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SILTING REDUCTION IN EXTRIANGULATED CATEGORIES

YU LIU, PANYUE ZHOU, YU ZHOU AND BIN ZHU

ABSTRACT. Presilting and silting subcategories in extriangulated categories were introduced by Adachi
and Tsukamoto recently. In this paper, we prove that the Gabriel-Zisman localization B/(thickW) of
an extriangulated category B with respect to a presilting subcategory W satisfying certain condition
can be realized as a subfactor category of B. This generalizes the result by Iyama-Yang for silting
reduction on triangulated categories. Then we discuss the relation between silting subcategories and
tilting subcategories in extriangulated categories, this gives us a kind of important examples of our
results. In particular, for a finite dimensional Gorenstein algebra, we get the relative version of the
description of the singularity category due to Happel and Chen-Zhang by this reduction.

1. INTRODUCTION

The concept of silting appeared for the first time in a paper of Keller-Vossieck [KV]. Nowadays, silting
theory and silting reduction play important roles in the research of triangulated categories, especially
derived categories. In [KY], it is shown that silting objects have correspondence with many important
structures such as t-structures, co-t-structures, simple-minded collections. Silting reduction is shown
to have a close relation with Calabi-Yau reduction [IY, IY1] and is widely used in the representation
theory. An overview of recent developments in silting theory can be found in [A]. Motivated by these
fruitful results, we are wondering if we can study such important theory under a more general setting.

Extriangulated category was introduced by Nakaoka and Palu [NP] by extracting the relevant prop-
erties of Ext! on exact categories and triangulated categories. In particular, triangulated categories
and exact categories are extriangulated categories. An important source of examples of extriangulated
categories which are neither triangulated nor exact is extension closed subcategories of triangulated
categories. To find more examples of extriangulated categories, see [NP, ZZ, HZZ, ZhZ, NP1].

Adachi and Tsukamoto [AT] introduced the notion of presilting and silting subcategories (see Defi-
nition 2.7 and Definition 2.12) in extriangulated categories as a generalization of presilting and silting
subcategories in triangulated categories. Note that in module categories, this notion is different from
the concept of silting module in the sense of Angeleri Hiigel, Marks and Vitéria [AMV].

Throughout this paper, k denotes a field and B denotes a Krull-Schmidt, Hom-finite, k-linear extri-
angulated category with enough projectives and enough injectives and satisfies [NP, Condition 5.8] (see
condition (WIC) in page 4). Cotorsion pairs in extriangulated categories were introduced by Nakaoka
and Palu [NP] as a generalization of those in triangulated categories and exact categories. We recall its
definition.

Definition 1.1. Let U,V be a pair of full subcategories of B which are closed under direct sums and
direct summands. (U, V) are called a cotorsion pairs if it satisfies the following conditions.

(a) E(U,V) =0.
(b) For any object B € B, there exist two E-triangles

Vg —-Ug—B--», B-VEUB -5

where Ug,UP €U and Vi, VE € V.
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Let W be a presilting subcategory of B which satisfies the following condition (the readers can find
the definitions of the notions in Definition 2.3 and Page 5):
(CP): (WY, W) and (+W, W") are cotorsion pairs in B.
We show that Z := YW N W+ is a Frobenius extriangulated category where W is the subcategory
of projective-injective objects (see Lemma 3.5). Hence by [ZZ, Theorem 3.13], there is an induced
triangulated structure on Z/[W]. One the other hand, let thickWV be the thick subcategory of B
generated by W, and R be the class of morphisms in B defined as following:

R ={f:A— B there exists an E-triangle A LB M -5 with M € thickW}.

Assume that B is skeletally small. We show that there is a natural triangulated structure on the
Gabriel-Zisman localization B/(thickW) of B with respect to R. The main result of this paper is the
following.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorems 3.14 and 4.4, and Corollary 4.5). Let W be a presilting subcategory of B which
satisfies condition (CP). There is a triangle equivalence

B/(thickW) ~ Z/[W).

Moreover, this equivalence induces a one-to-one correspondence between the silting subcategories in
B/(thickW) and the silting subcategories in B which contain W.

This silting reduction generalizes [IY, Theorem 1.1].

In extriangulated categories, tilting subcategories were introduced by Zhu and Zhuang [ZhZ] as a
generalization of n-tilting modules [M] (and dually there is the notion of cotilting subcategories). Note
that in triangulated categories, this notion is different from the concept of tilting subcategory since the
only projective objects in a triangulated category are zeros. In this article, we give a slightly different
definition of tilting subcategory (compared with [ZhZ], see Definition 5.2) and study the relation between
silting subcategories and tilting subcategories.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 5.11). The following statements hold.
(1) If any object B € B has finite projective dimension, then any tilting subcategory is silting.
(2) If the projective dimensions of objects in B have a common upper bound, then any silting sub-
category is also tilting.
(3) If there is an object B € B having infinite projective dimension, then any silting (resp. tilting)
subcategory is not tilting (resp. silting).

A class of presilting subcategories satisfying condition (CP) are contained in the following result,
which generalizes a result of Happel-Unger [HU, Lemma 1.3] and a result of Xie-Zan-Zhang [XZZ,
Theorem 2.6].

Proposition 1.4 (Theorem 5.11 and Lemma 5.9). If B is an abelian category, then the following
statements are equivalent:

(1) B is Gorenstein;

(2) any tilting subcategory is cotilting;

(3) any cotilting subcategory is tilting;

(4) B has a tilting-cotilting subcategory.

Under one of these equivalent conditions, any tilting subcategory of B satisfies condition (CP).

Applying Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 1.4 to a finite dimensional Gorenstein algebra A, we can get
that for any finitely generated n-tilting A-module 7', there are triangle equivalences

mod A/ (thickT) =~ (T+ N+T)/[T] ~ D°(A)/K’(addT),

where the second equivalence appeared in [CZ, Theorem 2.5].

This article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the definition of silting subcategory in
extriangulated category and some basic properties of it. In Section 3, we show that the localization
B/(thickW) with respect to a presilting subcategory W satisfying condition (CP) can be realized as a
subfactor category of B, which is a generalization of the well-known silting reduction. In Section 4, we
show that the localization B/(thickW) has a natural triangulated structure. In Section 5, we study the
relation between silting subcategories and tilting subcategories in extriangulated categories, the results
provide a kind of important examples of our silting reduction.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Extriangulated categories. We briefly recall the definition and basic properties of extriangulated
categories, see [NP] for more details.

