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1. Introduction

In an attempt to prove the finitistic dimension conjecture, Igusa and Todorov defined in ﬂﬁ] two ho-
mological functions from the objects of modA (the category of right finitely generated modules over an
Artin algebra A) to the natural numbers, which generalizes the notion of projective dimension. Using these
functions, they showed that the finitistic dimension of Artin algebras with representation dimension at most
three is finite. Nowadays, these functions are known as the Igusa-Todorov functions, usually denoted by ¢
and 1. Several recent works dedicated to the studying of these functions and their associated dimensions
show the growing relevance of the subject. For example, the functions were used as a tool to give a proof
of the finitistic dimension conjecture for some families of algebras (see e.g. ﬂﬂ, 39,551, [52, [54, @]) In M],
the authors show that given an Artin algebra A, such that its module category has at most three radical
layers of infinite projective dimension, then A has finite finitistic dimension. In @], the author proves that
Igusa-Todorov algebras verifies the finitistic dimension conjecture using the 1 function. In @] and @], the
authors show that under specific hypotheses, for a given finite finitistic dimensional algebras, some families
of subalgebras have finite finitistic dimension. Finally, in @], the author introduces a new function from the
bounded derived category of a finite dimensional algebra over a field to the set of natural numbers, which is
a generalized version of the Igusa-Todorov function. As an application, he gives a new proof of the finiteness
of the finitistic dimension of special biserial algebras.

We also believe that the study of the |%usa—Todorov functions is of intrinsic interest, motivated by diverse

articles on the subject (see e.g. m, @, ,@, @, @, @, @])

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this article, we work with connected Artin algebras. Let A be a connected Artin R-algebra
(for instance, a finite dimensional basic algebra defined over a field k). The category of finite dimensional
right A-modules will be denoted by modA, the indecomposable modules of A by indA, and the set of
isoclasses of simple A-modules by S(A) (for short S).

For an A-module M, addM C modA is the full subcategory formed by direct sums of the direct summands
of M, and we denote by Soc(M) its socle, by Top(M) its top, and by 11(M) its Loewy length. In particular,
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we use the notation Ay = Top(A). We also denote by P(M) and I(M) the projective cover and the
injective envelope of the A-module M, respectively. P4 (Za) is the full subcategory of projective (injective)
modules of modA. We denote by Sp, by Sy the projective simple modules and the injective simple modules,
respectively and by Sp =S\ (Sp U Sr).

Given M in modA, we denote its projective dimension by pd 4 (M), its injective dimension by id 4 (M),
and the n'"-syzygy by Q% (M). In case there is no possible misinterpretation, we denote them by pd(M),
id(M), and Q™ (M), respectively. We recall that the global dimension (finitistic dimension) of a subcategory
X C modA, which we denote by gldim(X) (findim(X)), is the supremum of the set of projective dimensions
of A-modules in X (of finite projective dimension). The global dimension can be a natural number or
infinite. In case X = modA we use the notations gldim(A4) and findim(A) instead of gldim(modA) and
findim(modA). We recall that repdim(A) < n if there is a f.g. module M such that gldim(End4(M)°P) <n
and add(M) contains all projective and all injective A-modules.

Let M and N be in modA, an homomorphism M 4y N of A-modules is called a radical map if gfh is not

an isomorphism for any N % X and X MM with X an indecomposable A-module. The set rad4 (M, N)
is the subset of Homy4 (M, N) formed by all radical maps.

We denote by C4 the abelian category of all R-functors F' : modA — modR. Let Ext’j (M, - ) be the
nt-left derived functor of Homa (M, - ). We denote by A the full subcategory of modA, also called stable
modules (see [2]), whose objects are those M € modA such that Ext’, (M, A) =0 for i > 1 and by GP4 the
full subcategory of modA whose objects are the Gorenstein projective modules. It is well known that GP4
is a subcategory of ~ A, see [57].

Let C be an additive category, a complex P® over C is a sequence of morphisms d’. between objects P?

i—1 i it1
inC: - Toe pic1 Zee pi _t piga -+ such that dp.d’5.! = 0. For a complex P*, [1] denotes
the shift functor, that is, P*[1]9 = P/*! and d;.[l] = —d" for any j € Z, and 7<;(P*) denotes a new
complex defined by 7<;(P*®)? = P for all j < i, and zero otherwise. The category of complexes over C with
chain maps is denoted by C(C). The homotopy category of complexes over C is denoted by K(C). The full
subcategory of I(C) consisting of bounded above (resp. bounded) complexes over C is denoted by K~ (C)
(resp. K®(C)). The full subcategory of K~ (C) consisting of complexes over C with only finitely many nonzero
cohomologies is denoted by K~+*(C). For a finite dimensional algebra A, D(modA) and D’(modA) are the
derived category and the derived category of bounded complexes over modA respectively. An object X in
D(modA) is said to be compact if Homp, 644, (X; -) commutes with direct sums. It is well known that

up to isomorphism the objects in K?(P4) are precisely all the compact objects in D(modA) (see [12]).
Consider C an abelian category and X°® a complex over C. The i-th cohomology group is denoted by

Hi(X*). A morphism f : X® — Y* of C(C) is a quasi-isomorphism if the induced morphisms H*(f) :

H'(X*) — H'(Y*) are isomorphisms for all i, and we say that X* is quasi-isomorphic to Y'* in this case.
A complex P*® over modA is called a radical complex if all of its differential maps are radical maps. For

convenience, we write RKSO(P4) = {P* € K—"(P4): P* is a radical complex with P/ = 0, for each j >

1}.

Remark 2.1. Two radical complexes are isomorphic in K(modA) if and only if they are isomorphic in

C(modA).

Thanks to Remark 2] we can define the projective dimension for an object P® in K~ (Pa), pd(P*)
sup{n: Q=" # 0, Q° is a radical complex in £~ (P4) and Q°® ~ P* in K~ (P4)} and pd(P*) =0 if P* =
in K= (Pa).

0
Remark 2.2. Let X*® be a bounded above complex over modA. It is known that there exists a radical complex
P%e € K= (Pa) such that Py. and X*® are quasi-isomorphic.

We can define pd(X®) = pd(P%.) and sup(X*®) = —max{i : Pi. # 0} by Remark Finally, the
homological width of X*® is defined as w(X*®) = —sup(X*®) + pd(X*).

The proofs of several results through this article use the following version of the Fitting’s lemma.
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Lemma 2.3. (Fitting’s Lemma) Let R be a noetherian ring. Consider a left R-module M and f €
Endg(M). Then, for any finitely generated R-submodule X of M, there is a non-negative integer

np(X) =min{k € N : fm(x) 1 f™(X) = f"T1(X), are isomorphic ¥Ym > k}.

Furthermore, for any R-submodule Y of X, we have that ny(Y) < ns(X).
If R is an Artin algebra and X = M there is a direct sum decomposition X =Y & Z so that Z = Ker f™
and Y =Imf™ for all m > ny(X).

If @ = (Qo,Q1,s,t) is a finite connected quiver, k@ denotes its path algebra. Given p a path in k@,
1(p), s(p) and t(p) denote the length, start and target of p respectively, as well P* (P=*) denotes the set of
paths of length equal (greater or equal) to k, for k € Z*. We say that a quiver Q is strongly connected if,
for every pair of vertices v,w € Qq, there is a path from v to w. Jg denotes the ideal of k() generated by
the arrows of ). In case there is no possible misinterpretation, we denote it by J. C" denotes the oriented
cycle graph with m vertices.

Definition 2.4. Given A a finite dimensional basic algebra, we denote the rule v by

v:S(A) — add(Top(A))
S — Soc(P(9)).

The following theorem due to Nakayama will be useful.

Theorem 2.5. ([E]) Let A be a finite dimensional basic algebra. The following statements are equivalent.

1. A is selfinjective.
2. The rule S — Soc(P(S)), defines a permutation v : S(A) — S(A).

In case A is a selfinjective algebra, we call v the Nakayama Permutation of A.

3. Igusa-Todorov functions

3.1. First concepts

We recall the definition of ¢ and v, see ﬂﬁ], the Tgusa-Todorov functions (from now on IT-functions),
and some basic properties of them. We also remind the definition of the ¢-dimension and -dimension for
any subcategory of modA.

Definition 3.1. ([33]) Let Ko(A) be the abelian group generated by all symbols [M], with M € modA,
modulo the relations

1. [M]—[M')—[M"]if M= M & M”,

2. [P] for each projective module P.

Let € : Ko(A) — Ko(A) be the group endomorphism induced by 2, and let K;(4) = Q(K;_1(A)) =
.. = QY(Ko(A)). If M is a finitely generated A-module, then (addM) denotes the subgroup of Kg(A)

generated by the classes of indecomposable summands of M. Given a finitely generated subgroup G of
Ko(A), we define g (G) as in Lemma 23] (Fitting’s Lemma).

Definition 3.2. ([@]) The (right) Igusa-Todorov function ¢4 of M € modA is defined as:

pa(M) :=ng({(addM)) = min {l : QA|QLA+S(<addM>) is a monomorphism, for all s > 0} .

We define dually the left Igusa-Todorov ¢ function for an Artin algebra A as the right Igusa-Todorov
function ¢ 40r. In case there is no possible misinterpretation, we denote by ¢ the Igusa-Todorov function ¢ 4.

As we already observed, Igusa and Todorov defined in ﬂﬁ] this homological function from the objects of
modA to the natural numbers, which generalizes the notion of projective dimension. The first item in the
following proposition shows this property.



Proposition 3.3. (Lemma 3.4 of 1@] and Lemma 1.2 l@]) If M, N € modA, then we have the following.

L ¢(M) = pd(M) if pd(M) < oo
2. ¢(M)=0if M € indA and pd(M) = co.
5 60 (M o )
4. ¢ (M*) = (M) for k > 1.
5. ) & gt 1.
Proof. For statements 1-4 see [33], and for 5 see [32). O

Now, we introduce the definition of the second Igusa-Todorov function . There are two main purposes
to define this second notion. First, to assemble the measure of finitistic dimensions of subcategories with
the first IT-function ¢. Second, just the next function serves as a bound in the main Theorem [3.9] of ﬂﬁ]

Definition 3.4. ([33]) The (right) Igusa-Todorov function 14 of M € modA is defined as
Ya(M) = ¢pa(M) + sup{pd(N) : Q?2D (M) = N & N’ and pd(N) < co}.

