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Recollements of derived categories lll: finitistic dimensons

Hong Xing ChenandChang Chang Xi*

Abstract

In this paper, we study homological dimensions of algebinket by recollements of derived module
categories, and establish a series of new upper bounds katidmships among their finitistic or global
dimensions. This is closely related to a longstanding anje, the finitistic dimension conjecture, in
representation theory and homological algebra. Furtherapply our results to a series of situations of
particular interest: exact contexts, ring extensionsjariextensions, pullbacks of rings, and algebras
induced from Auslander-Reiten sequences. In particularnet only extend and amplify Happel's re-
duction techniques for finitistic dimenson conjecture taengeneral contexts, but also generalise some
recent results in the literature.
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1 Introduction

Recollements of triangulated categories have been intextiby Beilinson, Bernstein and Deligne in order to
decompose derived categories of sheaves into two partpesmamd a closed one (sée [6]), and thus providing
a natural habitat for Grothendieck’s six functors. Simjlarecollements of derived module categories can
be seen as short exact sequences, describing a derivedentadegory in terms of a subcategory and of a
quotient, both of which may be derived module categoriesf@ves, related by six functors that in general
are not known. It turns out that recollements provide a vesful framework for understanding connections
among three algebraic or geometric objects in which oneésested.

In a series of papers on recollements of derived module cagsy we are addressing basic questions
about recollements and the rings involved. Our startingtdwas been infinite-dimensional tilting theory (see
[7]). While Happel's theorem establishes a derived eqaivet between a given ring and the endomorphism
ring of a finitely generated tilting object (see [15] 13]),z2ani has shown that for large tilting modules one
gets instead a recollement relating three triangulatezboaies, with two of them being the derived categories
of the given ring and the endomorphism ring of the largentiitnodule. In[[7] we have addressed the question
of determining the third category in this recollement as dved category of a ring and we have explained
this ring in terms of universal localisations in the sens€ohn (seel[12, 20] for definition). Among the
applications has been a counterexample to the JordareHptdblem for derived module categories. [Ih [8]
we have dealt with the problem of constructing recolleméntzder to relate rings. Our main construction,
of exact contexts, can be seen as a far-reaching genemlisditpullbacks of rings. IN[9] we have used this
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construction to relate algebrai¢-theory of different rings. It turned out that under mild @sgptions, the
K-theory of an algebra can be fully decomposed under a sequemecollements.

For cohomology and for homological invariants of algebsagh a complete decomposition is not pos-
sible. Nevertheless, results by Happellin|[16] for the cddsoanded derived categories (when fewer rec-
ollements exist than in the unbounded case) show that festenf finitistic dimension of an algebra can
be reduced along a recollement; if such an invariant is fiioitehe two outer terms, then it is finite for the
middle term, too. Note that the particular values of thesariants depend on the ring and are not invariants
of the derived category. The present paper aims at extemttppel’'s reduction techniques for homological
conjectures. As in Happel's papér [16] we will focus on fstit dimensions, which include finite global
dimensions as a special case.

Recall that the finitistic dimension of a rirlg, denoted by fin.difR), is by definition the supremum
of projective dimensions of those ldRkmodules having a finite projective resolution by finitelyngeated
projective modules. The well-known finitistic dimensiomgxture states that any Artin algebra should have
finite finitistic dimension (see, for instance] [3, conjeet(l1), p.410]). This conjecture is a longstanding
guestion ([4, Bass, 1960]) and has still not been settleds dtosely related to at least seven other main
conjectures in homological representation theory of algelfseel[3, p. 409-410]). In the literature, there
is another definition of big finitistic dimension of a riffig denoted by Fin.difR), which is the supre-
mum of projective dimensions of all those I&tmodules which have finite projective dimension. Clearly,
fin.dim(R) < Fin.dim(R). Usually, they are quite different (see [26]).

There are two main directions in this article. First, we pdevreduction techniques for homological
invariants of unbounded derived module categories, thébithe most general possible setup (which also
has been covered in the preceding articles in this serigs}hd first main result, Theorem 1.1, we give
criteria for the finiteness of finitistic dimension for eadtttte three rings in a recollement of derived module
categories, in terms of the other two. The criteria aim to fiyglieable by putting conditions on particular
objects, not on the whole category. The second main resuttpieni 1.2, applies the first main result to the
general contexts of the so-called exact contexts intradlirt§/], and in addition provides upper and lower
bounds for the finitistic dimensions of the three rings imeal. A series of corollaries then applies the general
results to classes of examples of particular interest, againg extensions, trivial extensions, quotient rings
and endomorphism rings of modules related by an almostsgaiiience.

Theorem 1.1.Let R, R, and R be rings. Suppose that there exists a recollement amongetineed module
categories?(R3), Z(R2) and Z(R;) of Rs, R and R, :

72(R) —— 7(Ry) 7(Rs)

Then the following hold true:
(1) Suppose that, jrestricts to a functorZ®(Rs) — Z°(Ry) of bounded derived module categories. If
fin.dim(Rz) < oo, thenfin.dim(Rs) < co.
(2) Suppose that.{R;) is a compact object i7(Rz). Then we have the following:
(@) If fin.dim(Ry) < oo, thenfin.dim(Ry) < co.
(b) If fin.dim(Ry) < o andfin.dim(Rsz) < o, thenfin.dim(Ry) < co.

Note that the assumption of Theorém]1.1 on unbounded dematlile categories is weaker than the
one on bounded derived module categories, because thereasif recollements of bounded derived module
categories implies the one of unbounded derived modulgegeés. This is shown by a recent investigation
on recollements at different levels inl [2,118]. So, Theoted (kee also Corollary_3.113) generalizes the
main result in[[16] since for a recollement@lb(Rj-mod) with R; a finite-dimensional algebra over a field
for 1 < j < 3, one can always deduce thatR;) is compact inZ(R;). Moreover, Theorerh 1.1 extends



and amplifies a result in [25] because we deal with arbitranysrinstead of Artin algebras, and also yields
a generalization of a result in [22] for left coherent ringsthie one for arbitrary rings (see Corolldry]3.9
below).

To prove this result, we introduce homological widths (awitih) for complexes that are quasi-isomorphic
to bounded complexes of projective (or injective) moduke=e(Sectioh 311 for details). Broadly speaking,
the homological width (respectively, cowidth) defines a rfragn homotopy equivalence classes of bounded
complexes of projective (respectively, injective) modute the natural numbers. It measures, up to ho-
motopy equivalence, how large the minimal interval of suatomplex is in which its non-zero terms are
distributed. Particularly, if a module has finite projeetdimension, then its homological width is exactly the
projective dimension. Using homological widths, we wilepent a substantial and technical result, Theorem
[B:13, which is a strengthened version of Theofen 1.1 andibescexplicitly upper bounds for finitistic
dimensions, so that Theorédm 1.1 will become an easy consegud Theorerh 3.11. Note that, [n [16], one
of the key arguments in proofs is that finite-dimensionakbfgs have finitely many non-isomorphic simple
modules, while in our general context we do not have this dact therefore must avoid this kind of argu-
ments. So, the idea of proving Theorems B.11[and 1.1 will bepbetely different from the ones ih [16] and
[25]. Moreover, our methods also lead to results on uppent@®dior big finitistic and global dimensions.
For details, we refer the reader to Theoréms13.17and 3.18.

Now, let us utilize Theorerh 1.1 to recollements construdtefB] and establish relationships among
finitistic dimensions of noncommutative tensor products mated rings. First of all, we recall some notions
from [8]:

LetR, SandT be associative rings with identity, and letR — Sandu: R— T be ring homomorphisms.
Suppose thatl is anST-bimodule together with an elememte M. We say that the quadrup(@, 1, M, m)
is anexact contexif the following sequence

0—RrR™sat MM o
is an exact sequence of abelian groups, wharandm: denote the right and left multiplication by maps,
respectively. There is a list of examples|in [8] that guagastthe ubiquity of exact contexts.

Given an exact contexh, u, M, m), there is defined a ring with identity inl[8], called thencommutative
tensor producof (A, u, M, m) and denoted by X Sif the meaning of the exact context is clear. This notion
not only generalizes the one of usual tensor products ovanadative rings and captures coproducts of
rings, but also plays a key role in describing the left paftseocollements induced from homological exact
contexts (see [8, Theorem 1.1]).

For anR-modulegX, we denote by flatim(grX) and projdim(gX) the flat and projective dimensions of
X, respectively.

From the proof of Theorefn 1.1 or Theorém 3.11, we have theviitig result.

Theorem 1.2. Let (A, 4, M, m) be an exact context with the noncommutative tensor prodé@ . Then
(1) fin.dim(R) < fin.dim(S) + fin.dim(T) + max{ 1, flat.dim(Tg) } + 1.
(2) Suppose thator}(T,S) = 0for all i > 1. If the left R-modulgS has a finite projective resolution by
finitely generated projective modules, then the followintglihrue:
(@) fin.dim(T XrS) < fin.dim(S) +fin.dim(T) + 1.

(b) fin.dim(S) gfin.dim( S ¥| ) < fin.dim(R) +fin.dim(T Xr S) + max{1, proj.dim(rS) } + 3.

Note that for the triangular matrix algebBa= S M ) it is known that findim(B) < fin.dim(S) +

oT
fin.dim(T) 4 1. But, Theorerh 112(2)(b) provides us with a new upper boondhe finitistic dimension oB.
That is, the finiteness of fidim(B) can be seen from the one of fiim(T Xr S) and findim(R), involving
the starting ringR but without information on firdim(S) and findim(T). This is non-trivial and somewhat
surprising. Moreover, in Theorem 1.2(2),Af: R — Sis a homological ring epimorphism, then we even
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obtain better estimations: foim(S) < fin.dim(R) and findim(T Xr S) < fin.dim(T). In this caseT XrS
can be interpreted as the coprodScigr T of the R-rings of SandT.

Now, let us state several consequences of The@rem 1.2., Wiestitilize Theoreni 112 to finitistic di-
mensions of ring extensions. This is of particular intelestause the finitistic dimension conjecture can be
reformulated over perfect fields in terms of ring extensi(see [24]). Note that, in the following result, we
do not impose any conditions on the radicals of rings, comgawith [23,[24].

Corollary 1.3. Suppose that § R is an extension of rings, that is, S is a subring of R with #mesidentity.
Let R be the endomorphism ring of the S-modujé&SRand let RXIsR be the noncommutative tensor product
of the exact context determined the extension. Then

(1) fin.dim(S) < fin.dim(R) + fin.dim(R') + max{ 1, flat.dim((R/S)s), flat.dim(Homs(R R/S)s) } + 1.

(2) Suppose that the left S-module R is projective and finitetgigeed. Then the following hold true:

(a) fin.dim(R XsR) < fin.dim(R) +fin.dim(R) + 1.

(b) fin.dim(R) < fin.dim(S) +fin.dim(R XsR) + 4.

Next, we apply Theorefin 1.2 to trivial extensions. Recalt,thaven a ringR and anR-R-bimoduleM,
the trivial extensionof R by M is a ring, denoted bR x M, with abelian groufR$® M and multiplication:
(r,m)(r’,m) = (rr’,rm’ +mr’) for r,r’ € Randm,m’ € M. For consideration of Fidim(Rx M), we refer the
reader to[[14, Chapter 4].

Corollary 1.4. LetA : R— S be a ring epimorphism and M an S-S-bimodule suchThgt(M,S) = 0 for
alli > 1. If rS has a finite projective resolution by finitely generatedgmtive R-modules, then

(a) fin.dim(Sx M) < fin.dim(S) +fin.dim(Rix M) + 1.

