arXiv:2306.09832v3 [math.RA] 14 Jul 2023

On the generalizations of global dimensions and singularity 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

For each n ∈ N ∪ {∞}, we introduce the notion of n-singularity category D_n-_{sg}(R) of a given ring R, which can be seen as a generalization of the classical singularity category. Moreover, the n-global dimension n-gldim(R) of R is investigated. We show that D_n-_{sg}(R) = 0 if and only if n-gldim(R) is finite. Furthermore, we characterize the vanishing property of n-singularity categories in terms of recollements.

1. Introduction

In this paper, R always is 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. Throughout this paper, we always fix n to be a non-negative integer or ∞. Besides, we always identify ∞ + 1 with ∞.

For a left Noetherian ring R, Buchweitz introduced the notion of stable derived categories D_{sg}(R) := D^b(R)/Perf(R) the Verdier quotient of the bounded derived category of R by its full subcategory of perfect complexes (see [3]). Note that D_{sg}(R) = 0 if and only if R has finite global dimension. So D_{sg}(R) reflects homological singularity of the ring R. Moreover, Orlov [8] considered the stable derived category of all coherent sheaves over an algebraic variety X under the name singularity categories, since he showed that D_{sg}(X ) = 0 if and only if X is smooth. The singularity categories on general rings are introduced by Beligiannis [2]. Let R be a ring and D^b(R) the bounded derived category of R-modules. Then D^b(R) ∼= K^{−,b}(P) the bounded above homotopy category of all projective modules, where P denotes

1Key Words: n-singularity category; n-global dimension; recollement. 2020 MSC: 16E35, 16E10. 1

the full subcategory of all projective modules. Beligiannis defined the singularity categories of R to be

D_{sg}(R) := D^b(R)/K^b(P) ∼= K^{−,b}(P)/K^b(P),

the Verdier quotient of D^b(R) (or K^{−,b}(P)) by the bounded homotopy category of all projective modules. Note that the Buchweitz’s stable derived categories and Beligiannis’s singularity category coincide on the category of all R-modules.

It is well known that in the sense of Neeman [5], the derived category D^b(R) is the derived category of the exact category (R-Mod, E ), where E is the collection of all short exact sequences of R-modules. Zheng and Huang [16] introduced the pure derived category D^b_{pur}(R) as the derived category of the exact category (R-Mod, E_{pur}), where E_{pur} is the collection of all short pure-exact sequences of Rmodules. Latter, for a ring R, Cao and Ren [4] defined the pure singularity category D^b_{psg}(R) = D^b_{pur}(R)/K^b(PP) where K^b(PP) denotes the bounded homotopy category of all pure-projective modules. They showed D^b_{psg}(R) = 0 if and only if the pure-global dimension of R is finite, and also characterized the vanishing properties of pure singularity categories in terms of recollements. Recently, Tan, Wang and Zhao [12] and Zhang [14], respectively, generalized the above results to n-pure derived category D^b_{n-pur}(R) and n-pure singularity categories D^b_{Pnsg}(R).

To extend the classical derived category to a more general setting. The authors [15] introduced and studied the notion of n-derived categories D^b_n(R), which the derived category of the exact category (R-Mod, E_n), where E_n is the collection of all short n-exact sequences of R-modules. Note that the 0-derived category D^b_0(R) is precisely the classical derived category D^b(R). The main motivation of this paper is to generalize the classical singularity categories, and investigate the n-singularity categories D^b_n-_{sg}(R) which is the Verdier quotient of D^b_n(R) by K^b(P_n) the bounded homotopy category of all n-projective R-modules. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a quick review on n-projective (n-injective) modules, n-exact sequences and n-derived categories. In Section 3, we investigate the relative homological dimensions, that is, n-projective dimensions and n-injective dimensions of complexes, and the n-global dimension n-gldim(R) of a given ring R. In Section 4, we introduce and study the n-singularity categories. We obtain that for a ring R, D^b_n-_{sg}(R) = 0 if and only if n-gldim(R) is finite. Moreover, we show that for any rings R, S and T, if D^b_n(R) admits a recollement D^b_n(S) // D^b_n(R) oo oo // D^bn(T ) oo oo , then D^b_n-_{sg}(R) = 0 if and only if D^b_n-_{sg}(S) = 0 = D^b_n-_{sg}(T ).

2. Preliminaries We give a quick review on n-projective modules, n-injective modules, n-exact sequences and n-derived categories. For more details, refer to [15].

Let R be a ring and M a left R-module. We say M has a finite projective resolution (of length at most n), if there is a finite 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. The class of all Rmodules with finite projective resolutions (resp., of length less than n) is denoted by P^{<∞} (resp., P^{<n}).

Recall from [15] that 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}. If we denote by E_n to be the class of all n-exact sequences, then E_n is an exact structure of R-Mod in the sense of Quillen [10]. If we denote E_{fp} to be the class of all classical pure exact sequences, then we have the following inclusions: E_{fp} ⊆ E_∞ ⊆ · · · ⊆ E_{n+1} ⊆ E_n ⊆ · · · ⊆ E_1 ⊆ E_0. Recall from [15] that 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. The notion of n-injective modules can be defined dually.

