b}(P), there exists an integer m(X^•) such that H^i(Hom_R(M, X^•)) = 0 for any i ≤ m(X^•) and any projective module M. Similarly, since G^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n), there exists an integer m(G^•) such that H_j (Hom_R(N, G^•)) = 0 for any j ≤ m(G^•) and any N ∈ P_n. Let m = min{m(X^•), m(G^•)}. By Lemma 6.1, we get a quasi-isomorphism f : X^• → P^•, where P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n) with P_i = X_i for i ≥ m. For any i ≥ m, let f^i = Id_Xi , and let h^i = g^i . Since G^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n), the sequence 0 → Ker(d^{m−1}_G• ) → G^{m−1} → Ker(d^m_G• ) → 0 is n-exact. In particular, we have an exact sequence

0 → Hom_R(P^{m−1}, Ker(d^{m−1}_G• )) → Hom_R(P^{m−1}, G^{m−1}) → Hom_R(P^{m−1}, Ker(d^m_G• )) → 0 It follows from d^m_G• h^md^{m−1}_P • = d^m_G• g^md^{m−1}_P • = g^{m+1}d^m_P • d^{m−1}_P • = 0 that h^md^{m−1}_P • ∈ Hom_R(P^{m−1}, Ker(d^m_G• )). This yields an R-homomorphism h^{m−1} ∈ Hom_R(P^{m−1}, G^{m−1}) such that d^{m−1}_G• h^{m−1} = h^md^{m−1}_P • . Inductively, we get R-homomorphisms h_j : P^j → G^j(j < m) such that d^{j−1}_G• h^{j−1} = h^jd^{j−1}_P • . Hence we have a cochain map h : P^• → G^•.

Now consider the following diagram: 23

X^•_2 fflffl · · · // X^{m−2} //

g^{m−2} fflffl

f^{m−2} !!B BB BB BB B X^{m−1}

g^{m−1} fflffl

f^{m−1} !!B BB BB BB B // X^m //

g^m

fflffl

Id ÆÆ; ;; ;; ;; ; X^{m+1}

g^{m+1} fflffl

Id !!C CC CC CC C // · · ·

P^• fflffl · · · // P^{m−2} // h^{m−2} ˝˝– – – – P^{m−1} h^{m−1} ˝˝– – – – // X^m // h^m � � � � X^{m+1} h^{m+1} ˝˝z z z z // · · ·

G^• · · · // G^{m−2} // G^{m−1} // G^m // G^{m+1} // · · · Clearly, g^i − h^if^i = 0 for i ≥ m. Since G^• is exact in degree < m, the sequence 0 → Ker(d^{m−2}_G• ) → G^{m−2} → Ker(d^{m−1}_G• ) → 0 is exact. Note that d^{m−1}_G• (g^{m−1} − h^{m−1}f^{m−1}) = 0, then g^{m−1} −h^{m−1}f^{m−1} ∈ Hom_R(X^{m−1}, Ker(d^{m−1}_G• )). Since X^{m−1} is projective, there exists a map s^{m−1} : X^{m−1} → G^{m−2} such that g^{m−1} − h^{m−1}f^{m−1} = d^{m−2}_G• s^{m−1}. By induction we get a homotopy s : X^• → G^•[−1] with s^i = 0 for any i ≥ m. Hence g − hf : X^• → G^• is null homotopic, that is, g ∼ hf. □

Lemma 6.3. Let P^• ∈ K^−(P_n). If P^• is n-exact, then P^• = 0 in K(R).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that P^• = · · · → P^{−2 d−2}−−→ P^{−1 d−1}−−→ P^0 → 0. The sequence 0 → Ker(d^{−1}) → P^{−1} → P^0 → 0 is exact and n-exact, and since P^0 is n-projective, this sequence splits which implies that Ker(d^{−1}) is n-projective. Then one can apply the same argument to the sequence 0 → Ker(d^{−2}) → P^{−2} → Ker(d^{−1}) → 0 , and so on. Inductively, one has P^{i−1} = Ker(d^{i−1}) ⊕ Ker(d^i) for every i ≤ 0, and hence P^• is the direct sum of contractible complexes of the form · · · → 0 → Ker(d^i)^{Id}−→ Ker(d^i) → 0 → · · · . Thus P^• = 0 in K(R). □

We denote by K^b_{ac}(P_n) the homotopy category of bounded exact complexes of nprojective modules.