Denote by Ab the category of abelian groups. Let (B, E, s) be an extriangulated category in the sense
of [NP], where B is an additive category equipped with an additive bifunctor

E: B x B — Ab,

and s is an additive realization of E in the sense of [NP, Definitions 2.9 and 2.10], satisfying certain
axioms listed in [NP, Definition 2.12]. For convenience, we usually say B is an extriangulated category.

For any objects A, C of B, an element § € E(C, A) is called an E-extension. Since E is an additive
bifunctor, for any E-extensions § € E(C, A) and any morphisms a : A — A’,c : C — C’, we have
[E-extensions

a6 :=E(C,a)(0) € E(C,A") and ¢*§ := E(c, A)() € E(C', A).

For any E-extension § € E(C,A), there is an associated class §(d) of sequences A — B -5 C
of morphisms in B, where x is called an inflation and y is called a deflation. In this case, the pair
(A =5 B 5 (,0) is called an E-triangle, and is written as

A% B i) C 2 .
Let A B -5 C 2 and A 2L B —) c’ - %5 be any pair of E-triangles. Let a : A — A’ and
: C — (' be any pair of morphisms such that a,d = ¢*§’. There exists b : B — B’ such that the

following diagram commutes.

A *.p_ Y o %
ook
Ao g Yo

This triplet (a, b, ¢) is called a morphism of E-triangles. We also call this diagram a commutative diagram
of E-triangles.
The following property of extriangulated categories is used frequently in the proofs of this paper.

s
Proposition 2.1 ([LN, Proposition 1.20]). Let A = B -5 C -5 be any E-triangle and a: A — A’
be any morphism. Then there exists a morphism b which gives a morphism of E-triangles

A—z>B—>Cff>-

S
A/—>B/ﬁ0——

such that A (—)> A @®B M> B’ 3 is an E-triangle.

For convenience, we usually omit the E-extension in the E-triangle that realizes it.

2.2. Syzygy and cosyzygy. An object P € B is called projective if for any E-triangle
ASBYLC -

and any morphism ¢ € Homg(P, C), there exists b € Homp (P, B) satisfying y o b = ¢. We denote by P
the full subcategory of projective objects in B. Dually, we can define injective objects and denote by Z
the full subcategory of injective objects in B.

Definition 2.2. We say that B has enough projectives, if for any object C' € B, there exists an E-triangle
AL PYL O
with P € P. We can define the notion of having enough injectives dually.

Throughout the rest of the paper, let k be a field and B be a Krull-Schmidt, k-linear, Hom-finite
extriangulated category with enough projectives and enough injectives. Moreover, we assume that B
satisfies [NP, Condition 5.8], i.e
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(WIC): for any morphisms f: A— Band g: B— C in B, if go f is an inflation, then so is f; if go f
is a deflation, then so is g.

All triangulated categories and Krull-Schmidt, Hom-finite, k-linear exact categories satisfy this condi-

tion.

When we say that C is a subcategory of B, we always assume that C is full and closed under isomor-
phisms, direct sums and direct summands. Note that we do not assume any subcategory we construct
has such property.

Let C and D be subcategories of 5. We denote the following full subcategories

Cone(C, D) = {X € B | there exists an E-triangle C — D — X --» with C € C, D € D},
CoCone(C, D) = {X € B | there exists an E-triangle X - C — D --» with C € C, D € D}.
Definition 2.3. A subcategory C of B is called closed under cones (resp. closed under cocones) if

Cone(C,C) C C (resp. CoCone(C,C) C C).

For any subcategory C of B, let Cj = C) = C. We denote the full subcategories C* and C;” for i > 0
inductively by
C!* = Cone(C} ,,C), C;/ = CoCone(C,C, ;),
and denote the full subcategories
ch=Jeh cv=Jc.

i>0 i>0
For any subcategory C of B, let Q°C = C. Then we can define Q'C for any i > 1 inductively by
QiC = CoCone(P,Q~1C). Dually, let 3°C = C. Then we can define X‘C for any i > 1 inductively by
i€ = Cone(X71C, 7).
For any X € B, we write QX (resp. X)) as an object in B (which is not necessarily unique) sitting
in an E-triangle
QX - P— X --» (resp. X > 1 > XX --»)
with P € P (resp. I € T). Similarly, one can define /X and %'X for any i > 1 inductively by
QX =Q(Q71X) and /X = R(2LX).
Obviously we have Q'X € QC (resp. XX € ¥C) if X € C.
Definition 2.4. For any objects X,Y of B, we define higher extension groups as
EFY(X,Y) :=EQ'X,Y),i > 1.
The following lemma tells us that the definition of higher extensions does not depend on the choice
of O'X.
Lemma 2.5 ([LN, Proposition 5.2]). For any objects X, Y of B and any non-negative integers i,j, we
have the following isomorphisms of groups
E(QTX,Y) ~E(Q'X,%Y) ~ E(X,2Y).
As in triangulated categories and exact categories, E-triangles can produce long exact sequences of

abelian groups.

Lemma 2.6 ([LN, Propositin 5.2]). For any E-triangle A = B % C 2, and any objects X and 'Y of
B, there are long exact sequences

Homp(X,4) == Homp(X,B) X= Homp(X,C)
— E(X, A) — E(X, B) — E(X,C)
- EY(X,A) — E‘(X, B) — EY(X,C)
and
Homp(C,Y) —% Homp(B,Y) —% Homp(A,Y)
— E(C)Y) — E(B,Y) — E(A4,Y)
- EYC,Y)

A Ei(B,Y) —  E{(AY)

AN
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2.3. Presilting subcategories and cotorsion pairs. We recall the definition of a presilting subcat-
egory in an extriangulated category.

Definition 2.7 ([AT, Section 3]). A subcategory S of B is called a presilting subcategory if E(S,S) =
0,Vi > 1. An object S of B is called a presilting object if its additive closure addS is a presilting
subcategory.

We have the following properties of S and SY for a presilting subcategory S.

Lemma 2.8 ([AT, Section 3]). Let S be a presilting subcategory. Then the following statements hold.
(1) E(SY,8") =0,¥i >0 and SV NS" = S.
(2) 8V is closed under direct sums, direct summands, extensions and cocones.
(3) 8" is closed under direct sums, direct summands, extensions and cones.
(4) St =(8V)*t and S =+(S").
(5) StnNSY=8=+t5nS".

We recall the definition of a cotorsion pair in an extriangulated category. Note that it is also called
a complete cotorsion pair in many articles (e.g., [S]).

Definition 2.9 ([NP, Definition 4.1]). Let & and V be two subcategories of B. We call (U, V) a cotorsion
pair if
EU,V) =0 and B = Cone(V,U) = CoCone(V,U).
Let C be a subcategory of B. We introduce the following notions:

(1) ¢t ={X eB|E(C,X)=0,Yi > 0};

(2) ¢t ={X € B|E(C,X)=0};

(3) t¢={X € B|E{(X,C) =0,¥i > 0};

(4) L1¢={X € B| E(X,C) =0}
We have the following properties for cotorsion pairs.