We always denote by P_n (resp., I_n) class of n-projective (resp., n-injective) Rmodules. Trivially, P_0 ⊆ P_1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ P_n ⊆ · · · ⊆ P_∞, I_0 ⊆ I_1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ I_n ⊆ · · · ⊆ I_∞. Remark 2.1. The following statements hold.

(1) 0-projective modules are exactly projective modules and 0-injective modules are exactly injective modules. 3

(2) If n ≥ 1, then the class of n-projective (resp., n-injective) modules is not closed under extensions in general. Indeed, let R be the Kronecker algebra. Then R is an Artin ring with global dimension equal to 1. So the class of n-projective (resp., n-injective) modules is exactly that of pure projective (resp., pure injective) modules. However, the class of pure projective (resp., pure injective) modules is not closed under extensions in general (see [9, Example 8.1.18], [6] and [7] for more details).

(3) If n ≥ 1, then the class of n-projective (resp., n-injective) modules is not closed under the kernel of epimorphisms (the cokernel of monomorphisms) in general. Indeed, let R be a finite-dimensional hereditary algebra of infinite represented type. So pure projective (resp., pure injective) modules are precisely n-projective (resp., n-injective). Note that the hereditary algebra R is not pure semisimple. So there are R-modules which are not pure-projective and R-modules which are not pure-injective. However, each projective Rmodule (resp., injective R-module), being a direct sum of finite-dimensional modules, is pure-injective (resp., pure-projective). So the minimal injective coresolution of non-pure-projective modules (resp., minimal projective resolution of non-pure-injective modules) gives the counterexamples.

It is well-known that every R-module has a pure-injective envelope and pureprojective precover. Moreover, it follows by [11, Corollary 2.3] that every R-module has a pure projective cover if and only if every direct limit of pure projective Rmodules is pure projective, if and only if R is a pure semisimple ring (i.e., every R-modules is pure projective). Recall from [15] that every R-module has an nenvelope and a n-precover. Moreover, every R-module has a n-projective cover if and only if every direct limit of n-projective R-modules is n-projective, if and only if the R-module ⨁ P ∈[P^{<n+1}] P has perfect decompositions, where [P^{<n+1}] denotes the

representatives of isomorphism classes of modules in P^{<n+1}.

Remark 2.2. 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

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} → · · · 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; if it is both bounded above and bounded below, then X^• is said to be bounded.

Recall from [15] that an exact 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. The class of all n-exact sequences is denoted by E_n. Let f : X^• → Y^• be a cochain map of complexes. We say f is an nquasi-isomorphism provided that its mapping cone Cone^•(f) is an n-exact complex.

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 P^{<∞}. Clearly, l.fPD(R) ≤ n if and only if P^{<∞} = P^{<n+1}. Using the notations as above, we have the following characterizations of little finitistic dimension l.fPD(R) of a given ring R. Theorem 2.3. [15] Let R be a ring. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) l.fPD(R) ≤ n.

(2) E_n = E_{n+1} (or P_n = P_{n+1}, or E_n = E_{n+1}). (3) E_n = E_m(or P_n = P_m, or E_n = E_m) for some m > n. (4) E_n = E_m(or P_n = P_m, or E_n = E_m) for any m > n. (5) E_n = E_∞(or P_n = P_∞, or E_n = E_∞).

If R is commutative, all above are equivalent to

(6) I_n = I_{n+1}, ( or I_n = I_m for some m > n, or I_n = I_m for any m > n, or I_n = I_∞.)

Recall the notion of n-derived category of a given ring R from [15]. For any ∗ ∈ {blank, +, −, b}, set K^∗_n(R) = {X^• ∈ K^∗(R) | X^• is an n-exact complex}.

Then K^∗_n(R) is a thick subcategory of K^∗(R). The Verdier quotient D^∗_n(R) := K(R)/K_n(R) is said to be the n-derived category of R. Trivially, 0-derived category is precisely the classical derived category.

Note that K^∗_m(R) is also 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. The left little finitistic dimensions can also be characterized in terms of n-derived categories.

Theorem 2.4. [15] Let R be a ring. Then for any ∗ ∈ {blank, +, −, b}, there is a triangulated equivalence for each n: D^∗_n(R) ∼= D^∗_m(R)/K^∗_{n,m}(R). Moreover, the following statements are equivalents: (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 isomorphic to D^∗_n(R) for any m > n. (5) D^∗_m(R) is naturally isomorphic to D^∗_n(R) for some m > n.

3. the related homological dimensions

We begin with the notions of n-projective dimensions and n-injective dimensions of complexes in D^b_n(R).

Definition 3.1. Let X^• ∈ D^b_n(R).

(1) An n-projective resolution of X^• is an n-quasi-isomorphism f : P^• → X^• with P^• a complex of n-projective R-modules satisfying Hom_R(P^•, −) preserves n-exact complexes. Dually, an n-injective coresolution of X^• is defined.