(b) fin.dim(S) < fin.dim(R) + fin.dim(Six M).

Now, we apply Theoren 1.2 to pullback squares of rings angstire homomorphisms.

Corollary 1.5. Let R be aring, and letland b be ideals of R such thathl, = 0. Then
(1) fin.dim(R) < fin.dim(R/I1) + fin.dim(R/I2) + max{1,flat.dim((R/I>)r) } + 1.
(2) Suppose thator(I,,11) = 0 for all i > 0. If the left R-module R; has a finite projective resolution
by finitely generated projective modules, then
(a) fin.dim(R/(l1 + 12)) < fin.dim(R/I1) + fin.dim(R/1,) + 1.
(b) fin.dim(R/11) < fin.dim(R) +fin.dim(R/ (11 4+ 12)) + max{ 1, proj.dim(r(R/I1)) } + 3.

The strategy of proving Corollari€s 1.4 dnd|1.5 is as foltoRisst, we show that under the given assump-
tions we can get exact pairs, a class of special exact centaxd then employ Theordm 1.2 by verifying the
Tor-vanishing condition. At last, we have to describe noncwitative tensor products more substantially for
the cases considered.

Finally, we mention a corollary on finitistic dimensions dfebras arising from idempotent ideals and
almost split sequences (séé [3] for definition).

Corollary 1.6. (1) If I is an idempotent ideal in a ring R, thefin.dim(R/I) < fin.dim(Endk(R® 1)) <
fin.dim(Enck(rl)) + fin.dim(R/I) + 2.

(2) Let0 - Z —Y — X — 0 be an almost split sequence of R-modules with R an Artin edgelf
Homg(Y,Z) = 0, thenfin.dim(Enck(Y @ X)) < fin.dim(Endk(Y)) + 2

The paper is sketched as follows: In Secfibn 2, we first reszatie necessary definitions and then prove
two results on coproducts of rings. In Sectidn 3, we provitpraofs of our results. Especially, we introduce
homological widths of complexes and prove an amplified wersTheorend 3.11, of Theordm 1L.1 phrased in
terms of homological widths and finitistic dimensions ofdtwed rings, such that Theordm 1.1 is deduced
readily from Theoreri 3.11. Moreover, the methods develdpdhis section also give similar upper bounds
for global and big finitistic dimensions (see Theoréms 3Ad A 13).



2 Definitions and conventions

In this section, we fix notation and briefly recall some definis. For unexplained ones, we refer the reader
to [8,[9].

Throughout the paper, all notation and terminology aredsteth For example, by a ring we mean an
associative ring with identity. For a ring, we denote byR-Mod the category of all lefR-modues, and by
¢ (R), # (R) and Z(R) the unbounded complex, homotopy and derived categori€shdbd, respectively.
As usual, by adding a superscripte {—,+,b}, we denote their correspondingbounded categories, for
instance,2°(R) is the bounded derived category RfMod. The full subcategory of compact objects in
2(R) is denoted by7°(R). This category is also called tiperfect derived module categoo§R. It is known
that the localization functar? (R) — Z(R) induces a triangle equivalence from the homotopy categbry o
bounded complexes of finitely generated projecBvmodules toZ°(R).

As usual, we write a complex itf(R) asX* = (X',dk. )icz, and calld. : X' — X'+ thei-th differential
of X*. Sometimes, for simplicity, we shall writeX');cz for X* without mentioning the morphism&..
Given a chain mag* : X* — Y* in ¥(R), its mapping cone is denoted by Gdf). For an integen, the
n-th cohomology ofX* is denoted byH"(X*). Let sup(X*) and inf(X*) be the supremum and minimum
of indicesi € Z such thatH'(X*) # 0, respectively. 1iX* is acyclic, that isH(X*) = 0 for all i € Z, then
we understand that s@¥°) = —c and infX*®) = +c. If X* is not acyclic, then infX*) < sup(X*), and
H"(X*) = 0 if sup(X*®) is an integer aneh > sup(X*®) or if inf (X*) is an integer anah < inf (X*). For a
complexX*® in (R), if H"(X*) = 0 for almost alln, thenX* is isomorphic inZ(R) to a bounded complex.
So, Z°(R) is equivalent to the full subcategory 6f(R) consisting of all complexes with finitely many
nonzero cohomologies.

As a convention, we write the composite of two homomorphism¥ — Y andg:Y — Z in R-Mod as
fg. Thus the image of an element X underf will be written on the opposite of the scalars(asf instead
of f(x). This convention makes HagtX,Y) naturally a left Eng(X)- and right Eng(Y)-bimodule. But, for
two functorsF : X — 9 andG: & — Z of categories, we writ&F : X — Z for their composition.

Let us now recall the notion of recollements of triangulatategories, which was defined by Beilinson,
Bernstein and Deligne in[6] to study derived categoriesesf/prse sheaves over singular spaces. It may be
thought as a kind of categorifications of exact sequencelsdliea categories.

Definition 2.1. Let D, D' andD” be triangulated categories. We say tiats arecollementof D' and D"
if there are six triangle functors among the three categorie

i* I
D — =D —- D
_ S ~_

it I«

such that
(1) (i*,i.), (ir,i"), (ji, j') and(j*, j.) are adjoint pairs,
(2) i, j« and ], are fully faithful functors,
(3) j'ir =0 (and thus alsd j, = 0 andi* j; = 0), and
(4) for each objecK € D, there are two triangles if» induced by counit and unit adjunctions:

it (X) — X — " (X) — ini* (X)[1],
jij' (X)) — X — " (X) — ' X)[4],
where the shift functor of triangulated categories is dedday [1].

Recall that theoproductof a family {R; | i € |} of Ry-rings withl an index set is defined to be Rg-ring
Rtogether with a family{p; : R — R|i € |} of Ry-homomorphisms of rings such that, for a@yring Swith



a family of Ro-homomorphismgt; : R — S|i € 1}, there exists a uniqu&-homomorphisnd : R — Ssuch
thatt; = pid for all i € I. It is well known that coproducts of rings exist (seel[11]pwever, this existence
result does not provide us with a handy form of coproductsretfore we need a concrete description of
coproducts for our situations considered.

In the following we describe coproducts of rings for two Gseterms of some known constructions.
This will be used in later proofs. The first one is for triviatensions

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that : R— S is aring epimorphism and M is an S-S-bimodule eRix M — Sx M
be the ring homomorphismNinduced by Then the coproduct!Sg (Rx M) is isomorphic to & M, that is,

the inclusion S— Sx M andA define the coproduct.

Proof. Letp: R— Rx M andp : S— S M be the inclusions of rings. Note theandRx M areR—rlngs
via A and, respectively, and thatp = u)\ R — Sx M. To prove thatSx M, together withp anda, is
the coproduct oSandRx M over R, we suppose thah is an arbitrary ring and that : Rx M — A and
g:S— A are arbitrary ring homomorphisms such that= pu f. Then we have to show that there is a unique
ring homomorphisnin: Sx M — A such that h = f andph=g. Clearly, if such arn exists, therh must be
defined by(s,m) — (m) f + (s)g for s€ Sandm € M. This shows the uniquenesstofSo, it suffices to show
that the above-defined mdgis a ring homomorphism. Certainlig,is a homomorphism of abelian groups.
Hence, we have to show thiapreserves multiplication.

Lets € Sandm € M fori=1,2. Onthe one hano{,(si, my) (S, mz)) h= (1%, SitMp+MS)h= (s1Mp+
M) f + (s192)g = (s1me) f + (M) f + (51)g (S2)g. On the other hand(st,m))h ((s2,mp))h = ((mu) f +
(51)9) ((Me) f + (82)) = (M0) f (M) f + (Mo) F (S2)g+ (1) (Me) f + (51)9(S2)g = (Mump) f + (my) f (s2)g +
(s)9(mp) f + (s1)9(s2)9 = (M) f(s2)g+ (s1)9 (M) f + (s1)9(s2)g sincemm, = 0. This implies that if
(sump) f = (s1)g(mp) f and (mus,)f = (M) f (s2)g, then ((s1,my) (2, mp) ) =((s1,mu))h ((s2,mp))h. So,
to prove thah preserves multiplication, we need only to verify these &didal conditions, that is,

(smf = (s)jg(mf and (mgf = (m)f (s)g for sc Sandme M.
To show the former, we fix am € M and define two maps:
¢:S— A, s— (smf andP:S— A, s— (s)g(m)f.

SinceAg = p f, one can check that bothandy are homomorphisms &-modules such thaty = A. But
we do not know if they are homomorphisms of rings. Nevertglave can still have= ) because : R— S
being a ring epimorphism by assumption implies that the map#{R,A) : Homg(SA) — Homg(R,A) is
an isomorphism, and therefore it is injective. Thus . Similarly, we can show thaims) f = (m)f (s)g.
Consequently, the mappreserves multiplication and is actually a ring homomasphi_l

The other description of coproducts is for quotients of sitwy ideals, which applies to Milnor squares

(see[19]).

Lemma 2.3. Let Ry be aring, and let Rbe an R-ring with ring homomorphism,; : Ry — R fori=1,2.
(1) If A1:Rg— Ry is aring epimorphism, then so is the canonical homomorplusnR; — Ry Ug, Ro.
(2) Let | be an ideal of B and let J be the ideal of Ryenerated by the imagé)A, of | under the map
A2. If R = R/l and A1 : Ry — Ry is the canonical surjective map, then B, R, = Ry/J.

Proof. (1) It follows from the definition of coproducts of rings thatp; = A2p2 : Ry — R1 Lr, Ro. We
point out thatp, is a ring epimorphism. In fact, if,g: Ry Ur, R» — Sare two ring homomorphisms such
thatpo f = p2g, thenAopo f = Axp2g. This means thati1p; f = A1p10, and therefore, f = p1g sinceA is a
ring epimorphism. By the universal property of coproduets,haveg = f. Thusp, is a ring epimorphism.

(2) Let p2 : R, — Ry/J be the canonical surjection, and f&t: Ry — R,/J be the ring homomorphism
induced byA, sinced = Ry (1)A\2R> 2 (I)A2. Now, we claim thatR,/J together withp; and p; is the
coproduct ofR; andR; overRy. Clearly, we have\1 p1 = A2p2 : Ry — Ry/J. Further, assume thaf: Ry — S
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andt, : Ry — Sare two ring homomorphisms such thett; = A111. Then (I)A2t2 = (1)A111 = 0, and
therefore(J)1, = 0. This means that there is a unique ring homomorplsm,/J — Ssuch thatr, = p»0.
It follows that A1T1 = AxTo = App2d = A1p10. SinceA; is surjective, we have; = p1d. This shows that
Ry LR, R, = Rz/J. O

3 Proofs

This section is devoted to proofs of all results mentioneth@introduction. We start with introducing the
so-called homological widths for complexes, and then peosengthened version, Theorem 3.11 below, of
TheoreniLll. As consequences of Theorem|3.11, we get prbdfeeoremd 1J1 and 1.2. Finally, we apply
Theoreni 1P to give proofs of all corollaries, and mention tesults on global and big finitistic dimensions.