Lemma 2.10 ([CZZ, Remark 3.2]). Let (U, V) be a cotorsion pair in B. Then
(1) V=u+;
() U=V
(8) U and V are closed under extensions;
(4) TCV and P CU;
(5) U is contravariantly finite in B and V is covariantly finite in B.

2.4. Silting subcategories.

Definition 2.11. A subcategory C of B is called thick provides that for any E-triangle A - B — C --+,
if any two objects of A, B and C belong to C, then so is the third one.

For any subcategory D of B, we denote by thickD the smallest thick subcategory of B containing D.

Definition 2.12 ([AT, Definition 5.1]). A subcategory S of B is called silting if S is presilting and
B = thickS.

Note that for any presilting subcategory S, since thickS is closed under extensions, it is an extriangu-
lated category. Moreover, inheriting from B, it is Krull-Schmidt, Hom-finite and k-linear. By definition,
we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.13. Let S be a presilting subcategory. If P UL C thickS, then S is a silting subcategory in
thickS.

The following criterion on a presilting subcategory to be silting is a direct consequence of [AT,
Theorem 5.5].

Theorem 2.14. A presilting subcategory S of B is silting if and only if (SV,S") is a cotorsion pair.

Remark 2.15. If B is a Frobenius (i.e. P = 7) extriangulated category, by [NP, Corollary 7.4 and
Remark 7.5], B/[P] is a triangulated category. In this case, by Lemma 2.8, any silting subcategory of B
contains P. By [MDZH, Theorems 1.1 and 4.6], S is a silting subcategory in B if and only if S/[P] is a
silting subcategory in B/[P].
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We give some examples of silting subcategories.

Example 2.16. (1) If B is an abelian category, then any silting subcategory in B is a silting
subcategory in D¥(13). This is because on one hand, Extj(S,S) = 0 implies Homp g (S, S[i]) =
0 for any i > 0; on the other hand, D¥(B) = thickB = thickS.

(2) Let A be a finite dimensional k-algebra and modA be the category of finitely generated A-
modules. If gl.dim A < oo, then the n-tilting modules in modA are the silting objects (see
Theorem 5.6 for more general results). If gl. dim A = oo, then by [AI, Example 2.5], there is no
silting subcategory in D?(A), hence by (1), modA has no silting subcategory.

(3) Let A = @D,~, A; be a finite dimensional positively graded 1-Gorenstein algebra with gl. dim Ag <

00. By [LZ, Theorem 3.0.3], there is a silting object T := @ A(i)<o in Ds,(modZA), where (i)
>0

is the degree shift functor. Since Dy,(mod?A) ~ CM%(A), we have a silting object in CM”(A).

By the discussion in Remark 2.15, we get a silting object in CMZ(A).

3. SILTING REDUCTION
In this section, let W C B be a presilting subcategory. We assume that W satisfies the following
condition:
(CP) WY, W) and (*W, W") are cotorsion pairs in B.

Remark 3.1. By Lemma 2.10 (4), condition (CP) implies P C WY and Z C W". So in this case, we
have thick? C thickWY = thickWW and thickZ C thickW" = thickW.

Definition 3.2. Let X be an object of B. The projective dimension of X is defined to be
pd X :=sup{n | E"(X,Y) # 0 for some object Y of B}.
For any subcategory C of B, the projective dimension of C is defined to be
pdC :=sup{pd X | X € C}.
Dually, we can define the injective dimensions id X and idC.

Remark 3.3. If W is silting, condition (CP) holds. If W is not silting, condition (CP) implies that
pd B = oo and id B = co. This is because if pd B < oo or id B < oo, by Remark 3.1, we have either
B = thick’P C thickW or B = thickZ C thickWW. So W is a silting subcategory, a contradiction.

Remark 3.4. When B is a triangulated category, condition (CP) is equivalent to the conditions in [IY,
Theorem 1.1] by [IY, Proposition 3.2].

3.1. Reduction via subfactor categories. Denote by [W](4, B) the subgroup of Homp(A, B) con-
sisting of the morphisms f factoring through an object in W. We denote by B/[W] (or B for short) the
category which has the same objects as B, and

Homg(A, B) = Homg(A, B)/[W](A, B)

for A, B € B. For any morphism f € Homp(A, B), we denote its image in Homg(A, B) by f.
Let Z =W NW-=. Then Z is closed under extensions, and hence is an extriangulated subcategory
in B, whose E-triangles are those in B such that all terms are in Z, see [NP, Remark 2.18].

Lemma 3.5. Z is a Frobenius extriangulated subcategory (that is, Z has enough projectives and enough
injectives, and its projectives coincide with its injectives) in which W is the subcategory of projective-
injective objects, which implies that Z/[W)] is a triangulated category.

Proof. Since (WY, W) and (+W, W") are cotorsion pairs in B, we have W = WY N W+ = LW WA,
Since EOW, Z) = 0 and E(Z,W) = 0, W is a subcategory of projective-injective objects in Z. Let
7 € Z. It admits an E-triangle

Z =V =Y --»
with V€ W/ and Y € 1W. Since *W is closed under extensions, we have V € W N W" = W. By
Lemma 2.8 (4), we have E{(WY, W) = 0 for any i > 0. Applying Lemma 2.6 to the above E-triangle,
we have an exact sequence

0=EWY,V) - EWY,Y) = E*W",Z) =0,
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which implies EWVY,Y) = 0. Thus Y € Z. Hence Z has enough injectives WW. Dually, one can show
[l

that Z has enough projectives W. So Z is a Frobenius category.

w.

By [ZZ, Theorem 3.13], we have the following triangulated structure on Z/|

Lemma 3.6. Z/W)] is a triangulated category, whose suspension functor
(1) : A— AQ1), a— a(l)

and distinguished triangles
AL Lok A
are given by the following commutative diagram:
ALlop . oo -
|
A——s Wy —— A1) — — >
T
(1) - -

D——Wp——= D(1

with Wa,Wp € W. Here A i> B L O --sisan arbitrary E-triangle in Z and a : A — D is an

arbitrary morphism in Z.
The following lemma is useful. The proof is left to the readers.

Lemma 3.7. Homg(*W, W") =0 and Homg(W", W+) = 0.
For any objects X,Y € Z, we denote by E%(X,Y) the i-th extension group of X,Y in the extrian-

gulated category Z.