(2) X^• is said to have n-projective dimension at most m, written n-pd_RX^• ≤ m if there exists an n-projective resolution P^• → X^• with P^i = 0 for any i < −m. If n-pd_RX^• ≤ m for all m, then we write n-pd_RX^• = −∞; and if there exists no m such that n-pd_RX^• ≤ m , then we write n-pd_RX^• = ∞.

(3) the n-injective dimension n-id_RX^• can be defined dually.

Remark 3.2. Let X^• ∈ D^b_n(R).

(1) The n-projective (resp., n-injective) resolution of a stalk complex is precisely that of a module defined in Remark 2.2.

(2) Let X^• ∈ D^b_n(R). Then n-pd_RX^• = −∞ (equivalently, n-id_RX^• = ∞) is equivlent to that X^• is an n-exact complex.

(3) n-pd_RX^• = − sup{inf{m ∈ Z | P_m = 0} | P^• → X^• is an n-projective resolution}.

(4) n-id_RX^• = inf{sup{m ∈ Z | I_m = 0} | X^• → I^• is an n-injective resolution}.

Proposition 3.3. Let M be an R-module.

(1) If n-pd_RM ≤ m. Then m ≤ pd_RM ≤ n + m. 6

(2) If n-id_RM ≤ m. Then m ≤ id_RM ≤ n + m.

Proof. (1) If n = ∞, the right inequality certainly holds. So we can assume n < ∞. Suppose n-pd_RM ≤ m. Then there exists an exact sequence 0 → P_m^{dm}−→ P_{m−1}^{dm−1}−−−→ · · · → P_1^{d1}−→ P_0^{d0}−→ M → 0 with each P_i ∈ P_n. Note each P_i has projective dimension at most n. Setting C_{m−1} := Coker(d_m), there is a short exact sequence 0 → P_m → P_{m−1} → C_{m−1} → 0. Then for any R-module N, we have an exact sequence

0 = Ext^{n+1}_R (P_m, N) → Ext^{n+2}_R (C_{m−1}, N) → Ext^{n+2}_R (P_{m−1}, N) = 0.

Hence Ext^{n+2}_R (C_{m−1}, N) for any R-module N, and so pd_RC_{m−1} ≤ n + 1. Iterating these steps, we have pd_RM ≤ n + m. Since each projective module is n-projective, we have pd_RM ≥ n-pd_RM = m.

(2) one can prove it dually. □

Remark 3.4. The converse of Proposition 3.3 is not true. Indeed, let Z be ring of integers with Q its quotient field. Then pd_ZQ = 1. However, by [15, Remark 3.5], Q is not 1-projective. So 1-pd_ZQ = 1 < 1 + 1 = 2. Similarly, id_ZZ = 1. Since Z is not 1-injective, we also have 1-pd_ZZ = 1 < 2.

Let X^• ∈ D^b_n(R). Then by [15, Proposition 5.10], there exists a complex P^• ∈ K^−(P_n) such that P^• ∼= X^• in D^b_n(R). By [15, Lemma 4.8], the functor Hom_R(P^•, −) preserves n-exact complexes, and hence preserves n-quasi-isomorphisms. Then we get an n-quasi-isomorphism from P^• to X^•. The statements for the n-injective version are dual. Following above, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.5. Let X^• ∈ D^b_n(R). Then X^• admits an n-projective (resp., ninjective) resolution (resp., coresolution).

Now we can define a functor

RHom_R(−, −) : D^b_n(R)^{op} × D^b_n(R) → D_n(Z)

using either the n-projective resolution of the first variable or the n-injective coresolution of the second variable. More precisely, let P_X• be an n-projective resolution of X^• and I_Y • an n-injective coresolution of Y^• . Then we have the following nquasi-isomorphisms

RHom_R(X^•, Y^•) −→ Hom_R(P_X• , I_Y • ) ←− RHom_R(X^•, Y^•), 7

where RHom_R(X^•, Y^•) := Hom_R(P_X• , Y^•) and Hom_R(X^•, I_Y • ) := RHom_R(X^•, Y^•). It follows that RHom_R(−, −) is well defined, and we call it the right n-derived functor of Hom. In order to coincide with the classical ones, we put

n-Ext^i_R(X^•, Y^•) := H^iRHom_R(X^•, Y^•) = H^iHom_R(P_X• , Y^•) = H^iHom_R(X^•, I_Y • ).

For any X^• ∈ C(R), we write

inf_nX^• := inf{m ∈ Z | X^• is not n-exact at m},

sup_nX^• := sup{m ∈ Z | X^• is not n-exact at m}.

If X^• is not n-exact at m for any m, then we set inf_nX^• = −∞ and sup_nX^• = ∞. If X^• is n-exact at m for all m, that is, X^• is an n-exact complex, then we set inf_nX^• = ∞ and sup_nX^• = −∞. Recall that X^• ∈ C(R) is called contractible if it is isomorphic to the zero object in K(R), equivalently, the identical map Id_X• is homotopic to zero, that is, X^• is splitting exact by [13, Exercise 1.4.3]. The following result gives some criteria for computing n-projective dimension in terms of the n-projective resolutions and n-derived functors.

Theorem 3.6. Let X^• ∈ D^b_n(R) and m ∈ Z. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) n-pd_RX^• ≤ m.