3.1 Homological widths and cowidths of complexes

As a generalization of finite projective or injective dimems of modules, we define, in this subsection,

homological widths and cowidths for bounded complexes ojgative and injective modules, respectively.
Let R be a ring. For afR-moduleM, we denote by prajlim(M), inj.dim(M) and flatdim(M) the pro-

jective, injective and flat dimension ®, respectively. As usuaR-Proj is the category of all projective left

R-modules, andR-proj is the full subcategory oR-Proj consisting of all finitely generated projective left

R-modules. If there is a projective resolutionOP, — --- — Py — Py — M — 0 of M with all B, in R-proj,

then we say tha¥l is of finite type The category of alR-modules of finite type will be denoted by <*(R).
LetP* := (P",dB.)nez € €°(R-Proj). We define the homologicaVidth of P* in the following way:

W(P*) = 0 _ if P* is acyclic
1 supP*) —inf(P*) + proj.dim(Cok(dg " 1))  otherwise.

Clearly, 0< w(P*) < c. Moreover,P* is isomorphic in# ®(R-Proj) to a complex

t—p dP ~i—pr1dP? -1 dt tr1 oo 1%
Q:0—QP—Qg P — ... Q" t—Q —PH* ... — P T Ker(di.) — 0

with s:= sup(P*), t := inf(P*), p := proj.dim(Cok(ds.")) and each term being projective. Clearly, the
sequence

0 PElguetd®t gt gt cokidil) 0
is a projective resolution of thR-module CokdS.t). Note that ifP* € 4°(R-proj), we can choos®® €
€ (R-proj).
The following result says that homological widths of bouthdemplexes of projective modules are pre-
served under homotopy equivalences.

Lemma 3.1. Let M*,N*® € €°(R-Proj). If M* ~ N* in .#®(R-Proj), then wWM*®) = w(N®*).

Proof. Recall that# (R-Proj) is the stable category of the Frobenius categ6PyR-Proj) with projec-
tive objects being acyclic complexes. Assume that~ N°® in .#®(R-Proj). Then there exist two acyclic
complexes®* andQ"® in € (R-Proj) such thaM* & P* ~ N* & Q* in ¢°(R-Proj). This implies that'(M*) ~
H'(N®) and CoKdy,.) & Cok(dp.) ~ Cok(dy.) & Cok(dy,.) for all i € Z. Thus supM®) = sup(N°®) and
inf(M*) =inf(N*). Moreover, since Cakls. ) and CoKdk, ) belong toR-Proj, we have proglim(Cok(d},.)) =
proj.dim(Cok(dk.)). It follows thatw(M®) = w(N*). O

Thanks to Lemm&_3l1, the definition of homological widths domplexes can be extended slightly to

derived categories in the following sense: Given a compitx Z(R), if there is a compleR® € €°(R-Proj)
such thatX*®* ~ P* in Z(R), then we definev(X*) := w(P*). This is well defined: If there exists another



complexQ® € €°(R-Proj) such thatX® ~ Q* in Z(R), thenP* ~ Q* in .#*(R-Proj) andw(P*) = w(Q"*) by
Lemmd&3.1. So, for such a compl&R, its homological widthw(X*®) can be characterized as follows:

° . \Ye ° b/p. .
W(X'):min{ap.—ﬁp. 20‘ P*~X* in 2(R) for P* € ¢°(R-Proj) }

with P' =0 for i < Pp. Or i > ap

Clearly, if X € R-Mod has finite projective dimension, theriX) = proj.dim(X).

Dually, we can define homological cowidths for bounded caxgs of injectiveR-modules.

Let R-Inj denote the category of injectiv@modules. Given a complel® := (1",d} )nez € EP(R-Inj),
we define the homologicalowidthof |* as follows:

ow(l®) 0 if 1° is acyclic
) sup(l®) —inf(1*) +inj.dim(Ker(d"'"))  otherwise.

Similarly, if a complexY* is isomorphic inZ(R) to a bounded complek € €°(R-Inj), then we define
cw(Y*) :=cw(l*®). In particular, ifY € R-Mod has finite injective dimension, them(Y) = inj.dim(Y). Also,
we have the following characterization of(Y*):

CW(Y'):min{cx|.—[3|. 20' I*~Y* in 2(R) for 1* € €°(R-Inj) }

with 11 =0 for i < B ori>aj.

Homological widths and cowidths will be used to bound horgalal dimensions in the next section.

3.2 Proof of Theoeni 1.1

In this subsection, we shall first prove an amplified versibfileoreni 1.1, namely Theordm 3111 below, so
that Theorerh 1]1 becomes a straightforward consequendeeafrén 3.111.
Recall that thdinitistic dimensiorof a ringR, denoted by firdim(R), is defined as follows:

fin.dim(R) := sup{proj.dim(grX) | X € 2=°(R)}.
For eacm € Z, we define
Z54(R) == {X* € Z°(R) | X* ~ P* in 2°(R) with P* € ¢°(R-proj) such that"' = 0 for all i < n}.

From this definition, we havers \(R) C ¢

¢ w(R) whenevem > 1. Since the localization functo#”(R) —

2(R) induces a triangle equivalencé®(R-proj) — Z°(R), we have

72°(R) = | Z54(R).

nez

Clearly, if fin.dim(R) = m< », thenZ<*(R) C 5 _(R). For the convenience of later discussions, we also
formally set7¢_,(R) := 2°(R) andZ¢< ,,(R) := {0}.

Lemma 3.2. Let mn € N. Then the following statements are true:

(1) The full subcategory?,(R) of Z¢(R) is closed under direct summandsat(R).

(2) LetX* € 25,(R), Z* € 25,,(R) and s= min{n,m}. Then, for any distinguished triangle®%> Y* —
Z* — X*[1] in 2°(R), we have Y € Z5((R).

Proof. (1) Let M* € #°(R-proj), and letN® := (N')icz € .#P(R-proj) such thatN' = 0 for all i <
n. Suppose thamM® is a direct summand dfl* in .7 ®(R-proj), or equivalently, there is a compléxX ¢
%€ (R-proj) such thaM® @ L® ~ N* in ¢ (R-proj). HenceH'(M*) = 0 for alli < n. Note that.# (R-proj)
is the stable category of the Frobenius categ6PyR-proj) with projective objects being acyclic complexes.



So we can find two acyclic complexés® andV* in €°(R-proj) such thatM®* & L* U® ~ N* @ V* in
P (R-proj). This implies that

Cok(d.1) & Cok(d' 1) & Cok(d+ 1) ~ Cok(d- 1) & Cok(d- 1) = N"& Cok(d. 1).

SinceN”EBCok(dG.‘l) € R-proj, we have Co(dl(‘,l‘.l) € R-proj. It follows thatM* is isomorphic inz°(R-proj)
to the following truncated complex

0 — Cok(dlt) — MMt M2 ... 0

Recall that the localization functa# (R) — 2(R) induces a triangle equivalencé®(R-proj) — Z2°(R).
Thus(1) follows.

(2) SinceX* € 7¢,(R), there exists a compleR® € P (R-proj) with P' = 0 fori < nsuch thatX*® ~ P*
in 2°(R). Similarly, there exists another compl& € ¢°(R-proj) with Q' = 0 fori < msuch thazZ® ~ Q*
in 2°(R). It follows from the triangle equivalence ®(R-proj) — 2°(R) that

Hom%b(R_proj)(Q.[—l], P.) ~ Homgc(R)(Q.[—l], P.) ~ Hom(jc(R) (Z'[—l],X')
Thus the given triangle yields a distinguished triangl&/if(R):
(o B\ AN LRIV Y o'
with f* a chain map ir¢’(R). ThenY*® ~ Con(f®) in 2°(R). Since Coif*)' = Q' & P' for anyi € Z, we
have Corif*) € ¥°(R-proj) and Corif*)' = 0 fori < s. This impliesY* € 754(R). O

To investigate relationships among finitistic dimensiohgrgs in recollements, it may be convenient to
introduce the notion diinitistic dimensions of functors

Let Ry and R, be two arbitrary rings. Suppose th&f; and 2> are full subcategories a¥(R;) and
2(Ry), respectively, and th&;-Mod C .27. For a given additive functdr : 27 — 25, we define

inf(F):=inf{ne Z | H"(F(X)) # 0 for someX € R;-Mod},

fin.dim(F) :=inf{ne€ Z | H"(F(X)) # 0 for someX € 2<*(Ry)}.

Note that infF) = 4o if and only if F(X) = 0 in Z(Ry) for all X € Ri-Mod. In fact, if there exits some
X € Ri-Mod such thaH"(F (X)) # 0 for some integen, then infF) < n. Moreover, by definition, we always
have in{F) < fin.dim(F) and findim(F) € Z U {—co, +c0}.

Lemma 3.3. Let F: Z(R1) — Z(Ry) be a triangle functor. Then the following statements aretru

(1) If F has a left adjoint L Z(R;) — 2(Ry) with L(R2) € 27 (Ry), theninf(F) > —sup(L(Rz)).

(2) If F has a right adjoint G 2(Ry) — 2(Ry), then F restricts to a functo°(R;) — 2°(R,) if and
only if G(Homy(R,,Q/Z)) is isomorphic inZ(Ry) to a bounded compleX bf injective R-modules. In this
case,inf(F) > —(m+inj.dim(Ker(d[?))), where m= sup(I*) and d7 : I™ — 1™ is the m-th differential of

[°.
Proof. (1) For eachn € Z andM € R;-Mod, we have
H"(F(M)) ~ Homy g, (Re, F(M)[n]) ~ Homy g, (L(Rz), M[n)).

SinceL(R2) € 27 (R1), we haves:= supL(Rz)) < 4. Recall that the localization functo# (R;) —
Z(Ry) induces a triangle equivalence ~ (Ry-Proj) — 27 (Ry). So there is a compleR® := (P})jcz €
¢~ (Re-Proj) with P! = 0 for all j > ssuch thaP® ~ L(R;) in Z(Ry). It follows that

H"(F(M)) ~ Homy g, (L(R2),M[n]) ~ Hom@(Rl)(P’, M[n]) ~ Hom%(Rl)(P’, M[n]) =0

9



foralln< —s. ThusinfF) > —s.
(2) To calculate cohomologies of complexes, we consider thetéun

(—)Y := Homy(—,Q/Z) : Z-Mod —s Z-Mod.

This is an exact functor with the property thaZamoduleU is zero if and only if so i4J ¥, because)/Z is

an injective cogenerator f@-Mod.
LetX* € Z(Rz). Then

HO(X*)" = Homy,(HO(X*),Q/Z) ~ Hom (7 (X*,Q/Z) ~ Hom (7) (Re @R, X*, Q/Z) ~ Hom (g, (X*,Rz").

SinceR;" is an injectiveR,-module, we have Homp (g, (X*,Rz") ~ Homy g, (X*,Rz"). Thus
[ ] \ [ ]
HO(X*)" ~ Homy g, (X*,Ry").

Now, letM € R;-Mod andn € Z. ThenH"(F(M))" ~ Homy, g, (F(M)[n],R,"). Since(F,G) is an adjoint
pair, we have
Homyg,) (F(M)[N],R.") =~ Homy g,y (M[n], G(R2")).

This implies thaH"(F (M)) = 0 if and only if Homy,g,)(M[n],G(R;")) = 0.
LetW = G(Ry"). To check the sufficiency d®), it is enough to show that Homg,)(M[n],W*) = 0 for
almost alln. In fact, if W* is isomorphic inZ(R;) to a bounded complei® of injective Rj-modules, then

Homy, g, (M[n],W*®) ~ Homy,g,)(M[n],1*) ~ Hom (g, (M[n],1°) =0

for almost alin.