We define dually the left Igusa-Todorov 1 function for an Artin algebra A as the right Igusa-Todorov
function 1 40p. In case there is no possible misinterpretation, we denote by ¢ the Igusa-Todorov function
1 4. This second function, which also generalizes the projective dimension, has good properties and is an
interesting homological measure.

Proposition 3.5. (Proposition 3.5 of [@] and Lemma 1.3 of l@/} If M, N € modA, then we have the

following.
(M) = pd(M) if pd(M) < oo,
Y(M) =04 M €indA and pd(M) = co.
1/;(M) <Pp(MON).
- Y(MF) = (M) for k > 1.
If N is a direct summand of Q™(M) where n < ¢(M) and pd(N) < co, then pd(N) +n < (M).
(M) < (M) + 1.

Proof. For statements 1-5 see [33], and for 6 see [37)]. O

—

_@g’.n»lkww

Definition 3.6. (l@]) Let A be an Artin algebra, and C a full subcategory of modA. We define
¢dim(C) = sup{p(M) : M € ObC}, and ¢dim(C) = sup{y(M) : M € ObC}.
In particular, we denote by
¢pdim(A) = ¢pdim(modA), and ¥dim(A) = dim(modA).
It is easy to see that the following inequalities hold for an Artin algebra A:

findim(A4) < ¢dim(A4) < pdim(A4) < gldim(A) (3.1)

dim(A) < 2.¢dim(A).

In particular, the finiteness of the ¢-dimension is equivalent to the finiteness of the ¢-dimension, and
this implies the finiteness of the finitistic dimension.

Remark 3.7. e Using Propositions and [F3, items 3. and 4., then ¢(M) = ¢dim(addM) and
(M) = ypdim(addM), for all M € modA.

e Recall that given a subcategory C C modA, C is of finite representation type if there exists N € modA,
such that for all M € C, M € addN. If C is of finite representation type then ¢dim(C) < co.
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The following proposition can be obtained using simple linear algebra arguments. See Proposition 3.6 of

f41]).

Proposition 3.8. (Proposition 3.6 of [{1]) Let M € modA such that Q(M) € addM. If M = @Mf‘l is
i=1

the decomposition into indecomposable A-modules of M, then ¢p(M) < n.

3.2. Igusa-Todorov’s Theorem
Given a short exact sequence in modA:

0 M’ M M 0

it is well known that pd(M") < pd(M’'@® M)+ 1. In particular, the inequality is helpful if two of (and then)
the three modules have finite projective dimensions. The following theorem generalizes the above inequality
using the second IT-function. It is the main Theorem of ﬂﬁ] It needs only one module with finite projective
dimension.

Theorem 3.9. (Theorem 1.4 of [33]) Suppose that 0 M M M 0 is a short exact
sequence of f.g. A-modules and M" has finite projective dimension. Then pd(M") < (M’ & M) + 1.

We offer the proof for the convenience of the reader. The proof given here (see @]) is slightly different
from the one provided in [33].

Proof. Let r = pd(M"). Since pd(M") < oo then Q'([M']) = Q!([M]) for some I > 0. Let n = min{l :
QUM') = QY([M])}, then n < pd(M") and since [M],[M’] € (add(M @ M')) we have n < ¢(M & M').
The n-th syzygy of our short exact sequence gives an exact sequence of the form:

t g9

0——=XoP

X®Q Q" (M") —— 0 (3.2)

where P and @ are projectives and the map ¢ is given by the following matrix
(/M
hy hs )
Since f € End(X), by Lemma [Z3] we have the decomposition X = Y @ Z and the map f can be

represented by
_( fu O
F= ( 0 o

where v : Z — Z is nilpotent and f1; : Y — Y is an isomorphism.
We now apply the functor Hom( -, M) to the short exact sequence ([B:2]) and we obtain the following long
exact sequence:
o k41 1
Ext’ (X, M)—2> Ext’ (X, M)—Z> ExtiH (Qn (M), M)22s Exti (X, M) BxtiHU (X, M), k> 1.
0 0
0 Bk

nilpotent for all £k > 1, because « is nilpotent.

where 5, = ), Br = Exth (a, M), 61, = Ext¥ (f11, M) and A1 = Ext®T! (g, M). Note that gy, is

Claim: pd(Z) < oo.

Since Ext’, (Q™(M"), M) = 0 for all j > r—n we have that 7 is an epimorphism for £ > r—n—1. Hence
B is also an epimorphism for k > r —n — 1 and since Sy, is nilpotent, then Ext*(Z, M) =0for k >r—n—1
for all M € modA, and follows the claim.

Claim: pd(Q™(M")) < pd(Z) + 1.
Suppose Ext T (Q™(M"), M) # 0. Hence o, # 0 or Ay # 0.
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e Note that o), # 0 implies vz, B¢ are not epimorphisms. As a consequence Ext®(Z, M) # 0.

e Note that A\gy1 # 0 implies k11, Srar1 are not monomorphisms. As a consequence Ext’fl(Z, M) #0.

We conclude that Ext®™(Q"(M"), M) # 0 implies Ext® (Z, M) # 0 or Ext%™(Z, M) # 0 and follows
the claim.

Since Z is a direct summand of Q™ (M & M'), pd(Z) < oo and n < ¢(M & M'), by Proposition B we
have pd(Z) +n < (M @ M'). Finally, by the second claim, we deduce that pd(M"”) < y(M o M')+1. O

J. Cappa (UNS, Argentina) gave the following two examples. The first example shows that the ¢ function
cannot be changed by the ¢ function in Theorem B9 which cannot be got the upper bound using the second
function. In fact the following example shows that for all n € N there exists an Artin algebra A(n) and a short
exact sequence in modA(n) 0 X Y M 0 such that n(1+¢(X@Y)) < pd(M) < cc.

Example 3.10. (J. Cappa) Let A(n) = @, where @ is given by:

~

2
o\
1 B 308y 05 Qont1

and I = (y*; yag; Bos; ajoipr, 1< < 2n).

2n + 2

Consider the short exact sequence 0 So 521;553 S1 0. It is easy to prove that
pd(S1) = 2n+ 1, and on the other hand (Ss) = S @ S3 = Q(gHs-), hence ¢(Ss ® g ) = 1. O

The following example shows that the projective dimension cannot be changed by the ¢ function in Theorem
B39 if we remove the finite projective dimension hypothesis of the third module in the exact sequence. In
fact the following example shows that for all n € N there exists an Artin algebra B(n) and a short exact

sequence in modB(n) 0 X Y M 0 such that n(1+ (X @Y)) < (M) < oc.
Example 3.11. (J. Cappa) Let B(n) = ﬂ:‘]—%, where @ is given by:
1 \ 2 e n+1 n -+ 2
n+4

e

Consider the short exact sequence 0 — Py4q4 — Iyqa — S1® Spys — 0. It is clear that Q(S1) = So @ P14,
Qk(Sl) = SkJrl if k= 2, ey ny and QnJrl(Sl) = SnJrQ = Pn+2. On the other hand Q(Sn+3> = Sn+3 D Pn+4.
Hence ¢(S1 @ Sp+3) = n+ 2. The module I,,;4 is indecomposable and pd([,,+4) = oo, then ¢(I,+4) =
d(In+a) = 0. Therefore n = n(1 + Y(Prya B Inta)) < ¢(S1® Spy3) =n+1. O

n -+

The next corollary follows from Theorem B0 See also [54], Lemma 4.1.

Corollary 3.12. (Remark 1.5 of [33]) Suppose that 0 M’ M M 0 s a short
exact sequence of f.qg. A-modules, then:




1. if pd(M) < oo, pdM < (M’ & Q(M")) +1,
2. if pd(M') < oo, pdM’ < P(QM) & QM")) + 1.

Proof. 1. From the short exact sequence, we get the following commutative diagram with exact rows and
columns:

0 M M= M 0
| |
0 0 0

Then, applying the Theorem to the short exact sequence obtained as the middle column, we get:
pd(M) < Pp(QUM")e M' & Py(M")) +1=y(QM")e M') + 1.

2. Just apply 1. to the short exact sequence obtained as middle column in the last diagram.

3.8. Applications of Igusa-Todorov’s Theorem to the finitistic dimension conjecture

As a consequence of Theorem [3.9] the main result of ﬂﬁ], the finiteness of the finitistic dimension was
proved for some classes of algebras.

We start reminding a technical Corollary of Theorem Consider M € modA with 1I(M) = 2

then 0 —— T —— P(M)/rad*P(M) — M — 0 is exact, where T is a semisimple module. As a
consequence, we have the next result.

Corollary 3.13. (Corollary 1.6 of l@/) If M is a f.g. A-module with W(M) = 2 and finite projective
dimension, then

pd(M) < ¢(A/radA @ A/(radA)?) + 1.

It follows now the finiteness of the finitistic dimension for every radical cube zero algebra A, from
Corollary BI3l and the fact that every module in Q(modA) has Loewy length less or equal to 2.

Corollary 3.14. (Corollary 1.7 of l@]) Suppose that A is an Artin algebra with (radA)3 = 0, then

findim(A) < ¢(A/radA @ A/(radA)?) + 2.
But the main consequence that Igusa and Todorov obtained in ﬂﬁ] using their functions is the following.
Corollary 3.15. (Corollary 1.9 of [33]) If repdim(A) < 3 then findim(A) < cc.
In 1994 Y. Wang used Igusa-Todorov’s second function to prove in @] the following result.

Theorem 3.16. (Theorem 3 of ,@/} Suppose A is a left artinian ring with J*+1 =0 and % is of finite
representation type. Then findim(A) < co.



Proof. Use Corollary 312 O

The next result, obtained by D. Xu, follows from an analogous mathematical construction.

Proposition 3.17. (Corollary 4.3 of 1@]) Let A be a finite dimension algebra given by a quiver with
relations. Suppose that I is a nilpotent ideal of A such that Irad(A) = 0 and A/I is a monomial algebra.
Then findim(A) < oco.

Now, let us recall the definition of Igusa-Todorov algebras introduced in ﬂﬂ] by J. Wei.