(2) inf_nX^• ≥ −m, and if f : (P^′)^• → X^• is an n-projective resolution of X^•, then the R-module Coker(d^{−m−1}_{(P ′)•} ) is n-projective.

(3) If f : (P^′)^• → X^• is an n-projective resolution of X^•, then (P^′)^• = (P_1)^• ⊕ (P_2)^•, where (P^′)^i_1 = 0 for any i < −m and (P_2)^• is contractible.

(4) n-Ext^i_R(X^•, Y^•) = 0 for any Y^• ∈ D^b_n(R) and i > m + sup_nY^•. (5) inf_nX^• ≥ −m and n-Ext^{m+1}_R (X^•, N) = 0 for any N ∈R-Mod.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) Suppose n-pd_RX^• ≤ m. Then there exists an n-projective resoltuion f : P^• → X^• with P^i = 0 for any i < −m. It follows by [15, Proposition 5.9] that inf_nX^• ≥ −m. Let f^′ : (P^′)^• → X^• be another n-projective resolution of X^•. Then there exists a quasi-isomorphism of complexes

Hom_R(P^•, f^′) : Hom_R(P^•, (P^′)^•) → Hom_R((P )^•, (X)^•).

So there exists a cochain map g : P^• → (P^′)^• such that f^′ ∘ g = f. Therefore,

Hom_R(F, f^′) ∘ Hom_R(F, g) = Hom_R(F, f)

for any F ∈ P_n. And so g is an n-quasi-isomorphism by [15, Proposition 4.6]. Then g is a homotopy equivalence by [15, Proposition 4.9]. It is easy to check that the 8

exact sequence · · · → (P^′)^{−m−1 d} −m−1 (P ′)• −−−−→ (P^′)^{−m d} −m (P ′)• −−−→ Coker(d^{−m}_{(P ′)•} ) → 0 is contractible, and hence Coker(d^{−m}_{(P ′)•} ) is n-projective.

(2) ⇒ (3) Let f^′ : (P^′)^• → X^• be an n-projective resolution of X^•. Then inf_n(P^′)^• = inf_nX^• ≥ −m. So we have the sequence · · · → (P^′)^{−m−1 d} −m−1 (P ′)• −−−−→ (P^′)^{−m d} −m (P ′)• −−−→ Coker(d^{−m}_{(P ′)•} ) → 0 is n-exact. Because Coker(d^{−m}_{(P ′)•} ) is n-projective by assumption, the above sequence is contractible. Set (P^′)^{−m} = M ⊕ Coker(d^{−m}_{(P ′)•} ), and put

(P_1)^• := · · · → 0 → Coker(d^{−m}_P ′ ) → (P^′)^{−m+1} → (P^′)^{−m+2} → · · · , and

(P_2)^• := · · · → (P^′)^{−m−2} → (P^′)^{−m−1} → M → 0 → · · · .

Then we have (P^′)^• = (P_1)^• ⊕ (P_2)^•, where P^i_1 = 0 for any i < −m and (P_2)^• is contractible.

(3) ⇒ (1) It follows by (3) that the embedding (P_1)^• → (P )^• is an n-quasi-isomorphism. This implies that (X)^• admits an n-projective resolution (P_1)^• → (P )^• → (X)^• with P^i_1 = 0 for any i < −m.

(3) ⇒ (4) We only need to consider the case sup_nY^• = t < ∞. Let P^• → X^• be an n-projective resolution of X^•. Then P^• = (P_1)^• ⊕ (P_2)^•, where P^i_1 = 0 for any i < −m and (P_2)^• is contractible. So we have

n-Ext^i_R(X^•, Y^•) = H^iHom_R(P^•, Y^•) = H^iHom_R((P_1)^•, Y^•).

It follows from [15, Proposition 5.6] that if Y^• be the right canonical truncation complex of Y^• at degree t, then the embedding (Y^′)^• → (Y )^• is an n-quasi-isomorphism. So we have H^iHom_R((P_1)^•, (Y )^•) = H^iHom_R((P_1)^•, (Y^′)^•) = 0

for any i > m + t. Thus n-Ext^i_R(X^•, Y^•) = 0 for any Y^• ∈ D_n(R) and i > m + sup_nY^•. (4) ⇒ (5) For any N ∈ R-Mod, we have sup_nN = 0 and n-Ext^{m+1}_R (X^•, N) = 0 by (4). Let M be a right R-module. Then

H^i((M ⊗_R X^•)^+) = H^i(Hom_R(X^•, M^+)) = n-Ext^i_R(X^•, M^+) = 0

for any i > m by the adjoint isomorphism theorem and (4). So M ⊗_R X^• is exact in degree < −m, and hence X^• is n-exact in degree < −m by [15, Proposition 5.9]. It implies that inf_nX^• ≥ −m. 9

(5) ⇒ (3) Let P^• be an n-projective resolution of X^• and N ∈ R-Mod. Then we have inf_nP^• = inf_nX^• ≥ −m. So P^• is n-exact in degree ≤ −m − 1, and hence the sequence · · · → (P^′)^{−m−2} → (P^′)^{−m−1 d} −m−1 (P ′)• −−−−→ (P^′)^{−m} → Coker(d^{−m−1}_{(P ′)•} ) → 0 is n-exact and it is an n-projective resolution of Coker(d^{−m−1}_{(P ′)•} ). We have the following equalities

n-Ext^1_R(Coker(d^{−m−1}_{(P ′)•} ), N) = H^{m+1}Hom_R(P^•, N) = n-Ext^{m+1}_R (X^•, N) = 0.