In the following, we will show the necessity ¢2). Suppose thaF restricts to a functoZ®(R;) —
2°(Ry). We first claim thaH"(W*) = 0 for almost alln, that isW* € 2°(R;).

Actually, we have the following isomorphisms of abelianuyps:

H"(W*) =~ Homg,g,) (R, G(R3)[n]) ~ Homy,g,) (F (Ry), Rz [n]) ~ H™"(F (Ry)).

SinceF (Ry) € Z°(Ry), we haveH"(F(Ry)) = 0 for almost alln. ThusH"(W*) = 0 for almost alln. In
other wordsW?* is isomorphic inZ°(R;) to a bounded complex. Consequently, there exists a lowenedal
complex!*® of injective Ri-modules such thdt ~W* in Z(Ry). In particular, we havel"(1*) ~ H"(W?*) for
all n. To complete the proof of the necessity(8f, it remains to show thdt can be chosen to be a bounded
complex.

Note that we have the following isomorphisms:

Homy g, (F (M), R3[n]) ~ Homg,g,) (M, W*[n]) ~ Homyg,)(M,1°[n]) ~ Hom g, (M, 1°[n]).

AsF : 2(Ry) — 2(Ry) restricts to a functo®(R;) — 2°(R,) by assumption, we gé&t(M) € Z°(Ry). Up
to isomorphism inZ(R,), we may assume th&(M) € °(R,). SinceR} is an injectiveR,-module, we see
that Homyg,) (F (M), Ry [n]) ~ Hom (g, (F (M), R [n]) = O for almost alin. Thus Homy(g,)(M,1°[n]) =0
for aimost alin. Particularly, there is a natural numbgy (depending o) such that Homy g,y (M, 1°[n]) =
0 for all n > &y. We may suppose that the compléxs of the following form:

015 Fy st &y @ men ™D i
where all termsl' are injective and whers < m:= sup(I*) and H'(1*) = 0 for anyi > m. LetV :=
@Di>mIm(d'). Then

Hom (g, (V,1°[n]) = 0 forall n>dy.

Now we definet := max{m,3,}. Then Homy g, (Im(d"),1°[t+1]) = 0. This implies that the chain map
Im(d') — I°*[t + 1], induced from the inclusion Ifa') — I'+1is homotopic to the zero map. Therefore, the
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canonical surjectioh’ — Im(d') must split. Withl' then also Infd!) is an injective module. Sindg'(1*) =0
for anyi > m, we see thak® is isomorphic inZ(R;y) to the following bounded complex:
S 1 m 1
0—is Eyysrt & m T merd™ it im0

with all of its terms being injective. Thus, up to isomorphigh Z(R;), we can choosé® to be a bounded
complex of injective modules. This completes the proof efriiecessity of2).

To show the last statement (), we note that th&k;-module Kefd™) has a finite injective resolution
sinceH'(I*) = 0 for all i > m. Hence, up to isomorphism i%(R;), we can replacé® by the following
bounded complex of injectivR;-modules:

Amp-1

dml “mip-1d
|MeP-1E L™ 0

0 s Eyyst 8 yymet g 4T e ™
where Kefd™) = Ker(d™) andp := inj.dim(Ker(d™)) <'t. This implies that Hony (r,) (M[n],1*) = O for all
n < —(m+ p). Since

HY(F(M))" ~ Hom@(Rl)(M[n],W') ~ Hom@(Rl)(M[n],l') ~ Hom%(Rl)(M[n],l‘),

we haveH"(F(M)) = 0 for alln < —(m+ p). Thus infF) > —(m+p). O

We remark that, in Lemn{a3.3(2), tie-modulel := Homy(R,,Q/Z) can be replaced by any injective
cogenerator oR»,-Mod. This is due to the fact th& always commutes with direct products. Recall that an
R>-moduleM is called acogeneratorof Ry-Mod if any Ry-module can be embedded into a direct product of
copies ofM. Clearly,| is an injective cogenerator &»-Mod. In case thaR; is an Artin algebra, there is
another injective cogenerator, the usual dual mo@\(;) of the right regular modul®,, whereD is the
usual duality of an Artin algebra.

Lemma 3.4. Let F: 2°(Ry1) — 2°(Rz) be a triangle functor. Suppose théh.dim(F) = s> —c and
fin.dim(Rz) =t < . Then we have the following:

(1) F(2<"(Ry)) € 2% 1(Re).

(2) Let me Z. Then, for any Xe &2<*(Ry) and for any ¥ € Z(Rz) with sugY*®) < m, we have
Homyr,) (F(X),Y*[i]) =O0foralli >t—s+m.

Proof. Note thats = 4 if and only if F(X) = 0 for anyX € #2<*(Ry). In this case, botlil) and(2)
are true. Now, we assunse< +o. Thussis an integer.

(1) SinceF (X) € 2°(Ry), there exists a comple®® = (Q},d))jcz € € (Ry-proj) such thaf (X) ~ Q°
in 2°(Ry). In particularH'(F (X)) ~H(Q*) for all i € Z. Since findim(F) = s < o0, we haveH'(F (X)) =0
foralli <s. ThusH'(Q®) =0 for alli < s. It follows thatY := Cok(d>™!) € 22<*(R,), and therefor&® is
isomorphic inZ(Ry) to the following canonical truncated complex:

0—Y Qo2 ... 0
Since findim(Rz) =t < o, we have praflim(g,Y) <t. So theR,-moduleY has a finite projective resolution:
0—Pt —... P PP Y ——0

such thaP! € Ry-proj fors—t < j <s. ConsequentlyE (X) is isomorphic inZ(Ry) to the following complex

1
PP 0Pt s Pt ops Lot T2,

Clearly, P* € €°(Ry-proj) andP' = 0 for i < s—t. This impliesF(X) 7S¢ +(Re). Hence, we have
F(2<°(Ry) C 2% (Re). |

(2) LetX € 7<%(Ry) andY*® € Z(Ry) with sup(Y*) < m< e. ThenH!(Y*) =0 for j > m, and therefore
there exists a complex® € ¥~ (Ry) with Z" = 0 for r > m, such thaZ® ~Y* in Z(R;). Moreover, by the
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proof of (1), there exists another compl@% € ¢°(R,-proj) with P' = 0 for alli < s—t, such thaP® ~ F (X)
in Z(Ry). It follows that

Hom.@(Rz)(F(x)ﬂY.[l]) = Hom.@(Rz)(P.7Z.[i]) = Hom/(Rz)(P.7Z.[I]) =0
for all i >t —s+m. This showg2). [I.

Lemma 3.5. Let F: 2°(R1) — Z°(Ry) be a fully faithful triangle functor. Ifin.dim(F) = s is an integer,
thenfin.dim(R;) < fin.dim(R,) — s+ sufF(Ry)). In particular, if fin.dim(R;) < o, thenfin.dim(R;) < co.

Proof. If fin.dim(Ry) is infinity, then the right-hand side of the inequality is iify and the corollary is
true. So we assume that fitm(R;) =t < . Further, we may assunf® # 0. SinceF is fully faithful,
we have 0# F(R;) € 2°(Rz). This implies that su@-(R;)) < «. Moreover, it is known that, for any
X e Z<%(Ry), if there is a natural numbersuch that E>§1(X, Ry) = 0foralli > n, then projdim(g,X) < n.
So, to show that fiim(R;) < n:=t—s+supF(Ry)) < o, it is enough to prove that Ext(X,Ry) = 0 for
all X e Z<*(Ry) and alli > n. In fact, sinceF is fully faithful, we see that

Exti, (X, R1) =~ Homyg,) (X, Ru[i]) =~ Homy, g, (F (X), F (Ry)i]).

Due to Lemma 34 (2), we have Hong,)(F(X),F(Ry)[i]) = 0 for alli > n. Thus Exkl(X,Rl) =0 for all
X e 2<*(Ry) andalli > n. O

Summarizing Lemmads_3.3 ahd B.5 together, we obtain thewollp useful result, in whiclw andcw
denote the homological width and cowidth of a complex, retpely.

Corollary 3.6. Let F: 2(R;1) — Z2(Ry) be a fully faithful triangle functor such that(R;) € Z°(Ry). Then
the following statements hold true:

(1) If F has a left adjoint L 2(Rz) — Z2(Ry) with L(Rz) € 27 (Ry), thenfin.dim(R;) < fin.dim(Ry) +
sup(L(Rz2)) +sup(F(Ry)). If moreover I(R;) € Z°(Ry), thenfin.dim(Ry) < fin.dim(Rz) + w(L(Ry)).

(2) If F has a right adjoint G: Z(R) — 2(Ry) and restricts to a functoZ®(R;) — 2°(R»), then
fin.dim(Ry) < fin.dim(Ry) + cw(G(Homy, (R, Q/Z))).

Proof. Clearly, if fin.dim(Ry) is infinity, then the two statements (1) and (2) are trividliye. So, we
assume that fidim(Ry;) =t < . We further assume th&; # 0 for i = 1,2. By assumption, we have
F(R1) € 2°(Ry) , and thereford= restricts to a functo®(Ry) — Z°(Ry). SinceF is fully faithful and
Ry # 0, we have-(R;) # 0. This leads to fidim(F ) # +c. Thus findim(F) € ZU {—}.

(1) Since(L,F) is an adjoint pair, we havd"(F (Ry)) ~ Homy g, (Re, F (R1)[N]) ~ Homgy g, (L(Rz), Re[N]).
It follows from 0# F(R1) € Z(Rp) that L(Rz) # 0 in Z(R;). SinceL(Rx) € 27 (Ry1), we know that
supL(Ry)) is an integer. By Lemma_3.3(1), we see that(f > —supL(Rz)) > —o, and therefore
fin.dim(F) > inf(F) > —c. Combining this with Lemm@a3]5, we have

fin.dim(Ry) <t —fin.dim(F)+supF(Ry)) <t+supL(R2))+supF(Ry)).

This shows the first part ofl). For the second part ofl), we only need to check that(L(Ry)) =

sup(L(Rg)) +sup(F(Ry)).
In fact, it follows fromL(Rz) € Z°(R;) that the homological width of (R) is well defined and there
exists a complex

Proo—pP Lpt o pstoups 0

in €°(Ry-proj) with s= sup(L(R,)) ands—r = w(L(Ry)) such thal (R;) ~ P* in Z(Ry) (see Section 3]1).
In this cased" is not a split injection. Sincé.,F) is an adjoint pair, we have

Hom@(Rl)(P', Rl[n]) ~ Hom@(Rl)(L(Rz), Rl[n]) ~ Hom@(Rz)(Rz, F(Rl)[n]) ~ Hn(F(Rl))
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for all n € Z. This implies thatH"(F (Ry)) = 0 for all n > —r. Moreover, since the magl is not a split
injection, we have Homr,)(P*,P'[—r]) # 0. ThusH " (F(Ry)) =~ Homgyg,)(P*,Ry[~r]) # 0. This shows
sup(F (Ry)) = —r. It follows thatw(L(R.)) = s—r = sup(L(Rz)) + sup(F (Ry)).