Definition 3.18. ([51]) Let A be an Artin algebra and n be a non-negative integer. Then A is said to be
n-Igusa-Todorov (n-IT for short) if there exists an A-module V' such that for any A-module M there is an
exact sequence

5: 0 Vi Vs Q" (M) —=0

with Vo, Vi € addV. When such a module exists, it is called a n-Iqusa-Todorov module (an n-IT module for
short).

Note that the above is equivalent to the definition given in [51]. As can be seen, this definition was given
to obtain the following result, using the central theorem of [33].

Theorem 3.19. (Theorem 2.3 of m]) Let A be an n-Igusa-Todorov algebra. Then, the finitistic dimension
of A is finite.

Proof. It follows from Corollary B12 applied to ¢ and the fact that pd(M) < n + pd(Q"(M)).
O

In ﬂﬂ] J. Wei suggests that every Artin algebra could be n-Igusa-Todorov, for some n € N. However,
this is not true, as T. Conde observes in her doctoral dissertation HE]

3.4. Gaps for the ¢ function

Given an Artin algebra A, we say that a value ¢ € N, with ¢ < ¢dim(A), is admissible for A if there
exists an A-module M such that ¢(M) = ¢t. If ¢t < ¢dim(A) is not admissible for A, we say that there is a
gap at t for A. Note that the notion of gap makes no sense for the finitistic dimension, i.e. if there exists a
module M with 0 < pd(M) =n < oo, then pd(Q(M)) =n —iif 0 <i < n.

Observe that 0 is always an admissible value, and if ¢dim(A) is finite, then ¢dim(A), by definition, is
admissible. The following theorem proves the existence of some other admissible values. The proof in El‘]
of the first statement uses the Nakayama’s rule. See Theorem 2.5

Theorem 3.20. (Theorem 4.4 of m/) Let A be a finite dimensional algebra. If ¢dim(A) > 0, then 1 € N
is an admissible value for A. If also ¢pdim(A) is finite, then ¢dim(A) — 1 € N is an admissible value for A.

However, algebras can have gaps, as the following example shows.
Example 3.21. (Example 6.6 of ﬂﬂ]) Let A= “‘J—?, where @ is the following quiver:

1/

A1 10N
VaNVaN!

Since Sp = S(A), by Corollary L3l we have ¢dim(A4) = ¢(©ges(4)S) + 1 = 7. By easy computations we
have that there is no A-module M such that ¢(M) = 2. On the other hand, by Theorem[@.3] ¢pdim(A°P) = 7.
But A°? has no gaps (see ﬂﬂ]) Hence, the existence of gaps is not symmetric.
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A very surprising connection between these concepts and the finitistic dimension conjecture follows.

Theorem 3.22. (Theorem 4.1 of m]) If A is an Artin algebra with a gap at t, then the finitistic dimension
conjecture holds for A.

Proof. Since the finitistic dimension has no gaps, using Proposition [3.3] we get the result because

findim(A) < t < ¢dim(A).

4. Algebras of Q™-finite representation type

Let A be an Artin algebra. We say that A is of Q"-finite representation type if Q" (modA) is of finite
representation type (see Section 3.1). If A is not of ™-finite representation type for any n € N we say that
A is of Q*°-infinite representation type.

Examples of algebras of !'-finite representation type are:

e Special biserial algebras,
e Radical square zero algebras, and

e Truncated path algebras.

Monomial algebras are of 2?-finite representation type (see @]), but not of Q!-finite representation type
in general.

Theorem 4.1. (Theorem 3.2 of 1@/) If A is an Artin algebra of Q"-finite representation type, then
ddim(A) < oo and Pdim(A4) < oco.

Proof. Given M € modA, then ¢(M) < n+ ¢(Q*(M)), Vn € N by Proposition B3l Now by Remark B.7]
and the hypothesis, there exists k € N such that ¢(M) < n+ ¢(Q"(M)) < n+k < oo for each M € modA.
|

The following example shows that for every n € N there exists an algebra of (2"-finite representation
type but not of Q" !-finite representation type.

Example 4.2. Let A = @ be the finite dimensional algebra, given by @ :

(o5} (%) [0%:1 Qp
~ 7 T~ T~ —_—
B1 B2 B3 Bn
and I = (;fit1, Biciy1, aiiyr — Bifiyr, fori=1,...,n—1).

Consider MSJ\ the following A-modules for k =1,...,n, A\, u € k and Top(Mny)\) = Sk.

0 0 0 ja e 0 0 0
oA T ~—T — e D~ —_— 7 o~
0 0 0 Al 0 0 0

Then Q(Mf,) = M*{} and Q(MF,) = MFT, for k =1,...,n— 1, X € k and Q(M] ) = Po1 for
A\, i € k. Hence A is of Q" F!-finite representation type but not of Q"-finite representation type.



4.1. Radical square zero algebras

Given a finite quiver @, with |Qo| = n, we call the heart of @ the full subquiver of ) determined by
the vertices in the intersection of the support of Q"(Ap) with the support of Q7 "(A4y), we denote it by
C(Q). We call member of @ the full subquiver of @ determined by the vertices that are not in the heart.
We denote it by M(Q). Throughout this section, we work with radical square zero algebras A = “f]—% with

|Qo| = n. Recall that Sp = S\ (Sp US;), that is the simple nonprojective and noninjective modules.

It is known that the finitistic dimension of radical square zero algebras is finite. The ¢-dimension and
1-dimension are also finite for algebras in this class. We recall some results obtained in M]

Proposition 4.3. ([/1]) If A = ﬂ:‘]—?, then

. (Propositions 4.12 and 4.16) ¢dim(A) < ¢(Ag) + 1 < |Qo| = n.

. (Proposition 4.14) ¢dim(A) = ¢(Bses,S) + 1, in case A is not selfinjective.
. Ifn =1, then v dim(A) < |Qo| = 1, otherwise 1 dim(A) < 2|Qo| — 2.

. (Proposition 4.63) If ¢ dim(A) = |Qol, then ¢ dim(A) = |Qo|.

= W N

The example below shows a finite dimensional algebra A where the previous bound is reached. The
computation of its ¢-dimension is left to the reader.

Example 4.4. Let A = “;-% be the finite dimensional algebra, given by Q:

2 4 6 2n—4——=2n-2

(:1/ \271:)

N -

3 5 7 e n—3<—-2n-1
In this case ¢pdim(A) = 2n = |Qo.

In case not all the vertices were at the heart of @), the bound is

Proposition 4.5. (Proposition 4.19 of M]) If A= “f]—% and M(Q) is not empty, then

¢pdim(A) < |Sp| < [Qo| = n.

Corollary 4.6. If A= “‘J—?, then
dlmk(A> —1

¢dim(A) < 5

Proof. We divide the proof in two cases, if dimy A is even or odd.

If dimg A = 2m + 1, then |Qo| < m + 1, and by Proposition follows that ¢dim(A) < |Qo] < m + 1.
In case |Qo| = m + 1 the quiver @ is a tree, then ¢dim(A) = gldim(A) < m.

If dimg A = 2m, then ¢dim(A) < [Qo| < m. If |Qo| = m, then @ = C™ or M(Q) is not empty. We
know that (bdim(k_(;:) = 0 (see Proposition [.8). In the other case, by Proposition [0 ¢dim(A) < m, and
it follows the thesis. O

Note that if @ is an oriented A,,, then the bound in Corollary [£0l is reached.
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4.2. Truncated path algebras

Throughout this section, we work with a truncated path algebras A = 5% for some k > 2, with |Qo| = n.
This class of algebras is a natural extension of the class of radical square zero algebras. The following result
is a generalization of the second item of Proposition [£.3]

Proposition 4.7. (Corollary 1 of M/) If A is not a selfinjective algebra, then

¢dim(A) =1+ ¢( @ pA).

l(p)=>1

For a truncated path algebra A, we denote by M!(A) the ideal pA, where 1(p) = I, t(p) = v and
Mi(4) = P Mi(A).

vEQo

Proposition 4.8. (Proposition 4 of M]) For a non-simple algebra A = % the following statements are
equivalent:

1. M} exists, is not a projective module and (M) is indecomposable for all v € Qo and 1 <1 <k — 1.

2. Q is a cycle, i.e., Q@ =C™.

3. A is a selfinjective algebra.

4. The ¢dim(A) = 0.

5. The ¥dim(A) = 0.

Given a truncated path algebra A = E}—%, adding a loop at each sink and at each source of ) we obtain
a new quiver ) with every vertex in its heart, such that the truncated path algebra B = 5% verifies

odim(A) < ¢dim(B).

Theorem 4.9. (Theorem / of M]j If A= 5;%, then there exist a truncated path algebra B = 5—?75uch that
ddim(A) < ¢dim(B), where Q = (Qo, Q1) s a quiver, such that Qo = Qo and Q1 C Q1 with M(Q) empty.

Definition 4.10. We define f, : N — N, with k € Nk > 2, as

0 if m=0,
)22+ 1 ifm=1 (mod k),
Jr(m) = 2 mT—2 +2 ifm=2 (mod k),
2[m=2] +1 otherwise.

Note that f is an increasing function. The following theorem shows that the ¢-dimension of a truncated
path algebra can be calculated from the ¢-dimension of the associated radical square zero algebra using the
function defined above.

Theorem 4.11. (Theorem 5 of M]) Consider A = If‘]—% a non selfinjective algebra with M(Q) empty, then

. . k@
¢dim(A) = fk(ﬂﬁdlm(?))
The next result follows from Theorem [£.9] Theorem [Tl and Proposition F3l

Corollary 4.12. (Corollary 2 of [10]) If A = E;—%, then ¢dim(A) < fr(n) and the bound is reached.

Proof. By Theorem 9 there is a truncated path algebra B = ﬂ;—? with Qo = Qo, Q1 C Q1 and M(Q) empty
such that ¢dim(A) < ¢dim(B). By Theorem IIT] ¢dim(B) < fj (qbdim(ﬂi—g)) and since fj is an increasing
function, then fk(qﬁdim(ﬂi—g)) < fr(n) and the thesis follows. Note that qbdim(ﬂj—?) = fr(n) if Q is the quiver
of Example 4] O
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4.3. Monomial algebras

Monomial algebras give shape to a family of extensively studied Artin algebras. They play a central role
in the evolution of the theory. For a monomial algebra A given by a quiver Q, we recall that P=! is the set
of paths of length greater or equal to one. It is clear that the subset of nonzero paths of A is a finite set.