Lemma 3.8. For any X,Y € Z, we have the isomorphisms
EL(X,Y) = EY(X,Y), i > 1.

Proof. By Lemma 3.5, there are E-triangles in Z:
Xj — Wj —>Xj_1 -=2, _j >1

with all W; € W and X = X. By definition, we have EL(X,Y) = Ez(X;_1,Y) = E(X;_1,Y) for any
i > 1. When i = 1, we already have the required formula. Suppose that ¢ > 1. Applying Lemma 2.6 to

the above triangle, we have the following exact sequences
0=E"7(W;,Y) - E9(X;,Y) > E7T(X;_1,YV) = E- P (W, V) =0, 1 <j <i.
O

So we have isomorphisms E*(X,Y) 2 Ei-1(X,Y) 2 E-2(X,,Y) = --- 2 E(X;_1,Y). Hence we have
EL (X,Y) 2 EY(X,Y) as required.

As a direct consequence of the formulas in Lemma 3.8, we have the following correspondence between
presilting subcategories of B containing W and presilting subcategories of Z.

Lemma 3.9. Let S O W. Then S is a presilting subcategory in B if and only if S is a presilting

subcategory in Z.
We prove that this correspondence can be restricted to silting subcategories.

Proposition 3.10. Let S O W be a presilting subcategory. Then S is a silting subcategory if and only
if it is also a silting subcategory in Z.

We divide the proof into two parts.
Lemma 3.11. Let S O W be a presilting subcategory. Then if S is a silting subcategory in Z, it is also

a silting subcategory in B.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.9, we only need to show that if S is a silting subcategory in Z, then thickS = B.
Since S is a silting subcategory in Z, by Theorem 2.14, there is a cotorsion pair (i/,V) in Z such
that i/ C SV and V C S”. For any object B € B, it admits a commutative diagram

Vg ——=Tp —B— — >
VB—>ZB—>C’77>
UB——=UPB
| |
| |
\ \

where Tg € *W, Vg € W, UB € WY and ZB € Z. Since ZB admits an E-triangle
VZ/ — U/Z — 78 -

where V € V and UJ, € U, we have a commutative diagram

vz V7

Lo

Upr——U, ——=U

.

TB—>ZB—>UBff>
| |
| |
\ \

B__ 5

with Ur € §Y. Then we can get a commutative diagram

Vy Vy
Vp——Upr ——>B——»>
Vg ——=Tp ——>B— —>
| |
| |
\ \
with Vo € 8. Hence B € thickS. O

Lemma 3.12. Let S D W be a presilting subcategory. Then if S is a silting subcategory in B, it is also
a silting subcategory in Z.

Proof. By Theorem 2.14, if S is a silting subcategory in B, then S admits a cotorsion pair (SY,S").
Denote S* N Z by V=.

We first show the following fact:
For an E-triangle Vz - S — Z --»,if Z€ Z,5 € § and Vz € 8", then Vz € Vz.
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Z admits an E-triangle Z/ — W — Z --» where W € W and Z’' € Z, since E(W, V) = 0, we have
the following commutative diagram.

Z/ Z/

Lo

Vg——=V, oW ——W — —>

I

Vy S 7 — — >
|
|
\

|
|
Y
Since Z is closed under direct summands and extensions, we can get that V; € Z. Hence Vz € Vz.
The argument above shows that any object Y € Vz admits the following E-triangles:

LQ—>So—>Y——->, Li— S — Ly =, e, Spn — Spn1— Lp_q --»

where S; € S, =0,1,...,nand L; € Vz,5=1,...,n—1.

We show that any object Z € Z can be generated by S, which implies that S is a silting subcategory
in Z by definition. From the argument above we can get that any object in Vz can be generated by S.
Since Z admits an E-triangle Vz — Uz — Z --» where Uz € SV and Vz € 8", we can assume that we
have shown that:

If Y € S), then Z can be generated by S.

Now let Uz € S, . Since Uz admits an E-triangle Uz — Sp — UY --» where Sy € S and Uy € SY,
we have the following commutative diagrams

V) Uy T —>  Z W Z(1) - - >
VZ—>SO—>V§**> VZO—>W@Ug—>Z<1>——>

R R

Uy Uy U ——1UY
| I |
| I |
\ \ Y Y

where W € W and V) € S". Since W UY € S, by hypothesis, we can get that Z(1) can be generated
by S. Hence Z can be generated by S.
Il

According to [MDZH, Theorem 1.1], we can get a bijection between the silting subcategories in Z
and the silting subcategories in Z/[W)]. Hence we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.13. Let S O W be a presilting subcategory. Then S is a silting subcategory in Z/[W)] if
and only if it is a silting subcategory in B.

3.2. A localization of B realized by Z/[W]. In the rest of this section, we assume that B is skeletally
small. Denote by R the following class of morphisms

{f:A— B thereis an E-triangle A I B M s with M € thickW}.

Denote by B/(thickWW) the Gabriel-Zisman localization of B with respect to R (see [GZ] for more details
of such localization). In the localization B/(thickW), any morphism f € R becomes invertible and any
object in thickV becomes zero. For any morphism g, we denote its image in B/(thickW) by g.

We will show the following theorem. B

Theorem 3.14. The Gabriel-Zisman localization B/(thickW) is equivalent to Z/[W).
We first establish a functor G from B to Z/[W)]. For any object B of B, we fix two E-triangles

+ 4
BYS BY 5 Up --», VB Zp 25 BT s
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where Ug € WY, VB € W, bt is a minimal left (W')-approximation and zp is a minimal right
(+W)-approximation. We have Zp € Z. We shall use these facts frequently later without mentioned.

Let f : B — C be any morphism in B. Then we have the following commutative diagrams of
E-triangles:

BBt S Up——» VB, Popt__-
lf lf+ \L l lZf \Lf+

c+ zc
C—SoCt——Uo——>, VO Zy2 ot

Lemma 3.15. For any morphism f: B — C, Z¢ is unique.

Proof. 1f we have (f*)": BY — C" and 2} : Zp — Zc such that the following diagrams commute:

BLB+—>U37—> VB_>ZB£>B+,7>

lf l(f*)/ l l lz} l(f*)'
C+ zZCo

C—-Ct—Ug-->, VC—sZ—50Ct-——»,

then f* — (fT) : BT — C7 factors through Ug, hence by Lemma 3.7 factors through W. Then
zc o (25 — z}) factors through an object W € W. Let zc o (25 — 2}) = wa o wy for morphisms
wy : Zp — W and wy : W — CT. Then there is a morphism w3 : W — Z¢ such that ws = 2¢ o ws.
Thus z¢ o ((zf —2%) = w3w1) = 0, then (zy — 2}) — waw; factors through V¢, hence by Lemma 3.7
factors through W. Then z; = Z/;. O

By the proof of this lemma, we can get the following corollary immediately.
Corollary 3.16. Let f, f' € Homp(B,C) such that f = 7/. Then Zy =Zy.
Now we can define a functor G : B — Z/[W] as following:
G(B) = Zs, G(f)=%.
Remark 3.17. By the construction of G, we have G(b") = G(zp) = 1z,.
We show a very important property of this functor.