(2) Under the assumption @2), we see from Lemmia3.3(2) that {f) > — (m+ inj.dim(Ker(d[?))),
wherel® € €°(Ry-Inj) is defined in LemmBA313(2) amd:= sup(1®). Thus findim(F) > inf(F) > — and

fin.dim(Ry) <t +m+inj.dim(Ker(d¥)) + supF (Ry)) < o

by Lemmd3.b. DefingV*® := G(Hom;(R»,Q/Z)). By the proof of Lemma3]3(2), we see théf ~ |° in
2(Ry) and thatH"(W*) ~ H™"(F (Ry) for all n € Z. This implies that sufiF (R;)) = —inf(W*) = —inf(I*®).
Thus

cw(W*®) = sup(l®) —inf(1*) +inj.dim(Ker(d¥)) = m+sugF (Ry)) + inj.dim(Ker(d?)).
So findim(Ry) <t-+cw(W*). O
As a consequence of Corolldry B.6, we have the followingiapble fact.

Corollary 3.7. Let P € €(Ry @z R} such thaig,P* € 2°(R;). Assume that the following conditions hold:
(1) Ry~ Endy g, (P*) as rings (via multiplication), antHomyg,) (P*,P*[n]) = 0 for all n # 0.
(2) P, is isomorphic inZ(R;") to a bounded complex

F*:0—F —F 1 ... SF1 3F° 50

of flat R®-modules, where s € Z and r<'s.
Thenfin.dim(R;) < fin.dim(Ry) +s—r. In this case, ifin.dim(R;) < o, thenfin.dim(R;) < .

Proof. Let F :=P* @ — : Z(R1) — 2(Ry). ThenF(Ry) ~ g,P* € Z°(R;) andF has a right adjoint
G := RHomg,(P*,—) : 2(R2) — Z(Ry). Sinceg,P* € 2°(Ry), the functorF restricts to a functoF’ :
7°(R1) — Z°(Rz). Note that the conditioril) implies thatF’ is fully faithful. Further, sinceF commutes
with direct sums and@/(R;) is compactly generated %, we see thaF itself is also fully faithful.

Now, we claim thaF restricts to a functo®(R;) — Z°(Ry). In fact, by Lemm&3]3(2), this is equivalent
to saying that the comple@(HomZ(Rg,Q/Z)) is isomorphic inZ(R;) to a bounded complex of injective
R;-modules.

To check the latter, we use the functer)" := Homy(—,Q/Z) and applyG to the injectiveR,-module
Ry. Then we have the following isomorphismsd(R; ):

G(Ry) = RHomg,(P*,Ry) = Homg, (P*,Ry) ~ Homy, (R, ®g, P*,Q/Z) ~ (P*)".

Note that(—)" : R{"-Mod — R;-Mod is an exact functor, which sends fR’-modules to injectiveR;-
modules. Thus the conditidi2) implies that(P*)" is isomorphic inZ(R;) to the following bounded complex
of injective R-modules:

(F)=0— (F)Y — (F*H)Y — ... — (F"HY — (F)Y —0

where (F5)¥ and (F")" are of degrees-s and —r, respectively. Consequently, we have(G(R,")) =
cw((P*)Y) = cw((F*)") < s—r. Now, it follows from Corollary3.5(2) that

fin.dim(R;) < fin.dim(Ry) +cw(G(R:")) < fin.dim(Ry) +s—.

This completes the proof.]

Recall that a ring epimorphisi: R — Sis homologicalif TorR(S,S) = 0 for alli > 0. This is equivalent
to saying that the restriction functdx(A..) : Z(S) — Z(R) is fully faithful. Note thatD(A,) always has a left
adjoint functorSeg — : 2(R) — 2(S). For some new advances on homological ring epimorphisnespdr
in terms of recollements of derived categories, we referghéer td8, 9, [10]. Applying Corollary3.6(1) to
homological ring epimorphisms, we have the following sieng@sult.
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Corollary 3.8. LetA : R— S be a homological ring epimorphism such th8e &< (R). Thenfin.dim(S) <
fin.dim(R). In this case, ifin.dim(R) < o, thenfin.dim(S) < co.

Proof. If we take F := D(A,) andL := S®g — in Corollary[3:6(1), then fidim(S) < fin.dim(R) +
W(L(S)). Sincew(L(S)) = proj.dim(sS) = 0, we have firdim(S) < fin.dim(R). O

Let us point out a straightforward proof of Corollary13.8:

Let X € 22<*(9). Since projdim(rS) < o, the Change of Rings Theorem implies that pton(gX) <
proj.dim(sX) + proj.dim(rS) < . Thus projdim(gX) < fin.dim(R). As A is homological, we see that
Exty(X,Y) =~ Exty(X,Y) for all Y € SMod andi > 0. This implies that proflim(sX) < proj.dim(gX). As a
result, we have prajim(sX) < proj.dim(gX) < fin.dim(R). This shows firdim(S) < fin.dim(R). O

The following result extends$ [22, Theorem 1.1] on finitigdimensions for derived equivalences of left
coherent rings to those of arbitrary rings.

Corollary 3.9. Suppose that FZ(R;) — Z(Ry) is a triangle equivalence. Then

| fin.dim(Ry) —fin.dim(Ry) |[< w(F(Ry)).

Proof. Suppose thaG : Z(R;) — Z(R1) is a quasi-inverse of. Then(G,F) and (F,G) are adjoint
pairs. ClearlyGis also a triangle equivalence. Since bbtlandG preserve compact objects, they restrict to
triangle equivalences of perfect derived categorfesZ¢(R;) — 2°(Ry) andG: 2°(Ry) — 2°(Ry). By
Corollary(3.6(1), we have fidim(Ry) < fin.dim(Rz) +w(G(Ry)) and findim(R;) < fin.dim(Ry) + w(F (Ry)).
Thus, to complete the proof, it is enough to show thgB(R;)) = Ww(F(Ry)).

In fact, up to isomorphism in derived categories, we mayrassthatrF (R;) € ¢°(Ry-proj) andG(Rp) €
€"(Ry-pro).

Without loss of generality, we suppose tidR; ) is a complex ing®(R,-proj) of the form

r+1

0P Pl Lpl P00

such thar = w(F (Ry) > 0. This implies thatH%(F (Ry)) # 0 andd~" is not a split injection. SincéF, G) is
an adjoint pair, we always have

Hom, r,) (F (Ra), Re[n]) ~ Homy g, (F (Ry), Re[n]) ~ Homg, ) (R1, G(Rz)[N]) ~ H"(G(Ry))

for all n € Z. It follows thatH'(G(Ry)) = 0 fori < 0 ori > r. Further, we claim thati" (G(R,)) # 0, and
therefore sufiG(R;)) = r. Actually, sinced ™" is not a split injection, we have Hopag,) (F (Ry),P~"[r]) #
Thus 0# Hom  (g,) (F(Ry),Re[r]) =~ H'(G(Rp)). So, up to isomorphism i¥"(Ry), the complexG(R;) has
the following form

0—Q° Li Qs+1 . QS+2 NN Q"_1 —Q —0c¢ ‘Kb(Rl-DFOJ')

such that 0< r —s= w(G(Ry)). In particular, this implies tha$® is not a split injection. So, to show
wW(F(R1) =w(G(Ry)), we only need to show= 0.
Indeed, sincéG, F) is an adjoint pair, we have

Hom (r,) (G(Rz), Ru[Nn]) =~ Homy,r,)(G(Rz), Ru[Nn]) =~ Homy g, (Re, F (Ry)[n]) ~ H"(F (Ry))

for all n € Z. On the one hand, i < 0, then Homy (r,)(G(Rz),Ry[—s]) 2 H™3(F (Ry)) = 0, and therefore
Hom, (r)) (G(Rz), Q°[—9) = 0. This means tha$® is a split injection, a contradiction. On the other hand, if
s> 0, then 0= Hom ;g (G(Rz),Ry) ~ HO(F(Ry)). This is also a contradiction. Thes= 0 andw(F (Ry)) =
W(G(Ry)), as desired]

The above result describes a relationship for finitistic efisions of derived equivalent rings. If we
weaken derived equivalences into half recollements ofgeederived module categories, we will obtain the
following general result which provides a bound for the fatit dimension of the middle ring by those of
the other two rings.
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Proposition 3.10. Suppose that there is a half recollement of perfect derivedule categories of the rings
Ri,R and R
i* i
P2°(R) —— 2°(R)) ——— 2°(Rs) .

Then
fin.dim(R,) < fin.dim(Ry) +fin.dim(Rs) +w(i.(R1)) +w(ji(Rs)) + 1.

In particular, if fin.dim(R;) < co andfin.dim(R3) < o, thenfin.dim(Ry) < co.

Proof. The proof will be done in several steps. We may suppose thdirfifR;) < o« and findim(Rs) <
o, Clearly, if one ofR; andRs is zero, then Propositidn 3110 follows from Corollary]3.9of now on, we
assume thaR; # 0 # Ras.

Step 1. We claim thaf j'(27<*(Ry)) € Z¢_,(Ry) whereu := fin.dim(Rs) +w(j;(Rs)) > 0.

Actually, sincej : 2°(R3) — Z%Ry) is fully faithful, we have 0# ji(Rs) € 2°(Rz). This implies
sup(ji(Rs)) < «. As (ji,]j') is an adjoint pair, one can follow the proof of Leminal3.3(1)stow that
—sup(ji(Rg)) <inf(j"). Note that infj') < fin.dim(j'). Thus—oc < —sup(ji(Rs)) < fin.dim(j') < +oo.

Defineu; := —sup(ji (Rs)) — fin.dim(Rg). Thenu; < fin.dim(j') — fin.dim(Rs). It follows from Lemma
[34(1) that

J(2°°(R)) € 75, (Re).
In other words, for any € 22<*(Ry), there exists a comple®} := (P})nez € €°(Rs-proj) with Py = 0 for
n < uy such thatj'(Y) ~ P in 2°(Rs). Clearly, the comple®y is of the following form:

(Y)

S|
0— PRt Pt _pnt2_, P

wheres(Y) depends oY andu; < s(Y). Sinceji(Rz) € 2°(Ry) by the half recollement, we see thiatRs)
is isomorphic inZ¢(R,) to a bounded complei® of the form

O LLI2 LU2+1 LU2+2 . 0

such thatu, = sup(ji(Rs)) —W(j!(Rg)) and thatl.' € R,-proj for all i > u (see Sectioi3l1). This implies
j1(Rs) € Z5,,(Re). SinceZ< ,,(Rz)) is closed under direct summands#i(R;) by Lemmd 3.P(1), we have
ji (Ra-proj) € 2, (Ra).

Note thatu = fin.dim(Rs) +w( ji (Rs)) = fin.dim(Rs) + sup(ji(Rs)) — Uz = —(uz + Uz). Now, we claim
that jiJ'(2<(Re)) € 7 _y(Ro) = 2%, .., (Re).

Actually, for the complex®y € €°(Rs-proj), there is a canonical distinguished triangleZf(Rs):

R [=s(Y)] — Ry — Ry=s— R 1 g(v)]
whereR;<8Y)~1 is truncated fron® by replacing®'" with 0, that is,

(Y)—

B 1
P;Sul l: O )P;Il ;P$1+l_>...—>P$ —)O—>O

This induces a distinguished triangle #f(Ry):
i (PE) [=sY)] — Ji (Re) — i (Ry=71) — u (RFY)) [1 = 5(Y).