The following proposition shows that the value of ¢ on the right ideals bounds the ¢-dimension on
monomial algebras. Later remarks and example shows that the three values can be reached.

Proposition 4.13. Let A = @ be a monomial algebra, then
$( @D pA) < ¢dim(A) < ¢( ) pA) +2
peP=1 peP=1

Proof. We know that ¢dim(A) < ¢dim(Q2(modA))+2. By Theorem I of [55], 2%(modA) C add(® ep=1pA),
then ¢dim(A) < ¢(D,cp=1pA) + 2.
O

The next remark and the subsequent example show that the three different values of the proposition
above can be reached.

Remark 4.14. Let A be an monomial algebra, then
o A is selfinjective then ¢(®,cp=1pA) = ¢pdim(A) = 0.

o If Ais a non selfinjective truncated path algebra, then ¢dim(A) = ¢(®,cp=1pA) + 1 (see Proposition

£

The next example shows that there are monomial algebras A such that ¢pdim(A) = ¢(S ,ep=1pA) + 2.

Example 4.15. Consider A = @, where @ is given by

1 2
e

and I = (J3, a;f32, Bicva for i = 1,2). Since a3A = B3A = ayaA = B152A = S, a1 A = an A, B1A = B2A,
and

o O(S2) = A @ (A,
o Q(azA) = P2 AD S,
o Q(ﬂQA) = OéQA @ SQ,

we have that ¢(©,cp>1pA) = 0 and ¢dim(A) < 2. On the other hand, if we consider the A-module M as
follows

TQZ
(Y
N
2 5
k k> |

@)

1
Ts 2

where (e1, e2) and (fo, f1, f2, f3, f4) are basis of k? and k® respectively and
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= f2 and Tp, (e2) = f3,
=0, Ta2(f1) = fo. Ta2(f2) =0, Taz (fB) =0 and Taz (f4) =0,

where (g1, g2, g3) is a basis of k3

o T,,(91) = g2, Tay(g2) = 0 and T,,(g3) = 0,
hd Tﬁz (gl) = gs, Tﬁ2(92) =0 and Tﬁz (93) =0.

Therefore N is an A-module that does not belong to 2%(modA) C add(&,cp>1pA), thus
O(M @ s A® oA ® Sp) =2 = ¢dim(A).

For monomial algebras A = kQ/I in ﬂﬁ] and ﬂﬂ], respectively, the authors present bounds for the global
dimension of A:
gldim(A) < dimg A,

or the stronger statement:
gldim(A) < dimy radA.

We already observed that, if the algebra has finite global dimension -as monomial algebras- then gldim
and ¢dim coincide. In this sense, the next is another bound for monomial algebras, obtained from Proposition
4. 15

Theorem 4.16. (Corollary 3.9 of [34]) If A = kQ/I is a monomial algebra, then ¢dim(A) < dimgA —
|Qol +2.

Proof. First note that dimy A = |PZ!| + |Qo| and apply Proposition EEI3) finally apply Proposition to
@pepzlpA. D

4.4. Geometric aspects on monomial algebras

Now we present some properties of the Igusa-Todorov ¢ function that can be deduced from the quiver
in specific subclasses of monomial algebras.

Proposition 4.17. Let A = @ be a monomial algebra. If ¢dim(A) =0, then Q = C™ and I = J*.

Proof. Note, by Theorem B that A is a selfinjective algebra. If there is a vertex v € Qg with starting
(arriving) degree different to 1, by Theorem [Z5lthe rule v is not a permutation and we deduce that Q = C™.

If I # J* for any k, there are two projective modules P; and P; with dimy P; # dimy Pj. We can suppose
that j =i+ 1.

1. Suppose dimy P; > dimg P;;;. There are two possible cases

13



e If Soc(P;) = Soc(P;11), there are a short exact sequence

0 Py P M 0.

Since P;y; is an injective module. The short exact sequence splits, hence P11 & M = P;, which
is absurd.

o If Soc(P;) = S; # Soc(Pi+1) = S; with I < j, then there is a nonzero path p : i — j and zero
path A :44 1 — [+ 1 which is absurd.

2. Suppose now dimy P; < dimg P;+1. Then P; = I; and Py = I;4s with s > 2. Consider the injective
module ;1 1. Since A is selfinjective I;;1 = P, hence P must be P; or P;;1. Both cases are not possible
by the dual argument of part 1. with Soc(P;) = Soc(Pjt1).

O

The following example shows a monomial algebra whose quiver is the oriented C,, with positive global
dimension.

Example 4.18. (ﬂﬁ]) Let @ be an oriented cycle with n vertices and n arrows «; for 1 <14 < n such that
s(a;) =i =t(ay—1) for 1 <i < n and t(a,) =1 = s(a1).

m+2<a—m+1
m+1

Let wi = g ... ap_10u, and for 2 <i <n—1let w; = a;a41 ... a;—104. Consider the monomial algebra
g, where I = (w1, ..., wp—1). Then pd(S,—;) =2i+1for 0 <i<n—1and pd(S1)=2n—2.
The following result follows directly from Theorem ELIT] and Corollary 4.62 of [41).

Corollary 4.19. Let A = %—2 be a truncated path algebra. If Q is symmetric, then ¢pdim(A) < 2.

Corollary 4.20. (Corollary 4.40 of M/) Let A = %% with |Qo| = n. If ¢pdim(A) = n, then A is strongly

Tz
connected, and @ has at least two loops.
P as _ kQ . _ dim(A)—1 . .
roposition 4.21. Let A = 5. If ¢dim(A) = =——5~—, then Q is an oriented A,.

Proof. Since @ is connected, |Q1] > |Qo| —1 = n — 1. Then % > n — 1 and we have two cases:
¢pdim(A) =norn—1.

o If ¢dim(A) = n, then by Proposition E20] @) is strongly connected and has two loops, so we have
dimy (A)—1
—— > n.
2
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o Consider now ¢dim(A) =n — 1. If ¢dim(A) = %, then |Q1| = n — 1 and we deduce that @ is
an oriented A,,.

O

For a proof of the following result, see Theorem 6.10 of ﬂﬂ]
Proposition 4.22. (Theorem 6.10 of m/) Let Q be a quiver such that one of the following conditions holds.

1. Every vertex of Qo has outdegree bigger or equal to 6 and for two different vertices of Qo, u and u’,
there exist 4 different arrows o, o/, 3, 8" such that

s(a) =s(a) = u, s(B) =s(8) =u', t(a) =t(B) and t(a’) = t(5").

2. every vertex v € Qg has a double arrow o, ,. Aditionally, for two different vertices of Qq, u and u’,
there exist 4 different arrows o, o/, 3, 8" such that

s(a) =s(a) =u, s(B) =s(B) =/, t(a) =1t(B) and t(a’) = t(5'),

{o, '} 0 {aw, Bu} =0, {8,8'} N {aw, Bu} =0.
Then A has no gaps.

5. Selfinjective algebras, Frobenius extensions, and Gorenstein algebras

Both functions, ¢ and v, were very useful for classifying selfinjective algebras. In @], was proved that
selfinjective algebras are precisely those for which ¢dim and 1dim vanish. On the other hand, selfinjec-
tive algebras are just O-Gorenstein algebras (see definition below). In [39] and [22] the authors showed
independently that both ¢dim and dim of m-Gorenstein algebras are equal to m.

Theorem 5.1. (Theorem 6 of l@]) For a right artinian ring R, the following are equivalent.
e ¢pdim(R) = 0.
e pdim(R) = 0.
e R is right selfinjective.

Corollary 5.2. (Corollary 7 of l@/) Let A be an Artin algebra. Then A is selfinjective if and only if
¢dim(A) = 0.

Auslander and Bridger defined stable modules in E]
LA ={M cmodA: Ext'(M,A)=0, Vi>1}.

For a selfinjective algebra, since A is injective, all the modules are stable, that is: *A = modA. For
any Artin algebra, the next theorem shows that both IT-functions vanish on stable modules. The main
argument follows by the fact that +A is invariant by €, and the functor € : modA — modA is bijective
when restricted to A, see E]

Theorem 5.3. (Theorem 3.13 of l@/} For any Artin algebra A, the Igusa-Todorov functions vanish over
LA, that is,
¢pdim(*+ A) = pdim(+A) = 0.

It is known that Gorenstein projective modules (GP,4), are stable modules. This implies the next result.
Corollary 5.4. (Corollary 4.1 of 1@/) The Igusa-Todorov functions vanish over GPy, that is,
¢dim(GP,) = dim(GP4) = 0.
15



By Equation Bl and Theorem [5.3] we have the following.
Corollary 5.5. (Corollary 3.17 of l@]) For any Artin algebra A such that id(A4) = n < oo, it follows that

findim(A) < ¢dim(A) < pdim(A4) < n.

Proof. Given M € modA, since Ext¥ (Q"(M), A) = Ext ™ (M, A) = BExt® (M, Q="(4)) = 0 for k > 1, we
have that Q"(M) €+A. By Theorem B3] ¢(Q"(M)) = (Q"(M)) = 0. Therefore by Propositions B3, we
obtain that ¢(M) < (M) < n. O

An Artin algebra A is called a m-Gorenstein algebra if id(A4) = m < 0o and id(44) = m < oo.
A selfinjective algebra A is a particular case of Gorenstein algebra because id(A4) = id(4A4) = 0, that is
selfinjective algebras are the 0-Gorenstein algebras. When for self-injecive algebras the ¢-dimension vanish,
for a Gorenstein A it can be proved that findim(A) = ¢dim(A) = ¢dim(A) < co. More precisely

Theorem 5.6. (Theorem 2.7 of [22] and Theorem 4.7 of [39]) If A is a m-Gorenstein algebra, then

findim(A4) = ¢dim(A4) = dim(4) = m.

6. Characterization of the IT-function ¢ by the bifunctors Ext and Tor

We claim that the functions ¢ and v are accurate homological measures of the Representation theory
of Artin algebras. For this claim, it is necessary to exhibit a close connection between IT-functions and the
classical homological bifunctors Ext’( — , — ) and Tor( —, — ).