It implies that Coker(d^{−m−1}_{(P ′)•} ) is n-projective. Thus the above n-exact complex is contractible, and therefore P^• = (P_1)^• ⊕ (P_2)^•, where P^1_i = 0 for any i < −m. □

As for n-injective dimension n-pd_RX^• of X^• ∈ D^b_n(R), one can prove the the following result dually.

Theorem 3.7. Let X^• ∈ D^b_n(R) and m ∈ Z. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) n-id_RX^• ≤ m.

(2) sup_nX^• ≤ m, and if f^′ : X^• → (I^′)^• is an n-injective resolution of X^•, then the R-module Coker(d^m_{(I}′_)• ) is n-injective.

(3) If f^′ : X^• → I^• is an n-injective resolution of X^•, then (I^′)^• = (I_1)^• ⊕ (I_2)^•, where I^i_1 = 0 for any i > m and (I_2)^• is contractible.

(4) n-Ext^i_R(Y^•, X^•) = 0 for any Y^• ∈ D_n(R) and i > m − inf_nY . (5) sup_nX^• ≤ m and n-Ext^{m+1}_R (N, X^•) = 0 for any N ∈R-Mod.

We can characterize n-projective dimension and n-injective dimension of an complex in D^b_n(R) in terms of the vanishing of n-derived functors.

Corollary 3.8. Let X^• ∈ D^b_n(R). Then

n-pd_RX^• = sup{i ∈ Z | n-Ext^i_R(X^•, N) = 0 for some N ∈ R-Mod}, n-id_RX^• = sup{i ∈ Z | n-Ext^i_R(M, X^•) = 0 for some M ∈ R-Mod}.

Proof. They follow from Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.7, respectively. □

Remark 3.9. Let N be an R-module and m a nonnegative integer. Then n-id_RN ≤ m if and only if N has an n-injective coresolution of length m. Note that n-id_RN can also be defined to be the smallest positive integer m such that n-Ext^{m+1}_R (M, N) = 0 for any module M, and set n-id_RN = ∞ if no such m exists. It is standard to show that these two definitions of n-injective dimension coincide with the definition of complexes. The n-projective dimension n-id_RM of an R-module can be clarified similarly. 10

The following result shows that the relative derived functors of Hom with respect to n-projective modules can be interpreted as the morphisms in the corresponding relative derived category with respect to n-projective modules. Proposition 3.10. Let M, N be two R-modules. Then n-Ext^i_R(M, N) ∼= Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, N[i]).

Proof. Let P^• → M → 0 be an n-projective resolution of M. Then P^• → M is an n-quasi-isomorphism, and P^• ∼= M in D^b_n(R). It follows by [15, Proposition 5.5, Proposition 5.7] that the following isomorphisms of abelian groups hold: n-Ext^i_R(M, N) ∼= H^iHom_R(P^•, N) ∼= Hom_{K(R)}(P^•, N[i]) ∼= Hom_{Dn(R)}(P^•, N[i]) ∼= Hom_{Dbn(R)}(M, N[i]). □ We introduce the notion of the n-global dimension of a given R.

Definition 3.11. The left n-global dimension of a ring R, denoted by n-gldim(R), is defined as n-gldim(R) = sup{n-pd_RM | M ∈ R-Mod} = sup{n-id_RM | M ∈ R-Mod}. Trivially, the left 0-global dimension 0-gldim(R) of a ring R is exactly the global dimension gldim(R) of R. The following results are easily to obtain. Proposition 3.12. Let R be a ring. Then the following statements hold.

(1) If m ≥ n, then n-gldim(R) ≥ m-gldim(R).

(2) If l.fPD(R) ≤ n, then n-gldim(R) = m-gldim(R) for any m ≥ n. (3) Suppose n-gldim(R) = k. Then k ≤ gldim(R) ≤ n + k.

Proof. (1) is trivial, (2) follows by Theorem 2.3, and (3) follows by Proposition 3.3. □ Remark 3.13. We consider some examples on the inequality of Proposition 3.12(3).

(1) Let R be a finite-dimensional hereditary algebra of finite-representation type.

Then every R-module is 1-projective, and so 1-gldim(R) = 0. Hence 0 = 1-gldim(R) < gldim(R) = 1 + 1-gldim(R) = 1. 11

(2) Let R be a finite-dimensional hereditary algebra of infinite-representation type. Then there exists an R-module which is not 1-projective, and so 1-gldim(R) = 1. Hence 1 = 1-gldim(R) = gldim(R) < 1 + 1-gldim(R) = 2.