Note thatji (Re"))[~S(Y)] € 24y, (Re) € 22, .1y (Re) due touy < S(Y). SinceRy € Re-proj for all
ur <i<s(Y), one can apply Lemnia3.2(2) to show tha®?) € .@g(uﬁuz)(Rz) by induction on the number
of non-zero terms of a complex. It follows frofi(Y) ~ P¢ that jij'(Y) ~ ji(P) € Qg(uﬁuz)(Rz). This
implies thatj, j' (Z<*(Rp)) C DS (urup) (R2)-
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Step 2. We show thati*(27<*(Ry)) C Z5,(Rz), wherev := fin.dim(Ry) +w(i.(Ry)) +u+1.
First of all, we claim that there is an integersuch thaim < fin.dim(i*) < +. Indeed, the given half
recollement yields the following canonical triangle

(1) Q') Y 25t (v) — it )]
in 2(Ry), whereny andey stand for the counit and unit adjunction morphisms, resygelyt Sincej j'(Y) €

25 _,(Re) € 7°(Ry), we can find a compleid® := (UM)nez € €P(Ry-proj) with U" =0 for alln < —u < 0
such thatj; j' (Y) ~U*in 2(Ry). It follows that

Hom_@(Rz)(j! JI(Y)aY) = Hom_@(Rz) (U.aY) = Hom%(Rz) (U.aY)
So there exists a chain mdp : U®* — Y such that its mapping coné® is isomorphic ta.i*(Y) in 2(Ry).

Clearly, VO =U'@Y andV/ = UI*1 for any j # 0. In particular,Vi =0 for all j < —u— 1. Sincei, :
2°(R1) — Z2°(Ry) is fully faithful, we have

H (1% (Y)) = HOMy ) (R i* (V) [M]) = HOMy gy (i (Ru). 1417 (Y) []) = HOMy gy (i (Ro),V* [n]).
By assumptioni. (R1) € Z2°(Rz) and therefore is isomorphic i#7°(Rz) to a complex
Q: 0—Q2—Q2l ... 5Q*—0
in €°(Ro-proj), whereb := sup(i,(Ry)) andb—v> =w(i,(Ry)) (see Section 31). Leb:= —u—1—b. Then
HY(1%(Y)) = HOMy (g, (i (Re),V* M) 2 HOMy gy (Q7,V*[1]) = Hom g,y (Q",V*[]) = O
for all n < m. This implies thatn < fin.dim(i*) < +oo, as claimed.

Letvy :=m—fin.dim(Ry). It follows from Lemmd3.4(1) that (<" (Ry)) € Z5,, (R1). Now, replacing
the pair(ji, j') in the proof of Step 1 wittfi*,i.), one can similarly show that

LIT(27"(Ry)) € 72y, 14, (Ra).

Note that—(v1 + V2) = fin.dim(Ry) + w(i.(Ry)) +u+1=v>u+1>1.
Step 3. We show that fidim(R,) < v = fin.dim(Ry) + fin.dim(Rs) +w(i.(Ry)) +w(ji(Rs)) + 1.
Sincejij'(Y) € 25 ,(Rp) andi.i*(Y) € 25 _(Rp) for Y € 22<*(Ry) with u < v, it follows from the
triangle () and Lemmd_3]2(2) that € 25 (Rz). Now, letP* := (P",d")cz € €°(Rx-proj) such that

P"=0for alln < —vand that ~ P* in Z°(Ry). SinceY is anR;-module, we see th&i"(P*) =0 forn+# 0
andHO9(P*) ~ Y. Consequently, Kéd®) € Ry-proj and the following complex

0PV aipvid™ L p1 9 Ker(d®) Y 0

is exact. Thus praflim(g,Y) < vand therefore filim(R;) <v < co. [J
Now, with the above preparations, we prove the followingrsy version of Theorein 1.1 .

Theorem 3.11.Let R, R, and Ry be rings. Suppose that there exists a recollement amongéetieed
module categorie’(Rs), Z(Rz) and Z(Ry) of Rs, R and R :

72(R) —— 7(Ry) 7(Rs)
~_ ~__

i! jx

Then the following statements hold true:
(1) Suppose that, festricts to a functorZ°(Rs) — 2°(Ry) of bounded derived module categories. Then
fin.dim(Rs) < fin.dim(Ry) + cw(j' (Homy(Ry,Q/Z))).
(2) Suppose that.{R;) is a compact object iZ(Rz). Then
(a) fin.dim(Ry) < fin.dim(R) +w(i*(Rp)).
(b) fin.dim(Ry) < fin.dim(Ry) + fin.dim(Rs) +w(i.(Ry)) +w(ji(Rs)) + 1.
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Proof. Note that the triangle functorg andi* in a recollement always take compact objects to compact
objects and thait.(Ry) is compact if and only ifi' (R,) is compact (for a reference of this fact, one may see,
for example,[[9, Lemma 2.2]). Thus we have a sequence ofdusict

P°(Ry) <— 7°(Ry) <— 7°(Ry),

where the functoy, is fully faithful.

Applying Corollary[3.6(2) to the adjoint paif, j'), we then obtair{1).

Supposé, (Ry) € 2°(Ry). Thenj'(Ry) € 2°(Rs) and the given recollement in Theorém 3.11 induces a
half recollment of prefect derived module categories:

i* i

//i\//-_l\

I(Ry) —2— F°(Ry) —— I°(Ry) .

Now, the statements) and(b) in (2) follow from Corollary[3.6(1) and Propositidn 3110, respesly. This
completes the proof of Theordm 3| 11.

As a consequence of Theorém 3.11, we obtain the followingllemy which extends the main result |25,
Theorem] on finitistic dimensions of Artin algebras to the af arbitrary rings.

Corollary 3.12. Let R be a ring and e an idempotent element of R. Suppose thaationical surjection
R — R/ReR is homological withRReRe ##<*(R). Thenfin.dim(R/ReR < fin.dim(R) < fin.dim(eR¢g +
fin.dim(R/ReR + proj.dim(rR/ReR + 1.

Proof. Let J := ReR Since the canonical surjectiéh— R/J is homological, there exists a recollement
of derived module categories:

R/Jk— Rex5re
@ e/RgD

2(R/J) 2(R) 7(eRg
N N
Sincerd € Z<%(R), we see thab(11.)(R/J) = R/J € Z°(R) and thawv(R/J) = proj.dim(grR/J). Moreover,
Rexis.eRe= Reandw(rRe = 0. Now, Corollanyi3.1P follows from Theoreim 3111(2)(b) andrQlary[3.8.
g

Since a recollement a&®-level induces a recollement @t-level, the following result is a straightforward
consequence of Theordm 3.11, which also generalizés [Ehrém 2].

Corollary 3.13. Let R, R, and R be rings. Suppose that there exists a recollement amongetieed
module categorie?®(R3), 2°(R,) and Z°(Ry) :

7°(R) —— 7°(Ry) —— 7°(Ry)
it Jx

such that i(R;) € Z°(Ry). Then

fin.dim(Ry) < o if and only if max{fin.dim(Ry),fin.dim(R3)} < co.

The existence of a recollement @P-level occurs in the following special case (seel [21]] [18}t R
be a ring and] = ReRbe an ideal generated by an idempotent eleneant R such thatrJ is projective
and finitely generated and th&t has finite projective dimension. Then there exists a recml@ among
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Z°(R/J), Z°(R) andZ°(eRg. Remark that, without prajim(Jr) < o, we may not get a recollement @f-
level because the left-derived funclRe®iz.— : Z(eRé — Z(R) may not restrict to a functor of bounded
derived categories. One can construct a desired countepsdrom triangular matrix rings.

Applying Corollary[3.I? to triangular matrix rings, we rétain the following well-known result (for
example, seé [14, Corollary 4.21)).

S M

Corollary 3.14. Let R and S berings, and let M be an S-T -bimodule. S:eté 0T

fin.dim(B) < fin.dim(S) + fin.dim(T) + 1.

> . Thenfin.dim(S) <

Proof. Lete= 8 g . ThenBeB=Be, eBe~ T, B/BeB~ S=B(1—¢€) andgB = gS®Be Thus
sBeBe B-proj and the canonical surjectid— Sis homological. Now, Corollary3.14 follows from Corol-

lary[3.12.00

Recall from [10] that a morphism : Y — X of objects in an additive category is said to beco-
variant if the induced map Hom(X,A) : Homq(X,Y) — Homq(X,X) is injective, and the induced map
Hom.(Y,A) : Homq(Y,Y) — Hom(Y, X) is a split epimorphism of EndY)-modules. Covariant morphisms
capture traces of modules, which guarantee the ubiquitpwdrtant morphisms (see [10]).

For covariant morphisms, we have the following result whictows from Corollary[3.IP and [10,
Lemma 3.2].

Corollary 3.15. Let f:Y — X be a covariant morphism in an additive categ@ty Then
fin.dim(Endcy (X)) < fin.dim(End-(Y @ X)) < fin.dim(End.(Y)) +fin.dim(End.y (X)) + 2,

whereEnd.y (X) is the quotient ring of the endomorphism riimd-(X) of X modulo the ideal generated
by all those endomorphisms of X which factorize through tijeab Y .

Consequently, we have the following result which restatesolary[1.6.

Corollary 3.16. (1) Let | be an idempotent ideal in aring R. Then
fin.dim(R/1) < fin.dim(Enck(R&® 1)) < fin.dim(Enck(rl)) + fin.dim(R/1) 4 2.
In particular, if gl is projective and finitely generated, then

fin.dim(R/1) < fin.dim(R) < fin.dim(Enck(rl)) -+ fin.dim(R/I) + 2.

(2) Let0O—»Z—Y . X - 0be an almost split sequence inMRd with R an Artin algebra such that
Homg(Y,Z) = 0 (see [3] for definition). Then

fin.dim(Endk(Y & X)) < fin.dim(Enck(Y)) + 2.

Proof. (1) Since the inclusion — R is a covariant homomorphism iR-Mod and Eng, (R) ~ R/I,
we know that the first statement in (1) follows from Coroll&y3 immediately. The last statement is a
consequence of the fact theis Morita equivalent to Eng(R® 1).

(2) Under the assumption, we know tHais a covariant map iR-mod, the category of finitely generated
R-modules. So, by Corollafy 3115, itis sufficient to show tirmdim(Endky (X)) = 0. In fact, since Engl(X)
is a local algebra and since the ideal of g(Xl) generated by all homomorphisms which factorize throvgh
belong to the radical of ERdX), the algebra Engy (X) is local. Note that a local Artin algebra has finitistic
dimension 0. Therefore fidim(Endkry (X)) = 0. Now, (2) follows from Corollary 3.15]

Note that an alternative proof of Corolldry]L.6(2) can beegiby [17, Theorem 1.1] together with Corol-
lary[3.14 and([22].
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In the following we point out that the methods developed ia gaper for little finitistic dimensions also
work for big finitistic and global dimensions. Recall thair &in arbitrary ringR, we denote by Filim(R)
and gldim(R) the big finitistic andglobal dimension®f R, respectively. By definition, glim(R) (respec-
tively, Fin.dim(R)) is the supremum of projective dimensions of all Bfinodules (respectively, which have
finite projective dimension). Clearly, fidim(R) < Fin.dim(R) < gl.dim(R); and if gl.dim(R) < o, then
Fin.dim(R) = gl.dim(R). However, the equality fidim(R) = Fin.dim(R) does not have to hold in general
(see[[26]).

As in Theoren 311, we have the following result on big fititilimensions of rings, in which the
condition (2) is weaker than the one in Theofem B.11(2).

Theorem 3.17.Let R, R, and Ry be rings. Suppose that there exists a recollement amongédtieed
module categorie¥ (Rs3), Z(Rz2) and Z(R;) of Rs, R and R, :

i* i
7(Ry) 7(Re) 7(Rs)
i! )%

Then the following statements hold true:

(1) Suppose that, festricts to a functorZ°(Rs) — Z°(Ry) of bounded derived module categories. Then
Fin.dim(Rs) < Fin.dim(Ry) 4 cw(j' (Homy (Rx, Q/Z))).