Furthermore, by using the characterization of the ¢-function by the bifunctors, in @] the authors showed
that the finiteness of the ¢-dimension of an Artin algebra is invariant under derived equivalences. As an
application of the results obtained in HE], the authors generalized the classical Bongartz’s theorem about the
tilting process ([5]), but also the result of Keller ([21]) and Kato ([38]) about global dimensions of derived
equivalent algebras.

0.1. d-divisions

Along this subsection, we recall the concept of d-division, a basic notion to exhibit the connection be-
tween the IT-function ¢ and the bifunctors Ext’( — , — ) and Tor( —, — ).

After that, we show some equivalent ways to define the Igusa-Todorov ¢-function. We now introduce
the notion of d-division. This definition is slightly different but equivalent to the original one ([2(]).

Definition 6.1. ([20]) Let A be an Artin algebra, d be a positive integer and M in modA. A pair (X,Y)
of objects in add(M) is called a (d, E) — division of M if the following two conditions hold:

o Ext} (X, — )2 Exti(Y, — ) inCya,
o Extd™H(X, — ) = Ext4T(Y, — ) inCa.

The following theorem gives a characterization of the function ¢ in modA in terms of the bifunctor
Exty(—, — ).
Theorem 6.2. (Theorem 3.6 of [@]) Let A be an Artin algebra and M in modA. Then

o(M) = max({d €N : there is a (d, E) — division of M} U{0})

The previous notion of D-division can also be defined using the functor Ext on its first variable. In this
case it gives the ¢-dimension of the opposite algebra. These dimensions can also be defined using the Tor
functor in both variables.
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6.2. ¢-dimension and derived equivalent algebras

Using the characterization of the ¢ function by the bifunctor, Theorem [6:2] in @] the authors showed
the the finiteness of the ¢-dimension of an Artin algebra is invariant under derived equivalences.

Theorem 6.3. (Theorem 4.10 of l@]) Let A and B be Artin algebras, which are derived equivalent. Then,
odim(A) < oo if and only if pdim(B) < oo. More precisely, if T® is a tilting complex over A with n non-zero
terms and such that B ~ Endpa)(T*), then

¢dim(A) —n < ¢dim(B) < ¢pdim(A) + n.

Corollary 6.4. (Corollary 4.11 of l@/) Let A be an Artin algebra, and let T' € mod A be a tilting A-module.
Then, for the Artin algebra B ~ End4(T), we have that

odim(A) — pd(T) < ¢dim(B) < ¢pdim(A) + pd(T).

Remark 6.5. 1. In 1@/ and l@/, Keller and Kato, respectively, showed that the difference of the global
dimensions of two derived equivalent algebras A and B is at most n (the length of the tilting complez).
This result can be seen as a consequence of Corollary [6.4)
2. In Corollary 1 of E], Bongartz considers a classical tilting module, that is, a tilting module T € mod A
such that pd(T) < 1. The original Bongartz’s result says that gldim(B) < gldim(A) + 1, where
B =Enda(T)°P. It can be seen as a particular case of Theorem [6.3.

7. Idempotent ideals, recollements, and Igusa-Todorov functions

7.1. Idempotent ideals

We start by recalling some definitions which will be used throughout this section. We recall that an

ideal § is a strong idempotent ideal if the morphism Extf4 /S(X YY) — Extil(X ,Y") induced by the canonical
isomorphism HomA/S(X, Y) — Homu (X, Y) is an isomorphism for all ¢ > 0 and all X,Y in modA/S. Let
% be a strong idempotent ideal of A, Py the projective cover of § and P = eA where e is an idempotent
element of A such that addP = addPy. It is known that modA/J is a Serre subcategory of modA, and this

inclusion induces an exact sequence of categories

modA/J —— modA —=> modT,

where I' = Enda(P)° and ep = Homa (P, — ).

Theorem 7.1. (Theorem 4.3 of [23]) Let § be a strong idempotent ideal of A such that pd4(A/3) < oc.
Then

1. qﬁA/S(X) < pa(X) for all X € modA/S.

2. ¢dim(A/3F) < ¢pdim(A).

Let P/radP ~ S; @& --- @ S,, with .S; simple for all i, so that P = Py(S1 @ --- @ S;) and I = Ip(S; &
-+ @ S,). Counsider Py the full subcategory of modA consisting of the A-modules X having a projective

resolution - - - P Py X 0 with P, in addP for 0 < i < k, and Poy = ﬂ P,. The
k>0

full subcategories Il and [, are defined dually.

To compare the behavior of the Igusa-Todorov functions for modA and modI’, the authors proved in ﬂﬁ]
that both functions are preserved under ep for A-modules having a resolution in addP. As a consequence,
they proved:

Theorem 7.2. (Theorem 4.7 of [23])
o IfPy = Po. then ¢dim(T) < ¢dim(A) and $dim(I") < dim(A).
17



o IfI; =1 then ¢dim(I'°P) < ¢dim(A°P) and Ydim(T'°P) < ¢pdim(A°P).
Finally, the authors related the homological dimensions (including ¢-dimension) of the algebras involved.

Proposition 7.3. (Proposition 4.10 of 1@]) Let A be an Artin algebra and J be a strong idempotent ideal.
Then

odim(AP) < pd4(A/T) + max{gldim(T") + 1, pd 4op (A/T) + ¢dim((A/T)P)}.

Observe now that when J is a strong idempotent ideal then J is in P (B], Theorem 2.1), so pd 4 (M) <
pdr(Homa(P,M)) < gldimI". Thus pd4(A/7) < gldim(T") + 1. Since being a strong idempotent ideal is a
symmetric condition, we obtain that pd((A4/3)°7) < gldim(I) + 1, as observed in [3] at the end of Section 5.

Corollary 7.4. (Corollary 4.11 of [@]) Let A be an Artin algebra and J be a strong idempotent ideal.
Assume gldim(T") < oo, then ¢pdim((A/T)P) is finite if and only if pdim(A°P) is finite.

Example 7.5. Let A = ( 61 AB4 ) where A and B are Artin algebras, gldim(B) < oo and M is an

A-B-bimodule. Then ¢dim(A) < oo if and only if ¢dim(A) < co.
Compare the previous example with Theorem Bl where C' is the matrix algebra given by A and B.

Proposition 7.6. (Proposition 4.18 of [@]) Let A be an Artin algebra and J be a strong idempotent ideal.
Then

¢dim(A) < pdgep (A/T) + gldim(A/T) + ¢dim(T).

7.2. Recollements and Igusa-Todorov ¢ function

Following Example 1 of @], Definition 2.1.1, and Remark 2.1.2 of ﬂﬁ] we know that the prototypical
example of a standard recollement is the one of the contexts of Section 7.1, originally given in E]

Let 71, T and 73 be triangulated categories. A recollement of 7 relative to 7; and 75 is given by
i Ji

T .

i J

Ti

and denoted by (71, T, Tz, i*,ix = i1,i', 51, j' = j*, j«) such that

o (i*,i.), (i,i"), (j1,7') and (j*,j«) are adjoint pairs of triangle functors,
e i, , j1 and j, are full embeddings,

e j'i, =0 (and thus also i'j, = 0 and i*j; = 0),

e for each X € T | there are triangles

JitX X 51" X

ii' X X Gt X
where the arrows to and from X are the counits and the units of the adjoint pairs respectively.

Definition 7.7. Let A, B and C be algebras. A recollement (DB, DA, DC,i* i, = Wit g, g = 5%, g 48
said to be standard and defined by Y € D*(A°? @ B) and X € D*(C? ® A) if i* = - ®@% Y and ji = - ®L X.

The result below is a generalization of the ones given in Section 7.1.
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Theorem 7.8. (Theorem II of M/) Let A, B and C be algebras and let (DB, DA, DC,i* i, = 4),i', j,j' =
JusJx) be a standard recollement defined by Y € D°(A? @ B) and X € D°(C°P @ A). Suppose Y* =
RHomp (Y, B). Then the following holds true:

1. If ¢ X is compact, then ¢dim(C') < ¢pdim(A) + w(cX).
2. If Y} is compact, then ¢dim(B) < ¢dim(A4) + w(Yg).
3. If AY and Y} are compact, then

¢dim(A) < sup{¢dim(B) + pd(4Y) + pd(Y), ¢dim(C) + w(Xa)}.

Remark 7.9. If A and B are derived equivalent algebras, we can apply the previous theorem to the trivial
recollement
. ®LBPA

. L
0—  Dmodd) — 4 DP(modB)

_~——

- e—m

and reobtain Theorem [6.3

8. Algebras of 2°°-infinite representation type

We recall the definition given at the beginning of Section 4. We say that A is of 2"-finite representation
type if Q™ (modA) is of finite representation type. If A is not of Q"-finite representation type for any n € N,
we say that A is of 2°°-infinite representation type. We begin this section with a result that allows us to
compute the ¢-dimension of some special algebras.

Theorem 8.1 (Theorer_n 52 of ﬂ]) Let Q be a quiver and C' = g. Suppose there exist two disjoint full
subquivers of Q, I' and T such that

e Qo=TyUTy,
o there is at least one arrow from Ty to Ty, and there are no arrows of Q from Ty to Ty,
o if a € Q with s(a) € Ty and t(a) € Ty then Ba = 0 for every arrow B.

Then ¢pdim(C) < ¢dim(A) + ¢dim(B) + 1 where A = —I&iﬁr and B = I%Ef'

There is a more general version of this result. See Theorem 3.3 of ﬂQ]

In HB], it is shown that some Gorenstein algebras are of 2*°-infinite representation type (see Example
4.1). However, these algebras have finite ¢-dimension since they are Gorenstein (see Theorem 4.7 of [39]).
We now give an example of a non-Gorenstein algebra of (2°°-infinite representation type, but with finite
¢-dimension.

Example 8.2. (Example 53 of ﬂ])
Let k be an infinite field with characteristic different to 2. Consider the algebra A = @, where @ is the

quiver below:
AN
RN
0=1 " 23 s
NP R
as
and
I = (Brar — 2Bsaz, a1f — asPa, 6%, &y, YP1,7B2, B, Biaj with i,5 € {1,2} and i # j).