Proposition 3.18. G(f) is an isomorphism for any morphism f: B — C in R.

Proof. Since f € R, there is an E-triangle B S0 5 M s with M € thickWW. Then we have the
following commutative diagram.

B—sBt 2o Up——»
ool
C—C/>C'—>UB——>
|
M—M

| |

¥ ¥

Since C+ € W+, we have E(Up,CT) = 0. There is a morphism dy : ¢’ — C7F such that doc’ = c*.
Then we have the following commutative diagram

BV g,
bl
C’—C/>C”L>U377>

|

C—=Ct —=Uc--»>
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()

such that dod; = 7+. By Proposition 2.1, this diagram induces an E-triangle ¢! —~* C* ® Ug —

Uc --». Then we have a commutative diagram

S . N VA

]

Bt —=Ct@Up —> M; — — >

P

UC:UC
[ [
[ [
\: Al

with M; € thickW. Since Up admits an E-triangle Ug — W — U; --» where W € W and U; € WY,
we have the following commutative diagram

(%)

B+—>C+@UB—>M177>

| e |

Bt — = CTeW —V, - — >

Vo

Ul :Ul
I I
I I
Al \i

where V; € Wt N thickW = W” by [AT, Lemma 3.13]. Then we have a commutative diagram

VB VC - VC

1 |

BT Bt — = CTeW —V, —— >
| (mh)
| | |
Y Y \

with (BT)" € Wt. We have zcz221 = dodizp. Hence Zozazr = fTzp, by the proof of Lemma 3.15,

we have Zf = Z3z7. By Proposition 2.1, this diagram induces an E-triangle VZ — Zp & Ve m>
(BT)" --». We have the following commutative diagram.

VB zpave B gy oo

| [z |

[—— (B &1 —= (B*) -~

l l

rVB rVB
| |
| |
v v
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Since I admits an E-triangle Vi — W — I --» where W; € W and V; € W”, we have the following
commutative diagram

with X € W+, Since E(Zp,Vr) =0, Zp becomes a direct summand of X, hence X has the form Zp®T
with T € W+. Then we have the following commutative diagrams

Vi=—V; ZB@TLLQ%B+Y@W}——+EV377>

| | | G|

ZB@T%(B+)I@W]%EVB——> ZB@TmZC@W@W[ V— - >
) Go | G5 |

| I
| I I
v v Y Y

with V' € WA. Since V admits an E-triangle V' — W’ — V --» where W/ € W and V' € W”, we have
a commutative diagram.

v’ v’
ZB@T 2 Y WI——>

Z221 *
w1 ok
wo ok

Since EW', Zp®T) =0and E(ZcdW oW, V') =0, we have Zp@TOW' ~Y ~ ZcaWaeWraV'.
Now we can consider the following commutative diagram

T —=ZceWopWr ——V — — >
|
|
\

V —V’
ZoZz1 *
w1 ok _
wy x| T
w3 *

IpOT ———ZcoWoW; oV — W' - — >

1000

| [ (8288 l
0010

Il ——— = ZcpWooW; ——V — — >

i \ l

<w2 *) | |

\ \

where aq is a section. Since Zg @ T M> Zp factors through aq, there is a morphism

(’u.o U1 U2 us ):'y

ZedWaeWreV —— 5 7g

such that (10) = yay. Hence 1 = ugpzez1 + ujwy + uswe + usws. Since ww; = 0,1 = 1,2,3, we get
1 =ugz2z1 = Upzy. Thus zy is a section and Zp is a direct summand of Z¢ in Z/[W]. On the other
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hand, we have the following commutative diagram

ZB@VC(*—*)>(B+)’@I—>2V377>
| (7
w’ 0
01
ZBEBVC($>ZC€BW@I—>VO - >
| |
| |
A \

where Vy € W”. Since Vj admits an E-triangle Vj — W/ — V; --» where W} € W and Vj € W", we
have a commutative diagram

v ——
ZpoVve —2 Ly /-

Y1
H @ |
Zp®Ve —=ZcoWal—=Vy- - >

* ok I \

S ‘

Y Al
where o is a section since E(W{, Zp® V) = 0. Then Y’ ~ Zg &V @ W},. Since E(Z¢, V) = 0, there
is a morphism ¢} : Zc — Y’ such that y19) = 1. Hence Z¢ is a direct summand of Y’, which implies
that Z¢ is a direct summand of Zp in Z/[W). Hence Zg ~ Z¢ in Z/[W] and Z; is an isomorphism. [0

By Proposition 3.18 and the universal property of the localization functor Lz : B — B/(thickW), we
get the following commutative diagram:

B < Z/[W].
B/ (thickW)
The following lemma is important. The proof is an analogue of [BM, Lemma 3.5], so we omit it.
('s)
Lemma 3.19. (1) Let X be any object in B and M € thickW. Then X —— X ® M is invertible

in B/(thickW), its inverse is X & M Ux 0,
B/(thickW).
(2) Let f, ' € Homs(B,C). If f =0, then f + f' = [ in B/(thickW).

This lemma has a useful conclusion.

X. This implies that (1x 0) is also invertible in

Corollary 3.20. Let M’ — A 2> B --> be an E-triangle with M’ € thickW. Then g is invertible.

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram

M’ A—7 -
O

I 1B B——>
l |

XM ——==3%XM'
! |

I I
\: \
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with I € Z. Since ¥M’ € thickW, A @ I ® B becomes invertible in B/(thick)V). By Lemma

3.19, I® B 01, B is invertible in B/(thickW), we can get that (01) (%) = g is also invertible in

g
B/(thickW). O
Remark 3.21. Let f: B — C be any morphism in R. In the following commutative diagrams,
BBt Up——» VB g, Popt__»
e T S
ct zC
C —=-Ct——=Us—-> Ve > Zo —5CT—— >

iJr is invertible. Moreover, by Corollary 3.20, zp and 2z, are invertible.

Lemma 3.22. Let f : B — C be any morphism in R. Then we have the following commutative diagram
in B/(thickW)

ct zgl
C —= (Ot —== Zc

o e |

B——= BT ——=7p
bt 25t
2 Zp

where z : Z¢ — Zp is a morphism in Z such that 7 = G(f)~ .