(2) Suppose that.{R;) is isomorphic inZ(R;) to a bounded complex of (not necessarily finitely gener-
ated) projective Rmodules. Then we have the following:

(a) Fin.dim(Ry) < Fin.dim(Ry) +w(i*(Ry)).
(b) Fin.dim(Ry) < Fin.dim(Ry) + Fin.dim(Rs) +w(i.(R1)) +w(ji(Rs)) + 1.

Sketch of the proofLet us consider the full subcategor¥ (R) of Z(R) consisting of all those com-
plexes which are isomorphic iZ(R) to bounded complexes of projecti®modules. It is known that
Z (R) contains Z°(R) and that the localization functo#’ (R) — Z(R) induces a triangle equivalence
K P(R-Proj) — Z'(R).

Similarly, one can define big finitistic dimensions of furrstoand establish several parallel results for
Fin.dim(R), such as Lemmg-3.5, Corollaty B.6 and Proposifion13.10. énpifesent situation, we shall
replaceZ°(R) with 2" (R), and consider big finitistic dimensions of triangle funsterhich commute with
direct sums. Further, to show TheorEm 3.17, we observe tloevfog facts for a given recollement:

(i) The functorsjy, j', i* andi, commute with direct sums.

(ii) The functorsj, andi* preserve compact objects and restrict to triangle functors

2°(Rs) 2 2°(Ry) and 2 (Ro) —— 2 (Ry).

(iii ) If i.(Ry) € 2°(Rp), theni, and j' restrict to triangle functors

2 (Ry) 5 2 (Rp) and 2 (Ry) = 2 (Ra).
Now, one can use the methods in the proof of Thedrem 3.11 t@ $heoreni 3.1I7. Here, we omit the details.
]

Concerning global dimensions, we can describe explicidgar bounds for the global dimension of a
ring in terms of the ones of the other two rings involved in eoilement. These upper bounds imply the
finiteness of global dimensions mentioned(inh [2, Propasifidl4].

Theorem 3.18. Let R, R, and R be rings. Suppose that there exists a recollement amongédtieed
module categorie¥’(Rs), Z(Rz) and Z(Ry) of Ry, R and R :
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Then we have the following:

(1) If gl.dim(Ry) < o, thengl.dim(Rs) < gl.dim(Rz) + cw(j'(Homy(R,,Q/Z))) and gl.dim(Ry) <
gl.dim(Ry) +w(i*(Rz)).

(2) If gl.dim(Ry) < e and gl.dim(Rs) < w0, thengl.dim(R,) < gl.dim(Ry) + gl.dim(Rs) +w(i.(Ry)) +
W(jg(R:g)) + 1.

Sketch of the proof-rom [2, Proposition 2.14] and its proof, we observe theofeihg two facts:

(i) If gl.dim(Rz) < o or gl.dim(Rs) < o, theni.(Ry) is isomorphic inZ(R) to a bounded complex of
projectiveRy,-modules.

(i) gl.dim(Ry) < w0 if and only if both gldim(R;) < e and gldim(Rs) < c. In this case, the recollement
among unbounded derived categories can restrict to a eacetit of bounded derived categories.

Moreover, for a ringR, if gl.dim(R) < o, then gldim(R) = Fin.dim(R). Now, Theoreni 3.18 becomes a
consequence of Theorém 3.17.

3.3 Proofs of Theoreni1.P and Corollary 1.3

Now let us turn to proofs of our results on exact contexts @nige from different situations.

Proof of Theorem[1.2.
Given an exact contex@, u, M, m), we have defined its noncommutative tensor produgir S and the
following two ring homomorphisms

P:S—>TKRS s—1lesforseS and@: T - TXrS t—t®1l forteT.

Note thatT Xgr ShasT @rSas its abelian groups, while its multiplication is differdrom the usual tensor

product (se€ [8] for details). L& := < g ¥I >,C:: My (T XrS) and
9::<p B>:8—>C,
0 o

wheref : M — T ®g Sis the uniqueR-R-bimodule homomorphism such that= (m-)B andp = (-m)p.

o (3) (1) (3) (%) wroes

Then¢ is a homomorphism d-R-bimodules. Denote biy® the mapping cone df. ThenP* € €°(B®yR°P)
andgP*® € ¥°(B-proj). In particular,P* € 2°(B).
By [8, Theorem 1.1], if Td¥(T,S) = 0 for all i > 1, then there is a recollement of derived categories:

Caog— i

wherej, ;= gP* ®K —, j' ;= Homg(P*,—) andD(..) is the restriction functor induced from the ring homo-
morphism8 : B — C. First of all, we have two easy observations:
(i) SinceC := My(T XrS) is Morita equivalent td' XrS, we have fidim(C) = fin.dim(T XrS).
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(i) SinceB is a triangular matrix ring with the ringSandT in the diagonal, it follows from Corollary
[3:12 that findim(B) < fin.dim(S) + fin.dim(T) + 1.

We first apply Corollanf_3]7 to show Theordm]1.2(1). In fact, [B, Lemma 5.4], we see th& ~
Endyg)(P®) as rings (via multiplication) and that Hogps) (P*, P*[n]) = O for anyn # 0. It remains to show
that Pg is isomorphic inZ(R°P) to a bounded complex of fl&°P-modules.

Since the sequence-8 R *H ST (’—"‘}) M — 0 is exact, we have Com) ~ Con(p) in Z(R°P). This

implies thatPy ~ T & Con(-m) ~ T & Con(l) in Z(R°P), where Coify) is the complex 6- R T owith
T indegree 0. If fladim(Tg) = o, then Theorem 112(1) is trivially true. So we may supposedilai Tg) < .
Lett := max{1,flat.dim(Tg)}. ThenP* is isomorphic inZ(R°P) to a bounded complex

—t41

F*=0—F' —F'"™ ... sF 1 5F° >0

such thaF' are flatR°P-modules for-t < i < 0. It follows from Corollan{3.V that fidim(R) < fin.dim(B) +
t <fin.dim(S) +fin.dim(T) +t + 1. This shows Theorein 1.2(1).

Next, we shall apply Theorem 3111 to the above recollemethigare a proof of Theoremn 1.2(2).

By the proof of [9, Theorem 1.3(2)], we see tiiy#. )(C) = gC € &<*(B) if and only ifRS€ Z<*(R).
SupposgSe Z<*(R). It follows from [8, Corollary 5.8(1)] that

proj.dim(gC) < max{2, proj.dim(rS) + 1}.

SinceC®5 B~ C in 2(C), we see from Theorem 3111(2)(a) that.dim(C) < fin.dim(B). Note that
fin.dim(T Xr S) = fin.dim(C) and findim(B) < fin.dim(S) + fin.dim(T) + 1. Thus(a) holds.
SinceD(8,)(C) =gC andji(R) ~gP* in 2(B), we know thatv(P*) =1 and

w(D(6,)(C)) = w(gC) = proj.dim(gC) < max{2, proj.dim(rS) + 1}.
Now, it follows from Theorenh 3.11(2)(b) that
fin.dim(B) < fin.dim(R) 4 fin.dim(T Xr S) + max{2, proj.dim(rS) + 1} + 1+ 1.

Clearly, findim(S) < fin.dim(B). Thus(b) holds.O

Let us point out the following fact related to Theoreml 1.2@)ppose thai\, 1, M, m) is an exact content
with Tor(T,S) = 0 for alli > 1. If A : R— Sis a homological ring epimorphism such th@c 2<*(R),
then findim(S) < fin.dim(R) and findim(T XrS) < fin.dim(T).

In fact, in this case, the Tor-vanishing condition, thatTiefX(T,S) = 0 for all i > 0, is equivalent to
thatg: T — T XrSis a homological ring epimorphism (séé [8, Theorem 1.1(d)ldetails). Moreover, we
haveT XrS~ T ®g SasT-Shimodules. It follows that ikRSe Z<*(R), thentT XgrSe &<*(T) by the
Tor-vanishing condition. Therefore the above-mentiorad is a consequence of Corollaryl3.8.

Proof of Corollary L.3]
Lett: SC Rbe the inclusion of fron®into R, and letrt: R— R/Sbe the canonical surjection. We define

0:S— R =Endk(R/S), s+ (r+rs) forse Sandr ¢ R/S

to be the right multiplication map. Then the quadru(Jl‘eo,Homg(R, R/S),n) determined by the extension
is an exact context (see the exampleslin [8, Section 3]) andobhcommutative tensor produRtXsR is
defined. IfgsRis flat, then Tol?(R, R) = 0 for alli > 1. Particularly, under the assumption gRin Corollary
[I.3(2), the quadruple fulfills the Tor-vanishing conditionTheoreni 1.2(2).

Now, we apply Theorerh 1.2 to the exact contéxto, Homs(R,R/S), ), and see that the statements
(a) and(b) in Corollary[1.3 follow from the statements) and(b) in Theoren_LP, respectively. To show
Corollary[1.3(1), we shall apply Theordm11.2(1). For thimaive shall prove

flat.dim(Rg) < max{flatdim(Homs(R,R/S)s), flat.dim((R/S)s)}.
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However, this can be concluded from the following exact sege of righiR-modules (also righs-modules):
0 — R — Homg(R,R/S) — Homg(S R/S) — 0.

which is obtained by applying Hog—,R/S) to the exact sequence-8 S— R — R/S— 0. Now, the
statement1) follows from Theoreni T12(1)]

3.4 Proofs of Corollaried T.#4 and 15

In the following, we shall show that under the assumptionSarollaried 1.4 and 115, we can get exact pairs,
a special class of exact contents, which satisfy the Toistémg condition in Theorerin 1.2, and then apply
Theoren{_1.R to each case. Here, noncommutative tensor qisodill be replaced by coproducts, and the
latter will be interpreted further as some usual constomstiof rings.

LetA: R— Sandu: R— T be ring homomorphisms, and gt be anS-T-bimodule withme M. Recall
that an exact contex, i, M, m) is called arexact pairif M = S®r T andm= 1® 1. In this case, we simply
say that(A, ) is an exact pair. By [8, Corollary 4.3], if the mapn the exact context is a ring epimorphism,
then the paifA, p) is exact. Moreover, by [8, Remark 5.2], for an exact gai), we havel XgrS~ SLIRT,
the coproduct of th&-rings of SandT.

Proof of Corollary L.4] N

We defineT :=Rx M, pu: R— T to be the inclusion fronR into T, andA : Rx M — Sx M to be the
canonical map induced froh. By Lemmd 2.2, the ringx M, together with the inclusiop : S— Sx M
and\ : T — Sx M, is the coproduct c6andT overR.

Now, we show thatA, ) is an exact pair. Actually, the split exact sequence> ® AT 5M-0
of R-R-bimodules implies thatTr ~ R® M asR-R-bimodules. Sinca is a ring epimorphism anil is an
S Sbimodule, the map

S®RT — SX M, s® (r,m) — (sr,sm)

for se Sandme M, is an isomorphism o0& T-bimodules. Under this isomorphism, we can identify the
mapp’ = ids®@ 1: S— S® T with the inclusionp : S— Sx M, and the map’ = A®idt : T — S®r T with

A. Note that 0 S5 SxM — M — 0 is also a split exact sequence $5bimodules. It follows that
Cok(p) ~ Cok(p) ~ M asR-R-bimodules, and therefore the sequenc&&t-bimodules:

O—>R—>S@TJS><M—>O

is exact. This means that the p&k; p) is exact.