It is left to the reader to compute that A is of Q°°-infinite representation type. It can be seen that the
injective module I(3) has infinite projective dimension, hence A is not a Gorenstein algebra. Finally, by
Theorem [81] we conclude that ¢dim(A) = 1.
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In @], is proved that Q"-finite representation type algebras has finite ¢-dimension. Therefore if we want
to find an example of an algebra with infinite ¢-dimension, it must be of (2*°-infinite representation type.

The following example shows a radical cube zero algebra with infinite ¢-dimension. It is a counterexample
of the conjecture stated in [20]. However, its finitistic dimension is finite (see [56]). Theorem B3 implies that
derived equivalences preserve infinite ¢-dimensions. Using this result, we can construct other examples with
infinite ¢-dimension. The example also shows that the subcategory 2°°(modA) can be trivial, although the
algebra A is of Q2*°-infinite representation type.

Example 8.3. (Example 54 of [7]) Let A = @ be an algebra where @ is

(&5}

Qg | 04

and I = (qiois1 — Qi®ig1, BiBiv1 — BiBit1, @iciv1, qidiv1, BiBit1, BiBit1, for i € Zy, J3). Tt is clear
that pd(S;) = oo for every i € Zy. Let M and M/, with n € Z*, be the indecomposable A-modules
defined by

2
i3

— T
Mot = k" Tkt

W

4
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iq
i1
k™ — T k3n+1
—

M

m
e
0

~_

0
where the linear transformations i,, : k® — k"1 with m € {1,2, 3,4}, verifies:
)= f; Vi€ {l,...n}.
€j) = fnt; Vi €{L,...n}.
) = fatj1 Vi€ {L,...n}.

o iy ej) = f2n+j+1 Vj e {1, .. TL}

® 71 €4

.Zé
® 13(€;

(
(
3
(

where {e1...e,} and {f1,..., fsns+1} are the canonical bases of k" and k3"*! respectively.
In an analogous way we define M22, M Mo+ and Mf2, Mfs, MP1.
We have ¢(M2: @& M) =n — 1 for any n > 2, then we conclude that ¢dim(A) = occ.

9. The symmetry problem

We recall from [3.I], the homological inequalities:

findim(A4) < ¢dim(A4) < pdim(A4) < gldim(A) (9.1)

Homological dimensions can be defined with reference to either left or right modules. Sometimes, these
dimensions coincide. That is, the homological measure is left-right symmetric. This is the case with the
global dimension of a noetherian ring (see El]) Also, the dominant dimension of a finite dimensional algebra
is symmetric (see [44]). But, it is not true for the finitistic dimension (see [24], [35]). In fact, in a recent
paper, Cummings proves that (Theorem 3.4 of ﬂﬁ])“the finitistic dimension conjecture holds for all finite
dimensional algebras if and only if, for all finite dimensional algebras, the finitistic dimension of an algebra
being finite implies that the finitistic dimension of its opposite algebra is also finite”. So, it is natural to try
to give an answer to the following question. When do the right and the left Igusa -Todorov dimensions are
equal for an Artin algebra? That is, for a given Artin algebra A:

ddim(A) = pdim(A%)

wdim(A) = bdim(A%)
The next result shows a large family of algebras where their left and right dimensions coincide.

Corollary 9.1. (Corollary 4.9 of 1@/) If A is a Gorenstein algebra, then:
pdim(A) = ¢pdim(A?) = ¥dim(A) = pdim(AP).
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But in HE] was exhibited the example below, where the left and the right Igusa-Todorov 1-dimensions are
different.

Example 9.2. Consider the algebra A = ﬂ:‘]—%, where @ is the following quiver:

Q:q 2 3 n.

Therefore ¢ dim(A4) = 2n — 3 and ¢ dim(A?) = ¢dim(A?) = ¢dim(A) = n — 1. Then for n > 2,
1 dim(A°P) # ¢ dim(A).

Regarding the Igusa-Todorov ¢-function, was proved in ﬂA_JJ], ﬂﬁ], the following results.
Theorem 9.3. (Theorem 4.21 of [41]) If A is a radical square zero algebra then ¢dim(A) = ¢dim(A°P).

In HE] was given a generalization of the previous result.

Theorem 9.4. (Theorem 3 of [10]) Let A = ﬂ.‘];% and AP = % be truncated path algebras, then
¢pdim(A) = ¢dim(AP).
However, the following example from E] shows that the Igusa-Todorov ¢-function is not symmetric in

general.

Example 9.5. (|9]) Consider the finite dimensional algebra Cpq = I]k—Q where () is the following quiver

a2
Ot, DL/
2 1
a2 (e 5]
as a
a3 [e 7))
DL/ Ot,
Ym+1 Ym Ym—1 Y3 Y2 371 0
Cm41 ——=Cp —>Cm—1 . C2 C1 Co
Bo Bs
Bo B3
by b3
B1 B2
81 B5
ba

and I, , is generated by

o i1y Vi=1,...,m,

o a;it1, BiBiv1, aialyy, BBy Vi € Ly,

o a1 — iy, Bifiv1 — BiBiy Vi € ZLa,
o a3, @33, Bz, Byap and

o a5 — a3y, By — pPBaag, yian — qyiag, Y16y — 1150 with Q[p, ¢] = Q[z, y].

Then ¢ dim(Cp ) = 5 and ¢dim(Cph) > m — 1.
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10. Generalizations

This section presents generalizations and adaptations of the Igusa-Todorov functions to other contexts.
In each subsection, the original notation used by the respective author was respected.

10.1. Igusa-Todorov functions on comodules over semiperfect coalgebras

In this subsection, we recall the main result of @], where the authors adapted the Igusa-Todorov
functions for right comodules over left semiperfect coalgebras. In particular, we recall that Theorem [I0.3]
which characterizes the quasi-co-Frobenius coalgebras with the Igusa-Todorov functions for comodules, is
an analogous to Theorem [B.1] (Theorem 5 of [29]), which classify selfinjective algebras via Igusa-Todorov
functions. Assume C is a coalgebra over a field k. In that case, we denote by M® and M the categories
of right and left comodules over C' respectively and by M? and M ¢ the respective complete subcategories
of finite dimensional comodules.

Definition 10.1. A coalgebra C' is
o left (right) semiperfect if all indecomposable injective right (left) comodules are finite dimensional,
o left (right) quasi-co-Frobenius, shortly left qcF, if every injective right (left) C-comodule is projective.

Let C be a left semiperfect coalgebra and K (C') be the free abelian group generated by all symbols [M]
with M € /\/l](f under the relations

1. M- [M'|-[M"TitM=M oM,

2. [I] if I is injective.
Then K(C) is the free abelian group generated by all isomorphism classes of indecomposable noninjective
objects in M? Note that if C' is left semiperfect, the injective envelope of a finite dimensional comodule
is also finite dimensional, so the cosyzygy of such a comodule will also be finite dimensional. Moreover, as
Q! respects direct sums and sends injective comodules to 0, it gives rise to a group homomorphism (which
we also call Q71) Q=1 : K(C) — K(C).

For any M € M?, let (M) denote the subgroup of K (C') generated by all the symbols [V], where N is
an indecomposable noninjective direct summand of M. Since the rank of Q~1({M)) is less or equal to the

rank of (M), which is finite, there exists a non-negative integer n such that the rank of Q=" ((M)) is equal
to the rank of Q~¢((M)) for all i > n. Let ¢(M) denote the least such n € N.

Definition 10.2. The function defined in this way ¢ : M? — N is called the Igusa-Todorov function (IT-
function) for the left semiperfect coalgebra C, and its p-dimension is p dim(C) = sup {cp(M) with M € M?}

The following is the main theorem of @] This result characterizes the qcF coalgebras via the Igusa-
Todorov function, defined above.

Theorem 10.3. (Theorem 3.4 of l@]) A coalgebra C' is left qcF if and only if it is left semiperfect and
pdim(C) = 0.

10.2. Igusa-Todorov functions on derived categories over Artin algebras

In this subsection, we recall Denming Xu’s article @], which generalizes the Igusa-Todorov functions
for derived categories. Through this subsection A, denotes a finite dimensional algebra. We recall that
Db(modA) is a Krull-Schmidt category ﬂﬁ], a central key for lifting the Igusa-Todorov functions to derived
categories.

Definition 10.4. (l@/) Let Ko(RK=%(PA)) be the abelian group generated by all symbols [P*], where P® €
RICSO(’PA), modulo the relations
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o [P+ [Py]=[P*]if P°~P>®Ps
e [P°] =0 if P*® is a stalk complex concentrated in degree zero.

KO(RICSO(’PA)) is the free abelian group generated by the isomorphism classes of all indecomposable
objects in RICSO(PA) except stalk complexes concentrated in degree zero. For any complex P® € RICSO(PA)
we define Q(P®) = 7<_1(P*®)[—1]. Note that @ commutes with direct sums and Q(P°®) = 0 if P® is a stalk
complex concentrated in degree zero. It induces a homomorphism Q : Ko(RKS"(P4)) — Ko(RK="(P4)).
Consider P* € RK="(P,)), then we denote by (addP®) the subgroup of Ko(RK="(P4)) generated by the
isomorphism classes of all indecomposable direct summands of P®. By Lemma we define

O(P*) = 1o ((addP*))
and
Y(P*) = ¢(P*) + sup{pdS°®: pdS® < oo and S* is a direct summand of Q") (P*)}

Finally, for any X® € D’(modA) such that H7(X®) = 0 for all j > 1 there exists a unique Py, €
RK= (P4) such that Py, is quasi-isomorphic to X°. So we define

P(X*) = ¢(P%.) and (X*®) = P(Px.)

Note that if X® is a stalk complex concentrated in degree zero, then ¢(X*) = ¢(X) and (X*) = ¥(X?)
where the second terms are the original functions defined by K. Igusa and G. Todorov, |33].

The remark below lists the general version for derived categories of all the usual properties of the original
Igusa-Todorov functions. See Proposition

Remark 10.5. (Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 of [54]) Let P* and Q° be in RK=°(P4). Then we have the
following.

1. If pdP*® is finite, then ¢p(P®) = ¢(P*®) = pdP®°.

2. If P*® is indecomposable and pdP*® is infinite, then ¢(P®) = (P®) = 0.

3. 6(P*) < 6(P* © Q) and v(P*) < H(P* & Q°).