Lemma 6.4. Assume that P_n is closed under kernels of epimorphisms. Let P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n). If P^• is exact, then P^• ∈ K^b_{ac}(P_n).

Proof. Since P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n), there exists an integer m ∈ Z such that H^i(Hom_R(Q, P^•)) = 0 for any i ≤ m and any Q ∈ P_n. Define

τ_{≥m+1}P^• := · · · → 0 → 0 → Im(d^m) → P^{m+1} → P^{m+2} → · · · ,

τ_{≤m}P^• := · · · → P^{m−2} → P^{m−1} → Ker(d^m) → 0 → 0 → · · · Then we obtain an exact sequence of complexes 0 → τ_{≤m}P^{• f}−→ P^{• g}−→ τ_{≥m+1}P^• → 0. Since P_n is closed under kernels of epimorphisms by assumption, and P^• is exact and upper bounded, it is easy to check that Im(d^m), Ker(d^m) ∈ P_n. Moreover, H^m(Hom_R(Q, P^•)) = 0 for any Q ∈ P_n, which implies that the sequence 0 → Ker(d^m) → P^m → Im(d^m) → 0 is n-exact, and hence it is split. Thus, the sequence of complexes 0 → τ_{≤m}P^{• f}−→ P^{• g}−→ 24

τ_{≥m+1}P^• → 0 is split degree-wise, and then there is a triangle in the homotopy category K(R) τ_{≤m}P^{• f}−→ P^{• g}−→ τ_{≥m+1}P^{• h}−→ τ_{≤m}P^•[1]. Clearly h = 0, and thus P^• = τ_{≤m}P^• ⊕ τ_{≥m+1}P^•. Since P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n), we have τ_{≤m}P^• ∈ K^−(P_n); moreover, τ_{≤m}P^• is n-exact, and then τ_{≤m}P^• = 0 by Lemma 6.3. Hence P^• ∼= τ_{≥m+1}P^• ∈ K^b_{ac}(P_n). □

Remark 6.5. Note that P_n may be not closed under kernels of epimorphisms for n ≥ 1. Indeed, let K be an algebraic closed field, and R a finite-dimensional hereditary Kalgebra of infinite-representation type. Then there exists an indecomposable R-module M with infinite dimension. Consider the exact sequence 0 → M → E_1 → E_2 → 0, where each E_i is an injective R-module. Then each E_i is a direct sum of indecomposable injective modules with with finite dimensions. Recall from [19, Theorem 1.1] that pure projective modules over a finite-dimensional K-algebra are exactly any direct sums of indecomposable modules with with finite dimensions. So E_1 and E_2 are pure projective modules, but M is not pure projective. It follows by Corollary 3.8 that the class of all pure projective modules over R are exactly the class P_n(R) of all n-projective modules over R for any n ≥ 1. Consequently, the class P_n(R) need not be closed under all kernels of epimorphisms for any n ≥ 1.

Recall from [2] that a dg-projective resolution of a complex X^• is a quasi-isomorphism of complexes f : P^• → X^• with P^• dg-projective. By [2, 1.6], every complex has a dgprojective resolution. We denote by K^b_{ac}(P_n) the homotopy category of bounded exact complexes of n-projective modules. Now we are in a position to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.6. Assume that P_n is closed under kernels of epimorphisms. There are triangulated equivalences for each n: D^b(R) ∼= D^b_n(R)/K^b_{ac}(P_n) ∼= K^{−,nb}(P_n)/K^b_{ac}(P_n). Proof. Let Inc : K^{−,nb}(P_n) → K^−(R) be the embedding functor, and Q : K^−(R) → D^−(R) be the canonical localization functor. We denote the composition functor by η : K^{−,nb}(P_n) → D^−(R). Since η(K^b_{ac}(P_n)) = 0, by the universal property of quotient functor we have a unique triangle functor η : K^{−,nb}(P_n)/K^b_{ac}(P_n) → D^−(R). Clearly, Im(η) ⊆ D^b(R). By Lemma 6.1, for any X^• ∈ K^{−,b}(P) ∼= D^b(R), there exists P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n) such that X^• ∼= η(P^•). Hence the triangle functor η is dense.