Proof. By Proposition 3.18, G(f) = %y is invertible, let Z = G(f)™!. Then 1z, — z;z factors through
W, by Lemma 3.19, we have 1, = zyz. By the following commutative diagram

B pr <t g,

fl lf* lzf
C —+> CJF <ZL ZC
(&3
we have fTzpz = zcz52. By applying Lz to this equation, we get i"’ng = Z¢, then gal = ggl(i*')*l.
Hence we have the following commutative diagram.

ct 251
C—= (Ot ——» Zc

lfl l(f)*l l_

B—— Bt ——=7p

+ —1
b zZp

We now give the proof of Theorem 3.14.

Proof of Theorem 3.14. We show that H is an equivalence. Since G|z is identical on objects, we know
that H is dense. We show that H is faithful.
X ﬂn*l ﬁn

Let @ : B — C be any morphism in B/(thickW). It has the form B Poy py 24 - D, = C
where (3; is a morphism f; or a morphism &*1 with g; € R. We have a commutative diagram

B Bo D, B1 o Brn-1 D, Bn C
o] ] e
) 21 Zn-1 Zp
ZB 7 e Zn Zo
where Z; € Z and z; are morphisms in Z by Lemma 3.22. Denote 2921 - - - zn—12n, by (, we have

a = (c")1z¢(z5'b". If there exists a morphism o : B — C in B/(thickW) such that H(a) = H(d/),
since we also have o/ = (g"’)_lgcggl_gl@r with some ¢’ € Homp(Zp, Z¢), we can get that { = H(¢) =
H({') = (. Hence ¢ — ¢’ factors through W, which implies ¢=¢". Thus a =«
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Finally we show that H is full. Let v : H(B) — H(C) be any morphism. By Lemma 3.22 we can

get that v = Z where z is a morphism in Z. Since we have the following commutative diagram in
B/ (thickW):

bt

B—> DBt <2 7, =H(B)

1=

ol

we have H(a) = H(cH) " 'H(zo)H(2)H(zp) 'H(bT). Since H(ct) = H(zo) = 1z. and H(b")
H(zp) = 1z, by Remark 3.17, we obtain that H(a) = H(z) = Z, hence H is full.

Since we also have the following commutative diagram

Lz

\’7* B B/ (thickW)
2w

where 7 is the embedding functor and 7 is the canonical quotient functor, we have the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 3.23. F is the quasi-inverse of H.

Proof. By definition we can get HF = Idz,py). Let f : B — C be any morphism in B. Then

H(f) z
FH(B) —> FH(C) is just Zg — Z¢. From the following commutative diagram

(") tzp
FH(B) —(— B
FH(i)l f
FH(C) —— c
(ct)
we get that FFH = Idg(thickw)- -

We give an example of our silting reduction.

Example 3.24. Let @ be the following infinite quiver:

Z;> 4—> 3—> 2—;71—>O—>1—>2—>3—>4_>...

Let A = kQ/(zixiy12Tiq2,1 # 4k, Tapxar11). Then the AR-quiver of modA is the following.

*x x K *x K K *x K K *x x K

FAYAYAN AVAVARAVAYANAYAVAN
WAAWVVWAAAAAAAN

The additive closure of the indecomposable objects denoted by % and the only object denoted by & form
a silting subcategory in modA, denote it by S. We denote the additive closure of the indecomposable
objects in % by W, it is presilting and (WY, W), (-1 W, W") are cotorsion pairs. The indecomposable
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objects in Z / [W] are denoted by # in the diagram:

A AN A AR
\AAAAANAAAAAANAAN

S is a silting subcategory in Z and the object denoted by & is a silting object in Z/[W]. Moreover,

any subcategory consisted by the direct sums of objects denoted by % and one fixed object denoted by
& is a silting subcategory in both Z and B.

4. THE TRIANGLE EQUIVALENCE
In this section, we show that B/(thickW) has a natural triangulated structure.

Proposition 4.1. Let A% B % C --» be any E-triangle in B. There is a commutative diagram

A—*t.pt.¢

-

LA —>=2Zp—Zc
Za 2y

in B/(thickW), where Za =N Zp Z:y> ZE; admits the following commutative diagram in 2Z:

ZA—>W—>ZA<1>77>-

where W € W and Za = G(A).

Proof. We have the following commutative diagrams
T .5 ¥

A—>B—Ys(C-—-» At "2 =B C———»
T U
—>§—>C——> A+—>§+—>(C’+)’77>
) L
3 | Us U

I
v v | |

\ \

(VE) = (V) (VP) = (VP
RSN LA S S ST
‘ lg lzc al z“al H
At Bt (CT) — — > AT —— (BT) _>ZC,,>
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where Us,Uz € WY, (VY (VB) e WA, a™,bT are minimal left (W-)-approximations and z¢, 25 are
minimal right (+WV)-approximations. Then we have the following commutative diagram.

A—2.B ‘ C
<a>*1a+l: :l(z“érl@)*fz?*? zl(%)*%*)'
Z4—Zp — Zeo

2y Zy

We also have the following commutative diagram

VA—>ZA£>A+——>
(VB)/—>Z42—7>A+——>
VA—>ZAi>A+——>

where z4 is a minimal right (+WW)-approximation. Hence sr is an isomorphism and Z4 is a direct
summand of Z4. For convenience, we can assume that sr = 1. On the other hand, Z4 is a direct
summand of Z4 ® V4 since 1 — rs factors through V4. Thus Z4 ~ Z4 & W4 with W4 € W. Let

24 (L)> Z4@® WA be an isomorphism and Z4 & wA M> 24 be its inverse. We have the following

commutative diagram.

Zx

74
(i)l (5 %) l (04 0) J’

ZpdWA—SFWa e WA = Z4(1) — — >

“””’l l(é?) lb

Zp——-sWs WA —= Z4(1) — - >

(“%%) (va 0)

For convenience, we denote morphism ba by Z. (I

Remark 4.2. Denote F o (1) o H by [1]. Note that for any object A, A[1] = Z4(1) in B/(thickW). We

have the following commutative diagram in B/(thickW)

. 27) (et
A—tsptoo— Al
Zp—Zp — Zc —— Za(1)

2z Zy z

where Zy =5 Zp -2 Zo = Z (1) is a distinguished triangle in Z/[W)]. Moreover, ((za) ta™)[1] =

Lam

Definition 4.3. We call a sequence X = Y LNy X[1] a triangle in B/(thick/V) if we have an
commutative diagram in B/ (thickW)

X ==Y Z X[1]

Nllpl ngm N‘/ws E\L@lﬂ
A B C Al
z ¥ Z(ze) " Hh) —

where the second row is induced by an E-triangle A = B £ C' --» as in Proposition 4.1. The triangles
induced by E-triangles in B are called distinguished triangles in B/(thickW).
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Theorem 4.4. B/(thickW) is a triangulated category with triangles defined in Definition /.3 and shift
functor [1]. Moreover, the equivalence H is a triangle equivalence.