1 O(kP*) = o(P*) and v(EP*) = (P,

5. Let T be a direct summand of Q" (P*®) with n < ¢(P*®). If pdT*® < oo, then pdT® +n < 1p(P*).

The following remark generalizes the item 5 of Proposition B3l The proof given in @], can be easily
adapted.

Remark 10.6. If P* € RK=(P.), then:

1 G(P*) < $(QP*)) +1.
2. $(P*) < B(AP) + 1.
Finally, in this subsection, we recall the generalization of the inequality given in the main result of the

famous article [33)].

Theorem 10.7. (Theorem 3.5 of [5)]) Let X* Yy VA X°[1] be a distinguished triangle
in D®(modA) such that H;(X*) = H;(Y*) =0 for all j > 1. Suppose pdZ® < oo, then

pdZ® < P(X*®Y*) + 1.
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10.3. Igusa-Todorov ®(p and W(p) functions and LIT-algebras

We start this section by recalling a new version of Fitting’s Lemma.

Lemma 10.8. (Lemma 3.3 of E/) Let G be a free abelian group, D be a subgroup of G, L € Endz(G) be
such that L(D) C D and let k be a positive integer for which L : L¥(D) — D is a monomorphism. Then,
for each finitely generated subgroup X C G, we have that
n(X) < np(X) +k,
where L: G/D — G/D, g+ D — L(g) + D, and X = (X + D)/D.

Fix a subclass D C modA that is additively closed: D = addD, and invariant by : Q(D) C D. Then

the quotient group Kp = % is a free abelian group.

Definition 10.9. ([d/) Let A be an Artin algebra and D C modA be a class of A-modules additively closed
and invariant by Q. Let Qp : Kp — Kp be the endomorphism defined by Qp([X] + (D)) = [Q(X)] + (D).
For any X € modA, we set

Pp)(X) =, ((X))
where m = ((X)+ (D))/(D).

Note that (X) is the free abelian group generated by the set of all the iso-classes of indecomposable
nonprojective A-modules of addX that do not lie in D. From Lemma [[0.8 the authors obtained the
following result, which compares the value of the first Igusa-Todorov function with its generalized version.

Theorem 10.10. (Theorem 3.5 of [6]) Let A be an Artin algebra and D C modA be a class of A-modules
additively closed and invariant by 2. Then,

B(X) < Bp)(X) + ddim(D),
for every X € modA.

Definition 10.11. (E]) Let A be an Artin algebra and D C modA be a class of A-modules additively closed
and invariant by . For any X € modA, we set

Up)(X) = Qp)(X) + findim({Z € modA : Z | Q¥ X) (x)}).

Definition 10.12. ([d]) Let A be an Artin algebra and D C modA be a class of A-modules additively closed
and invariant by Q, for X C modA we define:

o Opdim(X) = sup{®p(X): X € &}
o Uipdim(&) = sup{V¥p(X) : X € &}
In particular, we denote by
@[D] dnn(A) = (I)[D] dlm(modA), and \I/[D] dlm(A) = \I/[D] dnn(modA),
also called the ®pj-dimension and W pj-dimension of A respectively.

The next remark summarizes the properties of the extended versions of the Igusa-Todorov functions.

Remark 10.13. (Propositions 3.9, 3.10, and 3.12 of E’/) Let A be an Artin algebra and D C modA be
a class of A-modules additively closed and invariant by Q. Then, the following statements hold true for
XY, M € modA.
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If M eDU P(A), then @[D](M) =0 and (I)[D](X (S¥) M) = (I)[D](X)
Pip)(M) < Py (QUM)) + 1 and Y p)(M) < ¥ py(QUM)) + 1.
If Z is a direct summand of Q" (X) where 0 <t < ®p)(X) and pd(Z) < oo, then pd(Z)+t < W ip)(X).
Suppose that ¢pdim(D) = 0.

(a) If pd(X) < oo, then ®p)(X) = &(X) = pd(X).

(b) W(X) < Wipy(X)

(C) IfMeDuU P(A), then \I/[D](X SV M) = \P[D](X)

(d) ¥p)dim(D) =0

S otE R

The Theorem M0.10 and Item 6.(b), of the previous remark show how to compare the original Igusa-
Todorov functions with the generalized versions.

We now show that ®p)-dimension and ®-dimension can be equal for some families of modules D.

Definition 10.14. ([d]) Let A be an Artin algebra.
1. A subclass D C modA is a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategory if: D = add(D), QD) C D and
¢dim (D) = 0.
2. If the 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategory D C modA wverifies for every D € D that there are A-modules
Dy,Dy € D and m € ZF such that Q([D1] — [D2]) = m[D], we call it a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcate-
gory with preimages.

Remark 10.15. The following families of modules are examples of 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategories with
preimages:

e GP 4 is a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategory with preimages.

o IfD C GPa4 and for every D € D there is a D' € D such that (D’) = D, then D is a 0-Igusa-Todorov
subcategory with preimages.

o Let M € modA, such that D = addM is invariant by Q and ¢(M) = 0. Then D is a 0-Igusa-Todorov
subcategory with preimages: it is not hard to see that, if there exists M; indecomposable summand of
M without preimage because D is of finite representation type, then ¢dim (D) is not zero.

The example below shows a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategory that is not a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategory with
preimages.

Example 10.16. Let k be an infinite field with characteristic different to 2. Consider the algebra A = @,
where @ is the quiver below:

and I = (fra1 — 2000, a1 81 — asfa, ai By, Biay with i, j € {1,2},4 # j).

The following assertions are clear.

e A is selfinjective.

0
VA

o M,=k k are indecomposable modules for a # 0.
N/

1y
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e N, =k k are indecomposable modules for a # 0.
N/
N4

o M, % My and N, 2 Ny if a # b.

o O(M,) = N_a and Q(N,) = M_, for a # 0.

If we consider Dy = add{My-n, N_5-nVn € N}, then Q(D) C D. However there is no module M in Dy
such that Q(M) = M.

Remark 10.17. Let {M;...M,,} a set of A-modules, D an additively closed subcategory and I U J =
{1,...,m} a disjoint union, then if k(3" ,c ; ;[M;] = 3 ;e i Mi]) € (D) for k € ZF then 3, ; aj[M;] —
Yier @i[Mi] € (D).

Theorem 10.18. Let A be an Artin algebra and D a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategory with preimages. If M is
an A-module, then there is an A-module D € D such that $(M @ D) = ®p(M).

Proof. Tt is clear that ¢(M @ D) < ®p)(M © D) = ®p)(M) for every A-module D € D by Theorem I0.T0l
Let M = @, M; be the decomposition into indecomposable modules of M. We can assume that M; % M;
for i # j by Remark [0.T3l If ¢;pj(M) = n, then there are two disjoint sets I,.J, two modules Dy, Dy € D
and o; € NVi=1,...m such that TUJ = {1,...,m} is a disjoint union,

Do [T M)+ [Di] # Y e[ (M)] + Do

jeJ il
for every D; € D, for i = 1,2, and

> oy [QN(M))] + [D1] = > 0u[ Q" (M;)] + [Da).

jeJ iel

with D; € D for i = 1,2. Consider D; and D} such that Q™([D;] — [D}]) = I[D;] for i = 1,2. Tt follows, from
the previous assertion and Remark [[0.I7 that

¢(M & Dy & D} & Dy & Db) > n = ®p(M).
O
Corollary 10.19. Let A be an Artin algebra and D a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategory with preimages, then
¢dim(A) = ®p) dim(A)
Corollary 10.20. Let A be an Artin algebra. If D1 C Do C modA where Do is a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcate-
gory, and D1 is a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategory with preimages. Then for every A-module M
P(p,) (M) < @ip,) (M).

Proof. Since D; is a 0-Igusa-Todorov subcategory with preimages, by Theorem there is a module
D € D; such that
(M & D) = @p,)(M)

On the other hand, by Theorem and Remark item 1, we have the following inequality
¢(M & D) < @pp, (M)

because D € D; C D5, and the thesis is obtained. O
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The following example shows a module where the inequality in Corollary [[0.20] can be strict for a 0-
Igusa-Todorov subcategory D; without preimages.

Example 10.21. Consider the algebra A = @, where

Q= 132@7 and I = (Ba,y?)
B

Note that the module yA verifies Q(yA) = vA, and it is the only indecomposable Gorenstein projective
module that is not projective by Theorem 4.11 of [11].

It is easy to see that Q(S2) = yA® Sy, then ¢(S2) = 0. On the other hand pd(S1) = 1, then ®gp ,1(S2) =
2, and the inequality is strict taking Dy = Pa, Dy =GP 4

The following corollary is also obtained from Theorem [I0.18

Corollary 10.22. Let A be an Artin algebra. If M is a A-module, then there is a Gorenstein projective
module G such that ®igp ) (M) = ¢(M & G).

Proof. Since ¢dim(GP4) = 0 and G € GP 4 is a subcategory with preimages, then the thesis follows by
Theorem 0181
O

The example below shows that the equality in Corollary [[0.19is not valid in general.

Example 10.23. Let A be the algebra from Example Recall that Dy = add{Ms-n, N_5-»Vn € N}
and consider D_o, = add{@nez(Man © Nan)}. Then ®igp (Do) = 0 and ®jp(P-o) = 00, however
Dy C GP 4 = modA since A is a selfinjective algebra.

The previous generalized Igusa-Todorov functions allow us to define the next class of algebras, a gener-
alization of Igusa-Todorov algebras.

Definition 10.24. An (n,V,D)-Lat-Igusa-Todorov algebra ((n,V,D)-LIT-algebra, for short) is an Artin
algebra A satisfying the following conditions: n is a non-negative integer, D C modA is a 0-Igusa-Todorov
subcategory, and V € modA such that each M € modA admits a short exact sequence:

such that Vo, Vi € addV and Dy, D1 € D.

Remark 10.25. Let A be an Artin algebra.

o If A is an n-IT-algebra, then it is also an (n,V,D)-LIT-algebra. Indeed, just take the same module V,
appearing in the definition of n-IT-algebra, and D = {0}.

o If A is a n-Gorenstein algebra, then A is an (n,V,D)-LIT-algebra. Indeed, it is well known that if
M € modA, Q"(M) € GP4. So by taking D = GPa and V = 0, we get that A is an (n,V,D)-LIT-
algebra.