Let P^•_1 , P^•_2 ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n) and α/s ∈ Hom_Db_{(R)}(P^•_1 , P^•_2 ), where s : P^•_1 ⇐ Y^• is a quasiisomorphism with Y^• ∈ K^−(R) and α : Y^• → P^•_2 is a morphism in K^−(R). In fact, we can assume Y^• ∈ K^{−,b}(R) since P^•_1 ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n) ⊆ K^{−,b}(R). Let t : X^• → Y^• be a dg-projective resolution of Y^• , then t is a quasi-isomorphism, and thus we can let X^• ∈ K^{−,b}(P). 25

For X^• ∈ K^{−,b}(P) and P^•_1 , P^•_2 ∈ K^{−,n}(P_n), there exist integers m(X^•), m(P^•_1 ) and m(P^•_2 ), such that H^i(Hom_R(M, X^•)) = 0 for any i ≤ m(X^•) and any M ∈ P^•, and H^j (Hom_R(N, P_k)) = 0 for any j ≤ m(P_k) and any N ∈ P_n(k = 1, 2). Let m = min{m(X^•), m(P^•_1 ), m(P^•_2 )}. By Lemma 6.1, there is a complex P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n) and a quasi-isomorphism f : X^• → P^•. Moreover, for morphisms st : X^• → P^•_1 and αt : X^• → P^•_2 , we have morphisms g_1 : P^• → P^•_1 and g_2 : P^• → P^•_2 satisfying st ∼ g_1f and αt ∼ g_2f by Lemma 6.2. Then we have the following commutative diagram in K^−(R): Y^• s x� xx xxx xx xxx xxx x_α

””FF FFF FFF P^•_1 X^• stks t KS

f ff´ αt // P^•_2

P^• g_1

^f FF FFF FF FFF FFF F_{g2} ¡¡x xxx xxx where the double arrowed morphisms mean quasi-isomorphisms. Note that g_1 is also a quasi-isomorphism, hence the mapping cone Cone^•(g_1) is exact. Moreover, Cone^•(g_1) ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n), and hence Cone^•(g_1) ∈ K^b_{ac}(P_n) by Lemma 6.4. Thus g_2/g_1 is a morphism in K^{−,nb}(P_n)/K^b_{ac}(P_n) and α/s = g_2/g_1 = η(g_2/g_1). This implies that the functor η is full.

It remains to prove η is faithful. Because the triangle functor η is full, by [23, p.446], it suffices to show that it sends non-zero objects to non-zero objects. Suppose P^• ∈ K^{−,nb}(P_n) and η(P^•) = 0, then P^• is exact and it follows from Lemma 6.4 that P^• ∈ K^b_{ac}(P_n). Hence η is faithful. This completes the proof. □

Acknowledgement. This work was supported by the NSF of China (No. 12271292), and Youth Innovation Team of Universities of Shandong Province (No. 2022KJ314).

References

[1] L. Angeleri-Hügel, M. Saorín, Modules with perfect decompositions, Math. Scand. 98(1) (2006) 19-43.

[2] L. L. Avramov, H. B. Foxby, Homological dimensions of unbounded complexes, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 71(2-3) (1991) 129-155.

[3] H. Bass, Finitistic dimension and a homological generalization of semiprimary rings, Trans. Am.

Math. Soc. 95 (1960) 466-488.

[4] D. Bravo, J. Gillespie, and M. Hovey, The stable module category of a general ring, http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.5768.

[5] S. U. Chase, A generalization of the ring of triangular matrices. Nagoya Math. J. 18 (1961) 13-25. [6] H. X. Chen, C. C. Xi, Recollements of derived categories III: finitistic dimensions, J. Lond. Math.

Soc. Second Ser. 95(2) (2017) 633-658.

[7] L. W. Christensen, A. Frankild, H. Holm, On Gorenstein projective, injective and flat dimensions-a functorial description with applications, J. Algebra 302(1) (2006) 231-279.