Moreover, we have the following characterizations of n-global dimensions. Theorem 3.14. Let R be a ring with n-gldim(R) < ∞. Then the following statement holds.

n-gldim(R) = sup{n-id_RP | P ∈ P_n} = sup{n-pd_RI | I ∈ I_n}.

Proof. We will only prove the first equality since the other one is similar. Denote by sup{n-id_RP | P ∈ P_n} = d and n-gldim(R) = m. Trivially, m ≥ d. We can assume that d is finite. It is sufficient to prove that m ≤ d whenever m is finite. Let 0 → P_m^{dm}−→ P_{m−1} → · · · → P_1^{d1}−→ P_0^{d0}−→ M → 0 be an n-projective resolution of M. On contrary, assume that d < m. Then n-Ext^1_R(Coker(d_m), P_m) ∼= n-Ext^m_R (M, P_m) and the second member is zero by our assumption. Consequently, the sequence 0 → P_m^{dm}−→ P_{m−1} → Coker(d_m) → 0 splits, which contradicts the assumption n-pd_RM = m. And thus m ≤ d. □ Finally, we can characterize the n-global dimension of rings in terms of complexes.

Theorem 3.15. Let m ∈ N. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) n-gldim(R) ≤ m.

(2) n-pd_RX^• ≤ m − inf_nX^• for any X^• ∈ D^b_n(R). (3) n-id_RY^• ≤ m + sup_nY^• for any Y^• ∈ D^b_n(R).

(4) n-Ext^i_R(X^•, Y^•) = 0 for any X^•, Y^• ∈ D^b_n(R) and i > m + sup_nY^• − inf_nX^•. Proof. (2) ⇒ (4) and (3) ⇒ (4) follow from Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.7, respectively. (4) ⇒ (1) follows by letting both X^• and Y^• be R-modules. (1) ⇒ (2) is the dual of (1) ⇒ (3).

(1) ⇒ (3) Let sup_nY^• = t and Y^• → I^• be an n-injective coresolution of Y^• . Then sup_nI^• = t and I^• is n-exact in degree ≥ t + 1. So 0 → Ker(d^t_I• ) → I^t → I^{t+1} → · · · is an n-injective coresolution of Ker(d^t_I• ). By (1), we have n-id_R(Ker(d^t_I• )) ≤ m. Let 0 → Ker(d^t_I• ) → K^0 → K^1 → · · · → K^m → 0 12

be an n-injective coresolution of Ker(d^t_I• ). Then it is easy to check that · · · → I^{t−2} → I^{t−1} → K^0 → · · · → K^{m−1} → K^m → 0 → · · · is an n-injective coresolution of Y^• and n-id_RY^• ≤ m + t. □

4. n-Singularity Categories

The singularity category of a given ring R, which was introduced by Buchweitz [3], is defined to be the Verdier quotient D^b_{sg}(R) := D^b(R)/K^b(P), where K^b(P) is the bounded homotopy category of all projective modules. Since D^b_{sg}(R) = 0 if and only if every R-module has finite projective dimensions, if and only if R has a finite global dimension. So the singularity category D^b_{sg}(R) reflects homological singularity of the ring R.

In this section, we introduce and study the notion of n-singularity categories, the relative singularity category with respect to n-exact structure. Set K^{−,nb}(P_n) := {X^• ∈ K^−(P_n) | inf_nX^• is finite}, and K^{+,nb}(I_n) := {X^• ∈ K^−(I_n) | sup_nX^• is finite}.

It follows by [15, Theorem 5.11] that there is a triangle-equivalence D^b_n(R) ≃ K^{−,nb}(P_n), and one can verify as in [15, Lemma 5.1] that K^b(P_n) is a thick subcategory of K^{−,nb}(P_n). So we can introduce n-singularity categories as follows.

Definition 4.1. Let R be a ring. The n-singularity category of R is defined to be the Verdier quotient D^b_n-_{sg}(R) := D^b_n(R)/K^b(P_n) ≃ K^{−,nb}(P_n)/K^b(P_n). Since the 0-pure exact structure is exactly the exact structure, the 0-pure singularity category is precisely the classical singularity category. The following result exhibits when the n-singularity category D^b_n-_{sg}(R) of a given ring R vanishes.

Theorem 4.2. Let R be a ring. Then D^b_n-_{sg}(R) = 0 if and only if n-gldim(R) is finite. Moreover, if n ∈ N, then the above are also equivalent to gldim(R) is finite (which is also equivalent to D^b_{sg}(R) = 0).

Proof. Suppose the n-global dimension n-gldim(R) of R is finite. Then it follows from Theorem 3.6 that for any X^• ∈ D^b_n(R), there exists an n-quasi-isomorphism P^• → X^• with P^• ∈ K^b(P_n). So D^b_n(R) ≃ K^b(P_n), and hence D^b_n-_{sg}(R) = 0.

On the other hand, suppose D^b_n-_{sg}(R) = 0. Let M be an R-module. Then M ∼= 0 in D^b_n-_{sg}(R), and so there exists some X^• ∈ K^b(P_n) such that M ∼= X^• in D^b_n(R).