Proof. We know M = F o (1) o H is an auto-equivalence. Moreover, by Proposition 3.23, we have
[JoF=Fo(l)yand Ho[l] = (1)o H.

~ Since HF =1dz /), and F' is identical on objects, the image of Z/[WV] is a triangulated subcategory
in B/(thickW) with shift functor [1]|z and distinguished triangles which are induced by the images of

triangles in Z/[W)]. Since Z is dense in B/(thickW), by definition and Proposition 4.1, any triangle in

B/(thickW) is isomorphic to the image of a triangle in Z/[W)]. To show that B/(thickWV) is triangulated,
we only need to check that any morphism X < Y in B/(thickW) admits a triangle X = Y 5z
X11].

By the proof of Theorem 3.14, we have the following commutative diagram

X—2-Y

z;ler\Lg zlz;lzﬁr

E2Y

where z; € Homg(Zx, Zy). 21 admits the following commutative diagram

ZxﬁWXﬁZX<1>77>
4
ZYZ—2>Z—ZS>Z)(<1>77>-

with Wx € W and Z € Z. Then we have the following commutative diagram

1 Zo *
ngZy@Wxng77>
H | |-
ZX WX Zx<1>——>

which induces a distinguished triangle Zx =% Zy =2 Z —2 Zx(1) in B/(thickW). Then we have a
commutative diagram.

o 222y Y —z3
X Y A Xm
ZXIerlz zlzyly+ H H
Zx ——=Zy . Z Zx(1)
£1 £2 —Z3
zzgtat
X

Note that (z;{lz*)m = lxp, we find that the sequence X Ly = =— 7 = X[1] is the triangle

we need. O
By Lemma 3.9, Corollary 3.13, Theorem 3.14 and Theorem 4.4, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the presilting subcategories in BB/ (thickW)
and the presilting subcategories in B which contain W. This correspondence also induces a one-to-one
correspondence between the silting subcategories in B/(thickW) and the silting subcategories in B which
contain W.

5. SILTING SUBCATEGORIES VS TILTING SUBCATEGORIES

In this section, we discuss the relation between silting categories and tilting subcategories. This gives
us a kind of important examples of the results in Section 3 and Section 4.

Lemma 5.1. Let A — B — C --» be an E-triangle. Then we have
id A <max{id B,idC + 1}, id B < max{id 4,id C},id C < max{id B,id A — 1}, and
pd A <max{pd B,pdC — 1}, pd B < max{pd A,pd C}, pdC < max{pd A+ 1,pd B}.



SILTING REDUCTION IN EXTRIANGULATED CATEGORIES 19

Proof. This follows directly from the exact sequence in Lemma 2.6. O

We give the following definition of tilting subcategories in extriangulated categories, which is sightly
different from [ZhZ, Defintion 7]. Note that by [ZhZ, Remark 4], the tilting subcategory defined in [ZhZ,
Defintion 7] also satisfies the following definition.

Definition 5.2. A subcategory T of B is called partial n-tilting (n > 1) if the following hold.

(P1) pdT <mn.

(P2) EY(7,7)=0,i=1,2,...,n.

A partial n-tilting subcategory 7T is called n-tilting if the following holds.

(P3) PCT,.

Any partial n-tilting (resp. n-tilting) subcategory is simply called a partial tilting (resp. tilting)
subcategory. An object T is called an n-tilting object if add7T" is an n-tilting subcategory. The notion
of m-cotilting subcategories can be defined dually.

Remark 5.3. If B is the category of finitely generated modules of a finite-dimensional algebra, then the
n-tilting objects in B are exactly the n-tilting modules. But if B is a (non-zero) triangulated category,
then there is no non-zero tilting subcategory of B because in this case P = {0} and for any non-zero
subcategory T of B, we have pd 7T = oc.

We have the following observation.

Lemma 5.4. Any partial tilting subcategory of B is presilting. If T C thickP, then any tilting subcategory
of B 1is silting in thickP.

Proof. Conditions (P1) and (P2) imply that E¢(7,7) = 0 for any ¢ > 0. Then the first assertion
holds. Conditions (P1) and (P3) imply that thick’? = thick7. So by Lemma 2.13, the second assertion
holds. (]

Proposition 5.5. Let T be a partial n-tilting subcategory in B. Consider the following conditions:
(a) T is contravariantly finite and n-tilting;
(b) (TV,T%) is a cotorsion pair;
(c) T is an n-tilting subcategory.
We have (a)=(b)=(c).
Proof. (a)=(b): Let T be a contravariantly finite n-tilting subcategory. By [MDZH, Proposition 4.3],
we only need to show that:

(1) B=(TH)".
(2) Any object V € T+ admits an E-triangle V! — T — V --» with T € T,V' € T+.
(1) For any B € B, since B has enough injectives, we have the following E-triangles
Bi1—1;—>B;--», i=1,...,n,
with I; € Z and By = B. By Lemma 2.6, there are exact sequences
0=FE(T,I,) = E(T,B;) = " (T,B;1) = /" YT, 1) =0, 1 <i<n,j>1
Hence we have isomorphisms
E/(T,B;) 2B YT, Bi—1), 1 <i<n,j>1.

Since pd T < n, we have E/T1(T, By) = 0 for any j > n. So by induction, we have E/(T, B,,) = 0 for
any j > 1. This implies that B,, € T+. Since Z C T+, we have B € (T+)V. Hence B = (T+)".

(2) Any object V € T+ admits a deflation P £ V with P € P. Since T is an n-tilting subcategory,
we have E-triangles

Ri “5 Ty — Ry --», ,i=0,1,...,n—1
where Ry = P,T; € T, R, € T. By Lemma 2.6, there are exact sequences
0=F(T;,T+) = BN (R;, T+) = BT (R, TH) = BTN (T, TH) =0, 0<i<n,j>1.
Hence we have isomorphisms

EI(R;, TH) 2 BTN (Rigr, TH), 0<i<m,j>1.
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Since E"(R,,,T+) = 0, by induction, we have E(R;,7+) = 0. It follows that ro is a left (7T)-
approximation of Ry = P. Hence there exists a morphism ty : 7o — V such that p = tyry. Using
condition (WIC), we get that to is a deflation. Since 7 is contravariantly finite, V' admits a right 7-
approximation ¢t : T — V, then to factors through ¢ with 7' € 7. Again by condition (WIC), we get
that ¢ is a deflation. So there is an E-triangle

VST Lv--s.