As we can see, the class of the (n,V,D)-LIT-algebras is strictly larger than the class of the n-Igusa-
Todorov algebras. The following theorem is a generalization of Theorem [3.19

Theorem 10.26. (Theorem 5.4 of [(]) Let A be an (n,V,D)-LIT-algebra. Then
findim(A) < Uip)(V) +n+1 < oo.

Unfortunately, not all Artin algebras are (n, V, D)-LIT, as shown in the following example.
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Example 10.27. Let B = kQ be a finite dimensional k-algebra and C' = where Q and Q' are the

J2 )
following quivers
3
Q= 71@0372,@’:6@1 2352,
where the ideal Ip = (vivi, viv; +77 ¥ 4,5 € {1,2,3}. Consider A = ¥, with

° 1—‘0 = QO U Qé}a
e ' =Q1UQ U{a;:i—1VieQo} and
o Iy = (Ip,JZ&, {a;, ;X VA such that 1(\) > 1}).

Since B is not an Igusa-Todorov algebra (sce 4.2.10 of [18] and Corollary 4.4 of [49]), then A is not a
(n,V,D)-LIT algebra.

10.4. Relative Igusa-Todorov functions
Definition 10.28. Let A be an additive category. A kernel-cokernel pair (i,p) in A is a pair of composable

morphisms A’ < A B A" such that i is a kernel of p and p is a cokernel of i. If a class € of kernel-cokernel
pairs on A is fized, an admissible monic is a morphism i for which there exists a morphism p such that
(i,p) € £. Admissible epics are defined dually.

An exact structure on A is a class € of kernel-cokernel pairs which is closed under isomorphisms and
satisfies the following axioms:

EO0 For all objects A € A, the identity morphism 14 is an admissible monic.

EQ0°P For all objects A € A, the identity morphism 14 is an admissible epic.

E1 The class of admissible monics is closed under composition.

E1°P The class of admissible epics is closed under composition.

E2 The push-out of an admissible monic along an arbitrary morphism exists and yields an admissible monic.
E2°P The pull-back of an admissible epic along an arbitrary morphism exists and yields an admissible epic.

Definition 10.29. An ezact category is a pair (C,E), where C is an additive category and & is an exact
structure on C.

An element (i,p) € € in a exact category (C, &) is usually called short E-exact sequence and written as

A5 AL A An object P in an exact category (C, &) is E-projective if Home (P, - ) : C — Ab takes any
short £-exact sequence to a short exact sequence of abelian groups. The class of all £-projective objects is
denoted by P(€). It is said that C has enough E-projectives if for any C' € C there is an admissible epic
P — C with P € P(£). Dually, we have the E-injectives, the class Z(E) of the E-injective objects and the
the notion of enough E-injectives for C.

Remark 10.30. For an exact category (C,E), addP(€) = P(E) and addZ(€) = Z(E).

Definition 10.31. An exact IT-context is an exact skeletally small Krull-Schmidt category (C,€E), with
enough E-projectives. Moreover, if C is abelian and & is the class of all exact sequences, we say that C is an
abelian IT-context. An exact (abelian) IT-context is said to be strong if C satisfies the Fitting’s property.

A chain complex M*®: ... M1 M, M, _1 -+« in C, is said to be E-acyclic if
each differential d,, factors as M,, - Z,_1(M®) — M, _; in such a way that each sequence Z,(M?®) —
M, — Z,_1(M?*) is E-exact.
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Definition 10.32. An E-projective resolution of an object C € C is an E-acyclic complex

P, P, P Py — C,

where P; € P(E) for any i € N. We write this resolution as P*(C) — C.
Dually, we define an £-injective resolution of an object C' € C.

Definition 10.33. Let (C,€&) be an exact category with enough E-projectives. In this case, for any C € C,
there is an E-exact sequence K ~— P — C, with P € P(E). The object K is said to be an E-syzygy of C,
and is written as Qg p(C).

Dually we define an £-cosyzygy of C' of an object C' € C and we denote it by lel(C)

Remark 10.34. (Proposition 1.15 of m]) Let (C, ) be any exact category with enough E-projectives. Then,
all £-(co)syzygies for an object C' € C are isomorphic.

Definition 10.35. For a given exact category (C, E) with enough &-projectives, we introduce The E-projective
dimension for any C € C (pdg(C)) as the minimal non-negative integer n such that there is an £-projective
resolution

Pn>—>Pn,1 P1 Po*»c

Dually, we define the E-injective dimension for any C' € C, and we denote it by idg(C).
For each class ) of objects in C, we set

pde(Y) :=sup{pde(Y): Y € YV}.
Pso(Y)={Y €Y :pdg(Y) < oo}

Definition 10.36. For each class YV of objects in C, we define the finitistic £-projective dimension of ) as
follows

fpdg (V) = pde (P> (Y)).

Similarly, we have the class Z5°°(Y) and the finitistic E-injective dimension fidg ().

For any M,N € C , we denote by Factp)(M,N) the set of all morphisms f : M — N factoring
throughout an object in P(£). Let N € C and take any admissible epic p: P — N with P € P(E). Note
that, for any M € C we have that

Factp(e)(M, N) = Im(Home (M, p)).

Therefore the class of morphisms Factpg) is an ideal in C , and so, we get the well known stable category
C := C/Factp(e) modulo projectives. Recall that C and C have the same objects and Homg(M,N) =
Home (M, N)/Factp ey (M, N). Dually, we define C.

Definition 10.37. ([40]) Let (C,€) be an exact IT-context. We denote by Ke(C) the quotient of the free
abelian group generated by the set of iso-classes {[M]: M € C} modulo the relations:

o [N|—[S]—-[T) i N=ST, and
o [Plif PeP(E).
Dually, we define K¢ (C) modulo the relations [N] — [S] — [T] if N = S @ T, and [I] if I € Z(E).

Remark 10.38. We have that K¢(C) is the free abelian group generated by the objects in the set ind(C)\P(E).
Furthermore, the additive functor Q¢ : C — C gives rise to a morphism Qg : Ke¢(C) — Kg(C) of abelian
groups, given by Qe ([M]) := [Qe(M)] for any M € C.

Dually, we define Q' : K¢(C) — K¢(C).
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Definition 10.39. ([40]) Let (C,€) be an exact IT-context. The E-IT functions ®g, Ve : Obj(C) — N are
defined, by using Fitting’s Lemma (LemmalZ3), as follows:

o Oo(M) = nq. (M), and
o Ue(M)=0s(M)+ fpdg(add(Qes ™ (M))).
And its dual versions ®¢, W€ : Obj(C) — N as follows:

o OE(M) = oz (M), and

o UE(M) = B (M) + fide (add (27 * M) (M1))).
From Definition [[0.39] we can obtain the classic definitions and [3.4] and
Example 10.40. Special cases

e If C = modA for an Artin algebra A, then

= ®p) (M) = pa(M) and Wpa)(M) = Ya(M),
— ®TA(M) = pa0r (D(M)) and TTA (M) = 1400 (D(M))

o If C = M for a right semiperfect coalgebra C, then
T (M) = (M) and WD (M) = o (M)

Remark 10.41. (Propositions 2.10, 2.11, 2.12 of m]} The following statements hold true for an exact
IT-context (C,E).

If pdg (M) < oo then ®g(M) = We(M) = pde(M).

If pdg(M) < 00 and M € ind(C) then ®g(M) = ¥e(M) = 0.

Ifadd(M) = add(N) then ®¢(M) = ®g(N) and ¥g(M) = ¥eg(N).
De(M)=Pc(M D P) and Vg(M) =Veg(M & P) , for all M € C and P € P(E).
De(M) < Peg(MON) and Vg(M) < Veg(M @& N) for all M,N €C .

De(M) < Pe(Qe(M))+1 and Veg(M) < Ue(Qe(M))+ 1 for all M € C.

Let Z|Q% (M), where n < ®g(M) and pdg(Z) < co. Then pde(Z) +n < We(M).

—~

N@P‘PP-’.N’E—‘
PN

There are dual versions for all items in the above remark.
The following result is a generalization of Theorem [3.91

Theorem 10.42. (Theorem 2.13 of [40]) Let (C,&) be a strong exact IT-context. Then, for any E-ezact
sequence A — B — C such that pdg(C) < 0o, we have that

pds(C) < Ve(A® B) +1
The following result is a generalization of Corollary 312

Corollary 10.43. ([40]) Let (C,€) be a strong exact IT-context. Then, for any &-exact sequence A — B —»
C, the following statements hold.

1. If pdg(B) < oo, then pdg(B) <14 Ug(A @ Qe(C)).
2. If pdg(A) < oo, then pdg(A) <14 Te(Qe(Bo C)).

Definition 10.44. ([40]) Let (C,€) be an exact IT-context. If Y is a class of objects in a C, we define

o the E-relative ®-dimension of Y as g dim(Y) = sup{P(Y) : Y € V}, and
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o the E-relative W-dimension of Y as Ye dim(Y) = sup{¥e(Y): Y € YV}.

Dually we define ®¢ dim(Y) and ¥ dim()).

Remark 10.45. For any class Y of objects, in an exact IT-context (C,E), the following inequalities hold

o fpde(Y) < Pedim(Y) < ¥edim(Y) < pde(Y).
< D dim(Y) + fpde (V).

The theorem below generalizes Theorem [5.1] and Theorem

Theorem 10.46. (Theorem 3.4 of m]} Let C be a skeletally small abelian Krull-Schmidt category, with
enough projectives and injectives. Then C is a Frobenius category if and only if

Dp(c) dim(C) = ¥4 dim(C) = 0

The following example shows that the symmetric condition is necessary.

Example 10.47. Let k be a field and Af° be following infinite quiver

such that T,

AOO _ 0 [e 7)) 1 (e 5] (65} [07%:3
0 =

2 3

Consider C the full subcategory of representations of Rep(kAg°) formed by all representation (M;, Ty,;)
i1 ©Ta; = 0.
It is easy to that P; = 1,11 for ¢ € N but Ij is not a projective module, thus C is not a Frobenius category.

However ®p gy dim(C) = 0 (and B2 dim(C) = o0).
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