We denote this isomorphism by a right fraction α/f : M^f⇐= Y^{• α}−→ X^•, where f and α are n-quasi-isomorphisms. Then there is a triangle Y^{• α}−→ X^• → Cone^•(α) → Y^•[1] in K(R) with Cone^•(α) n-exact. By applying Hom_{K(R)}(X^•, −) to it, we get an exact sequence

Hom_{K(R)}(X^•, Y^•) → Hom_{K(R)}(X^•, X^•) → Hom_{K(R)}(X^•, Cone^•(α)). It follows from [15, Lemma 4.8] that Hom_{K(R)}(X, Cone^•(α)) = 0, so there is a cochain map β : X^• → Y^• such that αβ is homotopic to Id_X• . Thus we have an n-quasi-isomorphism fβ : X^• → M. Consider the soft truncation X_{0⊃} := · · · → X^{−2} → X^{−1} → Ker(d^0_X• ) → 0 of X^•. Then there is an n-quasi-isomorphism fβλ : X_{0⊃} → M, where λ : X_{0⊃} → X^• is the natural embedding map. Since X^• ∈ K^b(P_n), we can assume that there is an integer m such that X^i = 0 for any i > m. Note that the sequence 0 → Ker(d^0_X• ) → X^0 → · · · → X^{m−1} → X^m → 0 is n-exact with each X^i ∈ P_n, and it follows that Ker(d^0_X• ) is also n-projective. Thus M has a bounded n-projective resolution X_{0⊃} → M, and so n-pd(M) < ∞.

Now, let n ∈ N. Then, by Proposition 3.3, n-pd_RM ≤pd_RM ≤ n-pd_RM + n for any R-module M. Hence the finiteness of n-gldim(R) is equivalent to that of gldim(R). □ If take n = 0 in Theorem 4.2, we can recover the following classical result.

Corollary 4.3. Let R be a ring. Then D^b_{sg}(R) = 0 if and only if gldim(R) is finite. Proposition 4.4. Assume that P_n is closed under kernels of epimorphisms. Then D^b_n-_{sg}(R) is triangulated equivalent to D^b_{sg}(R) for any n ∈ N.

Proof. It follows by [15, Theorem 6.6] that D^b(R) ≃ K^{−,nb}(P_n)/K^b_{ac}(P_n). Note that D^b_{sg}(R) ≃ D^b(R)/K^b(P_0) and D^b_n-_{sg}(R) ≃ K^{−,nb}(P_n)/K^b(P_n). It follows by Proposition 3.3 that K^b(P_n) ≃ K^b(P_0) for any n ∈ N. Hence, we have D^b_n-_{sg}(R) ≃ D^b_{sg}(R) for any n ∈ N. □ Remark 4.5. We do not know that whether the condition “Assume that P_n is closed under kernels of epimorphisms.” in Proposition 4.4 can be omitted. 14

Recall the notion of recollement of triangulated categories, which is introduced by Beilinson, Bernstein and Deligne [1]. Let T^′, T and T^{′′} be three triangulated categories. We say that T admits a recollement relative to T^′ and T^{′′} , if there exist six triangulated functors as in the following diagram T^′ i∗ // T i^∗ oo i^!

oo^j ∗ // T^{′′} j_! oo j_∗ oo satisfying the following items

(1) (i^∗, i_∗), (i_∗, i^!), (j_!, j^∗) and (j^∗, j_∗) are adjoint pairs; (2) i_∗, j_∗ and j_! are full embedding; (3) j^∗i_∗ = 0;

(4) for each X ∈ T , there are distinguished triangles

i_∗i^!(X) → X → j_∗j^∗(X) → i_∗i^!(X)[1],

j_!j^∗(X) → X → i_∗i^∗(X) → j_!j^∗(X)[1].

Theorem 4.6. Let R, S and T be rings. Assume that D^b_n(R) admits the following recollement D^b_n(S) i∗ // D^b_n(R) i^∗ oo i^!

oo^j

∗ // D^b_n(T )

j_! oo j_∗ oo Then D^b_n-_{sg}(R) = 0 if and only if D^b_n-_{sg}(S) = 0 = D^b_n-_{sg}(T ). Consequently, n-gldim(R) is finite if and only if so are n-gldim(S) and n-gldim(T ).

Proof. Since D^b_n(S) and D^b_n(T ) can be fully embedded into D^b_n(R) by the functors i_∗ and j^∗ respectively, we have the finiteness of n-gldim(R) implies the finiteness of both n-gldim(S) and n-gldim(T ). It follows by Theorem 4.2 that D^b_n-_{sg}(R) = 0 implies D^b_n-_{sg}(S) = 0 = D^b_n-_{sg}(T ).

On the other hand, suppose D^b_n-_{sg}(S) = 0 = D^b_n-_{sg}(T ). Then S and T have finite n-global dimensions. Let M and N be any R-modules. The above recollement induces the following two distinguished triangles in D^b_n(R):

j_!j^∗(M) → M → i_∗i^∗(M) → j_!j^∗(M)[1],

i_∗i^!(N) → N → j_∗j^∗(N) → i_∗i^!(N)[1].