Since t is a right T-approximation and 7 is partial tilting, we have that V' € 711. By Lemma 2.6,
there are exact sequences

0=FE(T,T)— E(T,V) = EFT(T, V) = EFTYT,T)=0, i >1,
which implies that E*(7,V’) =0, i > 2. Hence V' € T+.
(b)=>(c): If (TV,T+) is a cotorsion pair, then by Lemma 2.10 (4), we have P C TV. So any object
P € P admits E-triangles
R, - T, — Ri—i—l -+, 1=0,1,....n—1,
with Ry = P,T; € T. By Lemma 2.6, there are exact sequences
0=FE(TY,T_;) = E(TY,Ru_iz1) = ETYTY,Ry_y) = BN TV, T,_)) =0, i=1,2,...n

which implies B (T, Rp—i41) £ EFY(TY, R,—;),i = 1,2,...,n. Since E"*1(TV, Ry) = 0 by (P1), we get
that E(7V, R,) = 0. So we have R,, € T+ by Lemma 2.10 (1). Since by definition, R,, also lies in 7,
we can get R, € TV NT+L = T. It follows that P € 7,”. Hence (P3) holds. O

Let silt B (resp. tilt B) be the class of all the silting (resp. tilting) subcategories in 5.

Theorem 5.6. The following statements hold.
(1) If for any object B € B we have pd B < 0o, then silt B D tilt B.
(2) If pd B < oo, then silt B = tilt B.
(3) If there exists an object X of B such that pd X = oo, then silt BN tilt B = 0.

Proof. (1) If any object B € B has finite projective dimension, then thick? = B. By Lemma 5.4, we get
the assertion.

(2) If pd B = n < o0, by (1), we only need to show silt B C tilt B. Let S € silt B. Then S is a
partial tilting subcategory. By Theorem 2.14, (§Y,8") is a cotorsion pair. By the proof of “(b)=-(c)”
in Proposition 5.5, we can get that P C SY. Hence by definition, S is a tilting subcategory.

(3) If there is an object having infinity projective dimension, then thick’? C B. This means that for
any subcategory S of B, thickS = thick’P and thickS = B can not hold at the same time. It follows that
there is no subcategory which is both silting and tiling. O

We are interested in the case when B contains a tilting-cotilting subcategory, which gives an important
example of the results in Section 4. We generalize [BR, Definition 7.2.1] to extriangulated categories.

Definition 5.7. B is called Gorenstein if pdZ < co and id P < oo.
By definition, we have the following observation.
Remark 5.8. If B is Gorenstein, then P and Z are tilting-cotilting subcategories of B.

Consider the following condition.
(AF): Either B is an abelian category, or P is covariantly finite and Z is contravariantly finite.

We have the following lemma.
Lemma 5.9. Let T be a partial tilting subcategory in B. Under the condition (AF), if B is Gorenstein,
then the following are equivalent:

(1) T is a tilting subcategory;
(2) (TV,T+) is a cotorsion pair;
(8) T is a cotilting subcategory;
(4) (AT, T") is a cotorsion pair.
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Proof. (1)=(4): By Lemma 5.4, we have thick7 = thickP. Since B is Gorenstein, we have thickP? =
thickZ which has enough projectives and enough injectives. Then by Lemma 2.13, P, Z and T are silting
subcategories in thick?. So by Theorem 2.14, (T, T") is a cotorsion pair in thick?. We claim that
(+P,thickP) is a cotorsion pair in B. Indeed, if B is an abelian category, this is due to [BR, Theorem
7.2.2]. If P is covariantly finite, since by Remark 5.8, P is cotilting in B, by the dual of Proposition 5.5,
we have that (P, P = thickP) is a cotorsion pair. Thus, we finish the proof of the claim. Then 7 is
covariantly finite in B. Hence by the dual of [CZZ, Proposition 3.4], (+7,T") is a cotorsion pair in B.

(4)=(3): By Lemma 5.1, we have id 7 <id P < co. Then (3) follows from the dual of Proposition 5.5.

(3)=(2): this is the dual of the proof of “(1)=(4)".

(2)=(1): it follows from Proposition 5.5. O

Remark 5.10. If one of P and Z contains finitely many indecomposable non-isomorphic objects, then
by [AT, Proposition 5.8], both of them contains finitely many indecomposable non-isomorphic objects.
So in this case, assumption (AF) holds.

The following criterion on B having tilting-cotilting subcategories is a generalization of a result of
Happel-Unger [HU, Lemma 1.3] and a result of [XZZ, Theorem 2.6].

Theorem 5.11. Under assumption (AF), the following are equivalent:
(1) B is Gorenstein;
(2) any tilting subcategory is cotilting;
(8) any cotilting subcategory is tilting;
(4) B has a tilting-cotilting subcategory.

Proof. “(2)=(4)”: Since P is a tilting subcategory of B, by (2) we have that P is cotilting. So we have
(4).
“(4)=(1)": By (4), there is an n-tilting, m-cotilting subcategory T in B. By definition every projec-
tive object P € P admits E-triangles
Ri%T%*)RiJrl --+,4=0,1,--- ,n—1
with Ry = P, T; € T,R, € T. Since id7 < m, by Lemma 5.1, we have id P < m + n. Hence
id P < m + n. Dually, we have pdZ < m + n, too. Thus, we get (1).

“(1)=(2)”: this follows directly from Lemma 5.9.
Dually, one can show the implications (1)=-(3)=(4)=(1). O

By Theorem 3.14, Theorem 4.4, Proposition 5.5 and its dual, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 5.12. Let T be a tilting subcategory of B. If B is Gorenstein and satisfies condition (AF),
then we have the following triangle equivalences:

LP/[P] ~ B/(thickP) = B/(thickT) = B/(thickZ) ~ I+ /[T] ~ (T+ n+T)/[T].

Let A be a Gorenstein algebra and T be an n-tilting A-module. According to [H, Lemma 1.5], we
have D?(A)/K®(addT) = D*(A)/K®(proj A). By [H, Theorem 4.6], there is a triangle equivalence

Db(A)/Kb(proj A) ~ J‘A/[A].

Now applying the corollary above, we can get the following corollary, where the second equivalence
appeared in [CZ, Theorem 2.5].

Corollary 5.13. Let A be a Gorenstein algebra and T be an n-tilting A-module. We have the following
triangle equivalences:

mod A/ (thickT) ~ (TN +T)/[T] ~ D°(A)/K’(add T).
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