Consequently, we know th@tkr S~ SLIRT ~ Sx M as rings. Note that TB(T,S) ~ Tor}(R& M, S) ~
Tor(M,S) =0 for alli > 1. Thus Corollary 1}4(a) follows immediately from Theore@(2)(a).

Now we turn to the proof of Corollafy 11.4(b).

Note that, if we apply Theorem1.2(2)(b) to the exact paip), then we only get fidim(S) < fin.dim(R) +
fin.dim(Sx M) + max{1, proj.dim(rS)} + 3. So, to obtain the better upper bound given in Corollary,4
we need the following statement:

(*) Letf:A—T andg:T — A be ring homomorphisms such theg = Id. If fin.dim(rI @% —) =
S < +oo, then findim(A) < fin.dim(l") —s.

To show(x), we setF := I ®% — : Z(A) — 2(I"). If fin.dim(F) = —oo, then(x) is automatically true.
So, we suppose that fitim(F) = sis an integer and\ # 0. SinceF (A) ~T # 0, we haves < 0. Let
X e 22<*(N). Then there exists a finite projective resolutior0P, — --- — P, — Py — X — 0 of AX
with all B in A-proj. Now we defingf := Q,5(X), the (—s)-th syzygy module ofX. ThusY € 2<*(A).
Since findim(F) = s, we see that TGN(T, Y = Tor} (I, X) = HS"J(F(X)) =0 for all j > 0. It follows
thatl @AY € 2<=(T") andl" @x Q) (Y) = Q-(T ®/\Y) @Q. for alli > 0, where allQ; are finitely generated
projectivel-modules. Further, we may suppose thatdim(I") =t < c. Then projdim(rI ®AY) <t, and
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thereforel” A QY (Y) = QFH(T ®@AY) & Q € M-proj. Sincefg=Idx, we haveQ!, (Y) ~ A (ToA Q4 (Y)) €
N-proj. Consequently,

proj.dim(aX) < proj.dim(AY) — s < proj.dim(A Q4 (Y)) +t —s<t—s.

Thus findim(A) < fin.dim(I") — s. This finishes the proof of«).

Now, we takeA := Sandl :=Sx M. Letf:S— Sx M andg: Sx M — Sbe the canonical injection
and surjection, respectively. Clearly, we hal@= Ids. We assume& # 0. Thenrl ®%/\ =TI #0, and
fin.dim(rI" ®% —) < 0. Suppose filim(R) = m < «. Due to(x), in order to show Corollarl/ Il 4(b), we only
need to prove that fidim(-I ®% —) > —m. This is equivalent to saying that TgF, X) ~ Tory(M,X) = 0
for all X € 22<*(S) and for alln > m.

To check the latter, we first prove that ‘de/I,N) ~ TorJR(M,N) for any SmoduleN and for allj > 1.
Indeed, letP* be a deleted projective resolution of tR&°-moduleM. Since ToR(M,S) = 0 for alli > 1,
we see thaP® ®r Sis a deleted projective resolution of t°-moduleM ®rS. Note thatM ®r S~ M as
SP-modules since\ : R — Sis a ring epimorphism ant¥ is an $P-module. It follows thatP®* ®rSis a
deleted projective resolution of tf&P-moduleM. Since(P* ®rS) ®sN ~ P* ®rN as complexes, we have
Tory(M,N) ~ Tor{(M,N) for all j > 1.

Let X € 2<*(9). Since projdim(rS) < o, the Change of Rings Theorem implies that ption(gX) <
proj.dim(sX) 4 proj.dim(gS) < . Hence prafdim(rX) < m= fin.dim(R) and Tog(M,X) ~ Tor}(M,X) =
0 if n> m. This implies that fidim(rI ®% —) > —m. Now, by the resultx), we obtain findim(S) <
fin.dim(I") +m= fin.dim(Sx M) +fin.dim(R). This completes the proof of Corollary 1.4(l).

We remark that the statemefx) also implies that for any trivial extension Bfby anR-R-bimoduleM,
we always have filim(R) < fin.dim(Rx M) +flat.dim(Mg).

Proof of Corollary L5t

LetA:R— S:=R/l; andp: R— T := R/l be the canonical surjective ring homomorphisms. Since
1M1y =0, we see thafA, 1, R/(11+12),1) is an exact context, where 1 is the identity of the MiRygl1+12).
Even more, sinc®is a pullback of the surjective maps— R/l overR/(11+I2), the pair(A, ) is exact (for
example, see [8, Section 3]). I&XgrS~ SLIRT as rings. Note thaBLIrT = (R/l1) Ur(R/12) = R/(I1+12)
by Lemmd 2.B(2). Thu$ XrS~ R/(l1+12) as rings.

Now, we apply Theorefn 1.2 to show Corolléryl1.5. Clearlyeihains to check that if TB(l,,11) = O for
i >0, then ToR(R/12,R/l1) = 0 for alli > 0. In fact, fori > 2, we have TqH(R/I2,R/11) ~ Tor? ,(I,11) =0
by assumption. Note that THR/I,R/11) =~ (I,N11)/(I211) = 0 and ToR(R/12,R/11) ~ Tor}(I2,R/11) =
Ker(f) wheref : I, ®rl1 — I2l1 is the multiplication map. Since ®grl; = 0, we have Tcﬁ(R/Iz,R/Il) ~
Ker(f) = 0. Thus Tof(R/l»,R/l;) = 0 for alli > 0.0

Finally, we apply our results to exact contexts related tmblogical ring epimorphisms. First of all, we
establish a method to construct new homological ring epiimsms from given ones.

Lemma 3.19. LetA : R— S be a homological ring epimorphism. Suppose that | is anlideR such that
the image Jof | under) is a left ideal in S and that the restriction afto | is injective. Let J be the ideal of
S generated by’ JThen the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The homomorphisr% : R/l — S/J induced fromh\ is homological.
(2) Tor! 3/, 8/3) = Ofor alli > 1.
(3) The multiplication map &g S— J is an isomorphism anﬂiorJR(I, S)=0forall j > 1.
(4) Tor}(R/1,S) =Oforall j > 1.

!/
Let B:= ( S g/\]l > If one of the above statements holds true, then there isalegeent of derived
module categories: P P
2(S/J) 2(B) 7(R) .
\_/ \_/
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Proof. We takeT := R/l and choosgi: R— T to be the canonical surjective homomorphism of rings.
SinceJ' is a left ideal ofS, we haveS®r T = S®gr (R/I) ~ S/(S-1) = S/J. On the one hand, the pdik, L)
is exact if and only ifA|; : | — J' is an isomorphism. On the other hand, by Lenima 2.3(2), welsse t
SURT = SU(R/I) = S/J with 3 =J'S, and that the ring homomorphisgn T — SURT in [8, Theorem 1.1]
can be chosen as the canonical ﬁap?/l — S/J induced fromA. Thus(1) and(4) are equivalent by [8,
Theorem 1.1(1)]. Moreover, the recollement follows frarn T8eorem 1.1(2)].

In the following, we shall show thdB) and(4) are equivalent.

Applying the tensor functor ®g Sto the exact sequence-8 | — R— R/l — 0, we obtain

Torf(R/1, S) ~ Ker(3) and ToF, ;(R/I, S)~Tor(l,S) forall j > 1,

whered : | ®g S— J is the multiplication map defined by s+— (x)Asfor x € | andse S. Clearly, this
implies that(4) is equivalent tq3).

Now we show thafl) and(2) are equivalent.

According to Lemm&2]3(1) and the fact thais a ring epimorphism, it follows thatis a ring epimor-
phism. By assumption)’ is a left ideal ofS and thereforeS®g (R/l) ~ S/(S-1) = S/J'. Thanks to the
general result proved in the last part of the proof of [8, LearBr6], we see

Tor! (53", W) ~ Tor¥' (Ser (R/1), W) = 0

for all i > 1 and allS/J-modulesW. It then follows that TqFF/| (S/J,S/J) =0 for alli > 1. Consider the
short exact sequence of rigRf | -modules:
0—J/J —S/J—S/J—0.

If we apply the functor- @/ (S/J) to this sequence, then f&ﬂ(\l/\]’, S/J) ~ ToriFi/'l(S/J, S/J)foralli>1
and the connecting homomorphism %(S/J, S/J) — (3/J) ®ryi (S/J) is injective.

Clearly, if o (S/3, 5/3) = 0, then Tof' (S/J, S/3) = 0 for all j > Lif and only if Tof¥' (3/J, S/3) =
0 for all i > 1. This will imply that (1) and (2) are equivalent. So it is enough to demonstrate that
Tori{/I (S/J, S/J) = 0 always holds under the assumptions of Corollary]3.19. Newehis is true if we
can show(J/J) ®g (S/J) = 0.

In fact, if C — D is a ring epimorphism, theD ®c X ~ X asD-modules for anyp-moduleX, andY ®c
D ~Y as rightD-modules for any righD-moduleY. This fact, together with properties of ring epimorphisms,
implies the following isomorphisms:

(3/3) @rp (S/3) ~ (3/I) @r(S/I) ~ (3/T) @r (S®R(S/I)) ~ ((3/T) @rS) @r(S/J).

SinceSJ =J andJJ C J', we deducd (J/J') ®rS)J’ = 0. This means thatl /') @rSis a rightS/J-module.
Clearly, the composite of the two ring epimorphisRs+ SandS— S/J is again a ring epimorphism. It
follows that((J/J) ®rS) ®r (S/J) ~ (3/J') ®r Sas rightS/J-modules.
In the following, we shall showJ/J') ®rS= 0. Actually, applying the functor- g S to the exact
sequence
0—J 53—/ —0

of right R-modules, we get an exact sequence
J@rSER I9rS— (3/I) @rS— 0

of right Smodules. Sincd is a right Smodule and\ : R — Sis a ring epimorphism, the multiplication
mapy : J®RrS — J, defined byx® s+ xsfor x € J ands € S is an isomorphism. Note that the map
(a@rSY : J ®@rS— J is surjective. This yields that ®g S is surjective andJ/J') ®rS= 0. Hence

Tori{/I (S/J, S/J) = 0. This finishes the proof]
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A special case of Lemnia 3]19 appears in trivial extensioe$A LR — Sbe a homomorphism of rings
andM be anS-S-bimodule. Then\ is homological if and only if:Rx M — Sx M is homological. The
necessity of this condition follows frorh|[8, Theorem 1.1(@)d the proof of Corollarf 1]14. The sufficiency
can be seen from Lemnha 3]19.

Applying Theoren{ IR to the exact pdik, ) in the proof of Lemma&=3.19, we obtain the following
estimations on finitistic dimensions, which can be appleed tlass of examples of Milnor squares.

Corollary 3.20. LetA : R— S be a homological ring epimorphism. Suppose that | is anl iofed such that
the image Jof | underA is a left ideal in S and that the restriction afto | is injective. Let J be the ideal of
S generated by’ JSuppose that one of the conditidii3-(4) in Lemmd3.19 holds. Then
(1) fin.dim(R) < fin.dim(S) +fin.dim(R/I) + max{1, flatdim((R/1)r)} + 1.
(2) It gRSe <*(R), then
(a) fin.dim(S) < fin.dim(R) andfin.dim(S/J) < fin.dim(R/I).
(

b) fin.dim(B) < fin.dim(R) + fin.dim(S/J) + max{1, proj.dim(rS)} + 3, where B.= < g ;//JI’ >
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