By applying Hom_Db_{n(R)}(−, i_∗i^!(N)) and Hom_Db_{n(R)}(−, j_∗j^∗(N)) to the first triangle, we get the following long exact sequences for every m ∈ Z:

Hom_Db_{n(R)}(i_∗i^∗, i_∗i^!(N)[m]) → Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, i_∗i^!(N)[m]) → Hom_Db_{n(R)}(j_!j^∗, i_∗i^!(N)[m]),

Hom_Db_{n(R)}(i_∗i^∗, j_∗j^∗(N)[m]) → Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, j_∗j^∗(N)[m]) → Hom_Db_{n(R)}(j_!j^∗, j_∗j^∗(N)[m]). Since j^∗i_∗ = 0, we have

Hom_Db_{n(R)}(j_!j^∗, i_∗i^!(N)[m]) ∼= Hom_Db_{n(T )}(j^∗(M), j^∗i_∗i^!(N)[m]) = 0 for every m ∈ Z; and similarly, Hom_Db_{n(R)}(i_∗i^∗, j_∗j^∗(N)[m]) = 0 follows by the adjunction (j^∗, j_∗). Since n-gldim(S) < ∞, we have D^b_n(S) ≃ K^b(P_n). Noting that i^∗(M) and i^!(N) lie in K^b(P_n), one has Hom_Db_{n(R)}(i^∗(M), i^!(N)[m]) = 0 for m ≫ 0; moreover, i_∗ is a full embedding map and then Hom_Db_{n(R)}(i_∗i^∗(M), i_∗i^!(N)[m]) = 0 for m ≫ 0. Similarly, Hom_Db_{n(R)}(j_!i_∗(M), j_∗j^∗(N)[m]) = 0 for m ≫ 0 since n-gldim(T ) < ∞.

Now we apply Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, −) to the second triangle, and obtain the following long exact sequence

Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, i_∗i^!(N)[m]) → Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, N[m]) → Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, j_∗j^∗(N)[m]).

By the above argument, we have

Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, i_∗i^!(N)[m]) = 0 = Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, j_∗j^∗(N)[m])

for m ≫ 0. Then n-Ext^n_R(M, N) ∼= Hom_Db_{n(R)}(M, N[m]) = 0 by Proposition 3.10. This implies that n-gldim(R) < ∞. And hence D^b_n-_{sg}(R) = 0 by Theorem 4.2. □

If we take n = 0 in Theorem 4.6, we can get the following result.

Corollary 4.7. Let R, S and T be rings. Assume that D^b(R) admits the following recollement D^b(S) i∗ // D^b(R) i^∗ oo i^!

oo^j

∗ // D^b(T )

j_! oo j_∗ oo Then D^b_{sg}(R) = 0 if and only if D^b_{sg}(S) = 0 = D^b_{sg}(T ). Consequently, gldim(R) is finite if and only if so are gldim(S) and gldim(T ).

References

[1] Beilinson, A. A., Bernstein, J., Deligne, P.: Faisceaux pervers. Astérisque, Vol. 100, 1982. [2] Beligiannis, A.: The homological theory of contravariantly finite subcategories: Auslander- Buchweitz contexts, Gorenstein categories and (co)stabilization. Comm. Algebra, 28(10), 4547-4596 (2000).

[3] Buchweitz, R. O.: Maximal Cohen-Macaulay Modules and Tate Cohomology. vol. 262. Math.

Surveys Monogr.Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society, 2021. With appendices and an introduction by Luchezar L. Avramov, Benjamin Briggs, Srikanth B. Iyengar, and Janina C. Letz.

[4] Cao, T., Ren, W.: Pure derived and pure singularity categories. J. Algebra Appl., 19(6), 2050117 (2020).

[5] Neeman, A.: The derived category of an exact category J. Algebra 135(2), 388-394 (1990). [6] Okoh, F.: Direct sums and direct products of finite-dimensional modules over path algebras.

J. Algebra, 151(2), 487-501 (1992).

[7] Okoh, F.: Direct sum decomposition of the product of preinjective modules over right pure semisimple hereditary rings. Comm. Algebra 30(6), 3037-3043 (2002). 16

[8] Orlov, D.: Triangulated categories of singularities and D-branes in Landau-Ginzburg models.

Proc. Steklov Inst. Math., 246, 227-248 (2004).

[9] Prest, M.: Purity, Spectra and Localisation. Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, Vol. 121, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2009.

[10] Quillen, D.: Higher Algebraic K-Theory I. Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 341, Springer, Berlin, 1973.

[11] Šaroch, J.: Enochs’ conjecture for small precovering classes of modules. arXiv:2109.15016v3. [12] Tan, L. L., Wang, D. G., Zhao, T. W.: Finiteness conditions and relative derived categories.

J. Algebra, 573, 270-296 (2021).

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

[14] Zhang, C. X.: Finiteness Conditions and Relative Singularity Categories. Acta Math. Sin.

(Engl. Ser.), 38(8), 1436-1446 (2022).

[15] Zhang, X. L., Zhao, T. W., and Wang, D. G.: Little finitistic dimensions and relative derived categories, https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.09140.

[16] Zheng, Y. F., Huang, Z. Y.: On pure derived categories. J. Algebra, 454, 252-272 (2016).