[8] I. S. Cohen, Commutative rings with restricted minimum condition, Duke Math. J. 17 (1950) 27-42. [9] E. E. Enochs, O.M.G. Jenda, Relative Homological Algebra, vol. 1, second revised and extended edition, de Gruyter Expositions in Mathematics, vol. 30, Walter de Gruyter GmbH & Co. KG, Berlin, 2011. 26

[10] L. Fuchs. Abelian groups. Springer International Publishing Switzerland, 2015. [11] S. I. Gelfand, Y.I. Manin, Methods of Homological Algebra, second edition, Springer Monogr. Math., Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2003.

[12] S. Glaz, Commutative Coherent Rings, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1371, Berlin: Spring- Verlag, 1989.

[13] R. Gobel, J. Trlifaj, Approximations and endomorphism algebras of modules, De Gruyter Exp.

Math., vol. 41, Berlin: Walter de Gruyter GmbH & Co. KG, 2012.

[14] A. Hiremath, Cofinitely generated and cofinitely related modules, Acta Math. Acad. Sci. Hungarica 39 (1982) 1-9.

[15] A. Jhilal, N. Mahdou, On strong n-perfect rings, Comm. Algebra 38(3) (2010) 1057-1065. [16] A. Neeman, The derived category of an exact category, J. Algebra 135(2) (1990) 388-394. [17] A. Neeman, Triangulated Categories, Ann. Math. Stud., vol. 148, Princeton University Press, Princeton, 2001.

[18] I. Nishitani, A Cohen-type theorem for Artinian modules, Arch. Math. 87(3) (2006), 206-210. [19] F. Okoh, On pure-projective modules over artin algebras, J. Algebra 77 (1982), 275-285. [20] A. Parkash, S. Kour, On Cohen’s theorem for modules, Indian J. Pure Appl. Math. 52(3) (2021) 869-871.

[21] M. Prest, Purity, Spectra and Localisation, Encyclopedia Math. Appl. 121, Cambridge Univ. Press, New York, 2009.

[22] D. Quillen, Higher Algebraic K-Theory I, Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 341, Springer, Berlin, 1973. [23] J. Rickard, Morita theory for derived categories, J. Lond. Math. Soc. 39(3) (1989) 436-456. [24] J. J. Rotman, An Introduction to Homological Algebra, second edition, Universitext, Springer, New York, 2009.

[25] J. Šaroch, Enochs’ conjecture for small precovering classes of modules, arXiv:2109.15016v3. [26] D. W. Sharpe and P. Vamos, Injective Modules, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1972. [27] P. F. Smith, Concerning a theorem of I. S. Cohen, XIth National Conference of Algebra (Constanta, 1994), An. Stiint. Univ. Ovidius Constanta Ser. Mat. 2 (1994) 160-167.

[28] B. Stenström, Coherent rings and FP-injective modules. J. London Math. Soc. 2 (1970) 323-329. [29] F. G. Wang and H. Kim, Foundations of Commutative Rings and Their Modules, Springer, Singapore, 2016.

[30] J. Q. Wei, Finitistic dimension and Igusa-Todorov algebras, Advances in Math. 222(6) (2009) 2215- 2226.

[31] C. Weibel, An Introduction to Homological Algebra. Cambridge Stud. Adv. Math. 38, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1994.

[32] C. C. Xi, On the finitistic dimension conjecture II: Related to finite global dimension, Adv. Math.

201(1) (2006) 116-142.

[33] X. L. Zhang, F. G. Wang, The small finitistic dimensions over commutative rings. J. Commut.

Algebra 15(1) (2023) 131-138.

[34] X. X. Zhang, J. L. Chen, Counterexamples in ring theory, Science Press: Beijing, 2019. [35] F. Y. Zheng, Y. Z. Huang, On pure derived categories, J. Algebra 454 (2016) 252-272. [36] J. L. Zheng, Z. Y. Huang, The finitistic dimension and chain conditions on ideals, Glasgow Mathematical Journal, 64(1) (2020) 37-44.

[37] B. Zimmermann Huisgen, Homological domino effects and the first finitistic dimension conjecture, Invent. Math. 108(2) (1992) 369-383.